Arkansas School Band and Orchestra Association

ASBOA Executive Board Meeting Minutes

Wednesday, May 27, 2026 — ATU, Doc Bryan Room 242 - 10:00 AM
Draft Updated — 5/28/2026

Call to Order — Ralph Brody, President 2025-2026

Moment of Silence — Invocation — Brian Pearson

Roll Call:

Ralph Brody, President 2025-2026; Erica Hann, President 2026-2027; Brian Pearson, 1% Vice President; Jon Shultz, 2" Vice
President; Rachel Loretz, Mark Bailey, and Sarah Abbott Board Members; Greg Bruner, Parliamentarian; Dewayne Dove,
Executive Secretary-Treasurer;

Region Chairs —Casey Buck, State Orchestra Chair; Jennifer Michaels — South Orchestra; Logan Mabry — North Orchestra; Daniel
Cooper — 1; Christian Davis — II; Brian York — IlI; Rusty Hart — IV; Carlos Serna for Kim Webb — V; Doug Blevins for Jared Jones — VI;
Omar Alonzo - VII; Brick Wasson — VIlI; Stephanie Huffmaster — IX

Executive Advisory — Matt Teague, Tammy Sangster, Doug Blevins, Keith Matthews, Scott Villines, Ralph Brody and Erica Hann
Past Presidents — Karen Dismuke, Kara Reynolds, Omar Taweel

2025-2026 President Ralph Brody - turns meeting over to 2026-2027 President Erica Hann
Mrs. Hann thanked Mr. Brody for his service to our organization this past year.

Explanation of Voting Procedure — Parliamentarian explains the voting process.
Vote by raising your card. We are voting on Board Recommends. The exception being we will vote on the site for the State Concert
Contest.

AGENDA

Executive Secretary-Treasurer Report
Updated May 27, 2026
Regions Complete — Region 2,3,4,5,7,9,N,S

Region1 5/22/2026 Region 8 5/27/2026
Junior/Senior Concert Clinic —Balance Solo and Ensemble —Medal Payment, Medals
Junior/Senior Jazz Clinic Balance Region Meeting Minutes

Region 6 5/26/2026
Solo and Ensemble — Balance, Medal Payment

Bids

State Concert Contest — Bentonville High School Selected for 2027
FOR: 21 AGAINST: 2 ABSTAIN: 1

Profit and Loss — Will be presented to the Audit and Finance Committee and presented at ABA.

Committee Reports



Executive Advisory Committee — Matt Teague Chair

Executive Advisory Meeting 5/9/2026—Marching Adjudication Training

Committee members present were: Greg Bruner, Matt Teague, Keith Matthews, Doug Blevins, Ralph Brody, and Scott Villines.
There were several other directors present who participated in the training.

The committee met at Arkansas Tech University at 10 am to go through an initial training program that was designed by Executive
Secretary Dewayne Dove. Upon completion of the training and after feedback from all directors present, the committee met to
discuss the process. After much discussion, a motion was made by Keith Matthews and seconded by Ralph Brody to approve the
training as presented by Mr. Dove. The vote was 5-0 to approve. The meeting adjourned at 4:45 pm.

The committee will present a motion at the board meeting with a timeline for implementation of the new training.

Respectfully submitted,
Greg Bruner, chair

Motion: To be consistent with the concert band adjudicator requirements, to require that two of the three marching band
adjudicators be trained. (Currently, two out of the four are required for concert). To allow a window of time to allow individuals
to become trained as marching band adjudicators, the following time frame be observed: that 2 of the 3 adjudicators are trained
starting in the 2026 school year with the current training (concert), for 2027 school year 2 of the 3 adjudicators are certified by
either marching or concert training, and beginning with the 2028 school year 2 of the 3 marching adjudicators will have to be
certified with the marching adjudication training.

Proposed by Keith Matthews/Ralph Brody

For: 5 Against: 0 Abstain: 0

Rationale — This gives an existing pool of adjudication trained judges to begin with until the marching training is implemented and
attended. Having all judges trained is not a requirement for concert assessment, so this will align with the existing policy.
Committee Recommendation: DO PASS

Action: Board Recommends a DO PASS

FOR: 24 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Rationale — This provides for a timeline of implementation of trained marching band adjudicators. This also keeps the judging criteria
as close as possible to the concert assessment adjudicator requirements.

State Contest Committee - Jon Shultz, Chair

The State Contest Committee met at the request of the Executive Secretary at All-State. The committee met again digitally on
May 4, with Jon Shultz, Gregg Scott, Tim Hendrix, Terry Hogard, Tricia Moffett, Rusty Hart, and Jeremy Ford present to finalize the
following proposals:

SCC 1.26 For the State Marching Contest, the Executive Secretary be given the authority to determine the order and distribution
of classification performances after registration has closed, similar to the current procedure used for the ASBOA State Concert
Assessment.

Rationale — Determining the schedule during the Summer Board Meeting is too early, as final participation numbers are not yet
known. Allowing the Executive Secretary to finalize the schedule after registration closes would help create a more balanced
distribution of performances across contest days. Currently, adjudicators are being asked to judge for nearly twelve hours a day over
multiple days, while another contest day may be significantly shorter. This imbalance creates unnecessary judging fatigue and may
impact the consistency and quality of adjudication. Greater scheduling flexibility would allow for a more equitable and efficient
contest experience for students, directors, judges, and staff.

Committee Recommendation: DO PASS

Action: Board Recommends a DO PASS
FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 0
Rationale — The board agreed with the committee’s rationale.

SCC 2.26 That the wording concerning adjudicator selection for the Arkansas State Marching Contest be updated to read:
“The committee is to provide a list of recommended adjudicators to the Executive Secretary, and the Executive Secretary will
secure the judges.”



Rationale - This proposal reflects the process that is currently being utilized in practice. Updating the wording would better align the
marching contest adjudicator selection process with the procedures already used for the ASBOA State Concert Contest as well as
regional marching and concert assessments. This clarification would create consistency across ASBOA events and more accurately
define the responsibilities of both the committee and the Executive Secretary in the adjudication process.

Committee Recommendation: DO PASS

Action: Board Recommends a DO PASS

FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Rationale — The board agreed with the committee’s rationale.

SCC 3.26 That the Arkansas State Marching Contest copyright policy include the following language:

“Any music created or arranged that uses or references another work must have documented permissions, even if the work is
digital, analogue, or Al generated. Any use of electronic sound effects or speech that are not created live by an individual
performer(s), even if created digitally, analogue, or through Al, must have documented permission. Any speech that is written by
someone other than the original work’s composer, even if created digitally, analogue, or through Al, must have documented
permission.”

