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FOREWORD 

Praise be to Allah SWT, for all His abundant grace, so that the learning monitoring and 

evaluation report can be completed properly. The preparation of this report could not be 

separated from the help and support from various parties. The highest gratitude and 

appreciation goes to: 

1. Chancellor, Vice Chancellor for Academic Affairs, Vice Chancellor for Finance at the State 

University of Surabaya. 

2. The Unesa Quality Assurance team which has provided guidance, input, and advice regarding 

the monitoring and evaluation of learning. 

3. Dean, Deputy Dean for Academic Affairs, and Deputy Dean for Finance, Faculty of 

Engineering, State University of Surabaya who have supported the implementation and 

implementation of learning monitoring and evaluation. 

4. The Quality Assurance Group Faculty of Engineering team which has helped assist, monitor, 

and participate in the monitoring and evaluation of learning activities at the Faculty of 

Engineering Unesa. 

5. The Quality Assurance Unit team has provided information and carried out monitoring in 

their respective study programs. 

Constructive criticism and suggestions from readers are highly expected for the perfection of 

the monitoring activity report and subsequent learning evaluation. Hopefully this report can be 

useful for readers. 

 

Surabaya, January 8th 2021 

 

 

Quality Assurance Group 

Faculty of Engineering 

Unesa 
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A. Results of Non-conformance Recapitulation of Lecturer Learning Monitoring at the Faculty of Engineering 2020 

Monitoring of learning for this year was performed using google form. This is due to the effects of Covid-19 which is pandemic in 

Indonesia, so that the implementation of learning at the State University of Surabaya must be carried out online. The results of the 

recapitulation of learning monitoring activities are based on the results of data filling out google forms that have been carried out by the 

Quality Assurance Group team in each study program at the Faculty of Engineering, State University of Surabaya. Consists of 20 study 

programs from the Electrical Engineering, Mechanical Engineering, Civil Engineering, Family Welfare Education, and Informatics 

Engineering department. According to the schedule that has been proposed, each course was monitored by 2 supervisors. However, in some 

of the results of monitoring and evaluation in the Informatics and Electrical Engineering department, the monitoring and evaluation data 

was represented by 2 monitoring and evaluation. The recapitulation data related to the presence or absence of learning monitoring 

discrepancies was more clearly presented in Table 1. 

Table 1.Results of Non-conformance Recapitulation of Lecturer Learning Monitoring at the Faculty of Engineering 2020 
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Information : 

• Jurusan Teknik Mesin (PTM) : Mechanical 

Engineering Department 

• Jurusan Teknik Elektro (TE) : Electrical 

Engineering Department 

• Jurusan Teknik Sipil (TS) : 

Civil Engineering Department 

• Jurusan Teknik Informatika (TIF) : 

Informatics Engineering Department  

• Jurusan Pendidikan  Kesejahteraan Keluarga 

(PKK) : Family Welfare Education 

Department 

• Persiapan Mengajar : Teaching Preparation 

• Pelaksanaan Pembelajaran : Learning 

Implementation 

• Evaluasi Pembelajaran : Learning 

Evaluation 

• % Rata-rata : %Average 
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B. Non-conformance of Learning Monitoring and Evaluation 

The implementation of learning monitoring and evaluation (Monev) activities for the Faculty of 

Engineering, State University of Surabaya (Unesa) was carried out on the date of the 9th meeting until 

the 13th meeting in the Odd Semester 2020/2021 at the Department of Mechanical Engineering (TM), 

Department of Electrical Engineering (TE) , Department of Civil Engineering (TS), Department of 

Informatics Engineering (TIF), and Department of Family Welfare Education Engineering (PKK). 

However, during the monev, several study programs, especially in the TIF Department, did not 

meet the predetermined schedule. This is because at the same time in the TIF department, several  

monitoring teams have confirmed COVID-19. In addition, during the monitoring and evaluation 

activities at the engineering faculty, there was a big agenda for ASIIN international accreditation. The 

monitoring and evaluation is carried out using instruments that have been provided by the Unesa Quality 

Assurance Center (PPM). Quality Assurance Group (QAG) makes a monitoring and evaluation system 

using google forms, which results directly on Quality Assurance Unit (QAU) and QAG. With the 

following link: 

Table 1. Learning monitoring and evaluation form link 

No Department Learning Monitoring Form E-mail 

1 Mechanical 

Engineering  

https://bit.ly/MonevPembjJTM gpm_ft@unesa.ac.id 

akhmadrasyid@unesa.ac.id  

2 Electrical 

Engineering  

https://bit.ly/MonevPembjJTE gpm_ft@unesa.ac.id 

nurhayati@unesa.ac.id   

3 Civil  

Engineering  

https://bit.ly/MonevPembjJTS gpm_ft@unesa.ac.id 

dadangsupriyatno@unesa.ac.id  

4 Family Welfare 

Education 

https://bit.ly/MonevPembjPKK gpm_ft@unesa.ac.id 

yulistiana@unesa.ac.id  

5 Informatics 

Engineering  

https://bit.ly/MonevPemjTIF gpm_ft@unesa.ac.id 

ardhiniwarih@unesa.ac.id  

 

The implementation as same as other faculties at Unesa, which is divided into 3 learning domains 

(preparation, implementation, and evaluation of learning). 

