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Learning Project Based Learning
model
Program PLO study program that is charged to the course
Learnin
Outcomges PLO-6 | Able to make strategic decisions based on information and data analysis in Japanese scientific principles
(PLO) Program Objectives (PO)
PO-1 | students are able to understand
PLO-PO Matrix
P.O PLO-6
PO-1
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
Short Understanding and Steps Regarding Observation and Micro-Learning, Questioning Skills, Reinforcement Skills, Variation Skills,
Course Explaining Skills, Opening and Closing Skills, Small Group Discussion Guiding Skills, Class Management Skills, Small Group and
Description | Individual Teaching Skills
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Help Learning,
Final abilities of Evaluation Learning methods, Learning
Week. | €ach learning St“dgntt. e materials | Assessment
stage [ Estimated time] [ References | Weight (%)
(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online)
offline )
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
1 Understand and Students are Criteria: Lectures, Material: 3%
ha\d/e di d ab'; to d and 1.85<A <100 |Discussions, Understanding
ﬁ]gigﬁftiﬁ?o ing an ﬁgvgmta” an 280<A-<85 | Sharing and insight
Teaching Skills understanding 3.75<B <80 information into Teaching
and Micro Learning | and insight into 470<B<7s |(sharing), Skills and
Teaching Skills 5.65 < B- < 70 PBL Micro
and Micro 6.60 < C < 65 (Problem Learning
Learning 755 <G <60 Based References:
8' 40<D <55 Learning) Hasibuan, JJ
9'0 <E <40 2X50 Ibrahim. 1988.
. Teaching and
Learning
l;\orm of _ Process of
ssessment : Micro Basic
Participatory Skills
Activities, Project Band'ung'
Results Youth Works
Assessment /
Product
Assessment
2 Explain the nature Students are. Criteria: Lectures, Material: The 3%
|0f %@S'C Sk'”ﬁ in ﬁ?'e tOt eXP'?'” 1.85<A<100 |Discussions, essence of
eading smal e nature 0 ; ic skills i
discussions basic skills in 2.80 <A-<85 Stfwanng_ Faz'? skills "|1I
leading small 3.75<B <80 information eading sma
; i haring) discussions
discussions 470<B<75 (s 9)s
5.65<B-< 70 PBL Rgferences.
(Problem Dimyati, et al.
6.60 <C<65
7.55<C <60 Baseq 1994..
' Learning) Learning and
8'40 <D<55 2 X 50 Learning.
0<E<40 Jakarta:
f Director
Form o General of
Assessment : Higher
Project Results Education
Assessment / ’
Product
Assessment




Explaining the 1.Students are | Criteria: Lectures, Material: 3%
nl?'tllljr? of tE_e basic able to 1.85<A<100 |Discussions, Basic skills in
aationasnd explain the 2.80<A-<85 |Sharing making
explaining it in nature of 3.75<B <80 mformauon variations and
learning. basic skillsin|  4.70<B<75 | (Sharing), explaining
E;(trlljlfgntl)rf]%htgiasic performing 2.65<B-<70 (Problem Itegrmnilnng
skill of explaining variations 6.60<C <65 Based Bibliogr.aphy:
and explaining it in and explain 7.55<C <60 Learning) Hasibuan, JJ
learning them in 8.40<D<55 |5y 5o Ibrahim. 1988.
learning. 9.0<E<40 Teaching and
2.Students are Learning
able to Form of ) Process of
explain the | Assessment : Micro Basic
nature of Par‘tu.:l_patory . Skills.
basic ACIIVIIIIeS, Project Bandung:
gl | Youth Works
_explain _them i;%il;gtmem Mat_erial':
in learning Basic skills of
explaining and
explaining in
learning
References:
Hasibuan, JJ
Ibrahim. 1988.
Teaching and
Learning
Process of
Micro Basic
Skills.
Bandung:
Youth Works
Explaining the 1.Students are | Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
glfitlllisr%fo(f);gemtr’%s'c able to 1.85<A <100 |Discussions, Basic Skills
and closing and explain the 2.80<A-<85 | Sharing for Opening
explaining in nature of 3.75<B <80 |nfom_1at|on Lessons
Iﬁaming Exglari]ning basic 470<B<75 ng“ng)' /I:Z‘ader:
the nature of the opening and 5.65<B-<70 imanyu.
Sﬁ%fnzkg';;’lf closing skills | 6.60<C <65 g:;’:('fm fogfgbgs,’.z;
group discussions and explain 7.55<C<60 Learning) and Closing
and explaining in in learning 8.40<D<55 2 X 50 Lessons.
learning 2.Students are 9.0<E<40 Jakarta
able to
explain the | Form of
nature of Assessment :
basic skills in Z“’jem Rest“'lts
- ssessmen
glrgﬂ';g small Product
discussions Assessment
and
explaining