Rationale — ASBOA is not legally structured to determine whether copyright law has been violated, as that responsibility belongs to a
court of law. However, ASBOA can determine whether its own policies and procedures have been followed. This proposal clarifies
expectations concerning digital, analogue, and Al-generated content while helping protect directors, schools, adjudicators, and
ASBOA itself. It also reinforces that the responsibility for securing permissions and complying with copyright law rests with the
director and school entering the contest.

Committee Recommendation: DO PASS

Action: Board Recommends a DO PASS

FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Rationale — This comes from the recommendation of the National Federation of High Schools. ASBOA can enforce their own rules
and regulations, but we are not structured to function as a court of law to determine whether someone has violated copyright.

SCC 4.26 That the following statement be added to the Region Marching Contest registration invoice and/or registration
materials:

“All necessary permissions and/or licensing must be obtained from the owner of any and all rights, including copyright, of all
music performed at an ASBOA music contest by this marching band. | also understand that the Arkansas School Band and
Orchestra Association is not responsible for obtaining any necessary permission or licensing of the music performed by this
marching band during the course of any ASBOA competition. All custom arrangements of copyrighted materials must be
supported by proof of permission to arrange, including music included in a pre-show segment, even if created digitally, analogue,
or through AL”

Rationale - This statement would serve as an additional checkpoint for directors and schools concerning copyright compliance prior
to performance. In some cases, directors have secured permissions by the October 1 deadline required for State Marching Contest
participation, but not prior to their first public performance of the music. This proposal helps reinforce that permissions and licensing
should be secured before any performance occurs and clarifies that responsibility rests with the participating school and director, not
ASBOA.

Committee Recommendation: DO PASS

Action: Board Recommends a DO PASS

FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Rationale — This comes from the recommendation of the National Federation of High Schools. Some programs that are not planning
to attend the state marching contest are not getting copyright permission as they should for region events. This is to help school
districts to be copyright compliant.

SCC 5.26 That the Arkansas State Marching Contest establish stricter procedures concerning access to the hospitality room and
second-floor viewing area at War Memorial Stadium.
1. Access to the hospitality room and second-floor viewing area will require:

o An official ASBOA-issued wristband

O Inclusion on an approved access list maintained by contest administration
2. Only individuals on the approved list will be permitted access, including directors, staff, and approved personnel. Family
members and guests will not be permitted unless included on the list.
3. Wristbands will be valid for one contest day only unless otherwise designated by contest administration.
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4. Wristbands may not be shared, transferred, or reused by unauthorized individuals.

Rationale — Hospitality room access and food usage have become an increasing issue for ASBOA due to shared wristbands,
unauthorized guests, and misuse of second-floor access privileges. This proposal would create clearer expectations, improve
accountability, and help ensure that the hospitality area remains sustainable and properly managed for those authorized to use it.
Committee Recommendation: DO PASS

Action: Board Recommends a DO PASS

FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Rationale — The second floor of War Memorial is supposed to be a viewing area. It has become an issue about eating. This helps to
establish some parameters to help War Memorial staff know who should be on the second floor.

Region IX — Stephanie Huffmaster, Chair; Mary Popplereiter, Secretary/Treasurer
No Proposals
Region VIIl = Brick Wasson, Chair; Shanice McFerren, Secretary

8.1.26 State Marching Contest - Marching Bands have to earn a composite first (1) division in their respective region assessment
in order to progress to the ASBOA State Marching Contest.

Proposed by Brian Rhodes/Angela Rhodes

FOR: 39 AGAINST: 2 ABSTAIN: O

Rationale — With so many bands qualifying, scheduling has become quite difficult (especially 3A, 4A & 5A), with early bands either
spending the previous night (adding tremendous expense), or departing unreasonably early (in some cases, 5:00 am) to make their
performance time. The ASBOA state contest should be the best of the best bands in Arkansas. This proposal will ensure that this is the
case and should ease the scheduling issues.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Motion to send to the State Contest Committee

Proposed by: Ralph Brody/Keith Matthews

FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Action: Sent to State Contest Committee

Rationale — The State Contest Committee sent out a questionnaire this past spring concerning the possibilities of changing the
requirements and or structure of the State Marching Contest. Since the committee is already working on something like this, they
need to be allowed to finish their work as there are several aspects of the event that must be taken into consideration — such as will
we still need three days, and how to keep the event financially soluble.

8.2.26 State Band Tryouts (Jazz & Concert) - if a student is asked to play an exercise and they play something completely
inappropriate (ex: a sax player playing "Careless Whisper") or something that is not related to the printed material in any way,
they will be disqualified immediately, asked to leave the room and an alternate will be called and put at the end of the tryout
order. This can be determined by a quick consensus of all judges in the room with the room chair making the final decision.
Proposed by Brian Rhodes/Adam Coats

FOR: 41 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Rationale — For the past two years in the All State Jazz Piano room, we've had a piano player, when asked for their 1st exercise,
played something from "La La Land" and the following year someone played an IPhone ringtone. They probably thought it was cute,
but there's probably an alternate from another region who is prepared and could give a proper audition. We need to ensure the
integrity of the tryout process.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Action: Board Recommends a DO NOT PASS

FOR: 0 AGAINST: 24 ABSTAIN: 1

Rationale — There is already a procedure in place for individuals who play the wrong material. This would be marked as wrong
material and scored as such. This would go against the current requirement that the committee is to listen to the full excerpt of

music selected, regardless of how well or poorly attempted. We also do not replace a student after they have entered the room for
any other audition procedure infraction.

8.3.26 Solo and Ensemble Contest - the ASBOA constitution currently states: "6. Playing time is limited to six minutes for each
solo and/or ensemble." There are many compositions on our current list that exceed this 6-minute mark (ex. Alto Sax - Concerto
in Eb by Glazunov). Waive the 6-minute requirement for students that intend to progress to the state level.

Proposed by Brian Rhodes/Adam Coats



FOR: 38 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 3

Rationale — This entry in our constitution needs to be consistent with the repertoire that is on our current list.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Action: Board Recommends a DO NOT PASS

FOR: 2 AGAINST: 9 ABSTAIN: 14

Rationale — The host does not know who is planning to go to the state solo and ensemble contest. Some students don’t make that
decision until after the region event has taken place. This would create a challenge for the host to be able to schedule the event.
With the current constitution, judges are expected to hear 10 events per hour at the region solo and ensemble event. This is part of
the justification for their pay. Also, even though the rule is there, no one on the board could identify a judge who had been cutting
students off.

