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Learning Case Studies

model

Program PLO study program that is charged to the course

Learnin

Outcom%s PLO-1 Able to demonstrate religious, national and cultural values, as well as academic ethics in carrying out their

(PLO) duties

PLO-8 Able to apply theoretical and practical aspects in the art of music using academic discourse presentation
methods, the results of which are shown in individual paper presentations.

PLO-11 Able to make the right decisions in the fields of creation, presentation, education and study of music based on
accurate information and data analysis, and able to provide alternative solutions to various problems in the field
of music in society.

Program Objectives (PO)

PO -1 Utilizing learning resources and ICT to support the design and implementation of music art criticism lessons
including library studies to obtain data on existing forms of music art criticism, browsing the internet to obtain
data on the latest forms of writing music art criticism by downloading them on free sites or paid ones

PO -2 Have knowledge of musical art criticism, skills in studying musical works of art aesthetically, expression and
interpretation and then making assessments using existing musical art theories.

PO -3 Design/compile/discuss/present/criticize the results of musical art

PO -4 Have a high level of discipline and responsibility in carrying out music art criticism

PLO-PO Matrix

P.O PLO-1 PLO-8 PLO-11
PO-1 v
PO-2 v
PO-3 v
PO-4 v
PO Matrix at the end of each learning stage (Sub-PO)
P.O Week
11213 5|6 | 7|89 |10[11]12| 13| 14| 15| 16
PO-1 vV
PO-2 v|v Y
PO-3 v | |v|v v v
PO-4 v v v v v
Short This course is a mastery of knowledge and skills in writing aesthetic criticism of musical works, expression and interpretation.
Course The discussion begins with understanding the meaning of musical art criticism, then interpreting musical works of art, then
Description | putting them into writing.
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Final abilities of Evaluation h Learning
Week. | €ach learning Stu{dg:tti n’:;fég'}wnee']ts' materials | Assessment
stage [ References | Weight (%)
(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online)
offline )
@ @ @) @ ®) ©) ) ®)
1 Understand the Students are Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
objectives of the | able to explain Students are questions Understanding
m_t;_s[c art again the " dec?redhvery and Music
criticism course meaning o ood if they are S
and explain the music art gb|e to ans}\lNer 4 answers, CI’ItICISﬁ:]
meaning of criticism description discussions Reader:
mu5|c art questions. 2X50 Harjana,
criticism Students are Suka. 2004.
declared good if Music
they are able to between
ggg\(l:vrie;;tﬁ)n Criticism and
questions. Art. Jakarta:
Students are Kompas
declared Books
adequate if they
are able to answer
2 description
questions.
Students are
declared poor if
they are able to
answer 1
description
question.
Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities, Tests
2 Understand the Students are Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
objectives of the | able to explain Students are questions Forms of
m;:sl_c art again the . declgr?dhvery and Music
criticism course meaning o ood if they are 2
and explain the music art gue to ans)\//ver 4 answers, C_rmmsm .
meaning of criticism description discussions Literature:
mu5|c art questions. 2 X50 Harjana,
criticism Students are Suka. 2004.
declared good if Music
they are able to between

answer 2
description
questions.
Students are
declared
adequate if they

are able to answer

2 description
questions.
Students are
declared poor if
they are able to
answer 1
description
question.

Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities

Criticism and
Art. Jakarta:
Kompas
Books




Able to 1.Students are | Criteria: Lectures, Material: The 5%
understand the I Students are questions relationship
able to
opinions of explain the declared very and between
critics and blic: good if they are answers, aesthetics and
audiences pubics able to answer 4 discussions music
opinion description 2% 50 itici
regarding a questions. criticism
musical work Students are Reader.'
. L declared good if Sumardjo,
circulating in | they are able to Jacob. 2006.
society answer 3 Paradox
through print | description ;
and e questions. ges?etlc.s.

) Students are anaung.
electronic declared Sunan Ambu
media. adequate if they Press.

2.Students are | are able to answer
able to peecling
explain the Students are
growth of art | declared poor if
criticism and they are able to
explain the answer 1
opinions or gﬁggggﬂon
criticism of a '
musical work | Form of
from Assessment :
prominent Participatory
critics. Activities
Able to assess Students are Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
musical works of | able to provide Students are questions assessing
art a? asseisrrf]ent declared very and musical works
of a work o good if they are answers Reference:
musical art . > A
able to answer 4 discussions Sachari,
description
questions. 2 X 50 Agus. 2Q02.
Students are Aesthetics
declared good if (meaning,
they are able to symbols and
answer 3 power)
description .
questions. Bandung: ITB.
Students are
declared
adequate if they
are able to answer
2 description
questions.
Students are
declared poor if
they are able to
answer 1
description
question.
Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities, Portfolio
Assessment
Able to assess Students are Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
musical works of | able to provide Students are questions assessing
art a? asseisnf\ent declared very and musical works
of a work o good if they are .
: answers Reference:
musical art able to answer 4 : - i
description discussions Sachari,
questions. 2 X 50 Agus. 2(302.
Students are Aesthetics
declared good if (meaning,
they are able to symbols and
answer 3 power)
description .
questions. Bandung: ITB.
Students are
declared

adequate if they
are able to answer
2 description
questions.
Students are
declared poor if
they are able to
answer 1
description
question.

Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities, Portfolio
Assessment




Be able to 1.Students are | Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
differentiate Students are uestions Modern
between able to declared very gnd criticism
modernity and explain the good if they are Bibli hy:
postmodern form of able to answer 4 | 21SWerS, follography:
criticism criticism of description discussions Harjana,
modernity questions. 2 X 50 Sukg. 2004.
again Students are Music
: declared good if between
2.Students are they are able to Criticism and
able to answer 2 Art. Jakarta:
explain the description
forrr)n of questions. gon}fas
Students are 0OKS
postmodern declared
criticism adequate if they
again are able to answer
2 description
questions.
Students are
declared poor if
they are able to
answer 1
description
question.
Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities, Portfolio
Assessment
Be able to 1.Students are | Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
differentiate Students are uestions Modern
between able to declared very gnd criticism
modernity and explain the good if they are Bibli hv:
postmodern form of able to answer 4 | 21SWers: roliography:
criticism criticism of description discussions Sumardjo,
modernity questions. 2 X 50 Jacob. 2006.
again Students are Paradox
: declared good if Aesthetics.
2.Students are they are able to Bandung:
able to answer 2 Sunan Ambu
explain the description
for‘r)n of questions. press.
Students are
postmodern declared
criticism adequate if they
again are able to answer

2 description
questions.
Students are
declared poor if
they are able to
answer 1
description
question.

Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities, Portfolio
Assessment




Sub Summative
Exam (USS).
Musical art
criticism
presentation

Students are
able to present
in front of the
class an oral
critique of a
work of musical
art

Criteria:
Students are
declared very
good if they are
able to present
criticism
coherently,
complete with the
conclusions and
meaning
contained in the
musical work of
art. Students are
declared good if
they are able to
present criticism
without being
coherently
equipped with the
conclusions and
meaning
contained in the
musical work of
art. able to
present criticism
without being
coherently
equipped with
conclusions and
not conveying the
meaning
contained in the
musical work of
art. Students are
declared lacking if
they are not able
to present
criticism
coherently and
complete with
conclusions and
meaning
contained in the
musical work of
art.

Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities, Portfolio
Assessment

Presentation
in front of
class

2 X 50

Material:
making music
criticism
Reader:
Harjana,
Suka. 2004.
Music
between
Criticism and
Art. Jakarta:
Kompas
Books

15%

Able to write
music art
criticism

Students are
able to write
music art
criticism in a
coherent
manner
including
description,
analysis,
interpretation
and evaluation

Criteria:
Students are
declared very
good if they are
able to answer 4
description
questions.
Students are
declared good if
they are able to
answer 2
description
questions.
Students are
declared
adequate if they
are able to answer
2 description
questions.
Students are
declared poor if
they are able to
answer 1
description
question.

Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities, Portfolio
Assessment

Lectures,
questions
and
answers,
discussions
2 X 50

Material:
Music
criticism
writing
template
Reader:
Harjana,
Suka. 2004.
Music
between
Criticism and
Art. Jakarta:
Kompas
Books

5%




10 Able to write 1.Students are | Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
gsrsrin(y))lgltons and able to write gtuclients are questions Making a
analysis a description ggg g??th\éflrgre and desc_rlptlon of

ofamusical | aple to answer 4 gnswerg, music
work of artin | description Iscussions crmmsm.
a coherent questions. 2X50 Eleqder.
Students are arjana,
manner from | o slared good if Suka. 2004.
the they are able to Music
beginning of answer 2 between
the gﬁgg:gggn Criticism and
performance Students are Art. Jakarta:
tothe end of | Geclared Kompas
the adequate if they Books
performance. | are able to answer
2.Students are | 2 dest_crlptlon
able to write Cs‘ltjuej ér?tgsére
a coherent declared poor if
analysis ofa | they are able to
piece of gnswert_l
; escription
musical art question.
based on the
theory and Eorm of
music Assessment :
knowledge Participatory
they already | Activities, Portfolio
have. Assessment

11 Able to write 1.Students are | Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
gg;sriné)lgltons and able to write C?tucljentg are guestions mak!ng a
analysis a description ggg ggfth\égrgre and music _crltlcal

of amusical | abletoanswer4 | orer>: analysis. _
work of art in description discussions Reference.
a coherent questions. 2 X50 Sachari,
manner from | Students are Agus. 2002.

