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Short Description: Through the use of ICT, reviewing references, analyzing problems/cases of children with learning difficulties, in this course
Course students are able and responsible for mastering assessment concepts and are able to make decisions to plan and carry out assessments
Description | of children with learning difficulties, including: objectives, problems of children with learning difficulties learning, early intervention,
educational intervention, assessments and programs, intervention for children with developmental barriers (motor, cognitive,
communication, social and emotional, adaptive behavior), as well as preparing plans for early intervention programs, being able to
implement them in video form and compiling reports as research outputs . Lectures are carried out using a system of presentations,
discussions, project assignments and reflection.
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
1 Understanding the Explaining Criteria: Scientific 0%
concept of the concept 11 Humanistic
identification and of D :
assessment of identification 2.Rubric: gollagoratlve
children with and 3.0bserved Aspects X5
learning difficulties | assessment 4 .Score
of children 5.4
with learning 6.3
difficulties - )
7.2
8.1

9.A. Contents

10.1. Concept
accuracy

11.2. Accuracy of
supporting data for
the concept

12.3. Match the
words between the
content and the
presentation

13.4.
Slideshow(images,
diagrams, photos,
videos, material
flow) supports the
presentation

14.5. Clarity of
introduction, content
and conclusion

15.B. Presentation

16.6. Sound quality
(volume, voice
articulation)

17.7. Not tense /
relaxed

18.8. Demeanor (way
of looking, effective
body movements)

19.9. Dress politely
and neatly

20.10. Time lag
between presenter
and listener

21.11. Maintainability

22.12. Respond to
input

23.Rubric: Score 4 if
done systematically
and correctly, Score
3 if done correctly
but less
systematically,
Score 2 if done but
not systematically,
Score 1 if not done




Understanding the
Nature of
Assessment and
Individualized
Learning Programs

Explaining
the Nature of
Assessment
and
Individualized
Learning
Programs

Criteria:

1.A. Contents

2.1. Concept
accuracy

3.2. Accuracy of
supporting data for
the concept

4.3. Match the words
between the content
and the
presentation

5.4.
Slideshow(images,
diagrams, photos,
videos, material
flow) supports the
presentation

6.5. Clarity of
introduction, content
and conclusion

7.B. Presentation

8.6. Sound quality
(volume, voice
articulation)

9.7. Not tense /
relaxed

10.8. Demeanor (way
of looking, effective
body movements)

11.9. Dress politely
and neatly

12.10. Time lag
between presenter
and listener

13.11. Maintainability

14.12. Respond to
input

15.: Score 4 if done
systematically and
correctly, Score 3 if
done correctly but
less systematically,
Score 2 if done but
not systematically,
Score 1 if not done

Scientific
Humanistic The
Nature of
Assessment and
Individual
Learning
Programs

6 X 50

0%

0%

Understanding the
Types and Scope
of Assessment for
Children with
Learning
Difficulties

Explaining
the Types
and Scope of
Assessment
for Children
with Learning
Difficulties

Criteria:

1.A. Contents

2.1. Concept
accuracy

3.2. Accuracy of
supporting data for
the concept

4.3. Match the words
between the content
and the
presentation

5.4.
Slideshow(images,
diagrams, photos,
videos, material
flow) supports the
presentation

6.5. Clarity of
introduction, content
and conclusion

7.B. Presentation

8.6. Sound quality
(volume, voice
articulation)

9.7. Not tense /
relaxed

10.8. Demeanor (way
of looking, effective
body movements)

11.9. Dress politely
and neatly

12.10. Time lag
between presenter
and listener

13.11. Maintainability

14.12. Respond to
input

6 X 50

0%




Understanding the
Types and Scope
of Assessment for
Children with
Learning
Difficulties

Explaining
the Types
and Scope of
Assessment
for Children
with Learning
Difficulties
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1.A. Contents

2.1. Concept
accuracy

3.2. Accuracy of
supporting data for
the concept

4.3. Match the words
between the content
and the
presentation

5.4.
Slideshow(images,
diagrams, photos,
videos, material
flow) supports the
presentation

6.5. Clarity of
introduction, content
and conclusion

7.B. Presentation

8.6. Sound quality
(volume, voice
articulation)

9.7. Not tense /
relaxed

10.8. Demeanor (way
of looking, effective
body movements)

11.9. Dress politely
and neatly

12.10. Time lag
between presenter
and listener

13.11. Maintainability

14.12. Respond to
input

6 X 50

0%




Understanding
Procedures and
Techniques for
Assessment of
Children with
Learning
Difficulties

