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(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online)
offline )
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
1 tStuderlns a{ﬁ able 1.Knowledge, (a) Criterialu J . Material: 5%
o analyze the ; Knowledge weight Cooperative Analyzing the
csence SO | Conceptar | 4% S ueGLise | iarnng fcaming
learning model. learning
planning, (b) | Form of Assessment : ?tttggem gl;nnl_ng,
: i h jectives of
|de_nt|f_y|ng the | Project Results learning learning
obJec_twes of Assessment / Product approach. 2 planning,
Iearnlrlg Assessment X 50 scope of
planning, (c) discussion learning
identifying the and planning.
benefits of question Reference:
learning and answer Hamalik.
planning, (d) learning (2008).
analyzing the method Teaching
principles of Planning
learning Based on a
planning Systems
2.Skills, applying Approach.
learning Jakarta :
planning Earth of
concepts in Leters.
preparing
learning
implementation
plans
3.Attitude,
discipline and
responsibility
for completing
course
assignments
2 tStuderlns a{ﬁ able 1.Knowledge, (a) criteriall: g . Material: 5%
0 analyze the i Knowledge weight i i
essence of history 22{‘;‘2’;;%;“8 45% SKill weight 45% Eg?,?iﬁ;anve ﬁé’f‘ﬂ?{{;gnfhe
learning planning learning Attitude weight 10% mogiel. objectives
planning, (0) | Form of Assessment : sAt(l:th;ent ﬁ??h;unctlons
identifying the | Project Results : ;
objectives of Assessment / Product learing edupatlonal
. approach. 2 curriculum to
Iearnl_ng Assessment X 50 the
planning, (c) discussion development
identifying the and of RPP
benefits of question Pustaka:
learning and answer Sandjaya,
planning, (d) learning Vienna.
analyzing the method (2008).
principles of Learning
learning Planning and
planning Design.
2.Skills, applying Jakarta :
learning pr en_ada
planning Media Group.
concepts in
preparing
learning
implementation
plans
3.Attitude,

discipline and
responsibility
for completing
course
assignments




Students are able 1.Knowledge, (a) | Criteria: Cooperative Material: 5%
to analyze analyzing Knowledge weight learning Analyzing
cognitive . 45% Skill weight 45% | model instructional
(knowledge), Bloom's Attitude weight 10% | grudent desi
psychomotor taxonomy, (b) acltjiv:n meoscllge?s Dick
skills), and i i .
gffecti)ve (attitude) 3\7 i{ﬁgggﬁgn E?(;?C?L':::E:sme"t " | learning and Carey,
domains cognitive Assessment / Product approach Kemp,
. Discussion ASSURE,
domam . Assessment and ADDIE,
2.Skills, applying question Banathy,
the concept of and answer Minerva
Bloom and method Library:
Lorin W 2 X 50 Arend,
Anderson's Richard I.
taxonomy in 2012.
formulating Learning to
learning Teach. Ninth
outcomes Edition. New
3.Attitude, York: ,
discipline and McGraw-Hill
responsibility
in completing
course
assignments
Students are able 1.Knowledge, (a) | Criteria: Cooperative Material: 5%
to analyze analyzing Knowledge weight learning Analyzing
cognitive . 45% Skill weight 45% | model instructional
(knowledge), Bloom's Attitude weight 10% | gy dent desi
Pslg(ﬁhomo&or taxonomy, (b) acl:ivgn meos(;%rl]s Dick
skills), an i i .
i (atiuce) | angersons. | ot paege el
domains cognitive A ) approach Kemp,
gnit ssessment / Product Discussion ASSURE,
domaln _ Assessment and ADDIE,
2.5kills, applying question Banathy,
the concept of and answer Minerva
Bloom and method Library:
Lorin W 2 X 50 Arend,
Anderson'‘s Richard I.
taxonomy in 2012.
formulating Learning to
learning Teach. Ninth
outcomes Edition. New
3 Attitude, York: _
discipline and McGraw-Hill
responsibility
in completing
course
assignments
Students are able 1.Knowledge, (a) | Criteria: Cooperative Material: 5%
to analyze analyzing Knowledge weight learning Applying the
Eﬁ%‘x:‘égge) Bloom's i?tO/to gk'” Weﬁlth]t_g;% model concept of
psychomator taxonomy, (b) fude Weig ’ :(t:tli(\:llgnt gles;;gtlonal
skills), and i i .
gﬁecti_)\,e (attitude) 3\7 aAlil]ZlenrgsI(;r(])‘r;n ';?::c?;/;ssjlf:sme"t *| learning models to the
domains cognitive AssJessment/ Product approach development
) Discussion of RPP
domaln . Assessment and Library: Asri,
2.5kills, applying question Zainal. 2012.
the concept of and answer Micro
Bloom and method Teaching,
Lorin W 2X50 Accompanied
Anderson'‘s by Field
taxonomy in Experience
formulating Guidelines.
learning Jakarta:
outcomes RajaGrafindo
3.Attitude, Persada
discipline and
responsibility
in completing
course

