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. INTRODUCTION

There were two surveys conducted to students of Agromony Program, Faculty of
Agriculture, Universitas Sriwijaya in Odd Semester 2023/2024 (August to December 2023) for
both compulsory and elective courses. The surveys consisted of:

1. QUESTIONNAIRE FOR COURSE FEEDBACK AND STUDENT SATISFACTION
SURVEYS (https://forms.gle/NxZ25SBScFulNp2069)

2. QUESTIONNAIRE FOR THE FEEDBACK OF TEACHING PROCESS AND
STUDENTS’ WORKLOAD (https://forms.gle/oAotTIMnHwJiTFhU7)

Survey questions were presented in Google Form, then the questionnaires were sent to students
to fill out. The survey results were analyzed and presented in graphs and tables. The discussion
and conclusion of the results were also carried out to find out solving problems. This survey
report is used as a basis for improving the teaching process and student’s workload to be better

in the next semester.


https://forms.gle/NxZ25SBScFuNp2Q69
https://forms.gle/oAotTJMnHwJiTFhU7

2.1. Agroclimatology

RESULTS

2.1.1. Course Feedback and Student Satisfaction Surveys

The results of course feedback and students’ satisfaction survey were presented in
Figure 2.1. “Agree” and “Absolutely agree” dominate in each statement. The highest
percentage of “This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my
study program”. It indicated the courses given are very important in providing knowledge and
provisions to students after becoming graduates of the agronomy study program. It is close to
50% that students were “The lecture masters the subject matter” and the lowest percentage
(25%) of “absolutely agree” was found in the statement of “Class atmosphere is pleasant.”
The classroom atmosphere needs to be improved to create a more conducive conditions for
students. This may be due to the large number of students in one class, namely around 80

students. In conclusions, we would like to report the achievement of this course based on this

survey as presented in Table 2.1

The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy to understand

Class atmosphere is pleasant

The interaction between lecturers and students is appropriate

matter.

Communication skill of the lecturer is good

knowledge of the course material

This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my
study program

1=disagree

The lecturer masters the subject’'s matter 2

The instructional materials help me to enrich my knowledge in the subject
p

Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an indicator of my
4

2=less agree

Agroclimatology
(course feedback and students'satisfaction, %)
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Figure 2.1. Course feedback and students’ satisfaction (%)




Table 2.1. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of course feedback

Statements Achievement | Conclusio
(%) n

The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 85.42 Very good

The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy to

understand 82.29 Good

Class atmosphere is pleasant 78.65 Good

The interaction between lecturers and students is

appropriate 83.33 Good

The instructional materials help me to enrich my knowledge

in the subject matter. 80.21 Good

Communication skill of the lecturer is good 81,25 Good

Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an

indicator of my knowledge of the course material 81.25 Good

This course is important to achieve the graduate learning

outcomes of my study program 88.02 Very good

2.1.2. Teaching Process and Students’ Workload Surveys

The results of teaching process survey were depicted in Figure 2.2. whereas the results
of workload survey were presented in Table 2.2. The results of performance of teaching process
were varied among the questions the questionnaire. The most important component, namely
the “Suitability of course content to those published in Semester Learning Plan™ achieved
29.41% “very suitable” and 64.71% “suitable”. For the statement of “Suitable of questions in
examinations to the course content” stood at 29.41% “exactly the same as those stated in SLP”
and 76.47% “more than stated in SLP”. The number of meetings of this lecture has fulfilled the
minimum requirement as stated in the academic guide book, namely 16 times. It close 85%

3

student choose “very suitable” for statement “Number of lectures delivered for the entire
semester”. There should be an improvement for the availability of learning materials in the e-

learning system.



Agroclimatology
(Performance of teaching process, %)

1. Suitability of course content to those published in Semester... 29
2. Easiness of getting leaming resources 29
3.Teaching approach 24
4, Classroom management 24
5. Timekeeping ability 29
6. Communication skill 29
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course content 29
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 29
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation 65
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learing system 18 29
11. Suitability of assignments to course content published in... 24
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 59

13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester 12 88
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Wscore 1 Mscore 2 score 3 score 4

Statement 1: | 1 =unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 2: | 1= not easy 2= less easy 3= easy 4= very easy
Statement 3: | 1= not interesting 2= less interesting 3= interesting 4= very interesting
Statement 4: | 1= fairly good 2= good 3= very good 4= excellent
Statement 5: | 1=unpunctual 2= less punctual 3= punctual 4= very punctual
Statement 6: | 1= ineffective 2= less effective 3= effective 4= very effective
Statement 7: | 1= unsuitable 2=less suitable 3=suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 8: | 1= very difficult 2= difficult 3= very easy 4= easy
Statement 9: | 1= far 2= close 3= very close 4= precise
Statement 10: | 1=no uploaded 2= uploaded in the same day 3= uploaded within three 4= uploaded a week
of lecture days before lecture’s day before lecture’s day
Statement 11: | 1= unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 12: | 1= not done at all 2= done, but not as scheduled | 3= done as scheduled, but 4= done, as scheduled
different from schedule in in SLP
semester learning plan
(SLP)
Statement 13: | 1= less than a half of those | 2= less than two third of those | 3= more than those stated 4= exactly the same as
stated in SLP stated in SLP in SLP those stated in SLP

Figure 2.2. Performance of teaching process

Analysis of students’ workload was carried by comparing the length of time spend
by students in a semester with the standard length of time stated in academic guide book.
The results of analysis are presented in Table 2.2., and level of achievement of teaching
process is presented in Table 2.3.

The results in Table 2.2. shows that there should be an improvement of assignment
given to students in order to fulfill the length of time for the structure assignment. The
number of assignments given to students should be increased or there should be an
involvement of analytical thinking matter in the assignment that challenge the student to
study harder. Students spend half of the time allocated for independent study at home.

Lecturers should encourage students to search course material prior to a lecturer.



Table 2.2. Analysis of students’ workload for Agroclimatology

Criteria of academic workload (2
credits face to face meeting, excluded
1 credit practical work)

Length of
time (Minutes
per semester)

Analysis of results and
suggestions

Length of time (in minutes) of Structured

more assignment to be given or
improving the quality of

. . 849.807 . . .
assignment (in survey) per semester assignments given that involve
more analytical thinking
Length of time (in minutes) of Structured
assignment (based on regulation) per 1440 Stated in academic guide book
semester
. L Students spend half their
I(_i(ra\nsgutrhvgf )t Imeer (slenmrr(;lsrtl:rtes) of Self-study 1273.88 allocated time studying
y)p independently at home
Length of time (in minutes) of Self-study 1440 Stated in academic guide book

(based on regulation) per semester

Table 2.3. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of teaching process

Statements Achievement Conclusion
(%)
1. Suitability of course content to those published in
Semester Learning Plan 80.88 Good
2. Easiness of getting learning resources 80.88 Good
3. Teaching approach 75.00 Good
4. Classroom management 70.59 Good
5. Timekeeping ability 79.41 Good
6. Communication skill 79.41 Good
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the
course content 82.35 Good
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 72.06 Good
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation 86.76 Very good
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learning
system 69.12 Fairly Good
11. Suitability of assignments to course content
published in Semester Learning Plan 80.88 Good
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 85.29 Very good
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire
semester 97.06 Very good

As shown in Table 2.3., the course materials are needed to be upload in LMS prior

to a lecture. Lecturers often delivered the course materials or gave instructional material

through other media such as in WhatsApp group rather than in LMS. This might be due to

more practical using WhatsApp rather than LMS. However, for the next improvement, the

course material will be uploaded in LMS prior to a few days before the lecture starts.




2.2. Botany

2.2.1. Course Feedback and Student Satisfaction Surveys

The results of course feedback and students’ satisfaction survey were presented in
Figure 2.3. “Agree” and “Absolutely agree” dominate in each statement. The highest
percentage of “This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my
study program”. It indicated the courses given are very important in providing knowledge
and provisions to students after becoming graduates of the agronomy study program. The
statement for “Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an indicator of my
knowledge of the course material” achieved 20,7% “absolutely agree” and 72.4% “agree”.
The lowest percentage (20.69%) of “absolutely agree” was found in the statement of “Class
atmosphere is pleasant.” The classroom atmosphere needs to be improved to create a more
conducive conditions for students. This may be due to the large number of students in one
class, namely around 80 students. In conclusions, we would like to report the achievement

of this course based on this survey as presented in Table 2.4.

Botany
(course feedback and students' satisfaction, %)

The lecturer masters the subject’s matter [6.9 62.1 31.0
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy to understand - 24.1 51.7 24.1
Class atmosphere is pleasant - 20.7 62.1 17.2
The interaction between lecturers and students is appropriate - 4103 65.5 20.7

The instructional materials help me to enrich my knowledge in the

subject matter. 69 e il
Communication skill of the lecturer is good 17.2 55.2 27.6
Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be_ an indicator of my o = EE
knowledge of the course material
This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes EoE S

of my study program

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

1=disagree 2=less agree 3=agree 4=absolutely agree

Figure 2.3. Course feedback and students’ satisfaction (%)



Table 2.4. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of course feedback

Achievement

Statements (%) Conclusion
The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 81.03 Good
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy
to understand 75.00 Good
Class atmosphere is pleasant 74.14 Good
The interaction between lecturers and students is
appropriate 75.86 Good
The instructional materials help me to enrich my
knowledge in the subject matter. 81.03 Good
Communication skill of the lecturer is good 77.59 Good
Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an
indicator of my knowledge of the course material 78.45 Good
This course is important to achieve the graduate
learning outcomes of my study program 85.34 Very good

2.2.2. Teaching Process and Students’ Workload Surveys

The results of teaching process survey were depicted in Figure 2.4., whereas the

results of workload survey were presented in Table 2.5.

The results of performance of teaching process were varied among the questions the

questionnaire. The most important component, namely the “Suitability of course content to

those published in Semester Learning Plan” achieved 20% “very suitable” and 67%

“suitable”. For the statement of “Execution of midterm and final examination” stood at 53%

“done as schedule in SLP” and 33% “done as scheduled, but different from schedule in

semester learning plan (SLP)”. The number of meetings of this lecture has fulfilled the

minimum requirement as stated in the academic guide book, namely 16 times. It close 93%

student choose “exactly the same as those stated in SLP”” and 7% student choose “more than

those stated in SLP” for statement “Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester”.

There should be an improvement for the availability of learning materials in the e-learning

system.




Botany
(Performance of teaching process, %)

1. Suitability of course content to those published in...] 13 67 20
2. Easiness of getting learning resources 1 80 20
3. Teaching approach 1 13 13 60 13
4. Classroom management 1 33 20 27 20
5. Timekeeping ability 1 ;. 73 13
6. Communication skill | 7 13 55 27
7. Suitabhility of questions in examinations to the...| 87 13
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 1 a7 13 a0
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s,..- 13 27 27 33
10. Availability of learning materials in the e—‘..- 53 20 27
11. Suitability of assignments to course content... | 7 80 13
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations | 13 == 53
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire...| 7 93
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
score 1 score 2 score 3 score 4
Statement 1: | 1 = unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 2: | 1=not easy 2= less easy 3= easy 4= very easy
Statement 3: | 1=not interesting 2= less interesting 3= interesting 4= very interesting
Statement 4: | 1= fairly good 2= good 3= very good 4= excellent
Statement 5: | 1= unpunctual 2= less punctual 3= punctual 4= very punctual
Statement 6: | 1= ineffective 2= less effective 3= effective 4= very effective
Statement 7: | 1= unsuitable 2=less suitable 3=suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 8: | 1= very difficult 2= difficult 3= very easy 4= easy
Statement 9: | 1= far 2= close 3= very close 4= precise

SLP

Statement 1=no uploaded 2=uploaded in the 3= uploaded within three 4= uploaded a week

10: same day of lecture days before lecture’s day before lecture’s day

Statement 1=unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable

11:

Statement 1= not done at all 2= done, but not as 3= done as scheduled, but 4= done, as

12: scheduled different from schedule in scheduled in SLP
semester learning plan (SLP)

Statement 1= less than a half | 2=less than two third | 3= more than those stated in 4= exactly the same

13: of those stated in of those stated in SLP | SLP as those stated in

SLP

Analysis of students’ workload was carried by comparing the length of time spend
by students in a semester with the standard length of time stated in academic guide book.

The results of analysis are presented in Table 2.5., and level of achievement of teaching

Figure 2.4. Performance of teaching process

process is presented in Table 2.6.

The results in Table 2.5. shows that there should be an improvement of assignment
given to students in order to fulfill the length of time for the structure assignment. The
number of assignments given to students should be increased or there should be an
involvement of analytical thinking matter in the assignment that challenge the student to

study harder. Students spend half of the time allocated for independent study at home.

Lecturers should encourage students to search course material prior to a lecturer.
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Table 2.5. Analysis of students’ workload for Botany

semester

Criteria of academic workload (2 Minutes

credits face to face meeting, per Analysis of results and suggestions

excluded 1 credit practical work) semester

Length of time (in minutes) of more assignment to be gven or

i . improving the quality of assignments

Structured assignment (in survey) 849.807 | _. . .
given that involve more analytical

per semester o
thinking

Length of time (in minutes) of

Structured assignment (based on 1440

regulation) per semester

Length of time (in minutes) of Self- Students spend half their allocated

: 1273.88 | . S

study (in survey) per semester time studying independently at home

Length of time (in minutes) of Self-

study (based on regulation) per 1440

Table 2.6. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of teaching process

Statements Achievement Conclusion
(%)

1. Suitability of course content to those published in
Semester Learning Plan 76.67 Good
2. Easiness of getting learning resources 80.00 Good
3. Teaching approach 68.33 Good
4. Classroom management 58.33 Good
5. Timekeeping ability 73.33 Good
6. Communication skill 75.00 Good
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course
content 78.33 Good
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 73.33 Good
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation 70.00 Good
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learning Fairly
system 68.33 Good
11. Suitability of assignments to course content published
in Semester Learning Plan 76.67 Good
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 85.00 Very good
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester 98.33 Very good

As shown in Table 2.6., the course materials are needed to be upload in LMS prior

to a lecture. Lecturers often delivered the course materials or gave instructional material

through other media such as in WhatsApp group rather than in LMS. This might be due to

more practical using WhatsApp rather than LMS. However, for the next improvement, the

course material will be uploaded in LMS prior to a few days before the lecture starts.

10




2.3. Modern Plant Breeding
2.3.1. Course Feedback and Student Satisfaction Surveys

The results of course feedback and students’ satisfaction survey were presented in Figure
2.5. “Agree” and “Absolutely agree” dominate in each statement. The highest percentage of
“This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my study program”
and “The lecturer masters the subject matter”. 1t indicated the courses given are very
important in providing knowledge and provisions to students after becoming graduates of
the agronomy study program. The statement for “Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam
can be an indicator of my knowledge of the course material” achieved 36.36% “absolutely
agree” and 63.64% “agree”. The lowest percentage (9.09 %) of “absolutely agree” was found
in the statement of “The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy to understand.”
In conclusions, we would like to report the achievement of this course based on this survey

as presented in Table 2.7.

