








J The History of the Asia Conference of Kinesiology (ACK)

2010 May 29

2011 May 20~23

2012 May 20~23

2013 Aug 12~13

2014 Nov 79

2015 July 17

2015 July 18~19

2015 July 19

2016 Feb 17~18

2016 Feb 17~18

COEX, Seoul, KOREA

The 1* Northeast Asia Conference on Kinesiology

Seoul National University, Seoul, KOREA

The 2™ Northeast Asia Conference on Kinesiology

Seoul National University, Seoul, KOREA

The 3" Northeast Asia Conference on Kinesiology

Dalian University of Technology, Dalian, CHINA

The 4" Northeast Asia Conference on Kinesiology

National Taiwan Sport University, Taiwan

The 5" Northeast Asia Conference on Kinesiology

Shin-Matsudo Hotel, Chiba, Japan,
The 1" Meeting of the Preparatory Committee for the Foundation of the Asian Society of Kinesiology
(PCFASK)

Ryutsu Keizai University, Chiba, Japan

The 6" Northeast Asia Conference on Kinesiology

Ryutsu Keizai University, Chiba, Japan
The Declaration of Promoting the Foundation of Asian Society of Kinesiology

Burapha University, Thailand
The 2" Meeting of the Preparatory Committee for the Foundation of Asian Society of Kinesiology
(PCFASK)

Burapha University, Thailand
The 2 Meeting of the Preparatory Committee for the Foundation of Asian Society of Kinesiology
(PCFASK)
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From the above table shows that 19 respondents cuided and made rubric
Assessment in physical education lessons and 2 respondents said occastonally
made but one respondent states do not make jt.

2. Assessment of learning in Physical Education

Implementation of assessment in teaching physical education as a series of
interaction processes of teaching and learning is done by teachers and students
together to be effective and efficient it all components in the learning process of
mutual support, which includes: an clement of students. curriculum. teachers.
infrastructure and the environment as well as their assessment of teaching
methods appropriate for teaching success is not possible apart from the
assessment process without the support of various other elements.

Through research by administering a questionnaire with |5 questions to the
item 22 physical education teacher at the high school in Yogyakarta then it can be
described real conditions of the conduct of the assessment carried out in teaching
physical education teacher. was stated in the following table.

Table 6
Respondents Teachers About Using Assessment Technigues
N(I:'I Teaching Physical Education In accordance with the drafi study plc:n o

Answer umbers of respon
1 Yes 2l 95.45
2 Sometimes ] 4.53
3 No 0 0

Based on the above table shows that 21 respondents in the assessment
exercise using the technique assesment. | respondents sometimes and nothing that
states do not need to use valuation techniques contained in the drafi learning plan.
One thing that the next concern is the teaching method is very important in
determining the effectiveness and efficiency of physical education learning
process, moreover it is known that the teaching of physical education not only in
class but also in the field, so that a method is method  frequently do
demonstrations. To find out more see the following table:

Table 7
Respondents teacher about using demonstration method s often used in Physical
Education Learning

| No Answer Numbers of Respon %
I Yes 20 90.90
2 Sometimes 2 9.09
S Yes 0 0

The table above shows that in general teachers use the demonstration method
in teaching physical education, namely 20 respondents said ves. then 2
respondents also said that sometimes.Learning implementation requires physical
education in the teaching activity of students because the students have to move
the practice to better understand the material presented. but of course the
difficulties that teachers face teaching objectives are not achjeved with the optimal
expected.

The difficulty faced by teachers in the implementation of the assessment has
been prepared both formative and summative. not due to the factor of a teacher's
ability to apply these indicators in basic competencies that exist. because teachers





















Against guidance will be given to students result 20 respondents said yes. and 2
respondents said occasionally give it

The implementation of a series of activities of the assessment of teachers 0
determine the extent of basic competencies can be controlled by the student in the
learning process that involves various aspects such as knowledge. attitudes and
skills based on the existing provisions so that the accumulated mastery of students
on the subject matter as a whole.

Assessment is done to the overall learning program. from planning and
implementation, so that if the results of the implementation of the assessment
(formative) for the unit lessons can not be mastered by all students in a class. the
teacher is required to be repeated the lesson presentation as detailed in the units of
the lesson in question. But it proved to be only 20 respondents who conduct an
overall assessment of learning outcomes. and | respondents sometimes and |
respondents who did do it.

Assessment of learning outcomes ol the lesson plan that is to be done cach
day teachers considering teaching unil is a guide to teach every day. ie 12
respondents constantly, 9 respondents sometimes and 1 person respondents have
never done an assessment of the unit lessons, arguing that the assessment is done
at the end of the semester or the increase in class just so unknown levels of
student achievement overall.

Each teacher is required to conduct formative assessment and summative
against a series of teaching programs that have been developed previously by the
applicable regulations, and 22 respondents teachers recognize the assessment is
useful to know the level of ability of students to Competence Standard and Basic
Competence already established in the subject matter in question.

The level of student mastery of the study materials for each unit of the lessons
of Physical Education who has done 19 respondents stated that mastery over 75%.
while two respondents stated sometimes and one respondents stated not in the
sense of mastery can be reached in under 75% of' the lesson material.