 

C. Non-conformance based on 3 domains (teaching preparation, teaching implementation, 

and teaching evaluation) 

The three learning domains at the Unesa Faculty of Engineering have been implemented as a 

whole. Findings from the results of the monitoring and evaluation of learning from the three domains 

showed discrepancies. The findings of the discrepancy were sequentially, namely the domain of 

learning evaluation by 20%, implementation of learning 12%, and preparation of learning 1.6%. The 

learning evaluation domain found the highest percentage (20%) due to the implementation of the 

mailto:gpm_ft@unesa.ac.id
mailto:akhmadrasyid@unesa.ac.id
mailto:gpm_ft@unesa.ac.id
mailto:nurhayati@unesa.ac.id
mailto:gpm_ft@unesa.ac.id
mailto:dadangsupriyatno@unesa.ac.id
mailto:gpm_ft@unesa.ac.id
mailto:yulistiana@unesa.ac.id
mailto:gpm_ft@unesa.ac.id
mailto:ardhiniwarih@unesa.ac.id
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33% 
39% 

 

26% 

assessment on several tasks not being completed. The results of assignments and USS scores have not 

been returned to students. Figure 1 below shows that the results of monitoring activities are related to  

discrepancies in the 3 learning domains. 

 

 To find out whether there is a learning discrepancy or not, the Quality Assurance Group of 

the Faculty of Engineering uses an instrument from the Unesa PPM which consists of 25 statement 

items. Monitoring and evaluation at the learning preparation stage consists of 7 statements, the learning 

implementation phase consists of 10 statements and the learning evaluation phase consists of 8 

statements. The recapitulation of the results of the lecturer's learning monitoring and evaluation based 

on the instrument items is shown in Figure 2. 

The existence of discrepancies in the learning preparation stage obtained the highest percentage 

value in the Family Welfare Education (PKK) Department of 10.7%, Electrical Engineering (TE) of 

6.2%, Civil Engineering (TS) 3.6%, and Mechanical Engineering (TM) Department is 2.4% The mean 

value of non-conformance in the preparation domain is more clearly presented in Figure  3. 

 

 

1% 

 

 

 
 

1.6% Preparation 

 

12% Execution 

20% Evaluation 

 

 

 

 

Image 1.Average Discrepancy Diagram based on 3 Learning Domains 
(teaching preparation, teaching implementation and teaching evaluation) 

Figure 2.Non-conformance Diagram of Lecturer Learning Monitoring Based on Instrument Items 

12% 

20% 

67% 
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 TM TE TS TIF PKK 

Preparation 02% 06% 04% 00% 11% 

 

Figure 3.Diagram of the Percentage of Non-conformance in the Learning Preparation Stage 
 

The results of monitoring at the implementation stage of learning indicate a discrepancy 

with the highest percentage value seen in the TM Department (24.2%), TIF Department (15.9%), 

and PKK Department (13.6%). This is because some lecturers in the FT study program have 

implemented each item in the implementation of learning at the previous meeting, then students 

have understood the stages of delivering material from the beginning to the end in one unit. 

The average value of non-conformance in the implementation domain is more clearly presented 

in Figure 4. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 TM TE TS TIF PKK 

Implementation 24% 00% 00% 16% 14% 

 

Figure 4. Diagram of the Percentage of Non-conformance in the Learning Implementation Stage
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The results of monitoring at the learning evaluation stage showed a discrepancy with the 

highest percentage value in the PKK Department (45.3%), TS Department (40.6%), TM 

Department (25%), TE Department (12.5%), and TIF majors (4.6%). The mean value of non- 

conformance in the evaluation domain is more clearly presented in Figure 5. 

 

50% 
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40% 

35% 

30% 

25% 

20% 

15% 

10% 

05% 

00% 
 

 

Figure 5. Percentage Diagram of Non-conformance Learning Evaluation Stage 

 
D. Follow Up Plan 

The percentage value of the largest discrepancy is based on Figure 1 of 3 learning domains, 

namely the learning evaluation domain, the learning implementation domain, and the learning 

preparation domain. After we take a closer look, especially by using Table 1 Recapitulation of Non-

conformance Monitoring of Lecturer learning at the Faculty of Engineering, we get the largest 

percentage value for each domain based on the instrument items, so a follow-up plan is given which is 

presented in Table 2. 