Modern Plant Breeding
(course feedback and student' satisfaction, %)

The lecturer masters the subject's matter 54.55 36.36
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy to understand i 21.27 45.45 9.09
Class atmosphere is pleasant 21.21 63.64
The interaction between lecturers and students is appropriate 45.45 18.18
The instructional materials help me to enrich my knowledge in the subject matter. 81.82 18.18

Communication skill of the lecturer is good 18.18 7273 18.18

Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an indicator of my knowledge of the
course material

This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my study
program

2127 54.55 18.18
63.64 36.36

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

B 1=disagree M2=lessagree M 3=agree I 4=absolutely agree

Figure 2.5. Course feedback and students’ satisfaction (%
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Table 2.7. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of course feedback

Statements Achievement (%) Conclusion
The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 77.27 good
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and

easy to understand 59.09 not good
Class atmosphere is pleasant 63.64 fairly good
The interaction between lecturers and students is

appropriate 65.91 fairly good
The instructional materials help me to enrich my

knowledge in the subject matter. 79.55 good
Communication skill of the lecturer is good 75.00 fairly good
Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an

indicator of my knowledge of the course material 72.73 fairly good
This course is important to achieve the graduate

learning outcomes of my study program 84.09 good

2.3.2. Teaching Process and Students’ Workload Surveys

The results of teaching process survey were depicted in Figure 2.6., whereas the
results of workload survey were presented in Table 2.8. The results of performance of
teaching process were varied among the questions the questionnaire. The most important
component, namely the “Suitability of course content to those published in Semester
Learning Plan” achieved 57% “very suitable”, 43% “suitable” and 16.67 “Less suitable”.
For the statement of “Execution of midterm and final examination” stood at 57% “done as
schedule in SLP” and 43% “done as scheduled, but different from schedule in semester
learning plan (SLP)”. The number of meetings of this lecture has fulfilled the minimum
requirement as stated in the academic guide book, namely 16 times. It was 100% student
choose “exactly the same as those stated in SLP” of lectures delivered for the entire
semester”. There should be an improvement for the availability of learning materials in the

e-learning system.
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Modern Plant Breeding

(Performance of teaching process, %)

1. Suitability of course content to thase published in Semester Learing Plan 43 57
2. Easiness of getting leaming resources 13 29 29
3. Teaching approach 29 a3 29
4. Classroom management (IS 43 29
5. Timekeeping ability 14 57 29
6. Communication skill 86 14
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course content 43 57
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 57 43
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation 29 14 57
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learing system 71 29
11. Suitability of assignments to course content published in Semester Leaming... 57 43
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 43 57
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester 100
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Mscorel MWscore2 Wscore3 Fiscored
Statement 1: 1 = unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 2: 1= not easy 2= less easy 3= easy 4= very easy
Statement 3: 1= not interesting 2= less interesting 3= interesting 4= very
interesting
Statement 4: 1= fairly good 2= good 3= very good 4= excellent
Statement 5: 1= unpunctual 2= less punctual 3= punctual 4= very punctual
Statement 6: 1= ineffective 2= less effective 3= effective 4= very effective
Statement 7: 1= unsuitable 2=less suitable 3=suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 8: 1= very difficult 2= difficult 3= very easy 4= easy
Statement 9: 1= far 2= close 3= very close 4= precise

Statement 10:

1=no uploaded

2=uploaded in the
same day of lecture

3=uploaded within three
days before lecture’s day

4= uploaded a
week before
lecture’s day

Statement 11:

1= unsuitable

2= less suitable

3= suitable

4= very suitable

Statement 12:

1= not done at all

2= done, but not as
scheduled

3= done as scheduled, but
different from schedule in
semester learning plan (SLP)

4= done, as
scheduled in SLP

Statement 13:

1= less than a half
of those stated in
SLP

2= less than two third
of those stated in SLP

3= more than those stated in
SLP

4= exactly the
same as those
stated in SLP

Figure 2.6. Performance of teaching process

Analysis of students’ workload was carried by comparing the length of time spend

by students in a semester with the standard length of time stated in academic guide book.

The results of analysis are presented in Table 2.8., and level of achievement of teaching

process is presented in Table 2.9.

The results in Table 2.8 shows that there should be an improvement of assignment

given to students in order to fulfill the length of time for the structure assignment. The

number of assignments given to students should be increased or there should be an

involvement of analytical thinking matter in the assignment that challenge the student to

study harder. Students spend half of the time allocated for independent study at home.

Lecturers should encourage students to search course material prior to a lecturer.
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2.4.Table 2.8. Analysis of students’ workload for Modern Plant Breeding

(based on regulation) per semester

Criteria of academic workload (2 credits | Minutes Analvsis of results and
face to face meeting, excluded 1 credit per ysu estions
practical work) semester 99
more assignment to be given
Length of time (in minutes) of Structured or Improving t_he quality of
. . 240.00 | assignments given that
assignment (in survey) per semester ; .
involve more analytical
thinking
Ler_lgth of time (in minutes) o_f Structured Stated in academic guide
assignment (based on regulation) per 1440 book
semester
i . Students spend half their
I(_iﬁnsgutrhvgf)t "2? Se?nrgsltneurtes) of Self-study 984.03 | allocated time studying
y)P independently at home
Length of time (in minutes) of Self-study 1440 Stated in academic guide

book

Table 2.9. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of teaching proces

Statements

Achievement

(%) Conclusion

1. Suitability of course content to those published in

Semester Learning Plan

78.57 Good

2. Easiness of getting learning resources

64.29 fairly good

3. Teaching approach

67.86 fairly good

4. Classroom management

64.29 fairly good

5. Timekeeping ability

86.36 Very good

6. Communication skill

67.86 fairly good

7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course

content 78.57 Good

8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 64.29 fairly good
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation 75.00 Good
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learning

system 50.00 not good
11. Suitability of assignments to course content published

in Semester Learning Plan 75.00 good
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 78.57 good
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester 78.57 good

As shown in Table 2.9., the course materials are needed to be upload in LMS prior

to a lecture. Lecturers often delivered the course materials or gave instructional material

through other media such as in WhatsApp group rather than in LMS. This might be due to

more practical using WhatsApp rather than LMS. However, for the next improvement, the

course material will be uploaded in LMS prior to a few days before the lecture starts.




2.4. Plant Biochemistry
2.4.1. Course Feedback and Student Satisfaction Surveys

The results of course feedback and students’ satisfaction survey were presented in
Figure 2.7. “Agree” and “Absolutely agree” dominate in each statement. The highest
percentage of “This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my
study program” and “The lecturer masters the subject matter”. It indicated the courses
given are very important in providing knowledge and provisions to students after becoming
graduates of the agronomy study program. The statement for “The instructional materials
help me to enrich my knowledge in the subject matter” achieved 33.33% ““absolutely agree”
and 60.00% “agree”. The lowest percentage (0%) of “absolutely agree” was found in the
statement of “The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy to understand.”

In conclusions, we would like to report the achievement of this course based on this

survey as presented in Table 2.10.

Plant Biochemistry
(course feedback and student' satisfaction, %)

The lecturer masters the subject’'s matter 667 66.67 26.67
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy to understand | ISR 20100 66.67 20.00
Classatmosphere is pleasant  [1713.33 73.33
The interaction between lecturers and students is appropriate [ FIEGI61 66.67 20.00
The instructional materials help me to enrich my knowledge in the... |6.67 60.00 33.33
Communication skill of the lecturer is good 80.00 20.00
Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an indicator of my... 80.00 20.00
This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of... 80.00 20.00

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

W 1=disagree 2=less agree 3=agree 4=ahsolutely agree

Figure 2.7. Course feedback and students’ satisfaction (%)
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Table 2.10. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of course feedback

Achievement

Statements (%) Conclusion
The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 80.00 Good
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and

easy to understand 75.00 Good
Class atmosphere is pleasant 70.00 fairly good
The interaction between lecturers and students is

appropriate 70.00 fairly good
The instructional materials help me to enrich my

knowledge in the subject matter. 81.67 Good
Communication skill of the lecturer is good 80.00 Good
Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an

indicator of my knowledge of the course material 80.00 Good
This course is important to achieve the graduate

learning outcomes of my study program 80.00 Good

2.4.2. Teaching Process and Students’ Workload Surveys

The results of teaching process survey were depicted in Figure 2.7., whereas the

results of workload survey were presented in Table 2.11. The results of performance of

teaching process were varied among the questions the questionnaire. The most important

component, namely the “Suitability of course content to those published in Semester

Learning Plan” achieved 50% “very suitable”, and 50% “‘suitable”. For the statement of

“Execution of midterm and final examination” stood at 100% “done as schedule in SLP”".

The number of meetings of this lecture has fulfilled the minimum requirement as stated in

the academic guide book, namely 16 times. It was 100% student choose “exactly the same

as those stated in SLP” of lectures delivered for the entire semester”. There should be an

improvement for the availability of learning materials in the e-learning system.
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Plant Biochemistry
(Performance of teaching process, %)

1. Suitability of course content to those published in Semester... 50 50
2. Easiness of getting leaming resources 75 25
3. Teaching approach 100
4. Classroom management 100
5. Timekeeping ability 75 25
6. Communication skill 100
7. Suitability of questionsin examinations to the course content 75 25
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 50 50
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation 25 25 50
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learning system 50 50
11. Suitability of assignments to course content published in... 50 50
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 100
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester 100
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Mscorel Mscore2 Mscore3 [iscored
Statement 1: | 1 = unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 2: | 1=not easy 2= less easy 3=easy 4= very easy
Statement 3: | 1= not interesting 2= less interesting 3= interesting 4= very interesting
Statement 4: | 1= fairly good 2= good 3= very good 4= excellent
Statement 5: | 1= unpunctual 2= less punctual 3= punctual 4= very punctual
Statement 6: | 1= ineffective 2= less effective 3= effective 4= very effective
Statement 7: | 1= unsuitable 2=less suitable 3=suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 8: | 1= very difficult 2= difficult 3= very easy 4= easy
Statement 9: | 1=far 2= close 3= very close 4= precise

Statement 10:

1=no uploaded

2=uploaded in the
same day of lecture

3=uploaded within
three days before
lecture’s day

4= uploaded a week
before lecture’s day

Statement 11:

1= unsuitable

2= less suitable

3= suitable

4= very suitable

Statement 12:

1= not done at all

2= done, but not as
scheduled

3= done as scheduled,
but different from
schedule in semester
learning plan (SLP)

4= done, as scheduled
in SLP

Statement 13:

1= less than a half
of those stated in

2= less than two third
of those stated in SLP

3= more than those
stated in SLP

4= exactly the same as
those stated in SLP

SLP

Figure 2.8. Performance of teaching process

Analysis of students’ workload was carried by comparing the length of time spend
by students in a semester with the standard length of time stated in academic guide book.
The results of analysis are presented in Table 2.11., and level of achievement of teaching
process is presented in Table 2.13.

The results in Table 2.11 shows that there should be an improvement of assignment
given to students in order to fulfill the length of time for the structure assignment. The
number of assignments given to students should be increased or there should be an
involvement of analytical thinking matter in the assignment that challenge the student to
study harder. Students spend half of the time allocated for independent study at home.

Lecturers should encourage students to search course material prior to a lecturer.
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Table 2.11. Analysis of students’ workload for Plant Biochemistry

Criteria of academic workload (2 credits

(based on regulation) per semester

face to face meeting, excluded 1 credit Minutes per | - Analysis of re_sults and
: semester suggestions
practical work)
more assignment to be
Length of time (in minutes) of Structured given or Improving the
. . 240.00 quality of assignments
assignment (in survey) per semester given that involve more
analytical thinking
Ler]gth of time (in minutes) o_f Structured Stated in academic guide
assignment (based on regulation) per 1440 book
semester
. - . Students spend half their
Is_l;arr:/geth) Ofetr' géin(égtgmmes) of Self-study (in 984.03 allocated time studying
Y)P independently at home
Length of time (in minutes) of Self-study 1440 Stated in academic guide

book

Table 2.12. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of teaching process

Statements Achievement Conclusion
(%)

1. Suitability of course content to those published in
Semester Learning Plan 68.75 fairly good
2. Easiness of getting learning resources 62.50 fairly good
3. Teaching approach 56.25 fairly good
4. Classroom management 56.25 fairly good
5. Timekeeping ability 62.50 fairly good
6. Communication skill 56.25 fairly good
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course
content 62.50 fairly good
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 50.00 fairly good
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation 56.25 fairly good
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learning
system 43.75 not good
11. Suitability of assignments to course content published
in Semester Learning Plan 62.50 fairly good
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 75.00 good
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester 75.00 good

As shown in Table 2.12., the course materials are needed to be upload in LMS prior

to a lecture. Lecturers often delivered the course materials or gave instructional material

through other media such as in WhatsApp group rather than in LMS. This might be due to

more practical using WhatsApp rather than LMS. However, for the next improvement, the

course material will be uploaded in LMS prior to a few days before the lecture starts.
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2.5. Agrochemistry

2.5.1. Course Feedback and Student Satisfaction Surveys

The results of course feedback and students’ satisfaction survey were presented in
Figure 2.9. “Agree” and “Absolutely agree” dominate in each statement. The highest
percentage of “This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my
study program”. It indicated the courses given are very important in providing knowledge
and provisions to students after becoming graduates of the agronomy study program. The
statement for “The instructional materials help me to enrich my knowledge in the subject
matter” achieved 33.33% “absolutely agree” and 60.00% ‘““agree”. The lowest percentage
(18.18 %) of “absolutely agree” was found in the statement of “Class atmosphere is
pleasant.” The classroom atmosphere needs to be improved to create a more conducive
conditions for students. This may be due to the large number of students in one class, namely
around 80 students. In conclusions, we would like to report the achievement of this course

based on this survey as presented in Table 2.13.

