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Short This course contains the understanding of the diversity of cultural entities of the Indonesian nation which form nationalism and national
Course integration based on the Unitary State of the Republic of Indonesia (NKRI). Through studying this course, students are expected to act
Description | as citizens who are proud and love their country, have nationalism and a sense of responsibility to the state and nation.
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Able to 1.Explaining Criteria: lecturediscussiongroup 0%
understand the the diversity Written UTS work
diversity of ¢ (weight 2) 3X50
Indonesian 0 ) Characters (/) 26
culture Indonesian 26 26 26 26 26..
tribes Max UTS value
2.Explaining 2-00_ Wh"ig')En UAS
v weight
Indpne5|a s Characters (/-) .
racial 26 26 26 26 26 26..
diversity Max UAS score
3.Explaining (100 Aﬁsig)nments
; : Weight 3) PPT:
tf}e diversity Very good (40),
0 . good (30), quite
Indonesian good (20), not
religions good (10) Paper:
4 Explain the gg% %‘205‘; (SSi)t’e
diversity of good (30), not
the good (15)
Indonesian Participation
language (A‘/¥;3|92t 2) (60%)
} endance b)
5.E_xp|a|_n the very active (60),
diversity of active (40), quite
Indonesian active (20), not
customs %ctivet ©) (10%)
i uestions b)
6.E_xp|a|_n the very active (10),
diversity of active (7.5), quite
Indonesian active (5), not
culinary active (0)Opinion
delights (10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
quite active (5),
not active
(0)Consulting
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), not active (0)
Creativity (10%) :
very active (10),
active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), inactive (0)
Able to 1.Explaining Criteria: lecturediscussiongroup 0%
understand the the diversity Written UTS work
diversity of ¢ (weight 2) 3X50
Indonesian 0 ) Characters ( /-) 26
culture Indonesian 26 26 26 26 26..
tribes Max UTS value
2.Explaining (100, Whrigt)an UAS
v weight
Indpne5|a s Characters (/-) .
racial 26 26 26 26 26 26..
diversity Max UAS score
3.Explaining 100 Assignments

the diversity
of
Indonesian
religions

4 Explain the
diversity of
the
Indonesian
language

5.Explain the
diversity of
Indonesian
customs

6.Explain the
diversity of
Indonesian
culinary
delights

(Weight 3) PPT:
Very good (40),
good (30), quite
good (20), not
good (10) Paper:
Very good (60),
good ( 45), quite
good (30), not
good (15)
Participation
(weight 2)
Attendance (60%) :
very active (60),
active (40), quite
active (20), not
active (0)
Questions (10 %) :
very active (10),
active (7.5), quite
active (5), not
active (0)Opinion
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
quite active (5),
not active
(0)Consulting
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), not active (0)
Creativity (10%) :
very active (10),
active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), inactive (0)




Able to 1.Explaining Criteria: lecturediscussiongroup 0%
understand the the diversity Written UTS work
diversity of ¢ (weight 2) 3X50
Indonesian 0 ) Characters (/) 26
culture Indonesian 26 26 26 26 26..
tribes Max UTS value
2.Explaining 2-00_ Wh"ig')En UAS
v weight
Indpne5|a s Characters (/-) .
racial 26 26 26 26 26 26..
diversity Max UAS score
3.Explaining (100 Aﬁsig)nments
; : Weight 3) PPT:
tf}e diversity Very good (40),
0 . good (30), quite
Indonesian good (20), not
religions good (10) Paper:
4 Explain the gg% %‘205‘; (SSi)t’e
diversity of good (30), not
the good (15)
Indonesian Participation
language (Av;/telggt o (60%)
- endance b)
5.E_xp|a|_n the very active (60),
diversity of active (40), quite
Indonesian active (20), not
customs %ctivet ) (10%)
i uestions b)
6.E_xp|a|_n the very active (10),
diversity of active (7.5), quite
Indonesian active (5), not
culinary active (0)Opinion
delights (10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
quite active (5),
not active
(0)Consulting
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), not active (0)
Creativity (10%) :
very active (10),
active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), inactive (0)
Able to analyze 1.Analyzing Criteria: Group Discussion and 0%
the influence of the influence | Written UTS Assignment
Indonesia‘s ¢ (weight 2) 3X50
location on the 0 ) Characters ( /-) 26
cultural diversity astronomical | 26 26 26 26 26..
ofthe locations on [ Max UTS value
Inti_oneSIan Indonesian 100 Written UAS
nation (weight 3)
culture_ Characters (/-) .
2.Analyzing 26 26 26 26 26 26..

