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Short This course introduces and develops students' basic knowledge about the curriculum, its development and implementation in the
Course education system through project learning and collaboration.
Description
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lecturer Dr. Fajar Arianto, S.Pd., M.Pd.
Help Learning,
Final abilities of Evaluation Learning methods, Learning
Week. | €ach learning Studgnt_ ASS'g"!“e"tSv materials [ Assessment
" | stage [ Estimated time] [ References | Weight (%)
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Cflarifydthe m?ar]ing 1.Able to Criteria: Inquiry - Material: 2%
of needs analysis differentiate A=86-100 (3.8- 2 X 50 needs
between 4.00) A-=80-85 analysis
(8.7-3.79)B=75- Bibliography:
wants and 79 (3.6-3.69)B = R David
needs 70-74 (3.5 - 3.59) oyse, Davia
2.Able to B-=65-69 (34 - Wichele
) 3.49) C =50 -64 Staton-Tindall,
clarify the (3.00-3.39) D = 25 Karen Badger,
meaning of | Z'50 (2,00 —2.99) E and J.
needs =<25(0-1.99) Matthew
analysis Webster.
Form of Assessment 2009. Need
: Assessment.
Test Oxford, NY.
1.Clarify the 1.Able to Criteria: Inquiry - Material: 3%
purpose of the clarify the conformity with the | 2 X 50 objectives of
needs analysis purpose of concept gﬁgglséis and
2.Discuss needs
approaches to analysis !:orm of Assessment app;oaches o
needs analysis 2.Able to Test gﬁZIyZis
describe 4 References:
approaches Royse, David,
to needs Michele
analysis Staton-Tindall,
Karen Badger,
and J.
Matthew
Webster.
2009. Need
Assessment.
Oxford, NY.
Clarify 1.Able to Criteria: Hands-on -- Material: 2%
performance clarify the conformity with the | learning; Understanding
analysis meaning of concept qugstions perflormance
perflormance Form of Assessment ngwers gg?fgfgénce
2 i’;‘? ytS'S : 2X50 analysis
-Able 1o Test objectives;
clarify the Performance
purpose of analysis
needs strategies
analysis Bibliography:
3.Clarify Barbazette,
performance Jean. 2006.
analysis Training
strategies Needs
Assessment:
Methods,
Tools, and
Techniques.
CA: Pfeiffer.
Describe the needs | Able to explain | Criteria: Assignment | -- Material: 3%
analysis process the needs conformity with the | Discussion needs
analysis concept Questions analysis
prc;]cess t|n a and process
ﬁ?aner:gp Form of Assessment | answers Bibliography:
. Problem Stuffiebeam,
Test Based Daniel L.,
Learning Charles H.
2 X50 McCormick,
Robert O.
Brinkerhoff,
and CherYl! O.
Nelson. 1985.
Conducting
Educational
Needs
Assessment.
USA: Kluwer-
Academic

Publishing.




Describe the 5 Able to describe | Criteria: Assignment | -- Material: 10%
stages in the preparation 1.conformity with Discussion Needs
g(r)]gg/us(i:;mg a needs g;aaglizién needs the concept Questions analysis
2.ability to answer | nd stage:
questions Ieinsmers pRrefparatlon
S roblem eferences:
B P e
Learning Daniel L.,
Form of Assessment 2X50 Charles H
. McCormick,
: Robert O.
Test Brinkerhoff,
and CherYI O.
Nelson. 1985.
Conducting
Educational
Needs
Assessment.
USA: Kluwer-
Academic
Publishing.
Describe the 5 Able to describe | Criteria: Assignment | -- Material: 2%
stages II_’] the preparatlon 1.conf0rmity with Discussion Needs
gﬂgﬂg‘fgng a needs gtna‘glggilsn needs the concept Questions analysis
2.ability to answer | and stage:
questions ansgers pRrefparanon
P Problem eferences:
S'Sit;lll;éls?o?]rsw Based Stuffiebeam,
Learning Daniel L.,
Form of Assessment 2X50 Charles H
. McCormick,
| Robert O.
Test Brinkerhoff,
and CherYI O.
Nelson. 1985.
Conducting
Educational
Needs
Assessment.
USA: Kluwer-
Academic
Publishing.
Describe the 5 Able to describe | Criteria: Assignment | -- Material: 2%
stages in the preparation 1.conformity with Discussion Needs
g(r)]gg/usni:;mg a needs gﬁa%iiilsn needs the concept Questions analysis
2.ability to answer | and stage:
questions Ia;nsgx{ers pRrefparatlon
e roblem eferences:
3-;2'23);;?()?:;“9 Based Stuffiebeam,
Learning Daniel L.,
Form of Assessment 2X50 Charles H
. McCormick,
DA " Robert O.
Participatory Activities Brinkerhoff
and CherYI1 O.
Nelson. 1985.
Conducting
Educational
Needs
Assessment.
USA: Kluwer-
Academic
Publishing.
Midterm exam Describe the 5 | Criteria: Project - Material: 5 2%
stages in ability in group Based - stages in
con((ijuctlngl a. discussions Learning conducting a
needs analysis 2 X 50 needs

Form of Assessment

Project Results
Assessment / Product
Assessment

analysis
Readers:
Royse, David,
Michele
Staton-Tindall,
Karen Badger,
and J.
Matthew
Webster.
2009. Need
Assessment.
Oxford, NY.




9 Describe the 5 Able to describe | Criteria: inquiry - Material: 2%
stages in the preparation 1.conformity with 2 X50 Needs
conducting a needs | stages in needs Vel
analysis analysis the concept anal y§|s

2.ability to answer stage:
guestions pRrefparatlon
3.ability in group eferences:
discussions grau,ZZbLeam'
Form of Assessment ICV:IZaCr(l)erfn:-cIk
Partici viti Robert O. ’
Participatory Activities :
cipatory Vi Brinkerhoff,
and CherY! O.
Nelson. 1985.
Conducting
Educational
Needs
Assessment.
USA: Kluwer-
Academic
Publishing.