Agrochemistry
(course feedback and student' satisfaction, %)
The lecturer mastersthe subject’s matter S5 57.69 3846
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy to understand 46.15 34.62
Class atmosphere is pleasant 50.00 2692
The interaction between lecturers and students is appropriate 50.00 .62
The instructional materials help me ta enrich my knowledze in the subject matter. B85 6154 3462
Communication skill of the lectureris good B 61.54 3462
Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an indicator of my knowledge of the course material B8 6154 34.62
This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my study program :: 5 50.00 46.15
0% 10% 2% 30% 4% 50% 6% 10% 80% 90% 100%
ml=disagree  m2<lessagree m3=agree  w d=ahsolutely agree

Figure 2.9. Course feedback and students’ satisfaction (%)
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Table 2.13. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of course feedback

Achievement

Statements (%) Conclusion
The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 83.65 good
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy to

understand 78.85 good
Class atmosphere is pleasant 77.88 good
The interaction between lecturers and students is

appropriate 79.81 good
The instructional materials help me to enrich my

knowledge in the subject matter. 82.69 good
Communication skill of the lecturer is good 82.69 good
Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an

indicator of my knowledge of the course material 82.69 good
This course is important to achieve the graduate learning

outcomes of my study program 85.58 very good

2.5.2. Teaching Process and Students’ Workload Surveys

The results of teaching process survey were depicted in Figure 2.10., whereas the results

of workload survey were presented in Table 2.14. The results of performance of teaching

process were varied among the questions the questionnaire. The most important component,

namely the “Suitability of course content to those published in Semester Learning Plan”

achieved 50% “very suitable”, and 45% “suitable”. For the statement of “Number of lectures

delivered for the entire semester” stood at 85% ‘“done as schedule in SLP” and 10% “more

than those stated in SLP”. There should be an improvement for the availability of learning

materials in the e-learning system.
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Agrochemistry
(Performance of teaching process, %)
1. Suitability of course content to those published in Semester Learning.... IS 45 50
2. Easiness of getting leaming resources 10 67 24
3. Teaching approach 14 71 14
4. Classroom management | 14 48 29
5. Timekeeping ability 48 52
6. Communication skill 10 57 33
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course content 52 48
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations | 43 10 38
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation 24 10 67
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learning system 24 33 43
11. Suitability of assignments to course content published in Semester... 67 33
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 29 14 57
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester  |[ISEEID 86
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
mscorel mscore? mscore3 ©scored

Statement 1: | 1 = unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 2: | 1=not easy 2= less easy 3= easy 4= very easy
Statement 3: | 1= not interesting 2= less interesting 3= interesting 4= very interesting
Statement 4: | 1= fairly good 2= good 3= very good 4= excellent
Statement 5: | 1= unpunctual 2= less punctual 3= punctual 4= very punctual
Statement 6: | 1= ineffective 2= less effective 3= effective 4= very effective
Statement 7: | 1= unsuitable 2=less suitable 3=suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 8: | 1= very difficult 2= difficult 3= very easy 4= easy
Statement 9: | 1= far 2= close 3= very close 4= precise
Statement 10: | 1=no uploaded 2=uploaded in the 3=uploaded within three | 4=uploaded a week
same day of lecture days before lecture’s day before lecture’s day
Statement 11: | 1= unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 12: | 1= not done at all 2= done, but not as 3= done as scheduled, but | 4= done, as scheduled
scheduled different from schedule in | in SLP
semester learning plan
(SLP)
Statement 13: | 1= less than a half | 2=less than two third | 3= more than those stated | 4= exactly the same as
of those stated in of those stated in SLP | in SLP those stated in SLP
SLP

Figure 2.10. Performance of teaching process

Analysis of students’ workload was carried by comparing the length of time spend
by students in a semester with the standard length of time stated in academic guide book.
The results of analysis are presented in Table 2.14., and level of achievement of teaching
process is presented in Table 2.15.

The results in Table 2.14 shows that there should be an improvement of assignment
given to students in order to fulfill the length of time for the structure assignment. The
number of assignments given to students should be increased or there should be an
involvement of analytical thinking matter in the assignment that challenge the student to
study harder. Students spend half of the time allocated for independent study at home.

Lecturers should encourage students to search course material prior to a lecturer.
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Table 2.14. Analysis of students’ workload for Agrochemistry

(based on regulation) per semester

Criteria of academic workload (2 credits | Minutes .
: . Analysis of results and
face to face meeting, excluded 1 credit per X
: suggestions
practical work) semester
more assignment to be given
Length of time (in minutes) of Structured or Improving t_he quality of
. . 228.571 | assignments given that
assignment (in survey) per semester : .
involve more analytical
thinking
Ler]gth of time (in minutes) o_f Structured Stated in academic guide
assignment (based on regulation) per 1440 book
semester
. - Students spend half their
I(_iflns%trhvgf; m;? g:er;nrgsltneurtes) of Self-study 1237.60 | allocated time studying
)P independently at home
Length of time (in minutes) of Self-study 1440 Stated in academic guide

book

Table 2.15. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of teaching process

Statements Achievement Conclusion
(%)
1. Suitability of course content to those published in
Semester Learning Plan 82.14 Good
2. Easiness of getting learning resources 78.57 Good
3. Teaching approach 75.00 Good
4. Classroom management 73.81 Good
5. Timekeeping ability 88.10 Good
6. Communication skill 80.95 Good
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course
content 86.90 Good
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 69.05 Fairly good
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation 85.71 Good
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learning
system 79.76 Good
11. Suitability of assignments to course content published
in Semester Learning Plan 83.33 Good
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 82,14 Good
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester 95,24 Very good

As shown in Table 2.15., the course materials are needed to be upload in LMS prior to a

lecture. Lecturers often delivered the course materials or gave instructional material through

other media such as in WhatsApp group rather than in LMS. This might be due to more

practical using WhatsApp rather than LMS. However, for the next improvement, the course

material will be uploaded in LMS prior to a few days before the lecture starts.




2.6. Weed Science

2.6.1. Course Feedback and Student Satisfaction Surveys

The results of course feedback and students’ satisfaction survey were presented in
Figure 2.11. “Agree” and “Absolutely agree” dominate in each statement. The highest
percentage of “This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my
study program” achieve 54.55% “absolutely agree” and 40.91% “agree”. It indicated the
courses given are very important in providing knowledge and provisions to students after
becoming graduates of the agronomy study program. The statement for “The instructional
materials help me to enrich my knowledge in the subject matter” achieved 33.33%
“absolutely agree” and 60.00% “agree”. The lowest percentage (18.18 %) of “absolutely
agree” was found in the statement of “Class atmosphere is pleasant.”” The classroom
atmosphere needs to be improved to create a more conducive conditions for students. This
may be due to the large number of students in one class, namely around 80 students. In

conclusions, we would like to report the achievement of this course based on this survey as

presented in Table 2.16.
Weed Science
The lecturer masters the subject’s matter - 9.08 3636 4545
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy to understand _ 18.18 4091 nn
Class atmosphere is pleasant - an 1545 1818
The interaction between lecturers and students is appropriate . 909 50.00 36.36
The instructional materials help me to enrich my knowledge in the subject maﬁeromsi 6364 L8
Communication skill of the lecturer is good(. 808 unn 4545 nn
Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an indicator of my knowledge of the course materialo.00 63.64 36.36
This course is important to achieve the graduate leaming outcomes of my study program .I) 4091 54.55
0.00 10.00 20.00 30.00 40.00 50.00 60.00 70.00 80.00 9000 10000
B 1=disagree W2=lessagree  W3=agree ¥ d=absolutely agree

Figure 2.10. Course feedback and students’ satisfaction (%)
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Table 2.16. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of course feedback

Statements Achievement Conclusion
(%)

The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 79.55 Good

The delivery of lecture material is interesting and 70.45 Good

easy to understand

Class atmosphere is pleasant 67.05 Fairly good

The interaction between lecturers and students is 79.55 Good

appropriate

The instructional materials help me to enrich my 81.82 Good

knowledge in the subject matter.

Communication skill of the lecturer is good 75.00 Good

Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be 84.09 Good

an indicator of my knowledge of the course

material

This course is important to achieve the graduate 86.36 Very good

learning outcomes of my study program

2.6.2. Teaching Process and Students’ Workload Surveys

The results of teaching process survey were depicted in Figure 2.12., whereas the
results of workload survey were presented in Table 2.17. The results of performance of
teaching process were varied among the questions the questionnaire. The most important
component, namely the “Suitability of course content to those published in Semester
Learning Plan” achieved 33% “very suitable” and 67% “suitable”. For the statement of
“Execution of midterm and final examination” stood at 60% “done as schedule in SLP”
and 27% “done as scheduled, but different from schedule in semester learning plan (SLP)”.
The number of meetings of this lecture has fulfilled the minimum requirement as stated in
the academic guide book, namely 16 times. It was 87% student choose “exactly the same as
those stated in SLP” of lectures delivered for the entire semester”. There should be an

improvement for the availability of learning materials in the e-learning system.

24



Weed science

1. Suitability of course content to those published in Semester Learning Plan @
2. Easiness of getting learning resources Ol o
13

3. Teachingapproach I

5. Timekeeping ability @
6. Communication skill @
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course content @
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations g8 i3
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation  (INNNES)
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learning system i
11. Suitability of assignments to course content published in Semester Learning Plan (il
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations  INEENNE

13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester (IS

[=1
[
=1

67

67

4, Classroom management 2O i

67

13

87

Wscorel mscore2 mscore3 Escored

33

33

13

13

2

27

33

53

20 20

53

70 80 90 100

Statement 1: | 1 = unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 2: | 1= not easy 2= less easy 3=easy 4= very easy
Statement 3: | 1= not interesting 2= less interesting 3= interesting 4= very interesting
Statement 4: | 1= fairly good 2= good 3= very good 4= excellent
Statement 5: | 1=unpunctual 2= less punctual 3= punctual 4= very punctual
Statement 6: | 1= ineffective 2= less effective 3= effective 4= very effective
Statement 7: | 1= unsuitable 2=less suitable 3=suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 8: | 1= very difficult 2= difficult 3= very easy 4= easy
Statement 9: | 1= far 2= close 3= very close 4= precise
Statement 10: | 1=no uploaded 2= uploaded in the same 3= uploaded within three 4= uploaded a week
day of lecture days before lecture’s day before lecture’s day
Statement 11: | 1= unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 12: | 1= not done at all 2= done, but not as 3= done as scheduled, but 4= done, as scheduled
scheduled different from schedule in in SLP
semester learning plan (SLP)
Statement 13: | 1= less than a half of 2= less than two third of 3= more than those stated in 4= exactly the same
those stated in SLP those stated in SLP SLP as those stated in SLP

Figure 2.12. Performance of teaching process

Analysis of students’ workload was carried by comparing the length of time spend

by students in a semester with the standard length of time stated in academic guide book.

The results of analysis are presented in Table 2.17., and level of achievement of teaching

process is presented in Table 2.18.

The results in Table 2.17 shows that there should be an improvement of assignment

given to students in order to fulfill the length of time for the structure assignment. The

number of assignments given to students should be increased or there should be an

involvement of analytical thinking matter in the assignment that challenge the student to

study harder. Students spend half of the time allocated for independent study at home.

Lecturers should encourage students to search course material prior to a lecturer.
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Table 2.17. Analysis of students’ workload for Weed science

Criteria of academic workload (2 Len.gth .
. . of time Analysis of results and
credits face to face meeting, excluded 1 . .
. . (in suggestions
credit practical work) .
minutes)

more assignment to be given or
297.25 | improving the quality of
assignments given that involve
more analytical thinking

Length of time (in minutes) of
Structured assignment (in survey) per
semester

Length of time (in minutes) of

Structured assignment (based on 1440 | Stated in academic guide book
regulation) per semester

. .. Students spend half their
Length‘ of time (in minutes) of Self- 993.75 | Jllocated tIi)me studying
study (in survey) per semester independently at home
Length of time (in minutes) of Self- 1440

Stated in academic guide book

study (based on regulation) per semester

Table 2.18. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of teaching process

Statement in questionnaire Achievement (%) | Conclusion
1. Suitability of course content to those published in
Semester Learning Plan 90.00 Very good
2. Easiness of getting learning resources 81.67 Very good
3. Teaching approach 76.67 Very good
4. Classroom management 66.67 Fairly good
5. Timekeeping ability 86.67 Very good
6. Communication skill 81.67 Very good
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course
content 88.33 Very good
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 86.67 Very good
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation 95.00 Very good
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learning
system 71.67 Good
11. Suitability of assignments to course content
published in Semester Learning Plan 91.67 Very good
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 88.33 Very good
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester 103.33 Very good

As shown in Table 2.18., the course materials are needed to be upload in LMS prior
to a lecture. Lecturers often delivered the course materials or gave instructional material
through other media such as in WhatsApp group rather than in LMS. This might be due to
more practical using WhatsApp rather than LMS. However, for the next improvement, the

course material will be uploaded in LMS prior to a few days before the lecture starts.

26



2.7. Crop Ecology

2.7.1. Course Feedback and Student Satisfaction Surveys

The results of course feedback and students’ satisfaction survey were presented in
Figure 2.14. “Agree” and “Absolutely agree” dominate in each statement. The highest
percentage of “This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my
study program” achieve 54.55% “‘absolutely agree” and 40.91% “‘agree”. It indicated the
courses given are very important in providing knowledge and provisions to students after
becoming graduates of the agronomy study program. The statement for “7The instructional
materials help me to enrich my knowledge in the subject matter” achieved 30% “absolutely
agree” and 50.00% “agree”. The lowest percentage (20.00 %) of “absolutely agree” was
found in the statement of “Class atmosphere is pleasant.” The classroom atmosphere needs
to be improved to create a more conducive conditions for students. This may be due to the
large number of students in one class, namely around 80 students. In conclusions, we would

like to report the achievement of this course based on this survey as presented in Table 2.22.

Crop Ecology
The lecturer mastersthe subject's matter 6000 3000
The delivery of lecture material s interesting and easy to undersiand 40.00 30.00
(lassatmosphere s pleasant 5000 2000
The interzction between lecturers and students is appropriate 60.00 20.00
The instructional materials help me to enrich my knowledge in the subject matter. 5000 30.00
Communication skil of the lecturer is good 70400 2000
Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an indicator of my knowledge of the course material 80,00 20,00
This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my study program 6000 30.00
0 10 0 30 40 50 60 10 80 %0 100
Bl=gisagree B )<lessagree M3=agee d=absolutely agree

Figure 2.14. Course feedback and students’ satisfaction (%)
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Table 2.19. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of course feedback

Statements Achievement (%) Conclusion
The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 78.00 Good
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and 70.00 Good
easy to understand
Class atmosphere is pleasant 67.50 Fairly good
The intqraction between lecturers and students is 79 50 Good
appropriate
The instruct‘ional mat'erials help me to enrich my 77 50 Good
knowledge in the subject matter.
Communication skill of the lecturer is good 75.00 Good
Assignment, quiz, mid test, and final exam can be
an 1nd1cator of my knowledge of the course 7250 Good
material
This course is important to achieve the graduate
learning outcomes of my study program 77.50 Good

2.7.2. Teaching Process and Students’ Workload Surveys
The results of teaching process survey were depicted in Figure 2.15., whereas the
results of workload survey were presented in Table 2.20.

The results of performance of teaching process were varied among the questions the
questionnaire. The most important component, namely the “Suitability of course content to
those published in Semester Learning Plan” achieved 44% ‘“very suitable” and 56%
“suitable”. For the statement of “Execution of midterm and final examination” stood at
89% “done as schedule in SLP” and 11% “done as scheduled, but different from schedule in
semester learning plan (SLP)”. The number of meetings of this lecture has fulfilled the
minimum requirement as stated in the academic guide book, namely 16 times. It was 100%
student choose “exactly the same as those stated in SLP” of lectures delivered for the entire
semester”. There should be an improvement for the availability of learning materials in the

e-learning system.
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Crop ecology

1. Suitahility of course content to those published in Semester Learning Plan

2. Easiness of getting leamning resources

7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course content
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations

9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation

10. Availability of learning materials in the e-leaming system

11. Suitability of assignments to course content published in Semester Learning Plan
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 11

13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester

3.Teaching approach

4. Classroom management

5. Timekeeping ability

6. Communication skill

o
-
o
o
o

mscore 1 mscore 2

score 3 mscore 4

Statement 1: | 1 = unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 2: | 1= not easy 2= less easy 3= easy 4= very easy
Statement 3: | 1= not interesting 2= less interesting 3= interesting 4= very interesting
Statement 4: | 1= fairly good 2= good 3= very good 4= excellent
Statement 5: | 1= unpunctual 2= less punctual 3= punctual 4= very punctual
Statement 6: | 1= ineffective 2= less effective 3= effective 4= very effective
Statement 7: | 1= unsuitable 2=less suitable 3=suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 8: | 1= very difficult 2= difficult 3= very easy 4= easy

Statement 9: | 1= far 2= close 3= very close 4= precise

Statement | 1=no uploaded 2= uploaded in the same 3= uploaded within three days 4= uploaded a week
10: day of lecture before lecture’s day before lecture’s day
Statement | 1= unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
11:
Statement | 1= not done at all 2= done, but not as 3= done as scheduled, but 4= done, as scheduled
12: scheduled different from schedule in in SLP
semester learning plan (SLP)
Statement | 1= less than a half of 2= less than two third of 3= more than those stated in 4= exactly the same
13: | those stated in SLP those stated in SLP SLP as those stated in SLP

Figure 2.15. Performance of teaching process

Analysis of students’ workload was carried by comparing the length of time spend

by students in a semester with the standard length of time stated in academic guide book.

