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model
Program PLO study program which is charged to the course
Learnin
Outcom%s PLO-8 Mastering theoretical concepts of administration and public policy.
(PLO) PLO-11 Contribute to improving the quality of life in society and the state.
Program Objectives (PO)
PO -1 Able to master the theoretical concepts of policy and public administration
PLO-PO Matrix
P.O PLO-8 PLO-11
PO-1
PO Matrix at the end of each learning stage (Sub-PO)
P.O Week
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
PO-1
Short Mastering concepts and theories about designing and managing public sector organizations, implementing public policies, managing
Course services, and development administration
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Final abilities of

Evaluation

Help Learning,
Learning methods,

i Student Assignments, Learning
Week. | €ach learning NSt il materials | ASsessment
stage [ References ] ool
(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online)
offline )
(1) (2 (3) 4 (5) (6) (7) (8)
1 Students are able Students can Criteria: - Pulpit - Pulpit lecture - Material: 4%
to understfar;]d the explain thed 1.1. Students* lecture - [ Question and answer. - | State
g(t)gt%ept of the ﬁ%‘;ﬁ%a& the clarity in Question | Discussion Administration
Administration State explaining the and 3X50 System
System Administration state gr)swer._— gopcepts
System administration iscussion eferences:
system 3X50 Asshiddigie,
Y . Jimly. 2010.
2.2. accuracy in Development
describing the and
state Consolidation
administration of Post-
system Reformation
State
Form of Assessment Institutions.
: Jakarta: Sinar
Participatory Activities, Graphics
Project Results
Assessment / Product
Assessment
2 Students are able Students can Criteria: - Pulpit - Pulpit lecture - Material: 4%
L% rgggetr%t?tﬁde the ﬁﬁg?]lgstigﬁ 1.Clarity in lecture - | Question and answer. - | State
State p constitutional explaining the Question | Discussion Administration
Administration system Indonesian and 3X50 System .
System constitutional gr)swer._— gef?r er;ces.
iscussion yafie, Inu
system
2 A)Z:curacy in 3 X50 Kencana.
" L 2011. State
fxé"a'“'f_‘q Administration
n I}:_”els'a S System of the
pofrical Republic of
administration Indonesia.
system Literary Earth
Form of Assessment
Participatory Activities,
Project Results
Assessment / Product
Assessment
3 Able to describe 1.Explain the Criteria: ) - Pulpit - Pulpit lecture - Material: 4%
and apply a f th Holistic, Rubric lecture - | Question and answer. - | Scope of the
systemic mindset scope of the i i i
i analyzing the Indonesian . ‘A . Question | Discussion state _
Scope and constitutional | °f™M of Assessment | and 3X50 administration
Elements of the system s - answer. - system
State 2 Explain the Participatory Activities [ Discussion References:
Administration .eIe‘r)nents of 3 X 50 Syafie, Inu
System the Kencana.
i 2011. State
Indonesian Administration
constitutional System of the
system Republic of
Indonesia.

Literary Earth




Able to collect data, 1.1. Students Criteria: - Pulpit - Pulpit lecture - Material: 4%
process data and can describe -Holistic, -Rubric lecture - Question and answer. - | Development
gg"\,‘?’gh'gfsogg:é'r?ge the Question | Discussion of the State
information, development | Form of Assessment | and 3X50 Administration
understand the of the Admin |~ . . o answer. - System
development of the Svstem Participatory Activities, | Discussion References:
State Cy : Project Results 3X50 Syafie, Inu
Administration ountry Assessment / Product Kencana.
Sysltem, t?et . 2.2.Students | Assessment 2011. State
ecology of state can ;S .
administration by understand gdm/nlstr?t/;')n
utilizing data th ystem of the
literacy skills to the Republic of
analyze its importance of Indonesia.
systematization studying the Literary Earth
environment
in state
administration
3.3. Students
can identify
various
approaches
in
administrative
ecology
Able to collect data, 1.1. Students Criteria: - Pulpit - Pulpit lecture - Material: 4%
process data and can describe -Holistic, -Rubric lecture - Question and answer. - | Development
gg"\,‘?’gt”'gfsogggé‘r?ge the Question | Discussion of the State
information, development | Form of Assessment | and 3X50 Administration
understand the ofthe Admin |~ .. . o answer. - System and its
development of the Svstem Par_tmpatow Activities, | Discussion Ecology
State Cy iy Project Results 3X50 References:
Administration ountry Assessment / Product Syafie, Inu
2.2. Stud varne,
S():/gltgg;, (tJrf]itate -2. Students | Assessment Kencana.
can
administration by understand 2011. State
L Administration
utilizing data th
literacy skills to the System of the
analyze its importance of Republic of
systematization studying the Indonesia.
environment Literary Earth
in state
administration
3.3. Students
can identify
various
approaches
in
administrative
ecology
Able to apply and Students are able | Criteria: - Pulpit Material: 5%
describe the State to describe the Analytical Rubric lecture - State
ésggtle%stl\rﬂacfg)enl i&arﬁnistration Question Administration
which is based on System Model Form of Assessment | and System Mo.del
analysis of the which is based s o answer. - Reference:
results of on analysis of the | Participatory Activities, | Discussion State
systematic and results of Project Results 3X50 Administration
innovative thinking. | systematic and Assessment / Product Institutions.
Students can innovative Assessment 2003.
identify various thinking. oy ;
State Students can gdr?mlsrr?z\)/e
Administration identify various ystem orthe
System Models State Unitary State
Administration of the
System Models Republic of
Indonesia
(SANKRI),
Books I and 111
Principles of
State
Administration.
Jakarta: State
Administration
Institute
Able to apply and Students are able | Criteria: - Pulpit Material: 5%
describe the State to describe the Analytical Rubric lecture - State
ésgggxftl\rllacﬂ?enl i&arﬁnistration Question Administration
which is based on System Model Form of Assessment | and System Mod.el
analysis of the which is based o L answer. - References:
results of on analysis of the | Participatory Activities | Discussion Riggs, Fred W.
systematic and results of 3X50 Administration
innovative thinking. | systematic and of Developing
Students can innovative Countries:
identify various thinking Prismatic
State Societ
Administration oclety
System Models Theory.
Gadjah Mada
Solidarity

Foundation.




