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1) Outcome to be 

assessed  

 

 

2) Means of assessment 

and criteria of success 

 

3) Summary of data 

collected 

 

4) Analysis of data 

 

5) Plan of action/what to 

do next 

 

1. Students will 

acquire an 

understanding and 

knowledge of basic 

significant Western 

musical styles. 

 

2. Students will 

acquire the ability to 

aurally identify the 

most important 

composers’ 

representative 

compositions from 

each major music era. 

 

 

 

The outcomes will be 

assessed by internally 

developed examination. 

 

Multiple Choice Pre/Post-

Test dealing with basic 

historical music knowledge 

as well as listening 

examples from each major 

music era. 

 

The assessment of success 

was based on the 

improvement in percentage 

scores between the Pre and 

Post-test. 

 

5-10% improvement: 

partially successful 

 

11-20% improvement: 

 

Summary: 

472 students took the Pre-

test. The average score was 

40.90%. 

 

386 students took the Post-

test. The average score was 

77.95%. 

 

There was a 37.05 –

30.15% improvement 

between the Pre/Post-tests.   

 

 

 

Summary A: 

The data showed a 37.05% 

improvement which was 

considered quite successful. 

 

This is 7.61% increment 

from 30.15% improvement 

in Fall of 2013. 

However, this improvement 

score is 5.24% lower than 

42.29 improvement in fall of 

2012. 

 

The final average Post-test 

score is in the “C” average 

(70 to 79%). This is lower 

than previous assessment.   

Faculty will discuss this 

issue in next department 

meeting on Aug. 19, 2014. 

 

 

Summary A: 

The same assessment Pre 

and Post-test will be used 

in the fall of 2014 in order 

to create a current baseline 

for MUS101. 

 

Only the grading of Post-

test in fall of 2014 will be 

done on ParScore machine. 

 

Faculty will examine this 

report and see if a revision 

of the questions in the 

Pre/Post-test is needed. 

This will be done on Aug. 

19 of 2014. 

 

Dr. Ball and Dr. Vu met 

Saturday, June 7, 2014 in 

post semester days. The 



moderately successful  

 

21% and above: quite 

successful 

 

Overall Summary:  

Faculty met Jan. 4, 2014 and 

determined the continued 

implementation of the 11th 

edition (Machlis-Forney) text 

is producing a positive effect 

on student performance.  

 

Continue including the Post-

test average in student’s final 

grade.  

 

result of the meeting
i
 will 

be presented in faculty 

meeting in August 19, 

2014.   

 

Faculty will continue to 

inform students that the 

Post-test score will be 

included in the calculation 

of student’s final grade at 

the beginning of the 

semester.  

 

This will motivate student 

to accumulate and retain 

information through the 

entire semester. Hopefully 

by doing this, information 

will be transformed into 

student’s long-term cultural 

awareness. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Spring 2014 
     Music 101 

Class Instructor Pre Test Pre Test Post Test Post Test Notes 

Section   
No. of 

Students 
Class Average 

% 
No. of 

Students 
Class Average 

%   

Online 
 

55 54.3 32 78.4 
 T/Th 7:00 am 

 
40 31 42 82 

 T/Th 8:35 am 
 

40 46 42 87 
 T/Th 10:15 am 

 
46 42 38 87 

 M/W 8:35 am 
 

46 37 35 76 
 M/W 10:15 am 

 
45 37 39 79 

 T/Th 11:50 am 
 

42 39 38 70 
 T/Th 1:30 pm 

 
47 40 41 74 

 T 7:15 pm  45 44 31 84  

M/W 11:50 am  45 39.56 30 63  

F 8:00 am  21 40 18 77  

              

Music 101 Class Instructor Pre Test Pre Test Post Test Post Test Notes 

Section   No. of Students Class Average % No. of Students Class Average %   

Totals   472 40.90 386 77.95   

Spring 2014 Difference Pre-Post 37.05 % increased 7.61     

Fall 2013 Difference Pre-Post 29.44 % increased       

Fall 2012 Difference Pre-Post 42.29 % increased -5.24     
 



                                                 
i
 Dr. and I met Saturday, June 7, 2014, in post semester days, and we agreed to recommend to other Music 101 faculty the continued 

use of the 11th edition (Machlis-Forney) text The Enjoyment of Music.  We discussed and concluded the text is producing a positive 

effect on student learning and improved academic performance. 

However, the Bach Cantata text example was cited to be a weak genre example.  

Additionally, it was noted the lack of a strong example demonstrating theme and variation form for the Classical era is a current 

weakness in the text.   

These corrected weaknesses should be major considerations should we decide to adopt any new Norton edition.  No doubt the 12th 

edition is already in production.  We were particularly gratified that the last two semesters showed an overall improvement of 

student’s comprehension by including a listening identification dimension in the post-test. Evidence regarding student academic 

improvement too was noted by including the post-test grade being weighted equally with all other era examinations during the 

semester. Additionally, we recommend the continuation of giving all students a test review prior to the post-test. 
 