8.4.26 Amend Section VIII, I. 8. b. to read as follows:

(b) The director of an organization participating in sight-reading will be allowed the following time limits to

study the score and instruct the organization: 5A, 6A, 7A - 10 minutes 4A and DD-7A - 9 minutes All others - 8 minutes
Proposed Adam Coats/Aaron Durham

FOR: 30 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 11

Rationale — Presently, DD-7A is only allowed 8 minutes of study time to read a UIL Level 4. DD-7A and 4A bands are the only two
ensemble classifications that must read Level 4. However, 4A receives 9 minutes of study time, while DD-7A (auditioned “second
band” for 7A) gets just 8 minutes. This is a discrepancy that confuses directors and adjudicators alike—over the past few years, | have
had multiple sight-reading judges question this difference while my DD-7A ensemble has been about to start our study time in the
sight-reading room.

When trying to explain why this extra burden is on DD-7A to my students, parents, and administrators, | am unable to give a
justifiable, legitimate reason. DD-7A is the only classification that this affects; there is no other band that reads the same level of
sight-reading material as another band with a different classification but receives less time to study that specific sight-reading.
Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Action: Board Recommends a DO PASS

FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Rationale — This will align the study period to the material. Currently the study period has been aligned to the classification and
different classifications have had a different amount of time to study the same music.

8.5.26 That 5A sight-reading requirements be aligned with those of 4A (reading level 4), rather than being grouped with 6A
(reading level 5), in order to ensure fairness, instructional consistency, and adherence to the educational intent of sight-reading
assessment.



I. REGION CONCERT ASSESSMENT
1. Eligibility: See Rules and Regulations, Section Il
2. Dates: See Dates, Section Il
3. Qassification: See Rules and Regulations, Section V
4. Required Music: See Rules and Regulations, Section VI
5. Entry Fees: See Appendix A
6. Awards: See Rules and Regulations, Section X)
7. Judging
(a) Three judges will be used for concert assessment. Adjudicators will make both written and recorded comments for the concert portion of region
assessment. (ABA 2006)
(b) Judges may be allowed to hold sheets at region and state assessment within a dlassification
(c) Sight-reading will be judged by one judge
1. Selection of judges, and judging standards: See ASBOA By-Laws, Article VIl
2. UIL sight-reading selections will be utilkzed for concert assessment. Classification requirements are clearly kisted below 50 the directors know the level their
group will be required to perform. The entire piece will be mandatory. (ABA 2020) to increase the rigor of the concert sight-reading process.

ASBOA Bands & Orchestras Classification UIL Sight-Reading Level
Junior High/Middie School N-8EE Level 1
Junior High/Middie School BEEE-BEEEE, 9€-9EE Level 2
Junior High/Middie School 9EEE-9EEEE Level 3
Senior High 1A/2A Level 2
Senior High 3A Level 3
Senior High aA Level 4
Senior High SA/6A Level 5
Senior High TA Level 6

{a) Senior High School second bands and orchestras will read 2 levels lower than the dassification of their first ensemble
(b) Junior High/Middle School second bands will read 1 level lower than the classification of their first ensemble.
(c) Third, fourth, and fifth bands/orchestras will read 3 levels lower than the dassification of their first ensemble

SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL
Class 7A - Two selections from grade IV or above and a march®.
Class 6A - One selection from grade IV or above, one from grade lil or above, and a march®.
Class 5A - One selection from grade Ill or above, one from grade |l or above, and a march®.
Class 4A - One selection from grade Il or above, one from grade | or above, and a march®.
Classes 3A, 2A and 1A - Two selections from grade | or above, and a march®.
Class 10-5A, 10-6A, 10-7A, 11-5A, 11-6A, 11-TA - One selection from grade |l or above, one from grade | or above, and a march®.
Class D; DD; DDD: DDDD - Two selections from grade | or above, and a march®.
Class N-1, N-2, N-3 - Two selections from grade | or above, and a march*
Class R-1, R-2 ~ Selections one grade level leniency from their normal classification and a march*

Proposed by Danielle Hodges/ Megan Garrett

FOR: 36 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 5

Rationale — The current 5A sight-reading requirements align with UIL level 5, Grade 3 literature, as evidenced by the sight-reading
selection provided this year, which was clearly labeled equivalent to UIL Grade 3. While 5A bands are required to perform a Grade 3
and a Grade 2 selection on stage, requiring a UIL Grade 3 equivalent for sight reading creates an inequity that does not align with the
instructional purpose of the sight-reading evaluation. Sight-reading is intended to assess students’ ability to process and perform
unfamiliar music at a developmentally appropriate level, not to require performance of material equal to—or potentially more
demanding than—their prepared stage literature. Due to the wide range of difficulty found within UIL Grade 3 repertoire,
sight-reading at this level can result in students encountering music that is equal to or more complex than their on-stage
performance selections, undermining the intent of the assessment. Furthermore, the current 5A/6A sight-reading format introduces
instrumentation and part-splitting demands that exceed those commonly found in Grade 3 performance literature. For example,
5A/6A sight-reading requires clarinet and trumpet sections to divide into three independent parts, whereas many Grade 3
compositions require only two-part divisi for these sections. This expectation necessitates rehearsal and performance practices that
may not be standard for 5A ensembles and may not reflect the literature the students have prepared throughout the year.

In one observed instance, the Grade 3 work performed on stage by a 5A ensemble did not include three-way part divisions, yet the
sight-reading selection required such divisions, placing students at a disadvantage unrelated to musicianship or preparation. This
discrepancy further illustrates the misalignment between performance and sight-reading expectations. Aligning 5A sight-reading
with 4A requirements (Level 4 sight-reading) would more accurately reflect the instructional level of 5A ensembles, ensure equitable
evaluation conditions, and uphold the educational purpose of sight reading as a measure of musicianship rather than endurance. This
adjustment would better serve students, educators, and the integrity of the assessment process.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Motion to send to the Music Materials Committee



Proposed by: Doug Blevins/Daniel Cooper

FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 0

Action: Sent to Music Materials Committee

Rationale — UIL has changed the format of their sight-reading assessment. In the process, they may have made some of their levels
more difficult. The committee may need to reevaluate the material for all classification levels.