Furthermore. regarding the swdent's mastery level below 75% of
Achievement Indicators completeness only 21 respondents who carry out remedial
about a student. and one respondent only occasionally. Then appraisal conducted
through the same procedure as contained in the unit planning lesson. namely 17
respondents doing so. while 4 respondents sometimes and | respondents again did
not do so.

Regarding the analysis of both aspects votes psychomotor. affective and
cognitive 19 respondents constantly in judgment. and 2 respondents sometimes as
well as one of the respondents are not at all.Next is the follow-up assessments
were done in order to address and improve the quality of student learning
outcomes, it is known that 20 respondents follow up remediai to a basic
competencies by the students under 75%. and 1 respondents occasionally, and |
person of respondents said no. '

Follow-up is either Remedial and Enrichment Analysis is based on
assessment of the individual. it turns out 21 respondents out of 22 teachers are
doing is based on the analysis. but one respondents only occasionally do so.As for
students who otherwise remedial (students below standards) or Pengayan



(students above standard) do based on the minimum completeness criteriaproven
to be 2lorang respondents based on minimum completeness criteria. but there is
still one respondent out of 22 teachers who do not use the benchmark. Here are the
results of the analysis of teacher respondents in the implementation of physical
education learning assessment can be seen in the table the following analysis:
Table 21
Analysis Assessment of Physical Education in Learning

No Question Clasification =
Answer
es Some No
(2) | Times (0
(h
I At the time of conducting the assessment of Iearning outcomes | 21 ! 0]

if you use the technique in accordance with the assessment
contained in the draft lesson plans?

: Do you think the method is often used in physical education | 20 ! 0
lessons is the method of demonstration?

3 Difficulty you have experienced in conducting assessments |1 2 v
Physical Education one of which is the limited facilitios and
infrastructyre -

q Your attempt to overcome the limitations of facilities and | 18 2 2

infrastructure in the implementation of physical education
assessment by making your own equipment

> To students who do not want to follow the implementation of | 20 2 0
physical education assessment normally if you will provide
guidance to the student?

6 Do you make to the overall assessment of learning outcomes | 20 I J
assessment has been prepared and implemented them?

7 Have you been doing the appropriate assessment of learning | 12 9 !
outcomes lesson plan every day?

8 Is the assessment was intended to determine the level of | 22 0 0
students' abilities to standards and basic competencies?

9 Secaraumumiingkat nguasaansiswalerhadapbahanpelajaranuntukseti 19 2 I
apsatuan,diatas 75 otermasukpelajaranPendidikanJasmani.

10 In general. the level of student mastery of the study materials | 27 I 0
for each unit, above 75%, including Physical Education
lessons.

H ‘Assessment of learning outcomes as you do of course through | 17 d U

the procedure and assessment techniques contained in the
draft lesson plans.

12 Do you conduct a valuation analysis in the aspects of | 19 | 23 [ 71
psychomotor. affection and cognition?

13 Follow-up Remedial students do vou know when a Basic | 20 ' ]
Competence gained students achieve below 75%., ;

14 Follow-up assessment remedial and enrichment carricd vouon | 21 I 0]
an analysis assessment of the individual,

15 Students who otherwise Remedial or enrichment by vou is | 2T 0 !

based on the achievement of indicators obtained by the
students. which refers to the minimum completeness criteria
' Amount 272 28 ek

Based on the data table 21 are then tabulated the frequency and processed in
percentage as the formula, (Sudijono. 2008: 43). namely Responder (F) divided by
(N) is the number of respondents X 100.Responder (teachers) who chose the
answer "YES" 272 score (the score obtained = F) and multiplied by the weight







2. Assessment of Physical Edueation in Learning by Teachers

Implementation of & series ol learning assessment in the implementation of
the planned physical education teachers based on the Basic Competence and
indicators of achievement set by the applicable curriculum. 1s none other than the
implementation of the assessment of learning outcomes amid the teaching and
learning process involving students.

Implementation of assessment in teaching physical education have been
formulated through the semester program and program units arc sometimes
subject teachers face many difficulties alTecting the achievement of learning goals
that must be anticipated. Through the research found 4.54% of respondents face
difficulties with limited facilities and infrastructure while the demands of the
curriculum must complete a variety of basic competencies and indicators that have
been set, so the 9:09% of respondents said sometimes problematic to meet the
demands of the curriculum.

Limited facilities and infrastructure in the teaching of physical education can

be fulfilled through the activity of teachers and students create simple tools o
exploit the environment as confirmed by Samsudin. (2008: 59) states:
"The lack of facilities and infrastructure owned Physical education schools require
physical education teachers to be more creative in gudgeon and optimize the use
of existing facilities and infrastructure. Creative teacher will be able to create
something new, or modify existing ones. but presented in a way that is more
attractive, so that children feel happy to follow the physical education lessons
given ".The successful implementation of teaching the teachers reflected on the
ability of students' mastery of subject matter as a whole. so that students can
understand and answer any questions correctly and accuratciy.

F. CONCLUSION

Based on the data processing is done in the discussion of the assessment
exercise in physical education teaching by teachers who have been presented
above, it can be formulated some conclusions end of the study as follows:
(1) planning the learning assessment in physical education conducted by teachers
at 22 high schools in Yogyakarta as a whole is 76.36% or better categorized: (2)
conduct assessments in physical education teaching done by teachers at 22 high
schools in Yogyakarta as a whole is 82.42% or categorized as very good.
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