the influence
of
geographic
location on
Indonesian
culture

3.Analyzing
the influence
of geological
location on
Indonesian
culture

4 .Analyzing
the influence
of
geomaritime
location on
Indonesian
culture

Max UAS score
100 Assignments
(Weight 3) PPT:
Very good (40),
good (30), quite
good (20), not
good (10) Paper:
Very good (60),
good ( 45), quite
good (30), not
good (15)
Participation
(weight 2)
Attendance (60%) :
very active (60),
active (40), quite
active (20), not
active (0)
Questions (10 %) :
very active (10),
active (7.5), quite
active (5), not
active (0)Opinion
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
quite active (5),
not active
(0)Consulting
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), not active (0)
Creativity (10%) :
very active (10),
active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), inactive (0)




Aﬁbk? tf(IJ analyzef 1.Analyzing Criteria: Group Discussion and 0%
the influence o i Written UTS Assignment
Indonesia's tf}e influence (weight 2) X go
location on the 0 . Characters (/-) 26
cultural diversity astronomical | 26 26 26 26 26..
ofthe locations on Max UTS value
Inci_oneSIan Indonesian 100 Written UAS
nation (weight 3)
culture' Characters (/-) .
2.Analyzing 26 26 26 26 26 26..
the influence | Max UAS score
of 100 Assighments
eographic (Weight 3) PPT:
E)ca?ior? on very good (40),
. good (30), quite
Indonesian good (20), not
culture %ood (10)dP(gg)er:
3.Analyzing ery goo )s
. good ( 45), quite
the mfluence good (30), not
of geological | good (15)
location on Participation
Indonesian | (weight2) (60%) :
0) .
culture_ very active (60),
4.Analyzing active (40), quite
the influence | active (20), not
of active (0)
- Questions (10 %) :
geomarltlme very active((lo), )
location on active (7.5), quite
Indonesian active (5), not
culture active (0)Opinion
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
quite active (5),
not active
(0)Consulting
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), not active (0)
Creativity (10%) :
very active (10),
active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), inactive (0)
Able to explain 1.Explaining Criteria: Group Discussion and 0%
the insight of the the concept Written UTS Assignment
archipelago in ¢ (weight 2) 3 X 50
maintaining 0 . Characters (/-) 26
national Indonesian 26 26 26 26 26..
integration insight Max UTS value
2.Explaining 100 Written UAS

the insight of
the
archipelago
asa
strategy for
the
Indonesian
nation in
promoting
unity and
integrity

(weight 3)
Characters (/-) .
26 26 26 26 26 26..
Max UAS score
100 Assignments
(Weight 3) PPT:
Very good (40),
good (30), quite
good (20), not
good (10) Paper:
Very good (60),
good ( 45), quite
good (30), not
good (15)
Participation
(weight 2)
Attendance (60%) :
very active (60),
active (40), quite
active (20), not
active (0)
Questions (10 %) :
very active (10),
active (7.5), quite
active (5), not
active (0)Opinion
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
quite active (5),
not active
(0)Consulting
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), not active (0)
Creativity (10%) :
very active (10),
active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), inactive (0)




Able to explain 1.Explaining | Criteria: Group Discussion and 0%
the insight of the the concept Written UTS Assignment
archipelago in f (weight 2) 3 X 50
maintaining 0 . Characters ( /-) 26
national Indonesian 26 26 26 26 26..
integration insight Max UTS value
2.Explaining 2-00_ Wh"ig')En UAS
. weight
the insight of Characters (/-) .
the 26 26 26 26 26 26..
archipelago Max UAS score
as a 100 Assighments
(Weight 3) PPT:
sr:rategy for Very good (40),
the good (30), quite
Indonesian good (20), not
nation in %ood (10)dl?gg)er:
romotin ery goo )
Enity andg good ( 45), quite
h ° good (30), not
integrity good (15)
Participation
(weight 2)
Attendance (60%) :
very active (60),
active (40), quite
active (20), not
active (0)
Questions (10 %) :
very active (10),
active (7.5), quite
active (5), not
active (0)Opinion
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
quite active (5),
not active
(0)Consulting
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), not active (0)
Creativity (10%) :
very active (10),
active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), inactive (0)
uTsS uTsS uTsS 0%
3X50
ﬁl\blt(_e to ?xplain 1.Explain the | Criteria: Group Discussion and 0%
ational Written UTS Assignment
Resilience eletfnen}s of (weight 2) 3X 30
nationa Characters ( /-) 26
resilience 26 26 26 26 26..
2.explains the Max UTS value
influence of 100 Written UAS
(weight 3)
aspects of Characters (/) .
national 26 26 26 26 26 26..
resilience in Max UAS score
national and 100 Assignments
state life (Weight 3) PPT:

Very good (40),
good (30), quite
good (20), not
good (10) Paper:
Very good (60),
good ( 45), quite
good (30), not
good (15)
Participation
(weight 2)
Attendance (60%) :
very active (60),
active (40), quite
active (20), not
active (0)
Questions (10 %) :
very active (10),
active (7.5), quite
active (5), not
active (0)Opinion
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
quite active (5),
not active
(0)Consulting
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), not active (0)
Creativity (10%) :
very active (10),
active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), inactive (0)




10

Able to explain
National
Resilience

1.Explain the
elements of
national
resilience

2.explains the
influence of
aspects of
national
resilience in
national and
state life

Criteria:
Written UTS
(weight 2)
Characters ( /-) 26
26 26 26 26 26..
Max UTS value
100 Written UAS
(weight 3)
Characters (/-) .
26 26 26 26 26 26..
Max UAS score
100 Assighments
(Weight 3) PPT:
Very good (40),
good (30), quite
good (20), not
good (10) Paper:
Very good (60),
good ( 45), quite
good (30), not
good (15)
Participation
(weight 2)
Attendance (60%) :
very active (60),
active (40), quite
active (20), not
active (0)
Questions (10 %) :
very active (10),
active (7.5), quite
active (5), not
active (0)Opinion
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
quite active (5),
not active
(0)Consulting
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), not active (0)
Creativity (10%) :
very active (10),
active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), inactive (0)

Group Discussion and
Assignment
3X50

0%

11

Students are
able to explain
the urgency of
the Spirit and
Spirit of
Nationalism

Know and
explain the
Spirit and Spirit
of Nationalism

Criteria:
Written UTS
(weight 2)
Characters ( /-) 26
26 26 26 26 26..
Max UTS value
100 Written UAS
(weight 3)
Characters (/-) .
26 26 26 26 26 26..
Max UAS score
100 Assignments
(Weight 3) PPT:
Very good (40),
good (30), quite
good (20), not
good (10) Paper:
Very good (60),
good ( 45), quite
good (30), not
good (15)
Participation
(weight 2)
Attendance (60%) :
very active (60),
active (40), quite
active (20), not
active (0)
Questions (10 %) :
very active (10),
active (7.5), quite
active (5), not
active (0)Opinion
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
quite active (5),
not active
(0)Consulting
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), not active (0)
Creativity (10%) :
very active (10),
active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), inactive (0)

Lectures and
discussions
3 X 50

0%




12 Students are Know and Criteria: Lectures and 0%
able to explain explainthe Written UTS discussions
the urgency of Spirit and Spirit (weight 2) 3X50
the-_ Spirit and of Nationalism Characters ( /-) 26
Spirit of - 26 26 26 26 26..
Nationalism Max UTS value

100 Written UAS
(weight 3)
Characters (/-) .
26 26 26 26 26 26..
Max UAS score
100 Assighments
(Weight 3) PPT:
Very good (40),
good (30), quite
good (20), not
good (10) Paper:
Very good (60),
good ( 45), quite
good (30), not
good (15)
Participation
(weight 2)
Attendance (60%) :
very active (60),
active (40), quite
active (20), not
active (0)
Questions (10 %) :
very active (10),
active (7.5), quite
active (5), not
active (0)Opinion
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
quite active (5),
not active
(0)Consulting
(10%) : very active
(10), active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), not active (0)
Creativity (10%) :
very active (10),
active (7.5),
moderately active
(5), inactive (0)

13 understand trfle 1.explains: Criteria: PBL 0%
importance o i i formative 3 X50
integration in The diversity
Indonesian of )
society Indonesian

society

2.Dynamics
and
challenges
of diversity
in
Indonesian
society

3.National
integration
strategy

4 .Current
issues of
national
integration

14 understand tige 1.explains: Criteria: PBL 0%
importance o i i formative 3X50
integration in The diversity
Indonesian of .
society Indonesian

society
2.Dynamics
and
challenges
of diversity
in
Indonesian
society
3.National
integration
strategy
4.Current
issues of
national

integration




15

understand ti}e 1.explains: Criteria: PBL 0%
importance o i i formative 3X50
integration in The diversity
Indonesian of .

society Indonesian

society
2.Dynamics
and
challenges
of diversity
in
Indonesian
society
3.National
integration
strategy
4.Current
issues of
national
integration

16

0%

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Case Study

No [ Evaluation | Percentage

0%

Notes

1.

S T

© 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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