declared good if Aesthetics
the they are able to (meaning,
beginning of | answer 2 symbols and
the description ower)

f questions. p Co
performance | L~V S Bandung: ITB.
to the end of declared
the adequate if they
performance. | are able to answer

2.Students are | 2 dest_crlptlon
able to write g‘tﬁ? elr?tnssére
a coherent declared poor if
analysis of a they are able to
pece ot | S

. ipti

musical art question.
based on the
theory and Eorm of
music Assessment :
knowledge | Participatory
they already | Activities, Portfolio
have. Assessment

12 Able to write 1.Students are | Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
ggrs&rl(y))lgltons and able to write gtucljentg are guestions mak@ng a
analysis a description ggg; E? th\éflrgre and music critical

ofamusical | ableto answer4 | 3IoVers analysis

work of art in description discussions Reqder.

a coherent questions. 2X50 Harjana,

manner from | Studentsare Suka. 2004.
declared good if Music

the they are able to between

beginning of
the
performance
to the end of
the

performance.

2.Students are
able to write
a coherent
analysis of a
piece of
musical art
based on the
theory and
music
knowledge
they already
have.

answer 2
description
questions.
Students are
declared
adequate if they
are able to answer
2 description
questions.
Students are
declared poor if
they are able to
answer 1
description
question.

Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities, Portfolio
Assessment

Criticism and
Art. Jakarta:
Kompas
Books




13 Able to interpret 1.Students are | Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
and provide able to Students are questions making an
evaluations of int t declared very and interpretation
musical works of Interpre good if they are

; answers, of a
art (give able to answer 4 discussions erformance
meaning to) description 2% 50 pR der:
the results of | questions. eader:
musical Students are Sachari,
declared good if Agus. 2002.
works of art they are able to Aesthetics
based on the | answer 2 (meaning
analysis that | description ;
ho %een questions. symbols and
: Students are power).
carried out. declared Bandung: ITB.
2.Students are | adequate if they
able to are able to answer
provide 2 dest_cription
evaluations Cs‘ltjuej ér?tgsére
(opinions or declared poor if
draw they are able to
conclusions) gnswert_l
; escription
of musical question.
works of art
based on Eorm of
descriptions, | Assessment :
analysis and | Participatory
interpretation | Activities, Portfolio
results that Assessment
have been
made
previously.

14 Able to interpret 1.Students are | Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
and provide able to Students are questions making an
evaluations of ; declared very and interpretation
musical works of interpret good if they are

; answers, of a
art (give able to answer 4 . ;

! o discussions performance
meaning to) description 2 X 50 Reader: Noth
the results of | questions. eader: Noth,
musical Students are Winfried.

declared good if 1990.

works of art they are able to Handbook of
based on the | answer 2 Semiotics.
analysis that | description !
has been guestions. XSA' Tf;.e ¢

. Students are ssociation o
carried out. declared American

2.Students are | adequate if they Universities

able to are able to answer Press.

provide
evaluations
(opinions or
draw
conclusions)
of musical
works of art
based on
descriptions,
analysis and
interpretation
results that
have been
made
previously.

2 description
questions.
Students are
declared poor if
they are able to
answer 1
description
question.

Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities, Portfolio
Assessment




15 Able to interpret 1.Students are | Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
and provide able to Students are guestions writing the
evaluations of interoret declared very and results of
musical works of P good if they are i

; answers, music
art (give ! able to answer 4 discussions criticism
meaning o) description 2 X 50 interpretations
the results of | guestions. pret
musical Students are Reader:
declared good if Sumardjo,
works of art they are able to Jacob. 2006.
based on the | answer 2 Paradox
analysis that | description i
has been guestions. ggi?j:c-s'
: Students are g:
carried out. declared Sunan Ambu
2.Students are | adequate if they Press.
able to are able to answer
provide 2 dest_cription
evaluations cSutJueg ér?tgsére
(opinions or declared poor if
draw they are able to
conclusions) gnswert_l
; escription
of musical question.
works of art
based on Eorm of
descriptions, | Assessment :
analysis and | Participatory
interpretation | Activities, Portfolio
results that Assessment
have been
made
previously.
16 Summative Students are Criteria: Written Test Material: 15%
Exam (US) able to answer Students are 2 X 50 making music

questions declared very criticism

according to the | good if they are Reader:

metrics that able to answer 4 Hariana.

have been given | description arjana,
questions. Sukg. 2004.
Students are Music
declared good if between

they are able to
answer 2
description
questions.
Students are
declared
adequate if they
are able to answer
2 description
questions.
Students are
declared poor if
they are able to
answer 1
description
question.

Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities, Portfolio
Assessment

Criticism and
Art. Jakarta:
Kompas
Books

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Case Study

No | Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 55%
2. | Portfolio Assessment 42.5%
3. | Test 2.5%

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.
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.




10.
11.
12.

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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