Region VIl — Omar Alonzo, Chair; Tyler Weaver, Secretary

7.1.26 Propose that the ASBOA All-State Jazz Ensembles return, effective immediately, to the following instrumentation for EACH
All-State Jazz Band: 2 Alto Saxophones, 2 Tenor Saxophones, 1 Bari Saxophone, 5 Trumpets, 4 Tenor Trombones, 1 Bass
Trombone, 2 Guitar Players (must be electric or acoustic electric), 2 Bass Players, 2 Piano Players, and 2 Drumset Players.
Proposed by Jason Marshall/John Vinzant

FOR: 26 AGAINST:1 ABSTAIN: 26

Rationale - 1. Several very talented students didn't make the All State Jazz Ensemble this year due to the change in instrumentation
and that can have negative effects on the All State Bands, and those individual's interest in jazz. 2. 12 Total students were cut from
the bands. That is also 12 student fees that were no longer added to the budget which hinders contracting great clinicians. 3. The
bands were very good, but noticeably weaker in the brass and rhythm sections at this last year's performance. 4. The lack of a 2nd
drummer definitely hurt the band during the Latin charts. 5. The bass section could benefit from a player that might be stronger on
upright vs. electric or vice versa. 6. Higher retention in our All-State Jazz Bands. 7. Stronger performance at All-State with more
bodies after a long 3 days of rehearsing 8. More students making the band leads to more recruitment and excitement about jazz in
Arkansas.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Action: Board Recommends a DO NOT PASS

FOR: 1 AGAINST: 23 ABSTAIN: 1

Rationale — The board felt like we needed more than one year with the reduced instrumentation. They also felt like adding back to

the group the additional guitar, bass, and piano positions would not be beneficial to the students. This would be going back to half of
the rhythm section not playing on every other piece at best. The current system allows for every student to play on every selection.

Region VI - Jared Jones, Chair; Josh Bradford, Secretary; Tim Hendrix, Treasurer
No Proposals

Region V — Kim Webb, Chair; Carlos Serna, Secretary; Faith Serna, Treasurer

5.1.26 Change the number of string bass qualifiers to audition for all-state auditions for each region from 1 to 2.

Proposed by: Hope Bruner/Brian Pearson

FOR: 61 AGAINST:0 ABSTAIN: O

Rationale - There are nine students auditioning for five spots. This is the only instrument allowed only one per region. Two per region
would make this instrument similar to other instruments (bass trombone, contra-bass clarinet).

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Motion to Amend: Add the word band before string bass.

Proposed by: Kara Reynolds/Keith Matthews

FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Proposal as amended: Change the number of band string bass qualifiers to audition for all-state auditions for each region from 1
to 2.

FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Action: Board Recommends a DO PASS as Amended

Rationale — The board agreed with the region’s rationale. The word band needed to be added to the proposal to clarify that this was
for the band string bass only.

5.2.26 At region marching and concert assessments, judges shall not hold sheets within a classification.
Proposed by: Hope Bruner/Brian Pearson
FOR: 54 AGAINST: 1 ABSTAIN: 3



Rationale - The current rule of allowing sheets to be held within classifications was established before ASBOA began using the current
rubric/checkmark system of assessments. Bands are judged against a rubric not against each other. Also, with the recent rule of
scanning in judges’ sheets, holding sheets can slow down these host responsibilities.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Action: Board Recommends a DO PASS

FOR: 21 AGAINST: 2 ABSTAIN: 1

Rationale — This has been a question for some time since we have a rubric to follow. When the rule to allow a judge to hold sheets
was created, we didn’t have the current adjudication sheets or rubrics.

5.3.26 Written rationales for summer board proposals should be no more than 300 words.

Proposed by: Hope Bruner/ Noah McClay

FOR: 39 AGAINST: 14 ABSTAIN: 11

Rationale - A rationale should be no longer than 300 words to ensure clarity, focus, and efficiency. Keeping the rationale short, allows
the author to prioritize key ideas, making the proposal easier to understand and evaluate.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Action: Board Recommends a DO PASS

FOR: 22 AGAINST: 2 ABSTAIN: 1

Rationale — The board agrees that there should be a limitation on the length of rationale. In the past, when there have been very
lengthy rationales people stop listening and or get confused over the intent of the proposal.

5.4.26 Allow Junior High ensembles to register for classification based on the grade level of at least 80% of their enrolled
members, rather than strictly by the grade of the oldest member.

Proposed by: Nathan Anderson/Brandan Bakkala

FOR: 26 AGAINST: 12 ABSTAIN: 21

Rationale — The current policy bases ensemble classification on the oldest enrolled member, which can disproportionately affect the
majority of students when a small number of older students participate. For example, an ensemble composed of 54 eighth-grade
students and 1 ninth-grade student from a school with 150 - 299 average student enrollment, is presently required to register as a
9EE group rather than an 8EE group. This classification obligates the entire ensemble to sight-read at a level designed for older
students, even though only a small minority are at that grade level. By instead using the grade level representing at least 80% of the
ensemble's membership, classification would more accurately reflect the ensemble's true makeup and ability level. This adjustment
ensures fairer evaluation standards for the majority of students, supports a more developmentally appropriate adjudication process,
and maintains the integrity of ASBOA's overall classification system.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

No Action Can Be Taken

Rationale — We are not allowed to create a rule or policy that goes directly against AAA. Checking with AAA, they have said that
classification must be based off of the highest grade used. More than likely, this proposal comes from a misunderstanding of
classification — students that are being pulled up to a higher grade level group (high school) causes the students remaining to be a DD
or second ensemble classification.

5.5.26 All 8va (octave-up) passages in Arkansas Jazz Trombone All-Region and All-State audition materials shall be considered
optional. Students will not be penalized for performing passages as written (without taking the 8va), nor will they receive
additional credit solely for choosing to perform optional 8va passages.

Proposed by: Nathan Anderson/Zachary McCullough

FOR: 51 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 6

Rationale — Currently, audition materials for jazz trombone include a mixture of explicitly marked optional 8va passages and implied
8va performance practices. While students are often encouraged to perform optional 8va passages, adjudication practices have been
inconsistent.

With the addendum added in 2026, some students were penalized for attempting optional 8va passages, even when performed with
reasonable proficiency. This inconsistency creates confusion for students and directors, and introduces subjectivity unrelated to the
printed audition material. By formally recognizing all 8va passages as optional and removing penalties associated with either choice,
Arkansas Jazz Trombone auditions will become more transparent, equitable, and musically focused.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Motion to send to the State Jazz Committee

Proposed by: Ralph Brody/Mark Bailey
FOR: 3 AGAINST: 21 ABSTAIN: 1



Action: Failed to send to committee

FOR: 0 AGAINST: 25 ABSTAIN: 0

Action: Board Recommends a DO NOT PASS

Rationale — The errata page was established to take out any discrepancies in the material. The feeling of the board was that nothing
should be optional. When something is optional, it creates a way for a student to be identified. This is the reason why we don’t
allow students to play three octave scales, or play scales in the octaves of their choice.