The results of analysis are presented in Table 2.20., and level of achievement of teaching

process is presented in Table 2.21.

The results in Table 2.20 shows that there should be an improvement of assignment

given to students in order to fulfill the length of time for the structure assignment. The

number of assignments given to students should be increased or there should be an

involvement of analytical thinking matter in the assignment that challenge the student to

study harder. Students spend half of the time allocated for independent study at home.

Lecturers should encourage students to search course material prior to a lecturer.
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Table 2.20. Analysis of students’ workload for Crop ecology

Criteria of academic workload (2 credits face
to face meeting, excluded 1 credit practical
work)

Length of time
(in minutes)
per semester

Analysis of results and
suggestions

Length of time (in minutes) of
Structured assignment (in survey) per

semester
220.36

more assignment to be given
or improving the quality of
assignments given that
involve more analytical

thinking

Length of time (in minutes) of
Structured assignment (based on 1440
regulation) per semester

Stated in academic guide

book

Length of time (in minutes) of Self-

study (in survey) per semester 469.97

Students spend half their
allocated time studying
independently at home

Length of time (in minutes) of Self- 1440
study (based on regulation) per semester

Stated in academic guide

book

Table 2.21. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of teaching process

Statement in questionnaire Achlz:‘;: )m ent Conclusion
1. Suitability of course content to those published in Semester
Learning Plan 86.11 Very good
2. Easiness of getting learning resources 72.22 Good
3. Teaching approach 69.44 Fairly good
4. Classroom management 61.11 Fairly good
5. Timekeeping ability 80.56 Good
6. Communication skill 75.00 Good
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course
content 83.33 Good
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 69.44 Fairly good
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation 75.00 Good
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learning system 63.89 Fairly good
11. Suitability of assignments to course content published in
Semester Learning Plan 80.56 Good
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 97.22 Very good
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester 100.00 Very good

As shown in Table 2.21., the course materials are needed to be upload in LMS prior to a

lecture. Lecturers often delivered the course materials or gave instructional material through

other media such as in WhatsApp group rather than in LMS. This might be due to more

practical using WhatsApp rather than LMS. However, for the next improvement, the course

material will be uploaded in LMS prior to a few days before the lecture starts.

30




2.8. Plant Physiology

2.8.1. Course Feedback and Student Satisfaction Surveys

The results of course feedback and students’ satisfaction survey were presented in
Figure 2.16. “Agree” and “Absolutely agree” dominate in each statement. The highest
percentage of “The lecture masters the subject’s matter” achieve 50% “absolutely agree”
and 43.75% “agree”. The statement for “The instructional materials help me to enrich my
knowledge in the subject matter” achieved 31.25% “absolutely agree” and 62.50 % “‘agree”.
The second highest percentage (43.75 %) of “absolutely agree” was found in the statement
of “Class atmosphere is pleasant.” The classroom atmosphere needs to be improved to
create a more conducive conditions for students. This may be due to the large number of
students in one class, namely around 80 students. In conclusions, we would like to report the

achievement of this course based on this survey as presented in Table 2.21.

Plant Physiology

| | | | | |

The lecturer masters the subject’s matter [6.25 4375 50
The delivery of lecture material is interesting... | 12.5 l ‘ ‘ 56|.25 l ‘ ‘ ‘ 31.25 ‘ |
Class atmosphere is pleasant 12.5 l ‘ ‘ 4375 l l ‘ ‘ 43.7‘5 ‘ |
The interaction between lecturers and... | 12.5 l ‘ ‘ 4375 l l ‘ ‘ 43.7‘5 ‘ |
The instructional materials help me to enrich... [6.25 l ‘ ‘ 62.5| l ‘ ‘ ‘ 31.25 ‘ |
Communication skill of the lecturer is good l ‘ 6‘2_5 l l ‘ ‘ 3‘7_5 ‘ |
Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can... [6.25 | ‘ ‘ 62.5| | ‘ ‘ ‘ 31.25 ‘ |
This course is important to achieve the... l ‘ ‘ 68.75 l l ‘ ‘ ‘ 31.25 ‘ |
| ! ! | | ! \ \ \ |

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
u 1=disagree 2=less agree J=agree 4=absolutely agree

Figure 2.16. Course feedback and students’ satisfaction (%)
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Table 2.22. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of course feedback

Statements Achievement (%) Conclusion
The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 85.93 very good
The delivery of lecture material is 79.65 good
interesting and easy to understand
Class atmosphere is pleasant 82.81 good
The interaction between lecturers and 82.81 good
students is appropriate
The instructional materials help me to 81.25 good
enrich my knowledge in the subject matter.
Communication skill of the lecturer is good 84.37 good
Assignment, quiz, mid test, and final exam
can be an indicator of my knowledge of the 81.25 good
course material
This course is important to achieve the
graduate learning outcomes of my study 82.81 good
program

2.8.2. Teaching Process and Students’ Workload Surveys
The results of teaching process survey were depicted in Figure 2.19., whereas the

results of workload survey were presented in Table 2.23

The results of performance of teaching process were varied among the questions the
questionnaire. The most important component, namely the “Suitability of course content to
those published in Semester Learning Plan” achieved 21.43% “very suitable” and 78.57%
“suitable”. For the statement of “Execution of midterm and final examination” stood at
35.71% “done as schedule in SLP” and 42.86% “done as scheduled, but different from
schedule in semester learning plan (SLP)”. The number of meetings of this lecture has
fulfilled the minimum requirement as stated in the academic guide book, namely 16 times.
It was 71.43% student choose “exactly the same as those stated in SLP” of lectures delivered
for the entire semester”. There should be an improvement for the availability of learning

materials in the e-learning system.
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Statement | 1=no uploaded 2=uploaded in the same 3= uploaded within three days 4= uploaded a week
10: day of lecture before lecture’s day before lecture’s day
Statement | 1= unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
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Statement | 1= not done at all 2= done, but not as 3= done as scheduled, but 4= done, as scheduled
12: scheduled different from schedule in in SLP
semester learning plan (SLP)
Statement | 1= less than a half of 2= less than two third of 3= more than those stated in 4= exactly the same
13: | those stated in SLP those stated in SLP SLP as those stated in SLP

Figure 2.17. Performance of teaching process

Analysis of students’ workload was carried by comparing the length of time spend

by students in a semester with the standard length of time stated in academic guide book.

The results of analysis are presented in Table 2.23., and level of achievement of teaching

process is presented in Table 2.24.

The results in Table 2.23 shows that there should be an improvement of assignment

given to students in order to fulfill the length of time for the structure assignment. The

number of assignments given to students should be increased or there should be an

involvement of analytical thinking matter in the assignment that challenge the student to

study harder. Students spend half of the time allocated for independent study at home.

Lecturers should encourage students to search course material prior to a lecturer.
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Table 2.23. Analysis of students’ workload for Plant Physiology

Length of
Criteria of academic workload (2 time (in .
. . . Analysis of results and
credits face to face meeting, excluded 1 | minutes) .
. . suggestions
credit practical work) per
semester

more assignment to be given or
Length of time (in minutes) of Structured 191.32 | improving the quality of
assignment (in survey) per semester assignments given that involve
more analytical thinking

Length of time (in minutes) of Structured
assignment (based on regulation) per
semester

1440.0 | stated in academic guide book

Students spend half their
allocated time studying
independently at home

Length of time (in minutes) of Self-study 1039.29
(in survey) per semester

Length of time (in minutes) of Self-study 1440.00

(based on regulation) per semester Stated in academic guide book

Table 2.24. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of teaching process

Statement in questionnaire Achievement (%) | Conclusion
1. Suitability of course content to those published in
Semester Learning Plan 81.67 Good
2. Easiness of getting learning resources 80.00 Good
3. Teaching approach 75.83 Good
4. Classroom management 60.83 Fairly good
5. Timekeeping ability 81.67 Good
6. Communication skill 79.17 Good
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course
content 87.50 Very good
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 84.17 Good
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation 81.67 Good
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learning
system 41.67 Not good
11. Suitability of assignments to course content
published in Semester Learning Plan 80.83 Good
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 75.00 Good
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester 95.00 Very good

As shown in Table 2.24., the course materials are needed to be upload in LMS prior to a
lecture. Lecturers often delivered the course materials or gave instructional material through
other media such as in WhatsApp group rather than in LMS. This might be due to more
practical using WhatsApp rather than LMS. However, for the next improvement, the course

material will be uploaded in LMS prior to a few days before the lecture starts.
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2.9. Vegetable Crop Cultivation

2.9.1. Course Feedback and Student Satisfaction Surveys

The results of course feedback and students’ satisfaction survey were presented in
Figure 2.17. “Agree” and “Absolutely agree” dominate in each statement. The highest
percentage of “The lecture masters the subject’s matter” achieve 63.64% “absolutely
agree” and 27.27% “agree”. The statement for “The instructional materials help me to
enrich my knowledge in the subject matter” achieved 45.45% “‘absolutely agree” and
54.55 % ““agree”. The second highest percentage (43.75 %) of “absolutely agree” was
found in the statement of “Class atmosphere is pleasant.” The classroom atmosphere
needs to be improved to create a more conducive conditions for students. This may be
due to the large number of students in one class, namely around 80 students. In
conclusions, we would like to report the achievement of this course based on this survey

as presented in Table 2.25.

Vegetable Crop Cultivation

The lecturer masters the subject’s matter | 9.09 271.27 63.64
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy to understand - 9.09 27.27 54.55
(Class atmosphere is pleasant 18.18 27.27 54.55
The interaction between lecturers and students is appropriate | 8.09 27.27 63.64
The instructional materials help me to enrich my knowledge in the subject matter.0.00 54.55 45.45
Communication skill of the lecturer is good 18.18 27.27 54.55
Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an indicator of my knowledge of
the course material oW A543 S
This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my study -)0 5T 6T

program
0.00 10.00 2000 30.00 40.00 5000 60.00 70.00 80.00 90.00 100.00

B 1=disagree 2=less agree 3=agree 4=absolutely agree

Figure 2.17. Course feedback and students’ satisfaction (%)
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Table 2.26. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of course feedback

Statements Achievement Conclusion
(%)

The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 88.64 Very Good

The delivery of lecture material is interesting and

easy to understand 81.82 Good

Class atmosphere is pleasant 81.82 Good

The interaction between lecturers and students is

appropriate 88.64 Very Good

The instructional materials help me to enrich my

knowledge in the subject matter. 86.36 Very Good

Communication skill of the lecturer is good 84.09 Good

Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be

an indicator of my knowledge of the course

material 88.64 Very Good

This course is important to achieve the graduate

learning outcomes of my study program 81.82 Good

2.9.2. Teaching Process and Students’ Workload Surveys
The results of teaching process survey were depicted in Figure 2.18., whereas the
results of workload survey were presented in Table 2.26.

The results of performance of teaching process were varied among the questions the
questionnaire. The most important component, namely the “Swuitability of course content to
those published in Semester Learning Plan” achieved 40% ‘“very suitable” and 40%
“suitable”. For the statement of “Execution of midterm and final examination” stood at
100% “done as schedule in SLP”. The number of meetings of this lecture has fulfilled the
minimum requirement as stated in the academic guide book, namely 16 times. It was 100%
student choose “exactly the same as those stated in SLP” of lectures delivered for the entire
semester”. There should be an improvement for the availability of learning materials in the

e-learning system.
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Statement 2: | 1= not easy 2= less easy 3=easy 4= very easy
Statement 3: | 1= not interesting 2= less interesting 3= interesting 4= very interesting
Statement 4: | 1= fairly good 2= good 3= very good 4= excellent
Statement 5: | 1= unpunctual 2= less punctual 3= punctual 4= very punctual
Statement 6: | 1= ineffective 2= less effective 3= effective 4= very effective
Statement 7: | 1= unsuitable 2=less suitable 3=suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 8: | 1= very difficult 2= difficult 3= very easy 4= easy
Statement 9: | 1= far 2= close 3= very close 4= precise
Statement | 1=no uploaded 2=uploaded in the same 3= uploaded within three days 4= uploaded a week
10: day of lecture before lecture’s day before lecture’s day
Statement | 1=unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
11:
Statement | 1= not done at all 2= done, but not as 3= done as scheduled, but 4= done, as scheduled
12: scheduled different from schedule in in SLP
semester learning plan (SLP)
Statement | 1= less than a half of 2= less than two third of 3= more than those stated in 4= exactly the same
13: | those stated in SLP those stated in SLP SLP as those stated in SLP

Figure 2.17. Performance of teaching process

Analysis of students’ workload was carried by comparing the length of time spend
by students in a semester with the standard length of time stated in academic guide book.
The results of analysis are presented in Table 2.26, and level of achievement of teaching
process is presented in Table 2.27.

The results in Table 2.26 shows that there should be an improvement of assignment
given to students in order to fulfill the length of time for the structure assignment. The
number of assignments given to students should be increased or there should be an
involvement of analytical thinking matter in the assignment that challenge the student to
study harder. Students spend half of the time allocated for independent study at home.