10 Describe the 5 Able to describe | Criteria: Assignment | - Material: 2%
stagdes itf‘ d trge preparatioc? 1.conformity with | Discussion Needs
conducting a needs | stages in needs ; ;
analysis analysis the_ concept QU;SUOHS analy.s|s

2.ability to answer | an stage:
questions answers preparation
3.ability i o Problem References:
dislcluéls?o?lrs " | Based Stuffiebeam,
Learning Daniel L.,
Form of Assessment | 2 X 50 I(\:/IZ?:r(l;rank
partici iviti Robert O. ’
Participatory Activities ;
patory Brinkerhoff,
and CherYI O.
Nelson. 1985.
Conducting
Educational
Needs
Assessment.
USA: Kluwer-
Academic
Publishing.

11 Describe the 5 Able to describe | Criteria: Assignment | - Material: 10%
stagdes Itn d ﬂ:e preparatlo; 1.conformity with | Discussion Needs
gﬁgwus?smg aneeds 2,?5’,5;'5” needs the concept Questions analysis

2.ability to answer | and stage:
questions answers preparation
3.ability in group | Problem References:
discuyssio%s P |Based Stuffiebeam,
Learning Daniel L.,
2X50 Charles H.
F f A
. orm of Assessment Mecomick
| Robert O.
Test ;
Brinkerhoff,
and CherYI1 O.
Nelson. 1985.
Conducting
Educational
Needs
Assessment.
USA: Kluwer-
Academic
Publishing.
12 Formulate aneeds | Able to make | Criteria: Project - Material: 10%
analysis proposal needs analysis 1..conformity with Based needs
proposals the concept Learning analysis
2.accuracy in 2X50 proposal
determining Blbllography:
needs Gupta, Kavita,

Form of Assessment

Project Results
Assessment / Product
Assessment

Catherine M.
Sleezer, and
Darlene F.
Russ. 2007.
Practical
Guide to
Needs
Assessment.
2nd Ed. CA:
John Wiley &
Sons, Inc.




13 Formulate a needs | Able to make Criteria: Project - Material: 10%
analysis proposal needs analysis 1.conformity with Based needs
proposals the concept Learning analysis
2.accuracy in 2X50 proposal
determining Bibliography:
Gupta, Kavita,
needs 2 8
Catherine M.
Form of Assessment Sleezer, and
: Darlene F.
Participatory Activities Russ. 2007.
Practical
Guide to
Needs
Assessment.
2nd Ed. CA:
John Wiley &
Sons, Inc.
14 Able to formulate 1.Able to Criteria: Project - Material: 13%
needs analysis determine 1.accuracy in baseq needs_
the gap determining the | learing analysis
2.Able to gap 2X50 report
determine 2 suitability of References:
needs planning gafbaézfé%
3.Able to requirements Tf:ir;r'in -
make plans " Needsg
3 Form of Assessment
o fu(;ﬂ” : Assessment:
needs :
Project Results /;_49fll10d8,d
Assessment / Product Tce)g hsr’ﬂZZes
Assessment o
CA: Pfeiffer.
Material:
stages of
needs
analysis
References:

Gupta, Kavita,
Catherine M.
Sleezer, and
Darlene F.
Russ. 2007.
Practical
Guide to
Needs
Assessment.
2nd Ed. CA:
John Wiley &
Sons, Inc.

Material:
Needs
analysis
Bibliography:
Royse, David,
Michele
Staton-Tindall,
Karen Badger,
and J.
Matthew
Webster.
2009. Need
Assessment.
Oxford, NY.




15

Able to formulate
needs analysis

1.Able to
determine
the gap

2.Able to
determine
needs

3.Able to
make plans
to fulfill
needs

Criteria:
1.accuracy in
determining the
gap
2.suitability of
planning
requirements

Form of Assessment
Project Results

Assessment / Product
Assessment

Project
based
learning
2X50

Material:
needs
analysis
report
References:
Barbazette,
Jean. 2006.
Training
Needs
Assessment:
Methods,
Tools, and
Techniques.
CA: Pfeiffer.

Material:
stages of
needs
analysis
References:
Gupta, Kavita,
Catherine M.
Sleezer, and
Darlene F.
Russ. 2007.
Practical
Guide to
Needs
Assessment.
2nd Ed. CA:
John Wiley &
Sons, Inc.

Material:
Needs
analysis
Bibliography:
Royse, David,
Michele
Staton-Tindall,
Karen Badger,
and J.
Matthew
Webster.
2009. Need
Assessment.
Oxford, NY.

25%

16

Final exams

Able to
formulate needs
analysis

Criteria:
A=86-100 (3.8 -
4.00) A-=80-85
(3.7-3.79)B=75-
79 (3.6-3.69)B =
70-74(3.5-3.59)
B-=65-69 (3.4 -
3.49)C=50-64
(3.00-3.39)D =25
—50 (2.00 - 2.99) E
=<25(0-1.99)

Form of Assessment
Project Results

Assessment / Product
Assessment

Project
Based
Learning
2 X 50

Material:
needs
analysis
Bibliography:
Stuffiebeam,
Daniel L.,
Charles H.
McCormick,
Robert O.
Brinkerhoff,
and CherY! O.
Nelson. 1985.
Conducting
Educational
Needs
Assessment.
USA: Kluwer-
Academic
Publishing.

2%

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Project Based Learning

No | Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 16%
2. | Project Results Assessment / Product Assessment 52%
3. | Test 32%

100%
Notes

1. 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.
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10.
11.
12.

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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