assignments




Students are able 1.Knowledge, (a) | Criteria: Cooperative Material: 5%
to analyze program analyzing Knowledge weight learning Applying the
learning outcomes 45% Skill weight 45% | model concept of
ggﬁ;:::ncy Attitude weight 10% | gy dent instructional
standards, (b) | Form of Assessment : Iae(;lr\rqign 21608(!1%?5 to the
analyzing Participatory Activities approa%h development
content Discussion of lesson
standayds, (c) and plans.
analyzing question References:
process and answer Arend,
standards, (d) method Richard I. and
analyzing 2 X 50 Kilcher Ann.
assessment 2010.
standards Teaching for
2.Skills, applying Student
graduate Learning,
competency Becoming an
standards, Accomplished
content Teacher. New
standards, York: Tay for
process & Francis.
standards,
assessment
standards in
formulating
subject
learning
outcomes
3.Attitude,
discipline and
responsibility
for completing
course
assignments
Students are able 1.Knowledge, (a) | Criteria: Cooperative Material: 10%
to analyze program analyzing Knowledge weight learning Analyzing
learning outcomes 45% Skill weight 45% | model graduation
ggar:;:tt:ncy Attitude weight 10% | gy dent standards,
standards, (b) | Form of Assessment : i’::a‘ilr\:ian ‘s:?anrfzgids
analyzing Participatory Activities approa?:h process '
content Discussion standards
standards, (c) and and
analyzing question assessment
process and answer standards
standards, (d) method References:
analyzing 2 X 50 Uno, Hamzah
assessment B. (2008).
standards Learning
2.Skills, applying Planning.
graduate Jakarta :
competency Earth of
standards, Letters
content
standards,
process
standards,
assessment
standards in
formulating
subject
learning
outcomes
3.Attitude,
discipline and
responsibility
for completing
course
assignments
MIDDLE Material: 5%
SEMESTER Form of Assessment : | 2 X 50 Applying
Eﬁg“’gya;ﬁ\'}‘EOR Project Results graduation
TEST Assessment / Product standards,
Assessment content
standards,
process
standards,
and
assessment

standards in
the
development
of RPP
Library:
National
Kurnas
Documents




9 Students are able 1.Knowledge, Criteria: Cooperative Material: 10%
to analyze learning analyzing Weight 45% learning Evaluating
outcomes in history : - knowledge model the Pustaka
subjects history subject competencyWeight :

content 25% skill Stqdent High School
standards competencyWeight active syllabus and
2.Skills, applying | 10% attitude learning _RPP.
history subject competency approac'h : National
Discussion Kurnas
content Form of Assessment : [ and Document
standards to Project Results question
develop Assessment / Product | and answer
learning ) Assessment method
outcomes in 2 X 50
history
subjects
(indicators of
competency
achievement)
3.Disciplined
attitude and
responsibility
for completing
course
assignments

10 Students are able 1.Knowledge, Criteria: Cooperative Material: 5%
to analyze learning analyzing Weight 45% learning Evaluating
2352@55 in history history subject knowledge Weih model the Pustaka

! content Zggpopsﬁﬁlncy eight Student High School
standards competencyWeight active syllabus and
2.Skills, applying | 10% attitude learning BPP )
history subject competency approac_h : National
Discussion Kurnas
content Form of Assessment : [ and Document
standards to | proiect Results question
develop Assessment / Product | and answer
learning _ Assessment method
outcomes in 2 X 50
history
subjects
(indicators of
competency
achievement)
3.Disciplined
attitude and
responsibility
for completing
course
assignments

