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Short The Program Evaluation course is a mandatory course with a weight of 3 credits and contains a study of educational programs
Course with supporting components and indicators of their effectiveness to be identified and then evaluated systematically, systemically
Description | and sustainably. The substance of this course is directed at evaluating educational programs with stages: (1) preparing
instruments; (2) data collection, (3) data analysis; (4) reporting evaluation results; to the preparation of a Follow-up Plan (RTL)
based on evaluation results to improve effectiveness/performance. Lectures are carried out face to face, discussions,
presentations using information technology as a support. Evaluation is carried out with paper tests, portfolios and performance
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Help Learning,

Final abilities of Evaluation Learning methods, Learning
Week. | €ach learning Student Assignments, materials | Agsessment
eek- stage [ Estimated time] [ Weight (%)
Sub-PO - — - - - References
(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online )
offline )
(1) (2 (3) 4 (5) (6) (7) (8)
1 S’(uden’(z| know the 1.Students clearly | Criteria: Lectures 0%
expecte - and
competency undgrstand the Uestions
achievements in achievements of 9 d
educational lecture gzswers
program competencies.
evaluation 2.Students can ERE
courses; Students ' d dth
know the structure understand the
of lectures, structure of
assignments and lectures,
gﬁrgé%!%sﬂ?:éﬁas- assignments and
references that things that are
are relevant to agreed upon for
lectures. the smooth
running of
lectures.
3.Students can find
out and identify
sources or
references that
are relevant to
lecture material.
2 Students master 1.Students are able | Criteria: Lecture and 0%
Lhd%gg{;gﬁglt of to clearly interpret | Attached question
program the elements that and answer
evaluation; are keywords in methods,
Students illustrate terms of and group
the position of educational discussions.
program 3 X 50
evaluation in the program
education system; evaluation.

2.Students are able
to differentiate
the meaning of
evaluation from
assessment,
measurement
and monitoring
appropriately;
3.Students are able
to identify the
objectives and
functions of
educational
program
evaluation
rationally;
4.Students can
discuss the
position of
program
evaluation in the
education system
rationally;
5.Students can
make inferences
about regulations
related to the
proper
implementation of
educational
program
evaluations.




Students 1.Students are able | Criteria: Lecture 0%
understand the to generalize Attached method,
principles of d luati question
educational good evaluation
program principles and and answer,
evagaﬂOT alt'!d criteria using zlnsciggg::’?]
identify the sentences
general stages in correctly;
conducting 2.Students are able
program to provide
gxaétéitéc;g (\)Ar/]'thm _examples of_the
system implementation of
framework. good evaluation
principles and
criteria correctly;
3.Students are able
to group the
activities carried
out in each stage
of educational
program
evaluation
appropriately.
4.Students are able
to rationally
differentiate
evaluation
principles at each
stage.
Students are able 1.Students are able | Criteria: Lecture, 0%
to understand and to explain Attached question
explain i and answer
approaches to approaches in
evaluating evaluating a_nd .
educational educational discussion
programs. programs 3m;a(ﬂ;%ds.
according to their
characteristics;
2.Students are able
to illustrate the
implementation of
educational
program
evaluation
approaches in
different contexts
appropriately.
tStud%nts taredabl(ij 1.Students are able | Criteria: Lecture, 0%
0 understand an i
explain program to understland Attached gﬁgséﬁ:wer
evaluation models and explain the
in the context of CIPP model and group
the education comprehensively; discussion
system. 2.Students are able gw;tggds.

to understand
and explain the
Need
Assessment
model
comprehensively;
3.Students are able
to understand
and explain the
Stake model
comprehensively;
4 Students are able
to understand
and explain the
Brikerhoff model
comprehensively;




