#1. Undergraduate Program Assessment Plan: Student Outcomes

To be completed by Departments and submitted by the Department Chair to the Assessment Committee Chair.
	Department: Music

	Members involved with development of Program Assessment Plan: Student Outcomes – Blersch, Grimpo, Herl, Prochnow, Schultz, von Kampen


	Student Outcome: What student outcome will be assessed? (Must be taken from departmental rubric – outcomes should represent the absolute priorities for learning- students must be able to do [this] when they finish our program).
State as follows:  Students should be able to [action verb] [something].
Students will demonstrate performance proficiency on their principal instrument.


	Background: What factors caused you to choose this particular assessment outcome? If you chose this outcome because of a perceived problem, please explain.

It is the first item on our list of learning outcomes.


	Question: What specific question(s) are you attempting to answer through this assessment?  There may be more than one question, but no more than three.

What percentage of music majors perform acceptably in terms of proficiency on their instrument, precision in executing the piece performed, and musical expression?
What percentage of students perform repertoire appropriate to their year in school?


	Methodology: 

1. OBJECT* - What data (i.e. artifact, exam score, detailed description of assignment) will be collected?

We will collect scoring sheets for student performance juries.

a. How does this data address the assessment question?

Students are rated in the areas posed by the questions.

b. Include/attach a description/example of assessment tool to be used.

The following are scored on a scale from 1 (lowest) to 5 (highest), with 3 being the minimum acceptable score:

Proficiency (items relating to the instrument, not the specific piece)

Accuracy (items relating to the specific piece being performed)

Musical expression (the overall musicality of the performance)

The difficulty of the repertoire is scored from minus 2 to plus 2, as follows:

–2 – two or more years behind the student’s year in school
–1 – a year behind the student’s year in school

0 – appropriate for the student’s year in school
+1 – a year ahead of the student’s year in school

+2 – two or more years ahead of the student’s year in school

2. How will data be collected? 
All music majors perform a jury on their principal instrument at the end of each semester. The faculty members hearing the juries will fill out the scoring sheets.



	Analysis of Artifacts: PERFORMANCE CRITERIA* - Discuss how the artifacts will be analyzed (attach rubrics/scoring tools if used. How will we know if it is good?).

We will see how many students meet the minimum standard of “3” in each category and how many are performing repertoire appropriately challenging for their year in school.
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