Lecturers should encourage students to search course material prior to a lecturer.
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Table 2.26. Analysis of students’ workload for Vegetable crop cultivation

Criteria of academic workload (2 credits face
to face meeting, excluded 1 credit practical
work)

Length of time
(in minutes)
per semester

Analysis of results and
suggestions

more assignment to be given
or improving the quality of

(based on regulation) per semester

Length of time (in minutes) of Structured 297.25 assignments given that
assignment (in survey) per semester involve more analytical
thinking

Ler}gth of time (in minutes) o'f Structured Y0 Stated in academic guide
assignment (based on regulation) per book
semester

. o Students spend half their
Eflnsi[ ll'lv(e)f)t 1n§ Serrln?:;tes) of Self-study 993.75 allocated time studying

y)P independently at home

Length of time (in minutes) of Self-study 1440 Stated in academic guide

book

Table 2.27 The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of teaching process

Statement in questionnaire Achlf‘:/fe)m ent Conclusion
(1]

1. Suitability of course content to those published in Semester
Learning Plan 80.00 Good
2. Easiness of getting learning resources 80.00 Good
3. Teaching approach 80.00 Good
4. Classroom management 70.00 Fairly good
5. Timekeeping ability 80.00 Good
6. Communication skill 75.00 Good
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course content 80.00 Good
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 60.00 Fairly good
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation 85.00 Good
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learning system 85.00 Good
11. Suitability of assignments to course content published in
Semester Learning Plan 80.00 Good
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 80.00 Good
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester 100.00 Very good

As shown in Table 2.27., the course materials are needed to be upload in LMS prior

to a lecture. Lecturers often delivered the course materials or gave instructional material

through other media such as in WhatsApp group rather than in LMS. This might be due to

more practical using WhatsApp rather than LMS. However, for the next improvement, the

course material will be uploaded in LMS prior to a few days before the lecture starts.
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2.10. Fruit Crop Cultivation

2.10.1. Course Feedback and Student Satisfaction Surveys

The results of course feedback and students’ satisfaction survey were presented in
Figure 2.19. “Agree” and “Absolutely agree” dominate in each statement. The highest
percentage of “The lecture masters the subject’s matter” and the statement for “The
instructional materials help me to enrich my knowledge in the subject matter” achieved
achieve 38.10% ““absolutely agree” and 57.14% ““agree”. The lowest (9.52%) of “absolutely
agree” was found in the statement of “Class atmosphere is pleasant.”” The classroom
atmosphere needs to be improved to create a more conducive conditions for students. This
may be due to the large number of students in one class, namely around 80 students. In

conclusions, we would like to report the achievement of this course based on this survey as

presented in Table 2.28.
Fruit Crops Cultivation
(course feedback and student' satisfaction, %)
The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 57.14 38.10
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy to understand 52.38 28.57
Class atmosphere is pleasant 61.90 9.52
The interaction between lecturers and students is appropriate 66.67 19.05
The instructional materials help me to enrich my knowledge in the subject matter. 57.14 38.10
Communication skill of the lecturer is good 66.67 2857
Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an indicator of my knowledge of the course material 66.67 3333
This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my study program 66.67 3333
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% T0% 80% 90% 100%
B 1=disagree 2=lessagree W 3=agree 1 4=absolutely agree

Figure 2.19. Course feedback and students’ satisfaction (%)
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Table 2.28. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of course feedback

Achievement

Statements (%) Conclusion
The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 83.33 Good
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy to
understand 77.38 Good
Class atmosphere is pleasant 69.05 Fairly good
The interaction between lecturers and students is appropriate 75.00 Good
The instructional materials help me to enrich my knowledge in
the subject matter. 83.33 Good
Communication skill of the lecturer is good 80.95 Good
Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an indicator of
my knowledge of the course material 83.33 Good
This course is important to achieve the graduate learning
outcomes of my study program 83.33 Good

2.10.2. Teaching Process and Students’ Workload Surveys

The results of teaching process survey were depicted in Figure 2.20., whereas the results
of workload survey were presented in Table 2.29.

The results of performance of teaching process were varied among the questions the
questionnaire. The most important component, namely the “Suitability of course content to
those published in Semester Learning Plan” achieved 52% “very suitable” and 44%
“suitable”. For the statement of “Execution of midterm and final examination” stood at
59% “done as schedule in SLP”” and 19% ““done as scheduled, but different from schedule in
semester learning plan (SLP) “. The number of meetings of this lecture has fulfilled the
minimum requirement as stated in the academic guide book, namely 16 times. It was 89%
student choose “exactly the same as those stated in SLP” of lectures delivered for the entire
semester”. There should be an improvement for the availability of learning materials in the

e-learning system
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Fruit Crops Cultivation

(course feedback and student' satisfaction, %)
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Statement 3: | 1= not interesting 2= less interesting 3= interesting 4= very interesting
Statement 4: | 1= fairly good 2= good 3= very good 4= excellent
Statement 5: | 1= unpunctual 2= less punctual 3= punctual 4= very punctual
Statement 6: | 1= ineffective 2= less effective 3= effective 4= very effective
Statement 7: | 1= unsuitable 2=less suitable 3=suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 8: | 1= very difficult 2= difficult 3= very easy 4= easy
Statement 9: | 1= far 2= close 3= very close 4= precise

Statement | 1= no uploaded 2= uploaded in the same 3= uploaded within three days | 4= uploaded a week
10: day of lecture before lecture’s day before lecture’s day
Statement | 1= unsuitable 2= less suitable 203= suitable 4= very suitable
11:
Statement | 1= not done at all 2= done, but not as 3= done as scheduled, but 4= done, as scheduled
12: scheduled different from schedule in in SLP
semester learning plan (SLP)
Statement | 1=less than a half of 2= less than two third of 3= more than those stated in 4= exactly the same
13: | those stated in SLP those stated in SLP SLP as those stated in SLP

Figure. 2.20. Performance of teaching process

Analysis of students’ workload was carried by comparing the length of time spend

by students in a semester with the standard length of time stated in academic guide book.

The results of analysis are presented in Table 2.29, and level of achievement of teaching

process is presented in Table 2.30.

The results in Table 2.29 shows that there should be an improvement of assignment

given to students in order to fulfill the length of time for the structure assignment. The

number of assignments given to students should be increased or there should be an

involvement of analytical thinking matter in the assignment that challenge the student to

study harder. Students spend half of the time allocated for independent study at home.

Lecturers should encourage students to search course material prior to a lecturer.
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Table 2.29. Analysis of students’ workload for Fruit crop cultivation

Criteria of academic workload (2 credits Minutes
face to face meeting, excluded 1 credit per Analysis of results and suggestions
practical work) semester

more assignment to be given or

Length of time (in minutes) of Structured improving the quality of assignments

228.571

assignment (in survey) per semester given that involve more analytical
thinking

Length of time (in minutes) of Structured

assignment (based on regulation) per 1440 Stated in academic guide book

semester

Length of time (in minutes) of Self study (in Students spend half their allocated
1237.60 ! o

survey) per semester time studying independently at home

Length of time (in minutes) of Self study

(based on regulation) per semester 1440 Stated in academic guide book

Table 2.30. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of teaching process

Statements Achievement (%) | Conclusion
1. Suitability of course content to those published in
Semester Learning Plan 83.33 Good
2. Easiness of getting learning resources 77.38 Good
3. Teaching approach 69.05 Fairly good
4. Classroom management 75.00 Good
5. Timekeeping ability 83.33 Good
6. Communication skill 80.95 Good
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the
course content 83.33 Good
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 83.33 Good
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s
expectation 83.33 Good
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-
learning system 77.38 Good
11. Suitability of assignments to course content
published in Semester Learning Plan 84.26 Good
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 84.26 Good
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire
semester 96.30 Very good

As shown in Table 2.33., the course materials are needed to be upload in LMS prior to a
lecture. Lecturers often delivered the course materials or gave instructional material
through other media such as in WhatsApp group rather than in LMS. This might be due to
more practical using WhatsApp rather than LMS. However, for the next improvement, the

course material will be uploaded in LMS prior to a few days before the lecture starts.
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2.11. Landscape architecture

2.11.1. Course Feedback and Student Satisfaction Surveys

The results of course feedback and students’ satisfaction survey were presented in
Figure 2.21. “Agree” and “Absolutely agree” dominate in each statement. The highest
percentage of “This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my
study program” achieve 27.30% “absolutely agree” and 54.50% ‘“‘agree”. It indicated the
courses given are very important in providing knowledge and provisions to students after
becoming graduates of the agronomy study program. The statement for “The instructional
materials help me to enrich my knowledge in the subject matter” achieved 72.70% “agree”.
The lowest percentage (9.10 %) of “absolutely agree” was found in the statement of “Class
atmosphere is pleasant’. This may be due to the large number of students in one class,
namely around 80 students. In conclusions, we would like to report the achievement of this

course based on this survey as presented in Table 2.31.

Landscape Architecture (%)

The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 0

The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy
to understand

Class atmosphere is pleasant 0

The interaction between lecturers and students is
appropriate
The instructional materials help me to enrich my
knowledge in the subject matter.

Communication skill of the lecturer is good 0

Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an
indicator of my knowledge of the course material
This course is important to achieve the graduate
learning outcomes of my study program

0.0 20.0 40.0 60.0 80.0 100.0

M 1=disagree M 2=less agree M 3=agree 4A=absolutely agree

Figure 2.21. Course feedback and students’ satisfaction (%)
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Table 2.31. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of course feedback

Statements Achievement (%) Conclusion
The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 71.27 Good
The delivery of lecture material is 65.91 Fairly good
interesting and easy to understand '
Class atmosphere is pleasant 63.64 Fairly good
The interaction between lecturers and 59 09 Fairly good
students is appropriate '
The instructional materials help me to .

. : . 68.18 Fairl d
enrich my knowledge in the subject matter. Ay g00
Communication skill of the lecturer is good 70.45 Good
Assignment, quiz, mid test, and final exam
can be an 1n41cat0r of my knowledge of the 6%.18 Fairly good
course material
This course is important to achieve the
graduate learning outcomes of my study 7797 Good
program '

2.11.2. Teaching Process and Students’ Workload Surveys

The results of teaching process survey were depicted in Figure 2.22., whereas the
results of workload survey were presented in Table 2.33. The results of performance of
teaching process were varied among the questions the questionnaire. The most
important component, namely the “Suitability of course content to those published in
Semester Learning Plan” achieved 28.57% “very suitable” and 57.14% “‘suitable”. For
the statement of “Execution of midterm and final examination” stood at 42.86% “done
as schedule in SLP” and 47.62% “done as scheduled, but different from schedule in
semester learning plan (SLP) . The number of meetings of this lecture has fulfilled the
minimum requirement as stated in the academic guide book, namely 16 times. It was
61.90% student choose “exactly the same as those stated in SLP” of lectures delivered
for the entire semester”. There should be an improvement for the availability of learning

materials in the e-learning system.
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Statement | 1= no uploaded 2= uploaded in the same 3= uploaded within three days | 4= uploaded a week
10: day of lecture before lecture’s day before lecture’s day
Statement | 1= unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
11:
Statement | 1= not done at all 2= done, but not as 3= done as scheduled, but 4= done, as
12: scheduled different from schedule in scheduled in SLP
semester learning plan (SLP)
Statement | 1= less than a half of 2= less than two third of 3= more than those stated in 4= exactly the same
13: | those stated in SLP those stated in SLP SLP as those stated in
SLP

Figure. 2.22. Performance of teaching process

Analysis of students’ workload was carried by comparing the length of time spend
by students in a semester with the standard length of time stated in academic guide book.
The results of analysis are presented in Table 2.32, and level of achievement of teaching
process is presented in Table 2.33.

The results in Table 2.32 shows that there should be an improvement of assignment
given to students in order to fulfill the length of time for the structure assignment. The
number of assignments given to students should be increased or there should be an
involvement of analytical thinking matter in the assignment that challenge the student to
study harder. Students spend half of the time allocated for independent study at home.

Lecturers should encourage students to search course material prior to a lecturer.
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Table 2.32. Analysis of students’ workload for Landscape architecture

Criteria of academic workload (2 credits Length of time .
. . LS Analysis of results and
face to face meeting, excluded 1 credit (in minutes) per .
. suggestions
practical work) semester
more assignment to be given or
Length of time (in minutes) of Structured 201.837 improving the quality of
assignment (in survey) per semester assignments given that involve
more analytical thinking
Ler}gth of time (in minutes) o‘f Structured 1440.00 Stated in academic guide book
assignment (based on regulation) per semester
Length of time (in minutes) of Self-study (in 987.50 Students spenq half their allocated
time studying independently at
survey) per semester home
Length of time (11} minutes) of Self-study 1440.00 Stated in academic guide book
(based on regulation) per semester

Table 2.33. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of teaching process

Statement in questionnaire Achievement (%) Conclusion
1. Suitability of course content to those published in 77.38 good
Semester Learning Plan
) ) ) 72.62 good
2. Easiness of getting learning resources
) 73.81 good
3. Teaching approach
66.67 fairly good
4. Classroom management
78.57 good
5. Timekeeping ability
79.76 good
6. Communication skill
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course 80.95 good
content
67.86 fairly good
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations
65.48 fairly good
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learning 67.86 fairly good
system
11. Suitability of assignments to course content 80.95 good
published in Semester Learning Plan
83.33 good
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations
86.90 Very good
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester

As shown in Table 2.33., the course materials are needed to be upload in LMS prior

to a lecture. Lecturers often delivered the course materials or gave instructional material

through other media such as in WhatsApp group rather than in LMS. This might be due to

more practical using WhatsApp rather than LMS. However, for the next improvement, the

course material will be uploaded in LMS prior to a few days before the lecture starts.
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2.12. Organic Farming

2.12.1. Course Feedback and Student Satisfaction Surveys

The results of course feedback and students’ satisfaction survey were presented in
Figure 2.23. “Agree” and “Absolutely agree” dominate in each statement. The highest
percentage of “Communication skill of the lecturer is good” achieve 33.33% “absolutely
agree” and 50.00% “agree”. The statement for “The instructional materials help me to
enrich my knowledge in the subject matter” achieved 16.67% ‘“agree”. The highest
percentage (83.33 %) of “less agree” was found in the statement of “Class atmosphere is
pleasant’. In conclusions, we would like to report the achievement of this course based

on this survey as presented in Table 2.34.

Organic Farming

The lecturer masters the subject’s matter
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and easy to understand
Class atmosphere is pleasant

The interaction between lecturers and students is appropriate

The instructional materials help me to enrich my knowledge in the subject
matter.

Communication skill of the lecturer is good

Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an indicator of my knowledge
of the course material

This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my study
program

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

m1=disagree ®2=|ess agree 3=agree md4=absolutely agree

Figure 2.23. Course feedback and students’ satisfaction (%)
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Table 2.34. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of course feedback

Statements Achievement Conclusion
(o)

The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 79.17 Good
The delivery of lecture material is interesting and
easy to understand 75.00 Good
Class atmosphere is pleasant 66.67 Fairly good
The interaction between lecturers and students is
appropriate 79.17 Good
The instructional materials help me to enrich my
knowledge in the subject matter. 79.17 Good
Communication skill of the lecturer is good 79.17 Good
Assignment, quiz, mid test, and final exam can be
an indicator of my knowledge of the course
material 70.83 Good
This course is important to achieve the graduate
learning outcomes of my study program 79.17 Good

2.12.2. Teaching Process and Students’ Workload Surveys

The results of teaching process survey were depicted in Figure 2.24., whereas the
results of workload survey were presented in Table 2.35. The results of performance of
teaching process were varied among the questions the questionnaire. The most important
component, namely the “Suitability of course content to those published in Semester
Learning Plan’ achieved 100% “very suitable”. For the statement of “Execution of midterm
and final examination” stood at 100% “done as schedule in SLP”. The number of meetings
of this lecture has fulfilled the minimum requirement as stated in the academic guide book,
namely 16 times. It was 100% student choose “exactly the same as those stated in SLP” of
lectures delivered for the entire semester”. There should be an improvement for the

availability of learning materials in the e-learning system.
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1. Suitability of course content to those published in...

2. Easiness of getting learning resources

4. Classroom management

7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course...
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s expectation
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-learming system
11. Suitability of assignments to course content published in...
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations

13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire semester

3. Teaching approach

5. Timekeeping ability

6. Communication skill

Organic Farming

Performance of teaching proses %

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 S0 100
mscore 1 mscore2 mscore3 mscore 4
Statement 1: | 1 = unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 2: | 1= not easy 2= less easy 3=easy 4= very easy
Statement 3: | 1= not interesting 2= less interesting 3= interesting 4= very
interesting

Statement 4: | 1= fairly good 2= good 3= very good 4= excellent
Statement 5: | 1= unpunctual 2= less punctual 3= punctual 4= very punctual
Statement 6: | 1= ineffective 2= less effective 3= effective 4= very effective
Statement 7: | 1= unsuitable 2=less suitable 3=suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 8: | 1= very difficult 2= difficult 3= very easy 4= easy
Statement 9: | 1= far 2= close 3= very close 4= precise

Statement
10:

1= no uploaded

2=uploaded in the same day
of lecture

3= uploaded within three
days before lecture’s day

4=uploaded a
week before
lecture’s day

Statement 11:

1= unsuitable

2= less suitable

3= suitable

4= very suitable

Statement | 1= not done at all 2= done, but not as 3= done as scheduled, but 4= done, as
12: scheduled different from schedule in scheduled in SLP
semester learning plan
(SLP)
Statement | 1= less than a half of those | 2= less than two third of 3= more than those stated in | 4= exactly the
13: | stated in SLP those stated in SLP SLP same as those

stated in SLP

Analysis of students’ workload was carried by comparing the length of time spend
by students in a semester with the standard length of time stated in academic guide book.