8 Able to apply and Students are able | Criteria: Test Material: 15%
describe the State | to do the accuracy in 3 X 50 test Meeting
Administration questions well explaining the inl 1.
System Model angwers ?0 the UAS material 1-7
which is based on questions Refere'.?CES:
analysis of the Pamudji, S,
etematic and Form of Assessment Admistadve
identify various ’
State
Administration
System Models

9 Able to identify and | Able to identify Criteria: Material: state 8%
explain the and explain the Analytical Rubric 3 X 50 government
administration of administration of administration
state government state government | £orm of Assessment Reference:
using a systemic using a systemic | . ; :
approach and approach and s - Riggs, Fred W.
guided by human guided by human | Participatory Activities Administration
values values of Developing

Countries:
Prismatic
Society
Theory.
Gadjah Mada
Solidarity
Foundation.

10 Able to explain and | Students can Criteria: Material: 4%

develop " develop a X Holistic Rubric 3 X 50 government
overnmen overnmen ot
grganizational grganizatior]al Form of Assessment gtrrgljje::r::jzrztlonal
structures using structure using .
the concept of the concept of . o Reference:
public service state | public service Participatory Activities Gaffar, Afan,
organizations and state etal. 2010
good governance organizations Regional
and good Autonomy in a
governance Unitary State.
Student
Library,
Yogyakarta

11 Able to explain and | Students can Criteria: Material: 4%
dgxglr%?nent dgxglrcr)]?ngnt Analytical Rubric 3X50 government
grganizationa_ll grganization_al Form of Assessment gtrrgua::r;llzrztlonal
structures using structure using .
the concept of the conceptof |- . - Reference:
public service state | public service Participatory Activities Ingraham,
organizations and state Patricia W.
good governance organizations 2010, New

and good Porodigms for

governance Governrnent:
issues far the
Changing
Public Service.
Jossey-Bass
Publishers,
San Francisco

12 Able to explain, 1. Able to explain | Criteria: Material: 4%
design and administrative Analytical Rubric 3 X 50 forms of
implement forms of [ reform 2. Able to administrative
systemic good s o government
governance, Participatory Activities governance
innovative Reader:
approaches, value Asshiddigie,
foundations of the Jimly. 2010.
oun
state administration Development
system and

Consolidation
of Post-
Reformation
State
Institutions.

Jakarta: Sinar
Graphics




13 Able to explain, 1. Explain Criteria: Material: 8%
design and administrative Analytical Rubric 3X50 forms of
implement forms of | reform 2. Explain administrative
fg’g‘lfrrr‘:s;;%“ve good governance Form of Assessment reform and
systemic good o . government
governance, Parpmpatow Activities, governance
innovative Project Results Reader:
approach.es, value Assessment / Product Asshiddigie,
foundations of the Assessment Jimly. 2010.
state administration Dec\i/elop ment
system an L

Consolidation
of Post-
Reformation
State
Institutions.
Jakarta: Sinar
Graphics

14 compiling (planning | 1. Describe the Criteria: Material: form 8%
to evaluation) in constitutional Analytical Rubric 3 X50 of report on
the form of a report | system based on the results of
grt]attge results of Ekegé%ﬁatﬂgn 2. Form of Assessment Constitutional
Administration results of the o . Sys_tt_em
System activities PLK report Participatory Activities, activities.
based on PLK Project Results Library:
location Assessment / Product Ingraham,

Assessment Patricia W.
2010, New
Porodigms for
Governrnent:
issues far the
Changing
Public Service.
Jossey-Bass
Publishers,
San Francisco

15 compiling (planning | 1. Describe the Criteria: Material: form 4%
to evaluation) in constitutional Analytical Rubric 3X50 of report on
the form of areport | system based on the results of
g?attge results of E'r-égcﬁﬂgn 2. Form of Assessment Constitutional
Administration results of the s . System
System activities PLK report Participatory Activities activities.
based on PLK Library:
location Ingraham,

Patricia W.
2010, New
Porodigms for
Governrnent:
issues far the
Changing
Public Service.
Jossey-Bass
Publishers,
San Francisco

16 compiling (planning | 1. Describe the Criteria: Test Material: 15%
to evaluation) in constitutional Accuracy in 3 X 50 test Meeting
the form of areport | system based on | answering UAS material 9-15
on the results of PLK location 2. questions References:
S&ate_ strati Presrtent tfhtﬁ Pamudji, S '
Administration results of the I
System activities PLK report Form of Assessment 2009, Negaro
based on PLK : Administrative
location Test Ecology. Earth

of Letters,

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Project Based Learning

No [ Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 51.5%
2. | Project Results Assessment / Product Assessment 18.5%
3. [ Test 30%

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.




10.
11.
12.

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 abilities in the process and student learning outcomes are specific and measurable statements
that identify the abilities 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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