learning




Explaining the 1.Students are | Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
2%5?;?0?”?23? in able to 1.85<A <100 |Discussions, Basic skils for
S sa ranaging explain the 2.80<A-<85 |Sharing managing a
explaining in nature of 3.75<B<g0 |information class and
learning Explaining basic 470<B<75 (sharing), explglnlng in
the nature of basic classroom 565<B-<70 |PBL Igarnlng
skills for teaching (Problem Library:
small groups and management 6.60<C <65 Based Wardani
individuals and skills and 7.55<C<60 || oming) IGAK. 1985
explaining in explain 8.40<D<55 2% 50 Small Groub
learning learning 9.0<E<40 idli i
2.Students are ?ﬁdmg Skills
able to Form of pi/_é;:nﬁk
explain the Assessment : Directorate
nature of Ass_essment of General of
basic small Em]; cttResuIts / Higher
group and A;Z ele,gmen t Education
individual Practices / .
tegchmg Performance Mat_erlal':
skills and Basic skills for
explain teaching small
learning groups and
individuals
and explaining
learning.
Library:
Wardani
IGAK. 1985.
Small Group
Guiding Skills.
Jakarta:
P2LPTK
Directorate
General of
Higher
Education
Explaining the 1.Students are | Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
Qﬁﬁfsr?o?fnggﬁf in able to 1.85<A <100 Disct_Jssions, Basic s_kills for
S nse ang2ang explain the 2.80<A-<85 |Sharing managing a
explaining in nature of 3.75<B<g0 |information class and
learning Explaining basic 470<B<7s |(sharing), explaining in
the nature of basic classroom 565<B-<70 |PBL learning
skills for teaching (Problem Library:
small groups and management | 6.60<C <65 Based Wardani
individuals and skills and 7.55<C<60 || oming) IGAK. 1985.
fi}x&{’rm"”g in explain 8.40<D<55 |;x5g Small Group
9 learning 9.0<E<40 Guiding Skills.
2.Students are Jakarta:
able to Form of P2LPTK
explain the | Assessment : Directorate
nature of Project Results General of
basic small Assessment / Higher
group and iroduct t Education
individual ssessmen
teaching Material:
skills and Basic skills for
explain teaching small
learning groups and
individuals
and explaining
learning.
Library:
Wardani
IGAK. 1985.
Small Group
Guiding Skills.
Jakarta:
P2LPTK
Directorate
General of
Higher

Education




7 Demonstrate basic | Students are Criteria: Lectures, Material: 3%
questioning skills able to 1.85<A<100 |Discussions, Demonstrating
demonstiate | 5'g0<a-<gs | Sharing basic
questioning 3.75<B <80 mformauon questioning
skills 470<B<75 I(fgfrlng)’ SRkellfltserences
ggg : CB: <<6750 (Problem Sugeng
7.55<C <60 Based_ Pranoto _et al.

: Learning) 1980. Micro
8.40<D <55 2 X 50 Teaching.
9.0<E<40 Jakarta:

Department of
Form of Edgcation and
Assessment : Culture
Assessment of
Project Results /
Product
Assessment,
Practices /
Performance
8 Midterm exam Midterm exam Criteria: - Material: 20%
1.85<A <100 |[2X50 Development
2.80<A-<85 of Teaching
3.75<B <80 Materials
470<B<75 Lilrary:
) imanyu.
L o5 S
‘or Opening
7.55<C <60 and Closing
8.40<D <55 Lessons.
9.0<E<40 Jakarta
Form of
Assessment :
Project Results
Assessment /
Product
Assessment, Test
9 Demonstrating Students are Criteria: Lectures, Material: 3%
basic skills able to 1.85<A<100 |Discussions, Demonstrating
eanent | Conenin | 2so<a-<as | Shaig
providing 3.75<B <80 |nf0rmatlon pr_owdlng
reinforcement 470<B<75 I(Dsgle_‘”ng)r gfggdogegzz;
ggg : (B: <<6750 (Problem Kosasi. 1985.
7.55<C <60 Baseo_i Expla/n/ng
Learning) Skills.
8.40<D <55 2 X 50 Directorate
9.0<E<40 General of
Higher
Form of Ecgjcation.
Assessment : Department of
Project Results Education and
Assessment / Culture
Product
Assessment
10 Understand the Students Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
application of understand the 1.85<A<100 |Discussions, Aspects in the
aspects in the application of 280 <A-<85 Sharing learning
learning process aspects in the . : :
learning process | 3.75 <B <80 I(rs]fr?;:]r;’jgl)on pRr::cE;:f'
g;g : S_<<7750 PBL Wijaya, Cece.
6.60 < C < 65 (Problem 199_1. Teacher
7.55<C <60 Baseo_i Ability in the
840<D <55 Learning) Teachlng and

