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Learning Project Based Learning
model
Program PLO study program that is charged to the course
Learnin
Outcomges PLO-5 Contribute to improving the quality of life of the community, nation and state as well as progressing changes
(PLO) based on Pancasila
PLO-8 Mastering basic concepts of language, literature, language and literature skills, language and literature research;
Mastering the basic concepts and learning of language and literature, research in the field of language and
literature education; Mastering theoretical concepts of the development of Indonesian language and literature
learning, both for native speakers, foreign speakers, and children with special needs; Mastering the principles
and management of entrepreneurship and learning Indonesian language and literature
Program Objectives (PO)
PO -1 | Students are able to write and recite poetry
PLO-PO Matrix
P.O PLO-5 PLO-8
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 Master the aspects of writing and reading poetry by fostering interest and motivation in writing and reading and finding sources of
Course creative inspiration for writing and reading through class meeting activities, group discussions, training in writing and poetry

Description performance, and simulations to produce written poetry to be presented in class discussions, exhibitions/titles of departmental
work, poetry readings, and publication in both anthology books and mass media.
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Supporting | Dr. Tengsoe Tjahjono, M.Pd.
lecturer Dr. Ririe Rengganis, S.S., M.Hum.
Help Lea\rnirl"ig(,j L .
i iliti : Learning methods earnin
W 523: ﬁgm:ﬁ; i Sl e Student Agssign!‘nenis, material% A CCEEETE
eek- stage [ Estimated time] Weight (%)
References
(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online )
offline )
(1) (2) (3) 4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
1 Describe the Discuss the Criteria: - Group Material: - 1%
e Sy | eiongacg * | LAiswerng | discussnsin
and the meaning” | poetry and sequentially, (in) class - Waluyo,
of poetry the meaning completely and | Classical Herman J.
(Indonesian of poetry correctly, the brainstorming 2000.
Literature) (Indonesian score is 5 and ideas - Theory and
Literature) 2.Answering Discussic_)n of Appreciation
sequentially course bills of Poetry.

’ 2 X 50 Jakarta:
completely and Erlangga
inaccurately, the
score is 3

3.Answers that are
not in order,
incomplete and
inaccurate, the
score is 2
4.If you answered
incorrectly, the
scoreis 1
Form of Assessment
Participatory Activities
2 Describes the Discussing Criteria: - Group Material: - 1%
ggéggpm;?ttrg; Bheev elopment 1.Answering discussions in References:
rhymes, poetry, | of poetry: sequentially, class . Jabrohim, et
songs as the mantras, completely and | Brainstorming al. 2003.
basis for poets rhymes, correctly, the ideas and How to Write
poetry, songs score is 5 |deas_ Creatively.
?s the tt)a3|s 2.Answering classically Yogyakarta:
or poeis sequentially, 2X50 fl%lrd;;[
completely and
inaccurately, the
score is 3
3.Answers that are
not in order,
incomplete and
inaccurate, the
score is 2
4.1f you answered
incorrectly, the
scoreis 1
Form of Assessment
Participatory Activities
3 Describe the Discuss the Criteria: - Group Material: - 2%
g{:ﬁiﬁ%%’}d inner ﬁm:asrlcal and 1.Answering discussions in References:
poetry structure of sequentially, class . Waluyo,
poetry completely and | Brainstorming Herman J.
correctly, the !deas and 2000.
score is 5 |cieas' | Z\'heory.a?d
) classica reciation
2.Answer|_ng 2 X 50 g 0;) Igoetry.
sequentially, Jakarta:
completely and Erlangga
inaccurately, the
score is 3
3.Answers that are
not in order,
incomplete and
inaccurate, the
score is 2
4.If you answered
incorrectly, the
scoreis 1
Form of Assessment
Test