The results of analysis are presented in Table 2.35, and level of achievement of teaching

Figure. 2.25. Performance of teaching process

process is presented in Table 2.36.

The results in Table 2.35 shows that there should be an improvement of assignment
given to students in order to fulfill the length of time for the structure assignment. The
number of assignments given to students should be increased or there should be an

involvement of analytical thinking matter in the assignment that challenge the student to
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study harder. Students spend half of the time allocated for independent study at home.

Lecturers should encourage students to search course material prior to a lecturer.

Table 2.35. Analysis of students’ workload for Organic Farming

Criteria of academic workload (2 credits face
to face meeting, excluded 1 credit practical
work)

Length of time
(in minutes)
per semester

Analysis of results and
suggestions

Length of time (in minutes) of Structured

more assignment to be given or
improving the quality of

. . 280.2 . . .
assignment (in survey) per semester assignments given that involve
more analytical thinking
Lel.lgth of time (in minutes) O.f Structured 1440 Stated in academic guide book
assignment (based on regulation) per semester
Length of time (in minutes) of Self-study (in Students SP enq half their allocated
1340 time studying independently at
survey) per semester
home
Length of time (in minutes) of Self-study (based 1440 Stated in academic guide book

on regulation) per semester

Table 2.36. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of teaching process

Statement in questionnaire Achievement (%) Conclusion
1. Suitability of course content to those published in
Semester Learning Plan 83.33 Good
2. Easiness of getting learning resources 66.67 Fairly good
3. Teaching approach 66.67 Fairly good
4. Classroom management 66.67 Fairly good
5. Timekeeping ability 79.17 Good
6. Communication skill 83.33 Good
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the
course content 83.33 Good
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 83.33 Good
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s
expectation 83.33 Good
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-
learning system 66.67 Fairly good
11. Suitability of assignments to course content
published in Semester Learning Plan 66.67 Fairly good
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 83.33 Good
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire
semester 83.33 Good

As shown in Table 2.36., the course materials are needed to be upload in LMS prior to a

lecture. Lecturers often delivered the course materials or gave instructional material through

other media such as in WhatsApp group rather than in LMS. This might be due to more

practical using WhatsApp rather than LMS. However, for the next improvement, the course

material will be uploaded in LMS prior to a few days before the lecture starts.
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2.13. Rubber and Oil Palm Production

2.13.1. Course Feedback and Student Satisfaction Surveys

The results of course feedback and students’ satisfaction survey were presented in Figure
2.26. “Agree” and “Absolutely agree” dominate in each statement. The highest percentage
of “This course is important to achieve the graduate learning outcomes of my study
program”. It indicated the courses given are very important in providing knowledge and
provisions to students after becoming graduates of the agronomy study program. The
statement for “Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam can be an indicator of my
knowledge of the course material” achieved 27.27% “absolutely agree” and 45.45% “agree”.
The lowest percentage (18.18 %) of “absolutely agree” was found in the statement of “Class
atmosphere is pleasant.” The classroom atmosphere needs to be improved to create a more
conducive conditions for students. This may be due to the large number of students in one
class, namely around 80 students. In conclusions, we would like to report the achievement

of this course based on this survey as presented in Table 2.37.

Rubber and QOil Palm Production
The lecturer masters the subject’s matter | 9.09 27.27 36.36
The delivery of lecture material is interesting...| 18.18 27.27 27.27
Class atmosphere is pleasant [9.09 45.45 18.18
The interaction between lecturers and... | 9.09 27.27 45.45
The instructional materials help me to enrich... [ 9.09 18.18 45.45
Communication skill of the lecturer is good | 9.09 36.36 27.27
Assignment, quiz, mid test and final exam0.00 45.45 27.27
This course is important to achieve the... _10 25.00 50.00
0.00 20.00 40.00 60.00 80.00 100.00
B 1=disagree 2=less agree 3=agree 4=absolutely agree

Figure 2.26. Course feedback and students’ satisfaction (%)
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Tabel 2.37. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of course feedback

Statements Achievement (%) Conclusion
The lecturer masters the subject’s matter 84.375 Very good
The delivery of lecture material is interesting 78.125 Good
and easy to understand
Class atmosphere is pleasant 78.125 Good
The interaction between lecturers and students 84.375 Good
is appropriate
The instructional materials help me to enrich 87.5 Very good
my knowledge in the subject matter.
Communication skill of the lecturer is good 81.25 Good
Assignment, quiz, mid test, and final exam can
be an indicator of my knowledge of the course 90.625 Very good
material
This course is important to achieve the
graduate learning outcomes of my study 75 Good
program

2.13.2. Teaching Process and Students’ Workload Surveys

The results of teaching process survey were depicted in Figure 2.27., whereas the
results of workload survey were presented in Table 2.38. The results of performance of
teaching process were varied among the questions the questionnaire. The most important
component, namely the “Suitability of course content to those published in Semester
Learning Plan” achieved 16.67% ‘“very suitable”, 66.67% “suitable” and 16.67 “Less
suitable”. For the statement of “Execution of midterm and final examination” stood at 55%
“done as schedule in SLP” and 33% “done as scheduled, but different from schedule in
semester learning plan (SLP)”. The number of meetings of this lecture has fulfilled the
minimum requirement as stated in the academic guide book, namely 16 times. It was 100%
student choose “exactly the same as those stated in SLP” of lectures delivered for the entire
semester”. There should be an improvement for the availability of learning materials in the

e-learning system.
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9. Closeness of gained mark with student's expectation0 |

11. Suitability of assignments to course content published in Semester Leaming Plan0.00

12. Execution of midterm and final examinatiunso__

Rubber and Oil Palm Production

1. Suitability of course content to those published in Semester Learning P\am__ 66.67 _
2. Easiness of getting learning resuurcei]__ 66.67 0.00
3. Teaching approach _ 16.67 _
5. Timekesping abi0.00 8333 [ eer
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the course conten.00 8333 _ Hscore 2
score 3
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations _ s d

o
=)
)
o

Statement 1: | 1 = unsuitable 2= less suitable 3= suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 2: | 1=not easy 2= less easy 3=casy 4= very easy
Statement 3: | 1= not interesting 2= less interesting 3= interesting 4= very interesting
Statement 4: | 1= fairly good 2= good 3= very good 4= excellent
Statement 5: | 1= unpunctual 2= less punctual 3= punctual 4= very punctual
Statement 6: | 1= ineffective 2= less effective 3= effective 4= very effective
Statement 7: | 1= unsuitable 2=less suitable 3=suitable 4= very suitable
Statement 8: | 1= very difficult 2= difficult 3= very easy 4= easy

Statement 9: | 1= far 2= close 3= very close 4= precise

Statement 10: | 1=no uploaded 2= uploaded in the

same day of lecture

3= uploaded within three
days before lecture’s day

4= uploaded a week
before lecture’s day

Statement 11: | 1= unsuitable 2= less suitable

3= suitable

4= very suitable

Statement 12: | 1=not done at all 2= done, but not as

scheduled

3= done as scheduled, but
different from schedule in
semester learning plan
(SLP)

4= done, as
scheduled in SLP

2= less than two third
of those stated in SLP

1= less than a half
of those stated in
SLP

Statement 13:

3= more than those stated
in SLP

4= exactly the same
as those stated in
SLP

Figure 2.26. Performance of teaching process

Analysis of students’ workload was carried by comparing the length of time spend
by students in a semester with the standard length of time stated in academic guide book.

The results of analysis are presented in Table 2.38., and level of achievement of teaching

process is presented in Table 2.39.

The results in Table 2.38 shows that there should be an improvement of assignment
given to students in order to fulfill the length of time for the structure assignment. The
number of assignments given to students should be increased or there should be an
involvement of analytical thinking matter in the assignment that challenge the student to

study harder. Students spend half of the time allocated for independent study at home.

Lecturers should encourage students to search course material prior to a lecturer.
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Table 2.28. Analysis of students’ workload for Annual Crop Production

Criteria of academic workload (2 Length of .
. . . . Analysis of results and
credits face to face meeting, excluded time (in susoestions
1 credit practical work) minutes) g8
more assignment to be given
Length of time (in minutes) of or improving the quality of
Structured assignment (in survey) per 466.667 assignments given that
semester involve more analytical
thinking
Length of time (in minutes) of . . .
Structured assignment (based on 1440 Stated in academic guide
. book
regulation) per semester
Length of time (in minutes) of Self- 1018.75 Sltlu dents spend half j[helr
study (in survey) per semester allocated time studying
independently at home
Length of time (in minutes) of Self- 1440 Stated in academic guide
study (based on regulation) per semester book

Table 2.29. The achievement of each question in the questionnaire of teaching process

Statement in questionnaire Achievement (%) | Conclusion
1. Suitability of course content to those published in
Semester Learning Plan 81.67 Good
2. Easiness of getting learning resources 80.00 Good
3. Teaching approach 75.83 Good
4. Classroom management 60.83 Fairly good
5. Timekeeping ability 81.67 Good
6. Communication skill 79.17 Good
7. Suitability of questions in examinations to the
course content 87.50 Very good
8. Difficulty of question in the examinations 84.17 Good
9. Closeness of gained mark with student’s
expectation 81.67 Good
10. Availability of learning materials in the e-
learning system 41.67 Not good
11. Suitability of assignments to course content
published in Semester Learning Plan 80.83 Good
12. Execution of midterm and final examinations 75.00 Good
13. Number of lectures delivered for the entire
semester 95.00 Very good

As shown in Table 2.29., the course materials are needed to be upload in LMS prior

to a lecture. Lecturers often delivered the course materials or gave instructional material
through other media such as in WhatsApp group rather than in LMS. This might be due to
more practical using WhatsApp rather than LMS. However, for the next improvement, the

course material will be uploaded in LMS prior to a few days before the lecture starts.
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15 Thir23 Mov 2022 12PM -ZFM Group: 2324:01-PAGZI03-L0T Agronors Indralays 196302091 98703200%: Drilr. Mery Hasmeada, M5e e O

O

16 Thu 3 Moy 2023 12PM - 2PN Group:2324-01-PAGE103-L01 Agronomi Indralays 19620922133803 1004 Dr.lr. Entis-Sutizna Halimi, M.5c o -ﬂ- b 4



2324-01-PAG2105 Biokimia Tanaman Daftar Hadir Kis Agronomi Indralaya

Add session Report Import Export Status et Temporary Users

Sessions | Al | Al | &l past H Months I'.';J:-::-:z .E'E;E ‘
# Date Time Type Description Actions [
1 Tue15 Ao 2023 T04AM - T1:40AM Group: 2324-01-FAGZT05-L0T Agronomi indralayz 196303091 587032001 :Dr.Ir. Mery Hasmeda, MEc Q ﬁ' x O
2 Tos 2T Aug 2023 10AM - 114040 Group: 2324-01-PAG2105-LO0T Agronomi Indralays B9EE560023: Dr. Fikri Adriansyah, 550 Q‘ # x O
2 TuedBaus 2023 104M - 1140480 Group: 2324-01-PAGZ105-L0T Agronomi Indralaya B9E3560023: Dr. Fikri Adriansyah, 550 Q‘ ﬁ' x =
B Tue 5 5sp 2023 104N - T1:408M Group: 2324-01-PAG2105-L0T Agronomi Indralaya 196302051587032004 : D Ir. Mery Hasmeda, M5c. E‘ ﬁ x (1]
5 Tue T25sp 2023 104N - TI:40AM Group:2324-01-PAGZI105-L0T Agronomi Indralays 198309202022032001; Dr: Irmawsan, 5P, M.5c. M.5L g!‘ ﬁ x ]
8  Tue 1932p 025 10AM - 11:404N Group: 2324-01-PAGZT05-L01 Agronomi Indralays 19E8309202022032007; D, Irmawsat, 5.P. M5c, M.5L Q‘ ﬂl x i
7 Tue I&8Sep 2023 1040 - T140AM Group: 2324-071-PAGZTDE-L0T Agronomi Indralays 198309202022032001; Dr. Irmawat; 5.P...MSc., M.50L o 'ﬂ' x [
2] Tus 3 Doz 2023 1040 - T1404M Group: 2324-07-PAGZT0S-L0T Agronomi indralays 198309202022032001%; Dr. Irmawat, 5P M 5c., M5 o ﬁ x (]
9 Tus 10 Orr023 T04AM - 114040 Group: 2324-01-PAGZT05-LOT Agronomi Indralays 1958309202022032001; Dr. Irmawsat, S.P. M.Sc,. M.SLE (4 # x O
10 Tue 77 Do 2023 T04AM - V14040 Group: 2324-07-PAGZIDS-LOT Agronomi Indrglays 1963030913B7032001%: Dir. Ir. Mery Hasmeds, M5c. o * x =
11 Tus 22 Dcr 2023 T04AM - 114040 Group: 2324-07-PAGZ 105-L0T Agronomi indralaya 19630309 1287032001: Dr. Ir. Mery Haameds, M5c. (4 ﬁ- x O
12 Tue31 OcxI0Z3 10AM-11:404M Group: 2324-01-PAG2105-L01 Agronomi indralays I DS ALIDRE: ire I Meny:Haseieds, # 5e. eX O
13 Tue 7 Nowv 2023 10AM - 11:50AM Group: 23 24-01-FAGZ105-L0T Agronomi indralaya 156303091 387032004 Drir. Mery Hasmeda, M5C. o -ﬂ- x [
14 Tus 14 Mov 2023 104AM - 114040 Group: 2324-01-PAGZ2105-LOT Agronomi indralays BI9E3560023 Dr. Fikr Adriansyah. 5.5i: Q -ﬂ‘ x ]
15 Tu= 27 Mov 2023 15AM - 11:40AM Group: 2324 01-PAGZI0S-LOT Agranomi Indralays 8383560023 0. Fikri Adriansyah, 5:5%. eHX O
16 Tus 28 Moy 2023 1040 = 114040 Group: 2324-07-PAG2105-L0T Agronomi indralaya BYE3560023: Dr. Fikri Adriansyah, 5.5 " ﬁ x =