5.6.26 The following be added to the ASBOA Constitution Section VIII letter I.

18. During the spring semester for schools affected by inclement weather and for March Assessments have missed 8 days due to
weather or for April Assessments have missed 12 days due to weather the following options will be available: Bands must play a
march and the highest level graded piece from the required list for their classification. Orchestras must play the highest level
graded piece from the required list for their classification and one additional piece from the list. If a band or orchestra wishes to
qualify for the State Concert Contest, then all three required pieces must be performed at the Region Concert Assessment. In
other words, if a school chooses to play the reduced material, they will not qualify for the State Concert Contest.

Proposed by Brice Evans/Terry Hogard

FOR: 58 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Rationale — This policy should be consistent from year to year.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Motion to send to the Rules Committee

Proposed by: Daniel Cooper/Kara Reynolds

FOR: 24 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 1

Action: Sent to the Rules Committee

Rationale — There needs to be some cleaning up of the wording before being presented to the full membership. The Rules Committee
was also already working on creating a more permanent solution.

Region IV — Rusty Hart, Chair; Aaron Decker, Secretary/Treasurer

4.1.26 All Solo and Ensemble new music submissions should be submitted to the State Solo and Ensemble committee by February
15 each year.

Proposal by Kara Reynolds/Erica Hann

FOR: 38 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 0

Rationale — This will make it easier on that committee instead of adding music throughout the year. This allows High School students
and directors time in January and February to research new music for performance in this area.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Action: Board Recommends a DO PASS

Rationale — The board agreed with the region’s rationale.

4.2.26 Trombone and Euphonium solos on the state list and UIL list can be used by both instruments.
Proposal by Kara Reynolds/Erica Hann
FOR: 38 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 0

Rationale — To have a larger selection of music and encourage more participation for students.
FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 0

Action: Board Recommends a DO PASS

Rationale — This will allow for a larger selection of music to choose from.

4.3.26 Each ensemble’s program and director should be documented on the region and state concert assessment results pages
on asboa.org.

Proposed by Aaron Decker/Meghan Langley

FOR: 38 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 0

Rationale — A director recently uncovered a box of assessment programs and results from 40-50 years ago, offering a fascinating
glimpse into the past. Preserving materials like these allows us to honor our history and share it with future generations. While many
of us may not think to save such items early in our careers, we often come to value them more over time—by then, those records may
already be lost. Maintaining an archive helps bridge that gap. It also provides a broader view of what bands across the state are
performing, which can inspire new repertoire choices and highlight pieces that may be overused. Furthermore, it would also create
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opportunities to connect with directors who have recently performed a piece, allowing others to gain firsthand insights into its
challenges and strengths. This kind of perspective is especially valuable for early-career directors. Overall, there are a lot of great
reasons for us to document this information!

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

FOR: 0 AGAINST: 25 ABSTAIN: 0

Action: Board Recommends a DO NOT PASS

Rationale — There is already a list of previous concert assessment music selections on the website under the required music tab — this
was voted in at the 2015 ABA. Even though the information can be researched, the board did not feel comfortable placing the name
of the director and ratings in the same location for legal reasons. Please see the proposal in new business concerning this topic.

4.4.26 Add under Section VI of the ASBOA handbook:

E. If either of the below scenarios are true, a school may choose to use the following requirements for the Region Concert
Assessment:

Bands must play a march and the highest level graded piece from the required list for their classification. Orchestras must play
the highest level graded piece from the required list for their classification and one additional piece from the list. Any ensemble
wishing to qualify for the state concert contest must play all three required pieces.

March Assessment Dates: Must have missed a minimum of 8 days due to school closures.

April Assessment Dates: Must have missed a minimum of 12 days due to school closures.

Proposed by Aaron Decker/Meghan Langley

FOR: 38 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 0

Rationale — This mirrors the one-year resolution passed by the rules committee in the spring of 2026. Shortened rehearsal schedules
due to inclement weather are a familiar challenge in Arkansas. This provision gives directors the confidence to program appropriately
challenging music, with the assurance that if significant rehearsal time is lost, a defined alternative option is available. It also reduces
the need for the rules committee to revisit this issue each year by establishing clear, consistent guidelines for all members.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Motion to send to the Rules Committee

Proposed by: Daniel Cooper/Brian Pearson

FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 0

Action: Sent to the Rules Committee

Rationale — There needs to be some cleaning up of the wording before being presented to the full membership. The Rules Committee
was also already working on creating a more permanent solution. This is similar to a proposal from region 5.

Region Il — Brian York, Chair; Melissa Greer, Secretary/Treasurer
No Proposals

Region Il = Chris Davis, Chair; Cinty Graham, Secretary; Cody Ford, Treasurer
No Proposals

Region | — Daniel Cooper, Chair; Adrian Hernandez, Secretary; Lindsey Leggitt, Treasurer

1.1.26 Proposal to adjust the required ASBOA sight-reading procedures and level for 5A High School Bands and Orchestras from
Level 5 to Level 4, and adjust the preparation period from 10 minutes to 9 minutes beginning with the 2026-2027 school year.
Proposed by Daniel Cooper/Ben Light

FOR: 27 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 1

Rationale — Currently, 5A high school bands are required to perform Grade 3 and Grade 2 literature in the prepared portion of concert
assessment, which aligns directly with the expectations placed on 9EEEE junior high bands. However, a clear discrepancy exists in
sight-reading expectations. While 9EEEE bands perform Level 3 sight reading, 5A high school bands are required to perform Level 5
sight reading. This creates a gap between prepared and sight-reading expectations that is not instructionally aligned.

Adjusting the 5A sight-reading requirement to Level 4 maintains a higher level of rigor than the 9EEEE classification while bringing
the expectation more in line with the prepared literature requirements. This change supports a more balanced evaluation of student
performance and better reflects the overall instructional sequence.

This proposal also improves vertical alignment across programs. Feeder junior high and middle school ensembles for 5A programs
typically perform Level 1 sight reading. Under the current system, students experience a four-level increase upon entering high
school. Adjusting the 5A high school requirement to Level 4 results in a three-level progression, which is consistent with the transition
seen in other classifications across the state. This adjustment provides a more logical and instructionally sound progression for
students while maintaining the integrity and rigor of the assessment process.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS
Motion to send to the Music Materials Committee
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Proposed by: Doug Blevins/Carlos Serna

FOR: 24 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 1

Action: Sent to Music Materials Committee

Rationale — UIL has changed the format of their sight-reading assessment. In the process, they may have made some of their levels
more difficult. The committee may need to reevaluate the material for all classification levels. This is similar to the proposal from
region 8.