Describes the Discuss the | Criteria: - Group Material: - 1%
social and cultural | social and 1.Answering discussions in References:
background of the | cultural sequentially class - Waluyo
oet (Indonesia, background of ! . : '
poet ( ) the pgr]esenter completely and | Brainstorming Herman J.
(Indonesia) correctly, the !deas and 2000.
score is 5 ideas Theory and
! classically Appreciation
2.Answer|‘ng 2 X 50 of Poetry.
sequentially, Jakarta.
completely and Erlangda
inaccurately, the
score is 3
3.Answers that are
not in order,
incomplete and
inaccurate, the
score is 2
4.1f you answered
incorrectly, the
scoreis 1
Form of Assessment
Test
Write poetry Discuss and | Criteria: - Group Material: 2 1%
about VOUYSEéf_, wgne tpoetry 1.Writing by discussions in References:
our surroundings | abou . .
gnd nature 9 yourself, your paying attention | Class - Waluyo,
surroundings to the theme, _Bralnstormlng Herman J.
and nature form and content | ideas and 2000.
well using fluent IchSSasSically Z\—Zf;r)er}éigggn
Isacrz,?zz?gi the 2 X 50 of Poetry.
» ) Jakarta:

attention to
theme, form and
content using
fluent language,
the score is 4

3.Writing with poor
attention to
theme, form and
content using
fluent language,
the score is 3

4 Writing with poor
attention to
theme, form and
content using
less fluent
language, score
2

5.Writing poetry is
not good, score
1

Form of Assessment

Participatory Activities




Write poetry Discuss and | Criteria: - Group Material: - 10%
using acrostic Wr!te poetry_ 1.Writing by discussions in References:
[ineos?:?ilaions, umscl)r&%{’;lf:rosuc paying attention class : Aisyah,
definitions and descriptions, to the theme, Classical Nenden
images definitions form and content | Prainstorming Liis. 2007.
and images well using fluent | @nd ideas - Tips for
language, the Creative Effective
score is 5 writing Creative
2.Writing with process Writing.
moderate 2X30 gfggg:gé
attention to Madani.g
theme, form and
content using
fluent language,
the score is 4
3.Writing with poor
attention to
theme, form and
content using
fluent language,
the score is 3
4 Writing with poor
attention to
theme, form and
content using
less fluent
language, score
2
5.Writing poetry is
not good, score
1
Form of Assessment
Project Results
Assessment / Product
Assessment
Write poetry with Discuss and | Criteria: - Group Material: - 5%
other models and | write poetry 1.Writing by discussions in References:
free themes V,;'},T,gg] eaLd paying attention | class - Waluyo,
free themes to the theme, Classical Herman J.
form and content | Prainstorming 2000.
well using fluent | 2nd ideas - Theory and
language, the Creative Appreciation
score is 5 process of of Poetry.
” ; writing poetry Jakarta:

attention to
theme, form and
content using
fluent language,
the score is 4

3.Writing with poor
attention to
theme, form and
content using
fluent language,
the score is 3

4 Writing with poor
attention to
theme, form and
content using
less fluent
language, score
2

5.Writing poetry is
not good, score
1

Form of Assessment

Project Results
Assessment / Product
Assessment




8 Midterm exam Midterm exam | Criteria: Midterm Exam Material: - 4%
Midterm exam 2 X 50 References:

Aisyah,

Form of Assessment Ner})/den

: Lilis. 2007.

Test Tips for
Effective
Creative
Writing.
Bandung:
Greetings
Madani.

9 Brainstorm ideas Brainstorm Criteria: - Group Material: - 5%
and write poetry ideas and 1.Writing by discussions in References:
creatively 1 \évrrétaetieglt;t?/ paying attention | class - Tjahjono,

to the theme, Classical Tengsoe.
form and content bramstormlng 20'11.‘

well using fluent and |d_eas . Climbing the
language, the Creative Poetry )
score is 5 process of M_ount;:zm:

2 Writing with writing poetry Directions
moderate 2X50 for it
attention to chjgcl_c}zz'uon
theme, form and Malang:
content using Bayumedia
fluent language, Publishing.
the score is 4

3.Writing with poor
attention to
theme, form and
content using
fluent language,
the score is 3

4 Writing with poor
attention to
theme, form and
content using
less fluent
language, score
2

5.Writing poetry is
not good, score
1

Form of Assessment
Participatory Activities

10 Brainstorm ideas Brainstorm Criteria: - Group Material: - 10%
and write poetry ideas and 1.Writing by discussions in References:
creatively 2 \(I:vrgt:tieg%t%/ paying attention | class - Jabrohim, et

to the theme, Classical al. 2003.
form and content | Prainstorming How to Write
well using fluent and iQeas . Creatively.
language, the Creative Yogyakarta:
scoreiss PR Library.