2324-01-PAG1102 Agrokimia Daftar Hadir Kis Agronomi Indralaya

Repart Impor: Exporc Status set Temporary Users
Sessions | all L All | All past “ L‘:nﬂt"-s“ Vezake || O=vs |
# Date Time Type Description Actions [
1 - 240an Group: 2324-01-PAGT102-L07 Agronomi indralays 1263030%1987032001:Dr. Ir. Mery Hasmeds, M5C ﬂ‘ lﬁ x (I
2 - HARAM Group: 2324-01-PAGTT102-L07 Agronomi Indralays 198309202022022007; Dr. rmawatl, 5.P., M5, M50 Q‘ ﬁ x o
3 24080 Graup: 2324-07-FAGT102-L01 Agronomi Indralzya 1953092 062022032007; Dr. frrmawsti, S.P., M.Sc, M.SL X O
= 2ADA M GEroup: 2324-071-PAGTT0Z-L0T Agronomi Indralaya 128385202022032001; Dr. frrnaswati, S.P., M.5c., M.5i. Q" ﬁ x l:l
5 24040 Group: 2324-01-PAGTT0Z-L07 Agronomi Indralaya 128309202022032001; Dr. frrnaswati. 5.P., M.5C, M.SI, & ﬁ- ¥ O
& 404N Group: 2324-01-PAGT102-L071 Agronomi indrafays 1983002020022032001; Dr. frmawati, 5P, M.5c, M5 o ﬁ x O
7 Wed IT Ssp 2023 BAM - 24040 Grodp: 2324-01-PAGT102-L07 Agronomi indralayz 1963036G31987022001:Dr: Ir. Mery Hasmeda, M5c [ 'ﬂ- ® O
B Wed4Oc 2023 BAM - S40AM Group: 2324-01-PAG1102-L071 Agronomi indralays TIEI0BIMNSETCEZA0TE DMy Hameda: e e X O
9  Wed: 11 Ocz 2023 BAM -2:404N Group: 2324-071-PAGT102-L01 Agronomi Indralays 1363203091987032007: Dr. Ir. Mery Hasmedz, M5c. Q‘ 'ﬁ x ]
10 Wed: T8 0ce 2023 BAM - 24040 Groop: 2324-01-PAGT102-L01 Agronomi Indralays 196303091987032007: Dr. Ir. Mery Hasmeds, MEe. f‘ # x B
11 Wed 25 Ccz 2023 BAN - T40AM Group: 2324-01-PAGTT102-L07 Agronomi Indralaya 8953560023, Or. Fikr Adriansyah, 5.50 Q‘ lﬁ x O
12 Wed 1 Mov 2023 BAM - 940680 Group: 2324-01-PAGTT0Z:L01 Agronomi Indralaya 8963560023, Dr. Fikri Adrisnsyah, 550 4 ﬁ X O
13 Wed B WNov Z023 BAM - 24040  Group: 2324-01-PAGTT02-L07 Agronomi Indralaya B963560023, Dr. Fikri Adriansyah, 5.5L ﬂ' # x O
T4 Wed 15 oy 2023 BaM - Z4GAN  Group: 2324-01-PAGT102-L01 Agronomi Indralays 136303051 387032007 :Dr. Ir. Mery Hasmeds, M35, f‘ ﬁ x B
15 Wed 22 Wov Z023 BAM - S40AN Group: 2324-071-FAGT10Z-L07 Agronomi indralsya 196303051987032001:0r: Ir. Mery Hasmeds, M.5c. e oX O
o Wed 20 Moy 2023 BAM - 404N Group: 2322-07T-PAGTI0Z-L0T Agronomi Indralzya 8563560023, Dr. Fikrl Adrianzsyah. 550 & ﬁ x O



2324-01-PAG2104 lImu Gulma Daftar Hadir KIs Agronomi Indralaya

Add session Repart Import Export Stastus et Temporary users

Sessions | Al

4

is

15

Date

Thu I2 Aug 0232

Thiu Fhep 2023

Thu T4-5=p 2033

Thu 21 Sep 2023

Thu S Oct-Z023

Thu 50O Z823

Mon 3 Bt 2023

Maon 16 Ot 2023

Mo 23 Cer 2032

Mon 30 Oct

Time

TOAMN - 17 1208M

Z30PM - 4PM

FOAM - 11 40AM

oA - 17 a0AM

1AM - 7 120AR

TOAM -

114 0AM

VOAM =1 4080

VOAN =T T 40AM

TR —2-30PM

BN 40P W

1PM-2:400M

TPM - Z40PM

TOAM - 11 2040

FOAM =T T4 0AM

TEAR - 1140480

TOAM - 7114040

Type

Group: 2324-01-PAG2104-10F Agronomi Indralaya
Group: 2324-01-PAG2102-L0T Agronomi Indralaya
Group: 2324-01-PAGZTD4-L0T Agronomi Indraiays

Group: 2324-01-PAG2104-L07 Agronomi Indralava

Group: 2224-01 “PAGIIB4-LOT Agronomi Indratays

Groupd 2324-01-PAGZ104-L0T Agronomi Indralaya

Group: 2324-01-PAGZT104-L01 Agronomi Indralaya
Groupd 2324-01-PAG2T104-L01 Agronomi Indralaya
Group: 2324-01-PAGZ104-L0Y ‘Agronomi Indralaya
Group:; 2324-01-PAGZ104-L0Y Agronomi Indralaya
Group: 2324-01 “PAG21G4-LO1 Beronomi Indralays

Groupd 2324-01-PAGZ104-L0T Agronomi Indralaya

Group: 2324-01-PAGZTH4-LOT Agronoml Indralays
Groupd 2324-01-PAG2104-L01 Agronomi Indralaya
Group: 2324-01-PAGZ104-L0Y Agronomi Indralaya

Group: 2324-01-PAGZT04-L0T Agronomi Indralaya

All [AF REEL

Months

Description

196211 211987031 001; Dr: Ir-Yakup, M.5.
19621 21 1987031009; Dr: Ir-Yakup, M.5.
196211 21138703100 Dr. Ir-Yakop, M.5:
1962112171 9870310017 Dr. Ir.Yakup; M.5.

199403082023212050: Fitr Ramadhani, 5P M.50
1994030820232 2050; Fitri Ramadhani, 5P M50

19940308202331 3050; Hiri Ramadhani, 5P, M.5C
1994030820232 1 2050; Fitri Ramadhanf, 5P, M55
16711 15105560003; Or. Ir. Maria Fitrians, M.5c
16711 15105560003, Dr. Ir. Mariz Fitrians, M.5c
167 1115105560003; Dr. Ir. Maria Fitrisns, M.5c.
J67TH15T05560003; Dir: Ir. Mariz Fitrians, M.5c

Dr. Ir-¥ernelis, M.5.
Dr. Ir. ¥Yernelis, M.5.
Dr. Ir: ¥ernelis;, M.5.

Dr: Ir: ¥ernelis; M.5.

Actions [
e X O
enX O
e X O
eHX D
X U
e X U
e X O
eHX O
X DO
eHX U
e X O
e X O
e X U
e X O
e X O
e X O



2324-01-PAG2101 Ekﬂlﬂgi Tanaman Daftar Hadir Kis Agronomi indralaya

Add session Report

Import Export Siatus set TEMparary Users
Sessions | Afl W Al | -'-I':.=_-.—.| Mopths ["'."EE'i-E || Da_5|
Date Time Type Drescription Actions [
Toe 15 Aug 2083 2-30PM - 4P Group: 2324-01-FPAG2101-L0Y Agronomi Indralays T96002111585031002; Dr.agr. Ir. Erizal Sodikin o ﬂ- x

o

Wed 30 Aus 2023
Wed ESep A0E3
Wed $35ep 2043
Fri 22 5ep 2023
Wed 27 S5ep 2023
Wed 4 Toe 2003
Wed 11 G 2023
Wed 18- 0 2023
Wed 25 O 2023

Moot Bl T
Wed B MNov 2023

Wed 15 Moy 2023
Wed 22 Mo 2023

Wed 25 Moy 20073

2:20PM 4PN
12:30PM.+2:10PM
| Z30PM -2 10PM
1Z30PM =2:10PFM

B20ANM - S T0AM
TEI0PM =-2:10PM
1Z:30PM - 2:50PM

| E30PM -2

=]
-
=

12:50PM - 2:10PM

12:30PM - Z:10PM

TZ.30PM 21 0PM

12:30PM -2:10PM

Fad

12300 M - Z10PM

12:30PM - Z:10PM

Group: 2324-01-PAG2107-L3T Agronomi Indralays
Group: 2324-01-PAG2101-L0T Agronomi Indralaya
Group: 2324-01-PAGZ101-L0T Agronomid Indraiays
Group: 2324-01-PAG2101-L07 Agronomi Indralays

Group: 2324-01-PAG2107-L07 Agronomi Indralaya
Aaroup: 2324-01-PAGZT0T-LET Agronomi Indralaya
Group: 2324-01-PARG2101-L0T Agronomi Indralays
Group: 2324-01-PAGZ101-L0T Agronomid Indralays
Group: 2324-01-FPAGZ101-L0T Agronomi Indralsys

Group: 2224-01-PAG2101-L07 Agronomi Indralaya

Group: 2324-01-PAGZT107-LE7 Agronomi Indralaya
Group: 2224-01-PAG2101-L01 Agromomi Indralaya
Group: 2324-01-PAGZ2101-L0Y Agronomi Indralays

Groug: 2324-01-PAG2107-LB Agronomi Indralays

1960021 11585031002, Dr.agr. Ir/ Erizal Sodikin
1;%5&[}21 11585031002, Dr.agr. . Erizal Sodikin
196002111 SESO31002; Oragr. Ir_Erizal Sodikin
T600211 7585037002 Dr.agr. Ir. Erizal Sodikin
1960021 11585031002, -Dr.agr. Ir/ Erizal Sodikin

196211211987031001; Dr. Ir_Yakup, M.5.
19621121 798703100%; Dr_ I, Yakip, M5
15621121 198703 100%; Or. Ir. Yakup, M5
156211211987031001; Dr. Ir. Yakup, M.5.
18621121 1987G3100%; Or_Ir_ Yakup, M5

Cir. Il Muhammad Ammar, M.F.
G Ir. Muhammad Ammar, M.F.
Cir. Ir. Muhammiad &mmar, M.F,

Cr. Ir. Muhammad Ammar, M.P.

i ]
L
x
0 ) i 1t 1 et s A e e 0



2324-01-PAG2102 Fisiologi Tanaman Dafiar Hadir Kls Agronomi Indralaya

Add session Report Imparc Export  Statusset.  TEMPOrsry USers

Sessions | Al v' All | Al :‘-EE'.” Months | [Weess || Days
# Date Time Type Description Actions

1 Wed 23 Aus 7023 104N - 114040 Group: 2324-01-PAGZ102-L01 Asranomi Indralaya 195305202022032007; Dr, Irmawat, 2P, M.5c, M50 X O
2 Wed£5=pI023 10AM- 114040 Group: 2324-01-PAGZ102-401 Agronami indratays 198309202022032001; Dr: Irmawsti, 5.P., M.Sc, M. X U
3 Mo 11 Sep 2023 IPM-oZ40PM  Group: 2324.01-PAG2102-L01 Azranomi indralaya 138303202022052007; Dr. Irmawstl, 5P, M.3c. M.3L X O
4 \Wed 1352p 2023 10AM-11:40AM Group: 2324-01-PAGZ102-L01 Agronomi indralays 1RE2022020220232007; Dr. Irmawst, .F., M.5c, M50 X O
5 St 16Ssp 2023 EAM-9AM Group: 2324-01-PAG2102-L01 Agranami Indralaya TIRI0AZICNTAR NG e It SR M el M e X O
B WedZ0Sep 2023 TOAM - 114040 Group: 2324-01-PAG2102-L01 Agranami indralays 13521 2131325031002:0r. [r. M. Umar Harun, M3 eHX O
7 WedI75sp2023 104M- 114040 Group: 2324-01-PAG2102-101 Agronormi Indralays 185212131588031002:0r ir. M. Umar Harun, 115 e X O
8  Wedd CooZ023 108M- 114080 Group: 2324-01-PAG2162-L01 Agronomi indralays 1962127131982031002:0r. Ir. M. Umar Harun, M5 X O
5 Wed 11 QceZBZ3 1040 - 114080 Group: 2324-071-PAGZ 102107 #I'Lg_"unnml' Indralays 196212131988031002:Dr_ Ir. M, UmasrHarun, M5 [ # x 2
10 Wed 12 02023 1040 - 11:4040 Group: 2324-071-PAG2102-L01 Agronami Indralays 1962121319850310020r- Ir. M. Umar Harun, M3 X O
11 Wed JE Do 2023 T0AM - 114040 Group: 2324 01-PAGZ2102-L01 Agronomi Indralays 196209051385031006; Prof. Dr. Ir Rujits Agus Suwignyo, MAgr. i O
12 Wed 1 NGV 2023 T0AM-1T-40AM Group: 2324-01-PAGZ102-L07 Agronomi indralsys 1ERUA091SRSTETO0E. Prof. Dr-TrRufitodimes Suviznyo, MAer: elX O
13: Wed 8 Now 2023 10AM =11:4040 Group: 2324-01-PAG2102-L01 Agronomi indralays 135205051 985021008; Frof. Dr. Ir Rujits Agus Suwignyo, M.Agr e O
14 \Wed 15 Moy 2023 104K - 11-4080 Group: 2324 01-PAG2102-LA1 Agronomi indralaya VIROO0H 505 T 006 Frar D haino Agus SUwasnye: Mofer: X O
15 Wed 22 Moy 2023 S304M - 114N Group: 2324.01-PAG2102-L07 Agronomi Indralays 136203091385031006; Prof. Dr. Ir Rujito Agus Suwignyo, M.Agr. c X O
16 Sat25MNov 2023 10AM- 1T:40AM Group: 2324-01-PAG2102-L01 Agronomi indralaya 196209031 301006, Frot T i Buiio Agus Suwiery, Moasr. e O



2324-01-PAG3101 Budidaya Tanaman Sayuran Daftar Hadir Kis Agronomi Indralayd

Add =ezzion Repart

lmpore Export Status et Temporary bsers
Sessions. | Al w Al | Sl LIEE':“ ldonths ” Waeks H Elgys |
# Date Time Type Description Actions [
1 Thu24Aug 2023 12:30PM-Z10PM Group:2324-01-PAG3101-LO01 Agronomiindralays . |22/ 1208193503 2001 Dr. Susilawad, 3.7, M. eHX O
¥ ThuZl Aug Z02F 1Z-30PM - 16PN Group: 2374-01-PAGHDT-L0T Agroromi Indralaya 196712081 935032007; Dr. Susilswati, 5.F,, M.5i X U
3 Thu7Sep 2023 12:30PM -Z10PM Group:Z324-01-PAGIT07-LOT Agroriomi indralaya. | 707 12081935032001Dr: Susitawati, 5.P.. M.5i X O
4 Thu |4 Sep 2023 12:30FM - ZZ0PM Group:2324.01-PAGITON-LOT Agrencmiindralsys 1967 72081335032001°Dr. Susilawati; S.P: M.5i eRX O
5 Thu 2| Sep 2022 12:20FWM - 20PN Groups 2324.01-PAGI101-LOT Agronomi Indraizya 155708172023212031; Dr- Rofigon Purnamz Ris, SR, MU e O
& ThuZBSsp 2023 1-40FM - 4PN Group: 2324-01-PAG3107-L01 Agronomi Indralays 135708172023212031; Dr. Rofigon Purnama Ris, 5.P.0 M55 e HX O
K Thu 5 Cet 2033 1Z230PM - 10PN Growp: 2374-01-PAG3107-L0T Agrenomi lndralays T95708172023212031; Dr. Rofigoh Purpama Ria, 3.F., M.51 o ﬁ x 3
8 Thu1Z Dct 2023 12:300M - Z106PM Group: 2324-071-PAGI1071-L0T Agronomi Indralays 139708172023212031; Dr. Rofigoh Purnama fia, 5:P.. M-S eHX O
9 Thi 1902023 1240PM- 290 Group: 2324-01-PAGI101-L0% Agronomi Indralsya 133708172023212031; Dr. Rofigoh Furnama Ria, 5.F.. M.3i B X 0O
10 Thu 28 Dcr 2023 12320PM -Z10PN Group! 2324-01-PAGI101-LOT Agronomi Indralaya Dr_Ir. Muhammad Ammar, M.P. {! ﬁ x ]
11 Thued Noy 2022 1230PW - E10PM Groop: 2324-01-PAG3107-LOT Agrancmi Indralaya Dr. Ir. Muhammad Ammarn, M.P. i ﬂ x 2
12 Thu 3 Novw 2023 1230PMW - Z10PM Groupe 2324-07-PAGITDT-LOT Asronomi Indralays Dr.ir. Muhammad Ammar, M.P: 4 ﬁ x O
3 Thu V& Mow 2023 12:30PM - Z210PM Group: 2324-01-PAG3DT-LOT Agronomi Indraiays Dr. Ir. Muhammad Ammar, M.P: {!‘ ﬁ x O
14 Truw 23 Nov 2023 12:30P0 - Z-10PM Group: 2324-07-PAGITDT-LOT Agronomi Indralays pr. Ir. Muhammad Ammar, M.P, ﬂ" ﬁ x O
15 Thu 30 Mow 2023 T230PN - 210PM  Group: 2324-011-PAGIT 01-LOT Agrofomi Indralaya br. tr. Muhammad Ammiar, MNP - # K Ll



