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Understand the
meaning,
components and
functions of the
curriculum

Explain: 1.
Understanding
Curriculum 2.
Identifying
curriculum
components
3. Identifying
curriculum
functions

Criteria:
Clarity and
completeness of
answers

Lectures,
Questions
and Answers,
Discussions
3 X 50

0%

Understand the
history of the
curriculum in
Indonesia

Explaining the
curriculum: 1.
1947 13 Leer
Plan (Lesson
Plan) 2. 1952 -
Outlined
Lesson Plan
3.1964 -
Educational
Plan 4. 1968 -
1968
Curriculum 5.
1975 - 1975
Curriculum 6.
1984 - 1984
Curriculum 7.
1994 and
1999 - 1994
Curriculum
and 1999
Curriculum
Supplement 8.
2004 13
Competency
Based
Curriculum 9.
2006 10. 2013
11. 2013
Revision

Criteria:
A coherent summary
and precise
explanation

Lectures,
Questions
and Answers,
Discussions
6 X 50

0%

Understand the
history of the
curriculum in
Indonesia

Explaining the
curriculum: 1.
1947 13 Leer
Plan (Lesson
Plan) 2. 1952 -
Outlined
Lesson Plan
3.1964 -
Educational
Plan 4. 1968 -
1968
Curriculum 5.
1975 - 1975
Curriculum 6.
1984 - 1984
Curriculum 7.
1994 and
1999 - 1994
Curriculum
and 1999
Curriculum
Supplement 8.
2004 13
Competency
Based
Curriculum 9.
2006 10. 2013
11. 2013
Revision

Criteria:
A coherent summary
and precise
explanation

Lectures,
Questions
and Answers,
Discussions
6 X 50

0%

Understanding
National Education
Standards

Explains: 1.
Infrastructure
standards 2.
Educational
staff
standards 3.
Financing 4.
Management
5. Content
standards 6.
Graduate
standards 7.
Process
standards 8.
Assessment
standards

Criteria:

1.1. Clarity of
definition of
standards

2.2. Accuracy of
implementation

3.3. Group
collaboration in
arguing

Lectures,
Questions
and Answers,
Discussions
6 X 50

0%

Understanding
National Education
Standards

Explains: 1.
Infrastructure
standards 2.
Educational
staff
standards 3.
Financing 4.
Management
5. Content
standards 6.
Graduate
standards 7.
Process
standards 8.
Assessment
standards

Criteria:

1.1. Clarity of
definition of
standards

2.2. Accuracy of
implementation

3.3. Group
collaboration in
arguing

Lectures,
Questions
and Answers,
Discussions
6 X 50

0%




6 Understand, study 1. Explain the | Criteria: Lectures, 0%
and prepare the structure 2. uestions
Education Unit Explain the 11 A_ccura_cy of Q d A
i studies with and Answers,
Level Curriculum contents of ! DI f
(KTSP) the KTSP 3. Permendikbud Iscussions,
Review the 2.2. Accuracy in Presentations
KTSP 4. answering 9X50
ErTeSpg re the questions
3.3. Group
collaboration
7 Understand, study 1. Explain the [ Criteria: Lectures, 0%
and prepare the structure 2. uestions
Education Unit Explain the 11 Agcurapy of Q dA
i studies with ana Answers,
Level Curriculum contents of ! DI f
(KTSP) the KTSP 3. Permendikbud Iscussions,
Review the 2.2. Accuracy in Presentations
KTSP 4. answering 9 X 50
Efregg re the questions
3.3. Group
collaboration
8 Understand, study 1. Explain the [ Criteria: Lectures, 0%
and prepare the structure 2. uestions
Education Unit Explain the 11 Af:curaf:y of Q dA
; studies with and Answers,
Level Curriculum contents of ! Di .
(KTSP) the KTSP 3. Permendikbud IScussions,
Review the 2.2. Accuracy in Presentations
KTSP 4. answering 9 X 50
ErTeSpS re the questions
3.3. Group
collaboration
9 uTs UTS Criteria: UTS 0%
Accuracy of answers | 3 X 50
10 Understanding Explains: 1. Criteria: Lectures, 0%
SKL Concepts and | SKL and Clarity and accuracy | Questions
2013 Curriculum Curriculum of answers. and Answers
Structure Structure in Di . ’
Schools 2. iscussions,
SKL Arts and presentations
Culture 3. 6 X 50
Structure of
the Arts and
Culture
Curriculum
11 Understanding Explains: 1. Criteria: Lectures, 0%
SKL Concepts and [ SKL and Clarity and accuracy | Questions
2013 Curriculum Curriculum of answers. and Answers
Structure Structure in Di > ’
Schools 2. iscussions,
SKL Arts and presentations
Culture 3. 6 X 50
Structure of
the Arts and
Culture
Curriculum
12 Development of Explains: 1. KI | Criteria: Lectures, 0%
the Arts and. and KD for 1.1. The choice of | Questions
Culture Curriculum | Arts and KD is righ and Answers
through developing | Culture 2. is right Discussions.
indicators in KD Developing according to the ns,
and mapping of Indicators 3. arts field presentations
Arts and Culture Developing 2 2 Indiator can be |8 X320
learning materials érjﬁuargd measured
learning 3.3. Exact material
materials load according to
KD
13 Development of Explains: 1. KI | Criteria: Lectures, 0%
the Arts and and KD for 1.1. The choice of | Questions
Culture Curriculum | Arts and KD is righ and Answers
through developing | Culture 2. Is right Discussions.
indicators in KD Developing according to the ns,
and mapping of Indicators 3. arts field presentations
Arts and Culture Developing 2 2 Indiator can be |8 X 50
learning materials érl}ﬁua;gd measured
learning 3.3. Exact material
materials load according to
KD
14 Ex_arrgi_rlye thfe Exptljaink 4 Criteria: Lectures, 0%
suitability o textbook study it uestions
textbooks with the instruments 11, Compatllbmty of | Q dA
; the book with Ki and Answers,
2013 curriculum and group DI 8
presentations and KD IScussions,
2.2. Depth of presentations
Content 6X50
3.3. Breadth of
Material

4.4. Accuracy of KD
with the material




15 Ex‘angi.rl'!e thfe ExptI).slink g Criteria: Lectures, 0%
suitability o textbook study . Lestions
textbooks with the instruments 11, Compat|lb|l|ty of | Q dA
i the book with KI and Answers,
2013 curriculum and group Discussions
presentations and KD ns,
2.2. Depth of presentations
Content 6 X350
3.3. Breadth of
Material
4.4. Accuracy of KD
with the material
16 0%

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Case Study

No [ Evaluation | Percentage

0%
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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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