State Orchestra — Casey Buck, Chair; Faith Flurry, Secretary
South Orchestra — Jennifer Michaels, Chair; Nathan Groot, Treasurer; Noah Davidson, Secretary
North Orchestra — Logan Mabry, Chair; Anne Pequeno, Secretary; Ron Juzeler, Treasurer

0.1.24 In reference to 0.1.24 Motion: ““Amend Article I, Section H, point 14 to read: ‘All Region Chairs will be elected for a period
of two years. Regions |, lll, V, VII, and IX will hold elections on odd numbered years and I, IV, VI, and VIIl on even years. (Revised
1996) The North Orchestra Region Chair will be elected at the All-State Region Clinic by a majority vote of the North Region members
on edd even-numbered years. The South Orchestra Region Chair will be elected at the All-State Region Clinic by a majority vote of
the South Region members on even odd-numbered years.””

Proposed by: Anthony Verge/Mike Burkepile

FOR: 21 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Proposed clarification: Logan Mabry/Rachel Czech

FOR: 27 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 0

Rationale - Orchestra regions do not have a Spring Region meeting in March/April like the bands do. More orchestra directors,
especially those who only teach MS/JH, attend the Fall Meeting in November at All-Region Orchestra Clinic than the Orchestra Region
Meeting at the All-State Music Conference in February. The newly-elected Region Chair will take over duties on March 1 (per the
Constitution). The North and South Region Chair elections will still happen in different school years.

Region(s) Recommendation: DO PASS

FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 0

Action: Board Recommends a DO PASS

Rationale — This clears up the proposal from 2024 concerning when orchestra regions will select their chairs. Electing officers at their

normal region meetings will involve more directors than just those that attend all-state.

0.1.26 Amend Article IV, Section E of the ASBOA Constitution to read as follows: ‘Installation of newly elected officers and
members of the Executive Board shall take place following their election at the Annual Meeting. (Revised 1996) Orchestra Region
and State Chair duties will begin on Mareh-1 August 1.””

Proposed by: Noah Davidson/Curtis Hansen

FOR: 27 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Rationale - March 1 is mere days before concert assessment and fairly close to solo-ensemble. It is certainly NOT the right time to
change region chairs. Waiting until after all region and state events for the year are over, all paperwork has been submitted, and the
summer Board meeting has passed makes better sense, and also aligns the terms for all ASBOA board members and region chairs
taking over at the beginning of the new school year. With elections moving to the Fall, the incoming region chair can “shadow” the
outgoing chair to learn the job better as well.

Region(s) Recommendation: DO PASS

Motion to Amend: Instead of August 1, change to May 1.

Proposed by: Omar Alonzo/Casey Buck

FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 0

Motion as amended: Amend Article IV, Section E of the ASBOA Constitution to read as follows: ‘Installation of newly elected
officers and members of the Executive Board shall take place following their election at the Annual Meeting. (Revised 1996)
Orchestra Region and State Chair duties will begin on March-1 May 1.””

FOR: 25 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 0

Action: Board Recommends a DO PASS

Rationale — The summer board meeting is the first meeting of business for the new school year. Even though officers and board
members are voted in during the general business meeting at ABA, they have already assumed their roles for the next year starting at
the summer board meeting. This will allow the orchestra chairs the opportunity to finish out the year concerning events and also
have the next chair in place for the summer board meeting.

Still in Committee
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SC 8.1 CD Tracks should be made available in the senior high drum set room that have, for each etude it has, separate tracks for
each rehearsal mark with a count in start with beginning and ending at first rehearsal mark. Subsequent rehearsal mark start with
count off to next rehearsal mark end. Etudes must have rehearsal marks notated in the sheet music.

Rationale: Every year the choices for cuts is very difficult. The stress of starting the CD in a “drop the needle” fashion is not beneficial
to the student or judge. It sets itself up for inconsistencies. Mistakes are often made with the judge counting them in. It is not fair to
any student if the judge “nails it” on one count off for the auditioning student and messes it up for another. Starting over with the
count in is too time consuming.

Dustin Chambers/Crystal Reeves

FOR: 49 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 4

Board Recommendation:

Motion: Send to the State Jazz Committee to investigate including copyright.

Greg Bruner/Kara Reynolds

FOR: UNANIMOUS

Still in State Jazz Committee

SC 8.1 Update - The committee has unanimously voted for this proposal to stay in committee so each of the members can discuss
this with ASBOA members from each region who have judged jazz drum set auditions. After collecting the data from those
members, we will have a clearer idea and understanding of how this has or has not affected auditions in all regions or at the state
level in recent years.

Action: Still in State Jazz Committee

0.1.24 Amend Article I, Section H, point 14 to read “All Region Chairs will be elected for a period of two years. Regions |, Iil, V,
VII, and IX will hold elections on odd numbered years and Il, IV, VI, and VIl on even years. (Revised 1996) The North Orchestra
Region Chair will be elected at the All-State Region Clinic by a majority vote of the North Region members on edd even numbered
years. The South Orchestra Region Chair will be elected at the All-State Clinic by a majority vote of the South Region members on
even numbered years.”

Proposed by: Anthony Verge/Mike Burkepile

FOR: 21 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 0

Rationale - Orchestra regions do not have a Spring Region meeting in March/April like the bands do. More orchestra directors,
especially those who only teach MS/JH, attend the Fall Meeting in November at All-Region Orchestra Clinic than the Orchestra Region
Meeting at the All-State Music Conference in February. The newly-elected Region Chair will take over duties on March 1 (per the
Constitution). The North and South Region Chair elections will still happen in different school years.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Motion to send back to the Orchestra for clarification.

Proposed by: Julia Reynolds/Kara Reynolds

FOR: 23 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 1

Rationale — During discussion, there was confusion on whether this was to also affect the South Orchestra Region. The board felt like
this needed to be sent back for clarification.

See clarification from the State Orchestra Meeting.

9.4.24 Have the Executive Advisory Committee investigate increasing the fee of the All-Region Band clinic to cover the cost of a
5t clinician (for example: percussion ensemble clinician.)

Proposed by: Matt Hines/Scott Strickland

FOR: 41 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O

Rationale — Region level events are not allowed to operate at a loss. All of the clinicians should be fairly compensated without risking
the event running at a loss. Raising the fee by $2.00, for example, should more than allow for a 5% clinician to be paid the same rate
as the other four clinicians we currently budget for.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Board Recommends: DO PASS (to send to committee)

Rationale — The board agrees that this needs to be studied by the Executive Advisory Committee.