11 Students are able 1.Knowledge, Criteria: Cooperative Material: 10%
to analyze learning analyzing Weight 45% learning Evaluating
ou;()qomes in history history subject knowledge i model the Pustaka
subjects content Zggngﬁﬁlncywe'gm Student High School

standards competencyWeight | 2ctive syllabus and
2.Skills, applying | 10% attitude learning BPP.
history subject competency approac_h : National
Discussion Kurnas
content Form of Assessment : | and Document
standards o | proiect Results question
develpp Assessment / Product | and answer
learning Assessment method
outcomes in 2 X 50
history
subjects
(indicators of
competency
achievement)
3.Disciplined

attitude and
responsibility
for completing
course
assignments




12 Students are able 1.skills, (a) Criteria: Cooperative Material: 5%
i[o prepare history Developing Skill weight, learning Evaluating
earning planning o 90%Attitude weight model. the Pustaka
documents indicators of 10% Student High School

gzms\?;?:gt | active syllabus and
» | Form of Assessment : learning RPP
® Project Results approach. : National
Determining Assessment / Product | 5’y ¢ Kurnas
the content of | Assessment assighment Document
history subject method
matter, (c)
Determining
learning
resources for
history subject
matter, (d)
Establishing
history subject
assessment
instruments
2.Honest,
disciplined and
responsible
attitude in
completing
course
assignments

13 Students are able 1.skills, (a) Criteria: Cooperative Material: 5%
to prepare history Developing Skill weight, learning Evaluating
learning planning . 90%Attitude weight model. the Pustaka
documents |nd|cattt)rs of 10% Student High School

competency ;
achievement, | Form of Assessment : ;C;r\rl]?ng sRylllgbus and
® Test approach. : National
Determining 2 X 50 Kurnas
th_e content of assignment Document
history subject method
matter, (c)
Determining
learning
resources for
history subject
matter, (d)
Establishing
history subject
assessment
instruments
2 Honest,
disciplined and
responsible
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completing
course
assignments

14 Students are able 1.skills, (a) Criteria: Cooperative Material: 5%
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learning planning . 90%Attitude weight model. syllabus
documents indicators of 10% Student d>c,)cuments

chiovement active and RPP
» | Form of Assessment : learning Library:

(b) N Project Results approach. National

Determining Assessment / Product | 5’y g Kurnas

the content of | Assessment assignment Documents

history subject method

matter, (c)
Determining
learning
resources for
history subject
matter, (d)
Establishing
history subject
assessment
instruments
2.Honest,
disciplined and
responsible
attitude in
completing
course
assignments




15

Students aLe able 1.skills, (a) Criteria: Cooperative Material:
to prepare history Developin Skill weight, learning Preparing
learning planning indi p gf 90%Attitude weight model. syllabus
documents indicators o 10% Student documents

competency active and RPP
achievement, . - .
Form of Assessment : learning Library:

(Dbgtermining :;(;J:scémRSrT ;tISDroduct approach. National
the content of | Assessment 2 X.SO Kurnas

. ) assignment Documents
history subject method
matter, (c)
Determining
learning
resources for
history subject
matter, (d)
Establishing
history subject
assessment
instruments

2.Honest,

disciplined and
responsible
attitude in
completing
course
assignments

5%

16

Students are able 1.skills, (a) Criteria: Cooperative Material:

Itgap;:ﬁr?arelgrlliti%ry Developing Sk{i)ll We_igf&t, ah learning Preparing

documgrﬂs 9 indicators of ?802'6‘“““ e weight gtogiellt (siyllabus .
uden ocuments

competency active and RPP
achievement, .| active '
Form of Assessment : learning Library:

(Db(lterminin Project Results approach. National

g Assessment/ Product | 5’y g Kurnas
the content of | Assessment assignment Documents
history subject method
matter, ()
Determining
learning
resources for
history subject
matter, (d)
Establishing
history subject
assessment
instruments

2.Honest,
disciplined and
responsible
attitude in
completing
course
assignments

10%

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Project Based Learning

No | Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 15%
2. | Project Results Assessment / Product Assessment 80%
3. | Test 5%

100%
Notes

1. Learning Outcomes of Study Program Graduates (PLO - Study Program) are the abilities possessed by each Study

o g > w DN

o~

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.




10.
11.
12.

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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