. 2 X 50 Learning

9.0<E<40 Process.
Bandung:
Forms of Rosdakarya
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities, Project
Results
Assessment /
Product
Assessment,
Practices /

Performance




11 Demonstrate basic | Students are Criteria: Lectures, Material: 3%
olpenlng Zl‘(l_f|1|d gble to 1.85<A<100 |Discussions, Basic opening
closing skifls bgg@gﬁéﬁﬁg 2.80<A-<85 |Sharing and closing

and closing 3.75<B <80 mformauon skills

skl dr0<B<7s o) Aomany
g:gg p g :67: (Problem 1984. Skills
7.55<C <60 Based for Opening

: Learning) and Closing
8.40<D <55 2 X50 Lessons.
9.0<E<40 Jakarta

Form of
Assessment :
Project Results
Assessment /
Product
Assessment

12 Practicing Learning | Students are Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%

Process Design 6}]“9 to practice 1.85<A<100 |Discussions, Practicing the
}Dgégg%g%ign 2.80<A-<85 |Sharing Learning
3.75<B <80 information Process
4.70<B<75 (sharing), D_esign
5.65 < B- < 70 PBL Library:
6.60 < C < 65 (Problem Suparman,
7'55 <C <60 Based Atwi. 2001.

: Learning) Instructional
8.40<D<55 |5y5g Design.
9.0<E<40 Jakarta: Inter-

University
Form of Center for
Assessment : Improvement.
Project Results
Assessment /
Product
Assessment,
Portfolio
Assessment

13 Analyzing Learning | Students are Criteria: Lectures, Material: 2%

Process Design S]béel_?amﬁ'yze 1.85<A<100 |Discussions, Analyzing
Proces Besion | 2202255 | iermaton Coor
470<B<75 ,(:ngring)’ 33:‘9”
eference:
5.65<B-<70 (Problem Usman, User.
g'gg p g p gg Based 2001.

: Learning) Becoming a
8.40<D <55 2 X50 Teacher in the
9.0<E<40 Teaching and

Learning
Form of Process.
Assessment : Bandung:
Project Results Rosdakarya
Assessment /
Product
Assessment,
Portfolio
Assessment

14 Developing a Students are Criteria: Lectures, Material: 2%
Learning Process able to prepare 1.85<A<100 |Discussions, Developing a
Plan grlz)i?ersrgnglan 280<A-<85 |Sharing Learning

3.75<B <80 information Process Plan
A4.70<B<75 (sharing), Library:
_ PBL Suparman,
ggg : g <<6750 (Problem Atwi. 2001.
7.55<C <60 Baseq lnstryctlonal
Learning) Design.
8.40<D <55 2 X50 Jakarta: Inter-
9.0<E<40 University
Center for
Form of Improvement.
Assessment :
Portfolio

Assessment




15 Analyze the Students are Criteria: Lectures, Material: 3%
qgt%suons_ glvlen ?hbk? to a{]alyze 1.85<A<100 |Discussions, Analyzing the
with previously e questions ; ;
built knowledge given with 2.80<A-<85 | Sharing questions

previously built 3.75<B <80 information given with
knowledge 470<B<75 (sharing), previously
5.65 < B- < 70 PBL built
6:60 <C<65 (Problem knowledge
7.55<C <60 Based Reader:
: Learning) Sanjaya,
8.40<D<55 ‘
9' 2X50 Vienna. 2009.
O<E<40 Learning
System
F f ;
A‘;::;s(;ment : Plaqn/ng and
. ) D .
Project Results Jaelf;%r;_.
pussssment/
Prenada
Assessment, Test Media Group
16 Final Semester Students are Criteria: Lectures, Material: 30%
Examination (UAS) [ able to carry out 1.85<A<100 |Discussions, Analyzing the
teaching and 280<A-<85 | Sharing questions
learning . inf ) h ith
activities 3.75<B<8g0 |Information given wit
470<B<75 (sharing), previously
5.65 < B- < 70 PBL built
6.60 < C < 65 (Problem knowledge
7'55 <C <60 Based Reader:
8.40 <D<55 Learning) Sanjaya,
9' 2X50 Vienna. 2009.
.0<E<40 Learning
System
F f ;
Azgcre‘sc;ment : glanmng and
Project Results J:;;%Z.
pisecsmert!
Prenada
Assessment, Test Media Group

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Project Based Learning

No | Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 4.67%
2. | Project Results Assessment / Product Assessment 57.67%
3. | Portfolio Assessment 5.5%
4. | Practice / Performance 5.67%
5. | Test 26.5%
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.

2. 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.

3. 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.

4. 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.

5. 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.

6. 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.

7. Forms of assessment: test and non-test.

8. 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.

9. 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.

10. Learning materials are details or descriptions of study materials which can be presented in the form of several main

points and sub-topics.

11. 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%.

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