Still in Executive Advisory Committee

6.5.25 Proposal: Alternative Performance Option for Band Assessment
Bands that choose to perform a complete multi movement piece that is:
1. At least a total of 17 minutes of playtime (5A-7A) or 13 minutes (1A-4A), and
2. At least one grade level above their minimum requirement,
may forfeit their third piece and be assessed on the multi movement selection along with the required march.
Proposed by Tim Hendrix/Nick Moore
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FOR: 24 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 9

Rationale -

Objective: To allow bands the opportunity to showcase advanced musicianship and musical depth by performing a

multimovement work of extended length in lieu of the traditional three-piece performance requirement.

1. Encouraging Advanced Repertoire
Multimovement works often provide significant opportunities for musical growth, requiring students to master a wide
range of styles, techniques, and interpretative skills within a single piece.
By allowing this option, the policy incentivizes bands to push their technical and artistic boundaries by selecting
repertoire beyond their standard requirement.

2. Time Considerations
Traditional assessments require bands to perform two selections and a march. A multimovement work with a total
playtime of 17 minutes (6A-7A) or 13 minutes (All other ensembles) or longer, paired with a march, would often meet or
exceed the duration of the traditional program. This adjustment ensures time efficiency without compromising the
depth of assessment.

3. Educational Benefits
Multimovement pieces demand:
Sustained focus and endurance.
Comprehensive understanding of contrasting movements.
Collaboration to achieve cohesion across movements.
These skills enhance student musicianship and contribute to their overall music education.

4. Artistic Integrity
Many multimovement works are written as cohesive units designed to be performed in their entirety. Forfeiting the
requirement to perform an additional piece allows bands to present the complete work as intended by the composer,
fostering a deeper appreciation for musical form and artistry.

5. Flexibility in Assessment
This alternative recognizes the diverse strengths of different bands. While some may excel in breadth by performing
three shorter pieces, others may shine by demonstrating depth in a longer, more challenging work. We already do this,
but in reverse.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Motion to send to the Music Materials Committee.

Proposed by Julia Reynolds/Brian Pearson

FOR: 24 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 0

Action: Sent to committee

Rationale — The board felt like this would need to be studied by the committee. They also felt like if this were to pass, there would

need to be a list of music created that meets these requirements.

Still in Music Materials Committee

4.6.25 To preserve the spirit of jazz and advocate for authentic Improvisation in auditions...have the ASBOA Jazz Committee look
at and study the concern of a growing number of students it’s Jazz auditions with the same solo for the improvisation section of
jazz auditions. These “improvised” solos are performed identically, note-for-note, rhythm-for-rhythm, across instrument families.
While this may be done with good intentions, it fundamentally undermines the core of jazz music while also hindering students’
growth as creative, independent musicians. Another concerning aspect of students playing the same solo is that it interferes
with the integrity of the audition process. A judge can identify if a student is theirs, or not theirs, when multiple students play the
same “improvised” solo.

Proposed by Alford/Ashley

FOR: 21 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 5

Rationale — The heart of this proposal is to reaffirm the value of true improvisation in our auditions, allowing students to explore,
create, and express themselves within the genre’s authentic traditions, while maintaining the integrity of the audition process.

Jazz, by its very nature, is rooted in spontaneity, individual expression, and personal voice. When directors/teachers write out solos
that students memorize and repeat:

1. It Limits Creative Development. Improvisation teaches students how to think musically, take risks, and listen deeply. Pre-written
solos, especially those not written out by the students themselves, rob students of the chance to develop these essential skills.

2. It Creates a Performance Over Learning Environment. While performance is important, jazz education should prioritize the process
over the product. Prioritizing solos that are written out for students to memorize often shifts focus away from creativity and
exploration and towards gathering points.

3. It Misrepresents the Genre. Calling a pre-composed, memorized solo that another person gives you “improvisation” distorts

the meaning of the word. Students learn that there is a “right way” to solo, when in reality, jazz celebrates unique interpretation and
real-time decision-making.

4. It Disengages Students from the History and Culture of Jazz. Jazz was born from the African American experience—a tradition of
resilience, expression, and innovation. Sanitizing improvisation undermines its cultural integrity and educational power.
Recommendations

1. Talk with your Students About the Difference Between Sharing Musical Ideas and Playing the Same Solo. We want to encourage
our students to work together and collaborate during the learning process without crossing boundaries and preparing the same solo.
There will be similarities when students collaborate to practice improvisation, but the solos will not be identical. Just like when an
English class writes an essay on one topic. There will be similarities with the other essays, but the words and ideas will not be exactly
the same.

2. Encourage Scaffolded Improvisation. Instead of handing students a written solo, provide tools: scales, chord changes, call-and-
response exercises, and listening sessions. Let them build solos from the ground up.
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3. Create Safe Spaces for Exploration. Foster a classroom culture where risk-taking is celebrated and “mistakes” are part of the
learning process.

4. Use Transcriptions as a Learning Tool, Not a Final Product. Learning classic solos by ear is an essential step in jazz education, but
students should then be encouraged to adapt and build upon them, not simply recite them. Improvisation is not just a skill—it’s the
heart of jazz. By keeping improvisation in its rightful place in the audition process, we empower students to become not just better
musicians, but more confident, creative, and expressive individuals.

Proposed steps to take when students are playing the same solo at the audition ....

1) If a judge begins to hear students playing the exact same solos during the improvisation section of the audition, they need to write
down the audition numbers of those students.

2) After they are done judging, the judges should alert the Region Chair about which students came into the room playing the exact
same solo and give the chair the audition numbers of those students.

3) Working with the tally room supervisor, the Region Chair will investigate the problem (talk with the director(s) of the students/talk
with the students/talk with the judge(s)).

4) The ASBOA executive secretary will be notified and if necessary, an investigation can be opened and the rules committee
contacted.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Motion to send to the All-State Jazz Committee.

Proposed by: Jon Shultz/Keith Matthews

FOR: 19 AGAINST: 3 ABSTAIN: 2

Action: Sent to Committee

Rationale — This will need to be studied by the committee to see if this is feasible and to create a plan of action.

Sent to Rules Committee

Old Business

5.7.25 Require all marching assessment adjudicators to complete a marching adjudicator training prior to judging Region
Marching Assessment.

Proposed by: Kim Webb/Zac Sheerer

FOR:40 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: 1

RATIONALE — To ensure all marching assessment judges are properly trained to judge both visual and music, at the same time. This
will also ensure that we have qualified, certified judges, just as we do in our region concert assessments. Additionally, as a state, we
will be able to ensure that marching and music remain the top priority of the state of Arkansas Region Marching Assessment through
proper training.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

Motion to table until we have a marching band adjudicator training process in place.

