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Program PLO study program that is charged to the course
Learning T
Outcomes | Program Objectives (PO)
(PLO) PO -1 Understand basic concepts, theories and patterns of developing values and character education and have
changes in mindset that lead to learning paradigms (S2, P2, KU3, KK3)
PO -2 Students are able to master the application of values and character education development patterns in
contemporary-based schools (S3, P2, KU3, KK2).
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P.O
PO-1
PO-2
PO Matrix at the end of each learning stage (Sub-PO)
P.O Week
1(2|3(4|5|6(7]|8|9]|10|11 |12 13| 14| 15 | 16
PO-1
PO-2
Short This course discusses in depth the concept and application of values and character education. Therefore, the material for this
Course course is basically theoretical and practical concepts in implementing character education in schools, including how to develop
Description | student character. The main contents of this course include: (1) basic concepts of character values and character education, (2)
basic concepts and patterns of developing values and character education in the learning process, (3) basic concepts and
patterns of developing values and character education in schools, ( 4) basic concepts and patterns for developing values and
character education in society, and (5) basic concepts and patterns for developing authentic assessments of character values. By
studying this course, students are expected to be able to understand the latest issues in the field of learning at school, especially
regarding values and character education so that in the future they will be able to work in the school environment and society well
and with character and be able to develop students’ character.
References | Main :
1. Lickona, T. 2002. Character Matters . Terjemahan oleh Juma Abdu Wamaungo. Jakarta: Bumi Aksara.
2. Lickona, T. 2002. Educating for Character . Terjemahan oleh Juma Abdu Wamaungo. Jakarta: Bumi Aksara.
3. Kemendiknas. 2010. Pengembangan Pendidikan Karakter dan Budaya Bangsa. Jakarta: Kemendiknas.
4. Kemendiknas. 2010. Kerangka Acuan Pendidikan Karakter. Jakarta: Kemendiknas.
5. Kemendiknas. 2011. Panduan Pelaksanaan Pendidikan Karakter . Jakarta: Kemendiknas.
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Kupperman, J.J. 1991. Character. NewYork: Oxford University Press

Novick, B.,et. al. 2009. Building Learning Communities with Character. Alexandria: ASCD
Samani, M. & Hariyanto. 2012. Konsep dan Model Pendidikan Karakter. Bandung: Remaja Rosda Karya
Megawangi, R. 2004. Pendidikan Karakter: Solusi yang Tepat Untuk Membangun Bangsa. Jakarta: BP Migas dan Star
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Final abilities of Evaluation L Learnin
Week. | €ach learning St”[dgsntti szég'}?rfeﬁts’ materialg Assessment
stage [ References | Weight (%)
(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online (online)
offline )
(2) (2) (3) 4 (5) (6) (7) (8)
1 Students are Understand Criteria: Case Case Method, Material: 5%
able to the basic Performance Rubric | Method, Question and Answer, | Values and
ngi%ri?r?getqg gﬁg?aegfr(gn d Question Small Group Character
of characterpand dimensions of Forr_n.of Asses;mgnt *|and Discussion Education
the dimensions good Participatory Activities Answer, 3 x50 Framework
of good character Small References:
character Group Lickona, T.
Discussion 2002.
3 X50 Educating for
Character.
Translated by
Juma Abdu
Wamaungo.
Jakarta: Bumi
Literacy.
2 Students are Understand Criteria: Case Case Method, Material: 5%
able to the basic Performance Rubric | Method, Question and Answer, | Concept of
understand the philosophy Question Small Group Value
gﬁz'c gg't'i%iogfhy ?ﬂgrggfétr'on of | Form of Assessment : | and Discussion Literature:
ch argcter education Participatory Activities | Answer, 3x50 Kupperman,
education within | within the Small JJ 1991.
the national national Group Character.
education education Discussion New York:
framework framework 3 X 50 Oxford
University
Press
3 Students are Understand Criteria: Case Case Method, Material: 5%
able to the meaning, Performance Rubric | Method, Question and Answer, | Meaning of
understand tlhe \t;alu_es and Question Small Group the Concept
g\nedaggs%,cva ues cgﬁlccepts of Form of Assessment : | and Discussion of Character
concepts of character Participatory Activities | Answer, 3x50 Reference:
character education Small Lickona, T.
education Group 2002.
Discussion Character
3 X 50 Matters.
Translated by
Juma Abdu
Wamaungo.
Jakarta: Bumi
Literacy.
4 Students are Understand Criteria: Case Case Method, Material: 10%
able to the character Performance rubric Method, Question and Answer, | Design
uEderstand the edudca}tlon Question Small Group Values and
gdﬁgﬁ}g; model moade Forms of Assessment | and Discussion Character
: Answer, 3 x50 References:
Participatory Activities, | Small Lickona, T.
Project Results Group 2002.
Assessment / Product | Discussion Character
Assessment, Practices/ | 3 X 50 Matters.
Performance Translated by
Juma Abdu
Wamaungo.
Jakarta: Bumi
Literacy.
5 Students are Understand Criteria: Case Case Method, Material: 5%
able to strategies for Performance Rubric | Method, Question and Answer, | Value and
understand developing Question Small Group Character
Zg\%elglﬁi}r? for \(/:Jﬁﬁscrr?ggiter Form of Assessment : | and Discussion Education
classro%mgs with Participatory Activities Answer, 3 x50 Paradigm
character Small References:
Group Kupperman,
Discussion JJ 1991.
3X50 Character.
New York:
Oxford
University

