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SCHEDULE OF ASSESSMENT ACTIVITIES*
This schedule is meant to be fluid; providing a proposed schedule for future assessment while at the same time, providing a record of your efforts as the program planning cycle progresses.
Table 2: Schedule of Planned Assessment Activities
C = Collect data

D = Discuss results

I = Implement changes (if any)
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*Note: This template is based on a five-year program planning cycle. If your program planning follows another cycle (e.g., based on accreditation), please feel free to add (or subtract) columns as necessary.
	SLO #2 Demonstrate a working knowledge of music history and literature from the Western art tradition, with supporting related studies in non-western traditions, practices, and cultures.


2.1  Data Collection:
[SEMESTER/YEAR] – For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 
(F06) Instructors of Musc 12, 19, 110, 111, 148, 120.  Data collected through in-class discussion, regular quizzes/exams, writing assignments and final exam questions, all of which relate to the demonstration of a working knowledge of music history and literature from the Western art tradition, with supporting related studies in non-western traditions, practices, and cultures.  Students have to be able to identify specific cultures and traditions upon hearing a work and to be able to discuss, verbally or in writing, conceptual aspects and traits of these musical, historical and cultural traditions and practices.  Results from all courses indicate that students at all lower and advanced levels of these courses (two of which are GE courses) are demonstrating this objective with a C or better.  Results are somewhat varied in each course, from a failure rate of 4% to 27% in the most advanced course of western music history (Musc 111).  In Musc 111, e.g., 8 out of 38 did NOT pass this competency and so, have to retake the course.   In Music 19,  4% failed, in Musc 12, 10% failed, in Musc 110, only 4% failed, in Musc 120, only 1% failed, Musc 148, 9% failed.    
2.2 What have you learned about this Student Learning Outcome?
[SEMESTER/YEAR] – Based on the results in part I., briefly summarize the discussion surrounding this outcome, i.e., what does the faculty conclude about student learning for this SLO?

Pre-requisites for Musc 12 will be implemented, instruction for Musc 111 will be examined (instructor will change due to retirement).  We constantly discuss student performance in faculty meetings and curriculum committee meetings.
2.3 Action Item(s) (if necessary):

[SEMESTER/YEAR] – Based on the discussion in part II., what actions will the department take to improve student learning, e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc?
(from sp07 process plans)

We are ALWAYS revising the assessment process.   We assess every student in music every single day.  They get more personal attention and feedback than any other major, except for, perhaps, dance.
2.4 Results of Action Items
[SEMESTER/YEAR] – What does assessment of student learning show after implementation of any action items? What, if anything, is planned next?

	#5  Successfully complete a capstone experience appropriate to their area of specialization.


5.1 Data Collection:
[SEMESTER/YEAR] – For this assessment cycle, how were the data collected and what were the results? 

F06  Final capstone experience was completed and credit given for Musc 182.   Instructors in the student’s applied areas evaluate this final project, whether it is a recording project in the technology area or a recital given by a flutist, pianist, or vocalist.  Two faculty from each applied area assess and sign off on this competency in addition to authorizing credit for the course.   Out of the 10 students that signed up for this course, all met this requirement.

F06 No indirect measurement except for exit survey that asks about future plans and employment prospects.
5.2  What have you learned about this Student Learning Outcome?
[SEMESTER/YEAR] – Based on the results in part I., briefly summarize the discussion surrounding this outcome, i.e., what does the faculty conclude about student learning for this SLO?

Students are meeting this competency.
5.3  Action Item(s) (if necessary):

[SEMESTER/YEAR] – Based on the discussion in part II., what actions will the department take to improve student learning, e.g., program changes, changes in pedagogy, process changes, resources requests, etc?
5.4  Results of Action Items

[SEMESTER/YEAR] – What does assessment of student learning show after implementation of any action items? What, if anything, is planned next?
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