- Explain the
procedures
and
techniques
for assessing
children with
learning
difficulties

Criteria:

1.0bserved Aspects

2.Score

34

4.3

52

6.1

7.A. Contents

8.1. Concept
accuracy

9.2. Accuracy of
supporting data for
the concept

10.3. Match the
words between the
content and the
presentation

11.4.
Slideshow(images,
diagrams, photos,
videos, material
flow) supports the
presentation

12.5. Clarity of
introduction, content
and conclusion

13.B. Presentation

14.6. Sound quality
(volume, voice
articulation)

15.7. Not tense /
relaxed

16.8. Demeanor (way
of looking, effective
body movements)

17.9. Dress politely
and neatly

18.10. Time lag
between presenter
and listener

19.11. Maintainability

20.12. Respond to
input

21 .Rubric: Score 4 if
done systematically
and correctly, Score
3 if done correctly
but less
systematically,
Score 2 if done but
not systematically,
Score 1 if not done

scientificlaboration
6 X 50

0%




Understanding
Procedures and
Techniques for
Assessment of
Children with
Learning
Difficulties

- Explain the
procedures
and
techniques
for assessing
children with
learning
difficulties

Criteria:

1.0bserved Aspects

2.Score

34

4.3

52

6.1

7.A. Contents

8.1. Concept
accuracy

9.2. Accuracy of
supporting data for
the concept

10.3. Match the
words between the
content and the
presentation

11.4.
Slideshow(images,
diagrams, photos,
videos, material
flow) supports the
presentation

12.5. Clarity of
introduction, content
and conclusion

13.B. Presentation

14.6. Sound quality
(volume, voice
articulation)

15.7. Not tense /
relaxed

16.8. Demeanor (way
of looking, effective
body movements)

17.9. Dress politely
and neatly

18.10. Time lag
between presenter
and listener

19.11. Maintainability

20.12. Respond to
input

21 .Rubric: Score 4 if
done systematically
and correctly, Score
3 if done correctly
but less
systematically,
Score 2 if done but
not systematically,
Score 1 if not done

scientificlaboration
6 X 50

0%




Understanding
concepts,
procedures,
techniques,
interpretation of
results of the
Mathematics
Learning
Difficulties
Assessment

Explains
concepts,
procedures,
techniques,
interpretation
of results of
the
Mathematics
Learning
Difficulties
Assessment

Criteria:

1.0bserved Aspects

2.Score

34

4.3

52

6.1

7.A. Contents

8.1. Concept
accuracy

9.2. Accuracy of
supporting data for
the concept

10.3. Match the
words between the
content and the
presentation

11.4.
Slideshow(images,
diagrams, photos,
videos, material
flow) supports the
presentation

12.5. Clarity of
introduction, content
and conclusion

13.B. Presentation

14.6. Sound quality
(volume, voice
articulation)

15.7. Not tense /
relaxed

16.8. Demeanor (way
of looking, effective
body movements)

17.9. Dress politely
and neatly

18.10. Time lag
between presenter
and listener

19.11. Maintainability

20.12. Respond to
input

21 .Rubric: Score 4 if
done systematically
and correctly, Score
3 if done correctly
but less
systematically,
Score 2 if done but
not systematically,
Score 1 if not done

Humanistic-
elaboration
9 X 50

0%




Understanding
concepts,
procedures,
techniques,
interpretation of
results of the
Mathematics
Learning
Difficulties
Assessment

Explains
concepts,
procedures,
techniques,
interpretation
of results of
the
Mathematics
Learning
Difficulties
Assessment

Criteria:

1.0bserved Aspects

2.Score

34

4.3

52

6.1

7.A. Contents

8.1. Concept
accuracy

9.2. Accuracy of
supporting data for
the concept

10.3. Match the
words between the
content and the
presentation

11.4.
Slideshow(images,
diagrams, photos,
videos, material
flow) supports the
presentation

12.5. Clarity of
introduction, content
and conclusion

13.B. Presentation

14.6. Sound quality
(volume, voice
articulation)

15.7. Not tense /
relaxed

16.8. Demeanor (way
of looking, effective
body movements)

17.9. Dress politely
and neatly

18.10. Time lag
between presenter
and listener

19.11. Maintainability

20.12. Respond to
input

21 .Rubric: Score 4 if
done systematically
and correctly, Score
3 if done correctly
but less
systematically,
Score 2 if done but
not systematically,
Score 1 if not done