Press




6 Students are Understanding | Criteria: Case Case Method, Material: 10%
able to strategies for Performance Rubric | Method, Question and Answer, | Values and
understand creating a Question Small Group Character
strategies for character- Form of Assessment : | and Discussion Education
creating a based Participatory Activities, | A i
character-based | learning . 1| Answer, 3x50 Strategies
learning process | process Practice/Performance | Small and Models

Group Reference:

Discussion Samani, M. &

3X50 Hariyanto.
2012.
Concepts and
Models of
Character
Education.
Bandung:
Rosda Karya
Youth

7 Students are Understanding | Criteria: Case Case Method, Material: 5%
able to strategies for Performance Rubric | Method, Question and Answer, | Learning
understand creating a Question Small Group Innovation
z%a;ﬁglezfor ggz‘r:(ljcter— Form of Assessment : | and Discussion Based on
characier-based learning Participatory Activities | Answer, 3x50 Values and
learning process | process Small Character

Group Education

Discussion Library:

3X50 Ministry of
National
Education.
2010.
Development
of National
Character and
Culture
Education.
Jakarta:
Ministry of
National
Education.

8 Midterm Exam Midterm Exam | Criteria: Midterm Material: Mid- 20%
(uTS) (uTs) Test Rubric Exam (UTS) Semester

3 X 50 Exam (UTS)
References:

9 Students are Understand Criteria: Case Case Method, Material: 5%
able to strategies for Performance Rubric | Method, Question and Answer, | Values and
understand creating Question Small Group Character
srategies for o | valuesand | Form of Assessment : | and Discussion Education
and chgracter- based schools | Participatory Activities | Answer, 3x50 Development
based school Small Patterns

Group References:

Discussion Lickona, T.

3 X50 2002.
Educating for
Character.
Translated by
Juma Abdu
Wamaungo.
Jakarta: Bumi
Literacy.

10 Students are Understand Criteria: Case Case Method, Material: 5%
able to strategies for Performance Rubric Method, Question and Answer, | Contemporary
understand creating Question Small Group Issues in
iﬁgﬁggg tglue \éﬁgjrgitae?_d Form of Assessment : | and Discussion Values and
and character- based schools | Participatory Activities | Answer, 3x50 Character
based school Small Education in

Group Schools

Discussion Library:

3 X50 Ministry of
National
Education.
2010.

Framework of
Reference for
Character
Education.
Jakarta:
Ministry of
National
Education.




11 Students are Understand Criteria: Case Case Method, Material: 5%
able to strategies for Performance Rubric | Method, Question and Answer, | Implications
ety | S | Queston | Sl Group o
creating a value character- I;or:p.of?ss:sinjtgnt - |and Discussion contemporary
and character- based schools | -~ articipatory ACvilies | Answer, 3x50 values
based school Small education in

Group schools

Discussion Library:

3X50 Ministry of
National
Education.
2011. Guide
to
Implementing
Character
Education.
Jakarta:
Ministry of
National
Education.