Students are able 1.Students are able | Criteria: Lecture, 0%
to understand and to understand Attached question
explain program and explain th and answer
evaluation models plain the
in the context of SPEC model and group
the education comprehensively; discussion
system. 2.Students are able methods.
3 X 50
to understand
and explain the
Glaser model
comprehensively;
3.Students are able
to understand
and explain the
comprehensive
Metfessel model,
4.Students are able
to understand
and explain
Michael's model
comprehensively;
Students 1.Students identify | Criteria: Lecture, 0%
understand the the need for Attached question
mechanisms and careful evaluation and answer
important aspects
in preparing of educational and group
educational programs based discussion
program on existing methods.
evaluation plans. information: 3 X50
2.Students prepare
a comprehensive
educational
program
evaluation plan;
Students master 1.Students are able | Criteria: - 0%
the concept of Attached 3 X 50

educational
program
evaluation;
Students illustrate
the position of
program
evaluation in the
education system;
Students
understand the
principles of
educational
program
evaluation and
good evaluation
criteria; Students
identify the
general stages in
conducting
program
evaluation within
an educational
system
framework;
Students are able
to understand and
explain the
approach -
approaches to
evaluating
educational
programs;
Students are able
to understand and
explain program
evaluation models
in the context of
the education
system; Students
understand the
mechanisms and
important aspects
in preparing
educational
program
evaluation plans.

to generalize
educational
program
evaluations
conceptually;
2.Students are able
to analyze the
relationship
between
educational
program
evaluation and
relevant
regulations in
order to rationally
determine
educational
evaluation
criteria;
3.Students are able
to concretize the
principles of
educational
program
evaluation
through precise
real examples;

4 Students are able
to describe the
use/benefits of
approaches and
models in
evaluating
educational
programs;

5.Students are able
to describe the
preparation of a
comprehensive
educational
program
evaluation plan.




9 Students 1.Students Criteria: Lecture and 0%
understand the understand the Attached group
various various discussion
instruments and
important aspects evaluation method
in developing instruments and 3X50
educational their uses
program . .
evaluation comprehensively;
instruments. 2.Students are able

to determine
instruments that
are appropriate
for the evaluation
of educational
programs
according to the
evaluation
planned at the
7th meeting

10 Students Students are able to | Criteria: Lecture and 0%
understand the develop educational Attached group
various program evaluation discussion
instruments and instruments in
important aspects accordance with method
in developing established 3X50
educational instrument
program development criteria
evaluation and evaluation plans.
instruments.

11 Students Students are able to | Criteria: Lecture and 0%
understand the develop educational Attached group
various program evaluation discussion
instruments and instruments in
important aspects accordance with method
in developing established 3X50
educational instrument
program development criteria
evaluation and evaluation plans.
instruments.

12 Designing 1.Students Criteria: Lecture and 0%
educational understand Attached group
program various data discussion
evaluation data
collection collection method

techniques in 3X50
comprehensive
educational
program
evaluation;
2.Students are able
to choose data
collection
techniques to
obtain data about
the
implementation of
educational
programs
appropriately;
3.Students design
data collection for
educational
program
evaluations.

13 Analyze and 1.Students are able | Criteria: Lecture and 0%
interpret data from to analyze data in Attached group
educational . discussion
program evaluating
evaluation results educational method

programs 3X50
appropriately;

2.Students are able
to interpret the
results of data
analysis correctly;




14

Prepare reports
on educational
program
evaluation results

1.Students
understand the
systematics and
components of
educational
program
evaluation
reports;

2.Students prepare
program
evaluation reports
in a systematic
and systemic
manner

3.Make
recommendations
in evaluation
reports and
Follow-up Plans
(RTL) that lead to
appropriate
improvement and
development of
educational
programs.

Criteria:
Attached

Preparation
of
educational
program
evaluation
results
reports.

3 X 50

0%

15

Review program
evaluation reports

1.Students are able
to examine
educational
program
evaluation reports
from the content
and systematic
aspects of report
writing;

2.Students are able
to provide
recommendations
to the compilers
of educational
program
evaluation reports
appropriately and
carefully.

Criteria:
Attached

Role
Playing and
FGD online
if needed

3 X 50

0%

16

Students master
educational
program
evaluation, both at
the conceptual
and practical
levels.

1.Students are able
to answer
conceptual and
contextual
guestions
rationally and
comprehensively
regarding:
Educational
program
evaluation
planning;

2 .Educational
program
evaluation
instruments;

3.Data collection
techniques in
carrying out
educational
evaluations;

4 .Data analysis
and data
interpretation in
educational
program
evaluation;

5.Preparation of
educational
program
evaluation results
reports.

Criteria:
Attached

3 X50

0%

Evaluation Percentage Rec

No [ Evaluation | Percentage

0%

ap: Project Based Learning




Notes
1.

R

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 ability in the process and student learning outcomes are specific and measurable statements
that identify the ability 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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