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Short Study of the components of German speech, both in the form of single sentences and compound sentences and their application in spoken and
Course written language. The study includes studying the use of habitual adverbs, comparisons, adjectives in accusative form, demonstratives,
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adverbs of time, verbs with prepositions, and indirect sentences. Lectures are carried out in the form of discussions, assignments, analysis and
presentations.
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1 Able to understand 1.Students can Criteria: Inquiry 0%

the concept of
Perfekt:
RegelmaRige und
unregelméfige
Verben

compose sentences
in the form of
Perfekt:
Regelmafige
Verben

2.Students can
compose sentences
in the form of
Perfekt:
UnregelmaRige
Verben

Each question is
worth 4 points

methodDiscussion
methodCommunicative
method

2 X 50




2 /-r\1ble to under?tand 1.Students can Criteria: Inquiry method 0%
the concept o Each question Cooperative method
PO compose sentences | ! . perativ:
Haufigkeitsangaben withp item is worth 4. | Question and answer
Haufigkeitsangaben: ?;t';%d
Jeden Tag.
2.Students can
construct sentences
with
Haufigkeitsangaben:
manchmal.
3.Students can
construct sentences
with
Haufigkeitsangaben:
nie.
3 able to undter?tand 1.Students can Criteria: Inquiry method 0%
e concept 0 construct sentences | Each question Discussion method
Eréﬂr%g\ggttib \p]le\llcigl-, with Fragewort: item is worth 4. [ communicative
: ! method
gut, gern welch-
2.Students can 2X50
construct sentences
using comparison:
viel, gut, gern
4 Able to understand Students can compose | Criteria: Inquiry 0%
X’ng_ concept of Z%nter'!ces ng'lkk ) Each question | methodDiscussion
jective im jective im Akkusativ - | - item is worth 4 | methodCommunicative
Akkusativ - article article unbestimmter method
unbestimmter
2X50
5 Able to understand Students can construct | Criteria: Inquiry method 0%
the concept of sentences using Each question | Discussion method
Demonstrativa: Demonstrativa: dieser - item is worth 4. | communicative
dieser - dieses- dieses- diese and :
diese, Wetterwort: Wetterwort: es method Question and
es answer method
2X50
6 Able to understand Students can compose | Criteria: Inquiry method 0%
the concept of sentences in imperative [ Each question is | Discussion method
imperative form worth 4. Communicative
method Question and
answer method
2 X 50
7 Able to understand Students can construct | Criteria: Inquiry method 0%
the concept of sentences using the Each item is Discussion method
Modalverb: dirfen, Modalverb: dirfen and worth 4 Communicative
Fersonalonoun | Personal pranoun method Queston and
answer method
2X50
8 uTs uTs Criteria: UTsS 0%
uTS 2 X 50
9 Able to understand Students can compose | Criteria: Inquiry method 0%
the concept of sentences using Each question Discussion method
‘lzllteaill)ensatze mit Nebensatze mit weil item is worth 4. | Communicative
method Question and
answer method
2X50
10 Ahble to under?tand 1.Students can Criteria: ) In‘quiry r_nethod 0%
lc:c?rﬁggfaet%nomit construct sentences _I%ach_ questtlt?rll1 D|scusspn method
wie und als using Komparation | '€ !SWorth 4. Communicative
Superlativ: am mit wie und als. method Question and
héchsten, am 2.Students can answer method
weitesten construct sentences 2X50
using superlatives:
am hdchsten, am
weitesten
11 Ahble to under?tand 1.Students can Criteria: Inquiry method 0%
the concept o Each item is Discussion method
. TP compose sentences
nerh | Commnicaive
Dativ’ Possessivarticle im method Question and
Dativ answer method
2.Students can 2X50
compose sentences
using Adjective im
Dativ
12 Able to understand 1.Students can Criteria: Inquiry method 0%
the concept of compose sentences | Each itemis Discussion method
yaesbse”ég}fe{ﬂ,'t_s using Nebensatz mit worth 4. Communicative
’ dass method Question and
2.Students can gn)?‘g’gr method
construct sentences
using Genetiv -s
13 Able to understand Students can construct | Criteria: Inquiry method 0%

the concept of
Modalverb: sollen

sentences using the
Modalverb: sollen

Each question
item is worth 4.

Discussion method
Communicative
method Question and
answer method

2 X 50




14 /-r\1ble to under?tand 1.Students can Criteria: Inquiry method 0%
the concept o Each question Discussion method
! compose sentences | ! .
Reflexivpronomen, . icati
Veroan r?]it using item is worth 4. Commumcanvg
Prapositionen reflexivpronomen method Question and
2 Students can answer method
compose sentences 2X50
using Verben mit
Prépositionen
15 Able to understand Able to understand the | Criteria: Inquiry method 0%
the concept of concept of Indefinite: Each question | Discussion method
wemigo. iele, mie- | ller Adieatve onne " | e isworlh 4. | Commuricaive
Adjecti\}e ohne Article: Nominativ, method Question and
Article: Nominativ, Akkusativ answer method
Akkusativ 2X50
16 Able to understand 1.Able to understand | Criteria: Inquiry method 0%

the concept of
indirekte Fragen im
Nebensatz: ob-
Satze / indirekte W-
Fragen

the concept of
indirekte Fragen im
Nebensatz: ob-
Sétze / indirekte W-
Fragen indirekte
Fragen im
Nebensatz: ob-
Séatze

2.Able to understand
the concept of
indirekte Fragen im
Nebensatz: ob-
Satze / indirekte W-
Fragen W-Fragen

Each question

item is worth 4.

Discussion method
Communicative
method Question and
answer method

2 X 50

Evaluation Percentage Rec

[ No [ Evaluation | Percentage

0%

Notes

ap: Case Study

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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