Humanistic-
elaboration
9 X 50

0%




10

Understanding
concepts,
procedures,
techniques,
interpretation of
results of the
Mathematics
Learning
Difficulties
Assessment

Explains
concepts,
procedures,
techniques,
interpretation
of results of
the
Mathematics
Learning
Difficulties
Assessment

Criteria:

1.0bserved Aspects

2.Score

34

4.3

52

6.1

7.A. Contents

8.1. Concept
accuracy

9.2. Accuracy of
supporting data for
the concept

10.3. Match the
words between the
content and the
presentation

11.4.
Slideshow(images,
diagrams, photos,
videos, material
flow) supports the
presentation

12.5. Clarity of
introduction, content
and conclusion

13.B. Presentation

14.6. Sound quality
(volume, voice
articulation)

15.7. Not tense /
relaxed

16.8. Demeanor (way
of looking, effective
body movements)

17.9. Dress politely
and neatly

18.10. Time lag
between presenter
and listener

19.11. Maintainability

20.12. Respond to
input

21 .Rubric: Score 4 if
done systematically
and correctly, Score
3 if done correctly
but less
systematically,
Score 2 if done but
not systematically,
Score 1 if not done

Humanistic-
elaboration
9 X 50

0%




11

Understanding the
Implementation of
the Mathematics
Learning Difficulty
Assessment

Able to carry
out
assessments
of
mathematics
learning
difficulties

Criteria:

1.0bserved Aspects

2.Score

34

4.3

5.2

6.1

7.A. Contents

8.1. Concept
accuracy

9.2. Accuracy of
supporting data for
the concept

10.3. Match the
words between the
content and the
presentation

11.4.
Slideshow(images,
diagrams, photos,
videos, material
flow) supports the
presentation

12.5. Clarity of
introduction, content
and conclusion

13.B. Presentation

14.6. Sound quality
(volume, voice
articulation)

15.7. Not tense /
relaxed

16.8. Demeanor (way
of looking, effective
body movements)

17.9. Dress politely
and neatly

18.10. Time lag
between presenter
and listener

19.11. Maintainability

20.12. Respond to
input

21.Rubric: Score 4 if
done systematically
and correctly, Score
3 if done correctly
but less
systematically,
Score 2 if done but
not systematically,
Score 1 if not done

Scientific
6 X 50

0%




12 Understand the Identifying Criteria: 0%
procedures, procedures, 1.0Observed Aspects |3 X 50
techniques, techniques, 2 Score
interpretation of the | interpretation :
results of the of the results 34
Reading Learning of the 4.3
Difficulty Reading 52
Assessment Learning 6.1

Difficulties :
Assessment 7.A. Contents

8.1. Concept
accuracy

9.2. Accuracy of
supporting data for
the concept

10.3. Match the
words between the
content and the
presentation

11.4.
Slideshow(images,
diagrams, photos,
videos, material
flow) supports the
presentation

12.5. Clarity of
introduction, content
and conclusion

13.B. Presentation

14.6. Sound quality
(volume, voice
articulation)

15.7. Not tense /
relaxed

16.8. Demeanor (way
of looking, effective
body movements)

17.9. Dress politely
and neatly

18.10. Time lag
between presenter
and listener

19.11. Maintainability

20.12. Respond to
input

21 .Rubric: Score 4 if
done systematically
and correctly, Score
3 if done correctly
but less
systematically,
Score 2 if done but
not systematically,
Score 1 if not done

13 understand the able to carry 0%
implementation of out an 3 X 50 discussion
the assessment of assessment
reading learning of the
difficulties difficulty of

learning to
read

14 understand the explains 0%
procedures, procedures, 3 X 50 discussion
techniques, techniques,
interpretation of the | interpretation
results of the of the results
assessment of of the
learning difficulties assessment
in writing of learning

writing
difficulties

15 understand the able to carry 0%
implementation of out an 3 X 50 discussion
the assessment of assessment
learning writing of learning
difficulties difficulties in

writing
16 0%

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Project Based Learning

No [ Evaluation [ Percentage

0%




Notes
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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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