Proposed by: Jon Shultz/Christopher Gray

FOR: 24 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAIN: O
Action: Tabled

Rationale — Until 4.4.25 or a similar proposal is passed and a training process has been established, this proposal is not feasible. This
will align the Marching Assessment with the Concert Assessment Standards.

Region Recommendation: DO PASS

FOR: 0 AGAINST: 24 ABSTAIN: 1

Action: Board Recommends a DO NOT PASS

Rationale — The Executive Advisory Committee presented a proposal that provides for a timeline of implementation. The committee’s
proposal also aligns closer with the concert assessment requirements. If this proposal were to pass, there is not enough time to train
everyone before the first contest this fall.

New Business

NB 1.26 Include the ensemble name and the director’s name(s) on the Region Concert Music Selections spreadsheet.

Proposed by: Scott Villines/Jon Shultz

Rationale — The ASBOA Office has already been supplying a list of music performed at concert assessments listing the classification of
the ensemble, the name of the selection, composer, ID number, and grade on the Required Music Page of the website. This was
voted in at ABA 2015. The addition of the ensemble name and director will allow directors to make contact with specific people to
get more information concerning a piece of music. The board felt like this was the intent of the proposal from region 4, but without
the possible legal issues.
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NB 2.26 Students participating in All-State auditions and another AAA Regional or State competition in the same day of auditions
be allowed to audition in the first 5 or last 5 of the audition room to allow participation in both AAA organizations. The ASBOA
Office must have a 2-week notification by email.

Proposed by: Kara Reynolds/Brian Pearson

Rationale — Scheduling for AAA is overlapping more and more for our students. Allowing our students to have every opportunity they
can in the short time they have in HS is important. Also, keeping within first 5 or last 5 will keep them anonymous in the audition
process, and still give some flexibility to attend both AAA events.

NB 3.26 Circle or underline marks on the rubric are not allowed to be changed on any adjudicator sheet at a region or state event
after a judge has turned in their form. When the sheet is turned in with a rating written at the bottom of the sheet that does not
match the circles or underline marks in the rubric, the adjudicator will be asked to change their rating to match their circle or
underline marks and initial the change.

Proposed by: Kara Reynolds/Rusty Hart

Rationale — Adjudicators should place ratings based on their circle or underline marks in the rubric. That is the point of a rubric to
begin with in our system. Currently they are not allowed to erase a rating so they are changing their check/circle marks.

NB 4.26 Motion to revise the ASBOA Constitution regarding JH Region Orchestra Audition Procedures (as follows) and to adopt
the JH Scale Sheets as submitted (as attached):

SECTION VIII - REGION AND ALL-STATE CLINICS

E. AUDITION PROCEDURES

(page 20)

JUNIOR HIGH: Audition material will be made up of scales (to be played in the octaves as indicated, memorized, quarter

note = 80, detaché [smooth and connected, but not slurred], no vibrato with the top note repeated), and etudes from
homogeneous class method books. Sight-reading will also be required for Junior High Concert Orchestra Auditions.

Proposed by: Casey Buck/Scott Villines

Rationale — This is a clarification of what orchestra has already been doing for several years. This is considered to be a procedural
issue and not new material.
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Arkansas Region Orchestra Auditions

JH Cadet Orchestra Scales
Bass

No vibrato, repeat top note, quarter note=80
Scales must be played from memory.
Scales should only be performed exactly as printed; any deviation in bowing, rhythm, articulation, or octave will
result in a score deduction.
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Arkansas Region Orchestra Auditions

JH Cadet Orchestra Scales
Cello

No vibrato, repeat top note, quarter note=80
Scales must be played from memory.
Scales should only be performed exactly as printed; any deviation in bowing, rhythm, articulation, or octave will

result in a score deduction.

J=80
C Major . o o
. | |
hdl O I
y 4 =t = . o r IF
.‘.
—f—e i 4
i | e —— i = il
—— = =
G Major . . - £ E E
.- & |
e
I T
o
. — > . - ]
G = | — = :
y4 i I i
a melodic minor
: | - . |
s —r—— | =
I ' I




Arkansas Region Orchestra Auditions

JH Cadet Orchestra Scales
Viola

No vibrato, repeat top note, quarter note=80

Scales must be played from memory.

Scales should only be performed exactly as printed; any deviation in bowing, rhythm, articulation, or octave will
result in a score deduction.
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Arkansas Region Orchestra Auditions

JH Cadet Orchestra Scales
Violin

No vibrato, repeat top note, quarter note=80
Scales must be played from memory.
Scales should only be performed exactly as printed; any deviation in bowing, rhythm, articulation, or octave will
result in a score deduction.
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Bass

No vibrato, repeat top note, quarter note=80

Scales must be played from memory.

Arkansas Region Orchestra Auditions
JH Concert Orchestra Scales

Scales should only be performed exactly as printed; any deviation in bowing, rhythm, articulation, or octave will
result in a score deduction.
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Cello  Arkansas Region Orchestra Auditions
JH Concert Orchestra Scales

No vibrato, repeat top note, quarter note=80
Scales must be played from memory.

Scales should only be performed exactly as printed; any deviation in bowing, rhythm, articulation, or octave will
result in a score deduction.
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Viola  Arkansas Region Orchestra Auditions
JH Concert Orchestra Scales

No vibrato, repeat top note, quarter note=80

Scales must be played from memory.

Scales should only be performed exactly as printed; any deviation in bowing, rhythm, articulation, or octave will
result in a score deduction.

J=80 A
o4 .a‘]or o £ ]

e
e
1%
1%
e
1A

M
(e
»
»

ARt

__:

D Major o :2 :! .
1, = S== ==
15 i @ 1 I : ——1 _J_‘ |
_‘W I T T I &
G Major o 2% rer o, o
1L l '- l — N I N I . l '- l 1 L.
(2 Wit i ] i f 1
- _.'_F—p—d_ ] - -
i i -
T T ——
C Major

=

o
5
g

]
]
[1®
[1®
[
k]
)
¥

oL o
B’ Major oen® BT Lo,
B M po 2P CEEE EEEL 20, o
o T T o = g
| | I I I | | Db
1 T T
E Major F 3
ot o ep £PEL Fre — ;
1575 Fer i e
Tt f T o
o o
a melodic minor o #:S#ﬁ — = ® Phe o
| n o @ eE T EEE — FIE ee |
EH%__‘ i I I — -
| | | | | |
1 —
d melodic minor

¢
L Yai



Violin - Arkansas Region Orchestra Auditions
JH Concert Orchestra Scales

No vibrato, repeat top note, quarter note=80

Scales must be played from memory.

Scales should only be performed exactly as printed; any deviation in bowing, rhythm, articulation, or octave will
result in a score deduction.
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