2324-01-PAG3102 Budidaya Tanaman Buah-buahan Daftar Hadir KIs Agronomi Indralaya

El

13
12
13

14

Add =ession Report Impore Export Status set Temporary users
sessions | Al w All | Al past [ hioritis H Weeks || Elays
Date Time Type Description Actions [
Eri 12 Aug 2023 1:10PM - 2:50PM Group: 2324.01-PAGIT02.L01 Agronomi Indralays 135506211326021001; Dr.Zsidan, M-Sc. ' - . S
Mo 23 ALp 2023 :D0PM -4PK Growp: 2324-01-PAG3T02-POT Agronomi Palembang 195506211986021007; Dr Zaidan,M.5¢. e HX O
FriZ5 Aug 2023 1110PM -Z50FM Group: 2324-0A1-PAG3102-L0T Agronomi Indralaya 195906211986021001; Dr-Zsidan, M. 5c: ﬂ' ﬁ x O
Wed 30 Aug 2023 I0PM -4PM  Group: 2324-01-PAG37102-P01 Agranomi Palembang TIR9062T1 9860 DRTaidsr M Se: e GX O
Fri 1 5ep 2023 1:10FM -ZR0PM Group: 2324-01-PAGIT102-L0T Agronomi Indralays BIE3Se0023; Dr. Fikri Adriansyah, 5.50L Q‘ ﬁ x =
Szt Sep 2023 SAM - ZPM Group: 2324-01-PAG2102-L01 Agronomi indralsya s eBX D
FriB-Sep 2023 1:70PM -250PM Group: 2324-01-PAGIT02-L07 Agronomi Indralaya BOE3E6G0AS; Dr, Fikri Adriansyah, 5.510 X O
Fri 15 Sep 2023 1:10PM -2:50PM Growp: 2324-01-PAG3T102-L07 Agronomi Indralays BSE3IEERN23; Dr. Fikri Adriansyah, 5.51 1!' ﬁ x ]
Fri 22 Sep 2023 1:10FM -2:50PM Group: 2374-01-FAG3102-LDN Agronomi Indralays B363560023; Dr. Fikri Adriansyah, 5.50 Q‘ # x [
Fri 23 Sep 2023 1:10PM -Z50PM Group: 2324-01-PAG3T02-L01 Agronomi Indrslsys Brr. Ir. Muhammad Amimar, M.P. [t - . S
Fri & Cocc 2023 2AM - THAN Group: 2324-01-PAG3102-L01 Agrondmi Indralays Erise ARggraini, S.F.,, M.Si, PhD. ﬂ' ﬁ x O
Fri 13 Ot 2023 110PM - 2-50PM  Group: 2324-07-FPAGIY02-LDT Agronomi indralaya Erize A&nggraini. 5.P., M.5i, PR.OC o ﬁ x [
Fri 20 Ot 2023 1:10GPM -Z250PM  Group: 2324-00-PAGI102-L0T Agronomi indralsys Erise Angeraini, 5.7, M.Si, Ph.D. f # x [
Fri27 Dot 2023 110PK - 2:50PM Grougp: 2324-01-PAGIT02-LOT Agronomi Indralaya Or. Ir. Muhammad Amamar, M.P. Q‘ -ﬂ- x O
Fri 2 Mow 2023 100PM -Z250FM Group: 2324-01-PAG3T102-L01 Agronomi Indralaya Dr. Ir. Muhammad Ammar, M.P. o ﬁ x [ |
Wad © ey 2023 110PM -ZTOPKM Group: 2224-01-PAG2T02-L01 Agronomi Indralays TI5E05211585027007; DrZaidan M50 e X O



2324-01-PAG3104 Arsitektura Pertamanan Dafar Hadir Kls Agronomi Indralaya

Sesnions Add z==sion Report Import Export Status set Temparsry Users
Seszions . All w Al | Al :EE'” =.-1-:~rr_r!£. Weekz || Day=
# Date Time Type Description Actions )
1 Moo 21 Aug 2023 1040 - 114050 ‘Group: 2324.01-PAG3E04-LOT Agronami Indralaya TSB2TTIT1327021000; Dr. Ir. Yakup, M2 L - B 4N
2 Mon28AuE 2073 SAM-S408Y  Group: 232401-PAG3104-L01 Agronomi Indralaya 19B2T12T1987031007; Or. Ir. Yakup, M5 e X O
3 Mioh45ep 2073 1040 - 112080 Group: 2324-01-PAGII04-L01 Agronami Indralays TSEZIIZTI92T031000; Dr. Ir. Yakup, MLE X O
& Nlon 11 52p 2023 104K 114080 Group: 2324-01-PRGIH04- L0 Agrondimi Indralaya TEEZT1211387021001; Dr. fr. Yakup, M2 e X O
S Mon 183=p 2023 1080 - 114080 Group: 2324.01-PAG3104-101 Agrenomi Indralays 9550621 1386021001 'Dr. Zaidan, MSc. X O
£ MonZSSep 2003 10AM - 114040 Group: 2324.01-PAG3104.007 Agronami Indratays TS5505271985021001 Or. Zaidan, M.5c. e X O
7 MonZOctI0IE 1048 - 114040 Group: 2324.01-FAGIT04 10T Agronami Indralaya 1959052113986021 001 'Dr. Zaidan,M.5c. X O
B Tuei00cc2023 TPV -9PM Group: Z7324-01-PAGE1 04-107 Agronomi Indralays 55205221328031004 Dr.Ir. Entiz Susisna Halimi, M.5c e X O
B Tue 7 CeI073 TEM GBI Graup: 2324.01-PAGIIDA-L0T Agronoemi nidralsys 196209221 958031004; Drilr. Entis Susisna Halimi: M.5c. clX O
10 Tue 240 2023 7P - SPM Group: 2324-01-PAGE104-L07 Agronami Indralsya 15520922198803100+; Dr.r. Entis Sutisna Halimi. M.5c. - &
11 Toe3! Oc2023 7PM - SPM Group: 232401-PAG2104-L01 Agronemi Indralays 795209221323021004; Dr.lr. Entiz Sutizna Halimi, M.5<. e X O
12 Wed BhovZOIZ SAM - 3404 Group: 2324-01-PAG104-L07 Agronomi Indralaya FHSO0EZ VI IRaRET a0 D Tl MSe X O
13 Mor 13 Now 2023 1048 - 11:4040 ‘Group: 2374-01-PAGI104-101 Agronami Indralaya Dr. Lidwinz M. Sulistyaningsih, M1 e O
14 Mion 20 Nav 2025 104N - 314040 ‘Group: 2324-01-PAG3104-L07 Agronarmi Indralaya S Lioyina I Sulsnaningsit, M. X O
15 Mon 27 Moy 20323 T0AM - 1714080 Group: 2324-071-PAG3104-L07 Agronomi Indralaya Dr. Lidwinz M. Sulizzyaningsin, M50 e O
16 Mon 4 Dec2023 10AM - 114040 Group: 2324 01-PAG3104-101 Agronomi Indrslays Dr. Lidwing N. Sulistyaningsih eBX O



2324-01-PAG3103 Pertanian Grganik Daftar Hadir KIs Agronomi Indralaya

Sazsions Add session Report Import Emport Status set Temporary Wsers
sessions | Al w . All | All past [ Weeks || Diays
# Date Time Type Description Actions [
1 Wed 16 Aug 2023 12:30PM - Z20PW  Group: 2324-07-PAG3103-L01 Agronomi Indralays 196712081995032001; Dr: Susilawas, S.F. M.Si [ - o
2 WedZ3Aug 2075 1Z30PM - Z20PM Group: 2324.01-PAGI103-L0T Agronomi Indraisys e e e X O
3 Wed 30 Aug 2023 1Z30PM - 220PM  Group: 2324-01-PAG3103-L01 Agronomi Indralaya PRGN AR U Susikaty 50 M e X O
4 Wed s Sep 2023 12:30PM - Z:20PM Group: 2324:01-PAG2103-L0T Agronomi Indralaya VIST1Z0E13330A2000 T Susiawath . M e HX O
S  Wed1358p 2023 1 SZ10PM Group: 2324-01-PAG3103-L0T Agronomi indralaya 138.LREA2008 L0, b Bishisn SF. M e HX O
& WedZ0Sec 2023 1ZE0PM - 2:10PM Group:2324-01-PAGI103-L0T Agronomi Indraizya 1322080220031 11001, Fiers Gustisr, 58 M. e 8X O
7 Wed 27 Sap 2033 1220PM- 2:10FM  Group: 2324-01-PAG2102-101 Agronomi lndralaya 1382080220081 11007 Fitra Gustiar, 5P M.SI et BX O
8  Wed4Occ20Z3 8AM -9:30aM Group: 2324-01-PAG3103-L01 Agronomi Indraizys 13B20BOZ2002111001 © Fitra Gustiar, 5P M.50 X O
9 Wed 11 0ce 2033 BAM - 10AM Group: 2324 01-PAG2102-L07 Agronomi Indralays 138208022008111007 © Fitrs Gusiar, 3P, M.50 e X O
10 Wed 18:0c 2022 1Z30PM - 2:10PM  Group: 2324-071-FAGF103-L0T Agronomi Indrslaya Cir, Muhammad Ammar, M.P. Q‘ # x O
11 Wed I5 Qcb 2033 1230FM -Z10FPM  Group:2324-01-PAGIT103-LOT Apronomi Indralaya Cir. Muhammad Ammar, M.P. ’E * x O
12 Wed 1 Moy 2023 12:30PM-Z200PM Group: 2324-031-PAG3103-L0T Agronomi Indraisys Dir. Muhammad Ammar, M.P. (g ﬁ x O
13 WedB Nov.Z023 12:30PM-Z2:10PM Group: 2324-031-PAG3Y103-LI Agronomilndralays Br. Mubammad Ammar, M.P. o ﬁ x O
14 Wed 15 Mov I0ZE3 TZ20PM - 2:-70PM Group:2324-07-PAG3102-L01 Agronomi Indralays Cr. Muhammad Ammar, M.P. d‘ ﬁ x O
15 Wed 22 oy 2023 1220PM-Z10FPM  Group: 2324-01-PAG3103-L0T Agronomi Indralays br. Muhammad Ammar, M.P. & 'ﬂ' x o
16 Wed 23 tyov 2025 TZE20PM- 2:100M  Growp: 2324-01-PAG3103-L07 Agronomi Indralays Regular clazs s=z=io0n d‘ ﬂl x O



2324-01-PAG3107 Produksi Tanaman Perkebunan Karet dan Kelapa Sawit paftar

Hadir Kls Agronomi Indralaya

Sessions Add session Report Import Export Status set Temporary Users
Sessions | Al w All |.~'-.I past Weeks || Days
Date Time Type Description Actions [
Fri 1B Aug 2023 2PM - 3:40P M Group: 2324-01-PAG2107-L01 Agronomi Indralays 196212131988031002;0r.Ir. M. Umar Harun, M5 Q ﬁ x O
Tue 22 Aug 2023 T0AM - 11:404M Group: 2324-01-PAG3107-L01 Agronomi Indralaya 196212131988031002;Dr.Ir. M. Umar Harun, M5 ﬂ ﬁ x [
Tue 29 Aug 2023 104M - 11:404M Group: 2324-01-PAG3107-L01 Agronomi Indralaya 136212131383031002.Dr.Ir. M. Umar Harun, M3 B 0O
Tue 5 Sep 2023 10AM - 11:40AM Group: 2324-01-PAG3107-L01 Agronomi Indralaya 136212131338031002:Dr.Ir. M. Umar Harun, M3 e B D
ue 12 Sep 2023 104M - 11:40AM Group: 2324-01-PAG2107-L01 Agronomi Indralaya 196002111985031002; Dragr. Ir. Erizal Sodikin e X U
Tue 19 Sep 2023 10AM - 11:404M Group: 2324-01-PAG3107-L01 Agronomi Indralaya 196002111985031002; Dr.agr. Ir. Erizal Sodikin 0 lﬁ x O
Tue 26 Sep 2023 10AM - 11:40AM Group: 2324-01-PAG3107-L01 Agronomi Indralaya 196002111985031002; Dr.agr. Ir. Erizal Sodikin e X U
Tue 3 Oct 2023 10AM - 11:404M Group: 2324-01-PAG3107-L0Y Agronomi Indralays 156002111985031002; Dr.agr. Ir. Erizal Sodikin e X O
Tue 10 Oct 2023 10AM - 11:40AM Group: 2324-01-PAG3107-L01 Agronomi Indralaya 198902232012122001; Erise Anggraini, 5P, MSi. Ph.D eX O
Tue 17 Oct 2023 104N - 114040 Group: 2324-01-PAG3107-L01 Agronomi Indralays 198302232012122001; Erize Anggraini, 5P, M5i. Ph.D ﬁ ﬁ x (]
Tue 24 Oct 2023 10AM - 11:404M Group: 2324-01-PAG3107-L07 Agronomi Indralaya 198902232012122001; Erise Anggraini, 5P, M5i. Ph.O e X O
Tue 21 Oct 2023 T0AM - 114040 Group: 2324-01-PAGZ107-L01 Agronomi Indralays 198902232012122007; Erise Anggraini, 5P, M5i. Ph.D 0 'ﬁ K [
Tue 7 Mov 2023 10AM - 11:4DAM Group: 2324-01-PAG2107-L01 Agronomi Indralaya 136106211386022005; Dr. Ir. Marlina, M5 e D
Tue 14 Mov 2023 104M - 11:404M Group: 2324-01-PAG3107-L01 Agronomi Indralays 15E10E2711385022005; Dr. Ir. Marlinz, M2 B 0O
Tue 21 Nov 2023 10AM - 11:404M Group: 2324-01-PAG3107-L01 Agronomi Indralaya B X U
Tue 28 Mov 2023 104K - 11:4040 Group: 2324-01-PAG3107-L01 Agronomi Indralays 15E10E2711385022005; Dr. Ir. Marlinz, M2 e 0O

16