12 Students are Explain Criteria: Case Case Method, Material: 10%
able to explain strategies for Performance Rubric | Method, Question and Answer, | Constructing
i}rea;teiglge: ffg:nily ?;ﬁqaillt)l/ngn?j Question Small Group Solutions to
and community community Eo:t'iniOft/-\rssisz\Ttient * | and Discussion Contemporary
environment that [ environment articipatory Activities | Answer, 3x50 Problems in
is value and that is value Small Value
character and character Group Education in
oriented oriented Discussion Schools

3 X50 References:
Novick, B., et.
al. 2009.
Building
Learning
Communities
with
Character.
Alexandria:
ASCD

13 Students are Explain Criteria: Case Case Method, Material: 10%
g‘giégiggegn i?gggéeg for Performance Rubric | Method, Ques”tion and Answer, ITpIications
creating a family | family and Form of Assessment : aQ:; ston gggusi{g: P 80ntemporar
and community community Participatory Activities | A Y
environment that |  environment nswer, 3x50 character
is value and that is value Small education in
character and character Group schools
oriented oriented Discussion Library:

3X50 Ministry of
National
Education.
2011. Guide
to
Implementing
Character
Education.
Jakarta:
Ministry of
National
Education.

14 Students are Formulating Criteria: Case Case Method, Material: 10%
able to formulate | authentic Performance Rubric | Method, Question and Answer, | Constructing
glsjégesg“rﬁent gtsrsa(teeSSirgseri]rg Question Small Group Solutions to
strategies inthe | the context of Eg:trir(]: i°f t/-\sszsgrpgnt *|and Discussion Contemporary
context of character patory Activities | Answer, 3x50 Problems of
character assessment in Small Character
assessment in learning Group Education in
learning Discussion Schools

3 X50 Reference:
Megawangi,
R. 2004.
Character
Education:
The Right
Solution for
Building a
Nation.
Jakarta: BP
Migas and

Star Energy




15 Students are Formulating Criteria: Case Case Method, Material: 10%
able to formulate | authentic Performance Rubric Method, Question and Answer, | Reflections on
ggg;i’;ﬂfem 232?:;2‘5?; Question Small Group Learning
strategies in the the context of I;g::ir(\:iozfigrss:sinjtgnt - |and Discussion based on
context of character patory Activities | Answer, 3x50 Values and
character assessment in Small Character
assessment in learning Group Education in
learning Discussion Schools

3X50 Reference:
Novick, B., et.
al. 2009.
Building
Learning
Communities
with
Character.
Alexandria:
ASCD
16 Test Criteria: Final Material: 30%
Test Rubric Semester Final
Examination Semester
(UAS) Examination
(UAS)
Literature:
Evaluation Percentage Recap: Case Study
No | Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 88.33%
2. | Project Results Assessment / Product Assessment 3.33%
3. | Practice / Performance 8.33%
99.99%

Notes
1.

o o ~ w

o~

10.
11.
12.

Learning Outcomes of Study Program Graduates (PLO - Study Program) are the abilities possessed by each
Study Program graduate which are the internalization of attitudes, mastery of knowledge and skills according to the
level of their study program obtained through the learning process.

The PLO imposed on courses are several learning outcomes of study program graduates (CPL-Study Program)
which are used for the formation/development of a course consisting of aspects of attitude, general skills, special skills
and knowledge.

Program Objectives (PO) are abilities that are specifically described from the PLO assigned to a course, and are
specific to the study material or learning materials for that course.

Subject Sub-PO (Sub-PO) is a capability that is specifically described from the PO that can be measured or observed
and is the final ability that is planned at each learning stage, and is specific to the learning material of the course.
Indicators for assessing abilities in the process and student learning outcomes are specific and measurable
statements that identify the abilities or performance of student learning outcomes accompanied by evidence.
Assessment Criteria are benchmarks used as a measure or measure of learning achievement in assessments based
on predetermined indicators. Assessment criteria are guidelines for assessors so that assessments are consistent and
unbiased. Criteria can be quantitative or qualitative.

Forms of assessment: test and non-test.

Forms of learning: Lecture, Response, Tutorial, Seminar or equivalent, Practicum, Studio Practice, Workshop
Practice, Field Practice, Research, Community Service and/or other equivalent forms of learning.

Learning Methods: Small Group Discussion, Role-Play & Simulation, Discovery Learning, Self-Directed Learning,
Cooperative Learning, Collaborative Learning, Contextual Learning, Project Based Learning, and other equivalent
methods.

Learning materials are details or descriptions of study materials which can be presented in the form of several main
points and sub-topics.

The assessment weight is the percentage of assessment of each sub-PO achievement whose size is proportional to
the level of difficulty of achieving that sub-PO, and the total is 100%.

TM=Face to face, PT=Structured assignments, BM=Independent study.
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