#2. Executive Summary: Undergraduate Program Assessment: 

 Student Outcomes – Gen Ed
To be completed by Departments and submitted to the BlackBoard assessment site. 
	Department: Music Date: May 26, 2016

	Members involved with analysis  of artifacts: Grimpo, Herl

	See Undergraduate Program Outcome Assessment Plan: Student Outcomes – Gen Eds for: a) Learning Outcome; b) Background; c) Question(s); d) Methodology

	Analysis of artifacts: 
1). PERFORMANCE CRITERIA* - How was data analyzed? (attach rubrics/scoring tools if used). 
Percentages were used to score the final exam in Mu 111 (Music Appreciation).


	Summary of RESULTS*: 
1). Restate the assessment question(s) (from the Assessment plan): 
When students don't learn in our general education courses, does the problem lie with the course material, with the teaching methods, or elsewhere?
2). Summarize the assessment results. A narrative summary is required. Charts, tables or graphs are encouraged but optional. 
In our assessment plan last fall we proposed to base our assessment on a single question from the final exam, but since then we have decided that using the entire exam would give a better picture of achievement in the course. A copy of the exam is attached.
Fifty-five percent of the final exam in Music Appreciation tests new material, and forty-five percent is cumulative. It is here that students are tested on their understanding of new material (western art music of the 20th Century) and on their ability to synthesize the information they have learned throughout the entire semester (western art music from the Middle Ages through 20th Century) in a practical way.
The mean score on the exam was 78 percent; the median was 79 percent. Of the 35 students in the class, 28 scored a 70% or higher and 7 scored lower than a 70%.  Of the students who earned less than a C, five of them earned a D, which is still a passable grade and was consistent with the rest of their exam scores throughout the semester.  These students occasionally missed class and generally didn’t spend enough time preparing the material outside of class.  Of the two students who failed (both earning less than a 50%), one was not a surprise; she had failed every exam throughout the semester and had been advised to withdraw from the class.  The other had been earning consistent Bs and Cs the first half of the semester, but because of an illness and many missed classes, she basically “checked out of class” and did no work after spring break. 

3). INTERPRETATION* - Discuss how the results answer the assessment question(s). 
In the department's analysis, the course material is appropriately rigorous, and our observations indicate that the course is well taught. The exam results are consistent with what one would normally expect from students who may or may not want to be in the course.
4).  Observations made that were not directly related to the question(s). (i.e. interrater reliability of the scoring tool was low) not applicable


	Sharing of Results: 
When were results shared? Date: May 26, 2016
How were the results shared? (i.e. met as a department)  met as a department
Who were results shared with? (List names):  Blersch, Grimpo, Herl, Jacobs, Schultz, von Kampen


	Discussion of Results –Summarize your conclusions including: 

1. ACTION*- How will what the department learned from the assessment impact the teaching process/course/program etc. in your department starting the next academic year? 

     Based on these results, with most students either doing well or having issues that are not easily solvable in a single academic department, we see no immediate need for changes to these courses.
2. IMPACT*- What is the anticipated impact of the ACTION* on student achievement of the learning outcome in the next academic year? 

     not applicable
3. BUDGET IMPLICATIONS – Indicate budget requirements necessary for the successful implementation of the ACTION* (i.e. an additional staff person, new equipment, additional sections of a course).       none


	If action is taken – it is recommended that the same learning outcome and assessment plan be used for a second assessment cycle.


	What assessment questions related to the learning outcome would the program like to investigate in the future? na  

	

	Submitted by: Joseph Herl                                Reviewed by the Assessment Committee (date): 6/24/16

	Department Chair notified/additional action needed: na      
BUDGET IMPLICATIONS – Assessment Committee Chair notified appropriate Dean: na
Approved & Posted to Assessment site: NE  6/24/16