2.Writing with 2 X 58 poetry 4
moderate

attention to
theme, form and
content using
fluent language,
the score is 4

3.Writing with poor
attention to
theme, form and
content using
fluent language,
the score is 3

4 Writing with poor
attention to
theme, form and
content using
less fluent
language, score
2

5.Writing poetry is
not good, score
1

Form of Assessment

Project Results
Assessment / Product
Assessment




11 Carrying out a Demonstrate | Criteria: - Group Material: - 5%
single poetry the reading of 1.The assessment | discussions in References:
reading, both with | a single bric includes 5 | class - Aisyah
text and without poem, both rubric includes Classical Nenden
text with text and aspects, - . -

without text including: b;aln_st_ormlng s_’,"s' )‘2007'
2.1. Appearance | °fopinions Ips tor
hpearan and ideas - Effective
3.2. Appreciation Poetry reading Creative
4.3. Vocals . (demonstrative Writing.
5.4. Expression or Bandung:
6.5. Motion performance) Greetings
2 X50 Madani.
Form of Assessment '
Practice /
Performance

12 Do poetry Demonstrate | Criteria: - Group Material: - 4%
readings together reactilng 1.The assessment | discussions in References:
or in pairs poetry L . iR

together or in rubric includes 5 ggssssical ;_7:#1‘;';21
pairs aspects, : i gsoe.
including: b;aln_st_ormlng 2(IJ'll" "
2.1. Appearance | °© gpldmons I(JZlm[b/ngt €
3.2. Appreciation i’getlryeisac.jing M%ir?t/ain'
g’i \E/gg?;Zsion (demonstrative Directions
o . or for
6.5. Motion performance) Appreciation
2 X50 Activities.
Form of Assessment Malang:
: . Bayumedia
Practice / i
Publishing.
Performance 9
13 Delivering group Demonstrate | Criteria: - Group Material: - 2%
poetry readings grogp poetry 1.The assessment | discussions in References:
reading rubric includes 5 | class - Tjahjono,
aspects, Cla_ssmal _ Tengsoe.
including: b;am_st_ormlng f\OOO .
2.1. Appearance of opinions iming a
ppearan and ideas - the Earth of
3.2. Appreciation Poetry reading Poetry.
4.3. Vocals . (demonstrative Surabaya:
5.4. Expression or Kalimas
6.5. Motion performance) Studio.
2 X50
Form of Assessment
Project Results
Assessment / Product
Assessment

14 Delivering poetry Demonstrate | Criteria: - Group Material: - 15%
readings db reacilng 1.The assessment | discussions in References:
accompanied by poetry L . i
music or sound accompanied rubric includes 5 gzssssical ?::]zgg’

by music or aspects, : ] gsoe.
sound including: b;aln_st_ormmg f\ooo t
2 1. Appearance of opinions iming a
Ppearan and ideas - the Earth of
3.2. Appreciation Poetry reading Poetry.
4.3. Vocals . (demonstrative Surabaya:
5.4. Expression or Kalimas
6.5. Motion performance) Studio.
7.6. Cohesionand |5 x 50

harmony with
the music

Form of Assessment
Project Results

Assessment / Product
Assessment




15 Musicalizing Demonstrate | Criteria: - Group Material: - 30%
poetry the lizat 1.The assessment | discussions in References:
g}upscl)(;?rlyz ation rubric includes 5 | class - Waluyo,
aspects, Cla_ssmal . Herman J.
including: braln_st_ormlng 2000.
2.1. Appearance of opinions Theory_an_d
3.2. Appreciation and ideas - Appreciation
4.3 Vocals Poetry readlng of Poetry.
5'4' Expression (demonstrative Jakarta:
6.5. Motion gtrarformance) Erianaga
7.6. Cohesionand |5 x 5g
harmony with
the music
Form of Assessment
Project Results
Assessment / Product
Assessment
16 Final exams -Final exams | Criteria: Final Exam Material: - 4%
-Final exams Semester References:
2 X 50 Aisyah,
Form of Assessment Nenden
. Lilis. 2007.
Test Tips for
Effective
Creative
Writing.
Bandung:
Greetings
Madani.
Material: -
References:
Waluyo,
Herman J.
2000.
Theory and
Appreciation
of Poetry.
Jakarta:
Erlangga

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Project Based Learning
No | Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 8%
2. | Project Results Assessment / Product Assessment 72%
3. [ Practice / Performance 9%
4. | Test 11%
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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