Table 2.Follow up plan 

  

   

    

   

   

     

    

    
   

     

       

TM TE TS TIF PKK 

Evaluation 25% 13% 41% 05% 45% 

 

No Item Finding 
Percentage 

Incompatib

ility 

Action Plan 

Carry on 

Learning Preparation 

1 3 Semester Learning Plan (RPS) 
has been validated by a team in 
the science family 

8.3 UPM coordinates 

with the management team of 

study programmes so that 

lecturers immediate support to 

do validation and RPS 

ratification the moment before 
lectures. 

2 2 The RPS that has been developed has 

been approved by the QAU/Head of 

Study Programme 

3.7 
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No Item Finding Percentage 

Incompati

bility 

Action Plan 

Carry on 

    RPS was used by lecturers and 

RPS thas been validated by the 

QAU team, and require 

lecturer has teaching material 

at least in the form of 

powerpoint. 

Learning Implementation 

3 10 Lecturers start and end according to the 

lecture schedule 

16.7 There needs to be 

socialization so that the 

lecturer always start and 

end accordingly schedule in 

each learning 

4 9 The lecturer reflects at the end of   the 

lesson/meeting 

13.3 There needs to be 

socialization so that the 

lecturer always 

give reflection  in every 

learning 

6 6 Lecturers are able to motivate 

students to participate actively 

during learning 

13.3 There needs to be 

socialization so that the 

lecturer always 

giving motivation  in every 

learning 

7 3 Lecturers register/initiate at learning  

platform 

 

 

 

 

 

11.7 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The lecturer has done  

registration/initiation on 

platform which used, but on 

every meeting is not always 

done because students have 

used to. So that lecturers are 

given socialization so that every 

meeting keep delivering. 

8 4 Lecturer do apperception during 

online learning 

 

 

10 Need socialization so that 

lecturer always do activities 

apperception in  learning with 

online platform 

9 8 Lecturer gives assignments to 
students 

8.1  

10 1.a The lecturer determines the technical 

implementation of the online 

showchat/FGD 

8.3 There needs to be socialization 
to the lecturer 



10 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

No Item Findin

g 

Percentage 
Incompatib

ility 

Action Plan 
Carry on 

  (platform)  better always chat 

technical related lecture 

implementation 
even at the beginning 
meeting already 
convey 

11 5 Lecturers upload teaching materials 
and or supporting media 

2.5 Need socialization so that 

lecturer always 
do teaching materials  
even though on 
previous meeting has 
been done, it is  intended 
that students can 
recalling existing material. 

Follow up plan 
there is socialization to 
the lecturer for upload 
material teach or media 
supporter and read the 
assignment at the 
beginning of lectures. 

12 7 Lecturer give chance to the 
fullest college student to ask/answer/ 

argue 

6.7 There needs to be 

socialization to students 

so that they always 
use opportunity in 
online learning, 
actually the lecturer has 
just do less students 
use the opportunity 

13 2 Lecturers carry out lectures according 
to the schedule marked with journal 
entrieson linesiakadu 

0.7 Need socialization related 
to filling siakadu 

Learning Evaluation 

13 7 The results of midterm exam scores 
are announced  back to students 

39.7 Socialization needed  to 

lecturers to be ready 

immediately do 
result announcement 
USS value. 
Directing to the lecturer 
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No Item Findin

g 

Percentage 
Incompatib

ility 

Action Plan 
Carry on 

    so that the value of  
midterm exam 

returned to 
college student 

14 3 Questions in midterm exams has 
been validated  
 

33.1 System required on 

siakadu so that the 

lecturers are willing to 

do it validation before 

midterm exam. 
Perform validation on 
midterm exam 

15 2 Lecturer returns graded assignments 
to students 

31.3 Socialization was needed 
of the importance 

task return to college 

student. Remind lecturer  so 

soon to return task 
which has been assessed. 

16 4 Lecturers compile USS . assessment 
rubrics 

26.7 Lecturer need to draft 
grading rubric for 
about midterm exam. 
plan follow-up is 
remind the lecturer so 
soon composing a 
question rubric of 
Midterm exam in the 
future. 

17 1 The lecturer gives an assessment  of 
the assignments given to students 

19.8 Need to give schedule 
assessment time and 
deadline. Quickly make 
corrections student 
assignments and 

return task to college 

student. Evaluation was 
so the students 
know the truth of 
the task given and 
motivated 

18 5 USS is carried out according to the 
schedule stated in the RPS 

1.3 System required siakadu, 
so the midterm exam  can 
be done accordingly 

timetable. Recommend 
lecturer so that 
carry out midterm exam 
on schedule 

19 6 USS questions according to the 

material 

0.7 Need socialization on 
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No Item Findin

g 

Percentage 
Incompatibilit

y 

Action Plan 
Carry 

on 

  learning  better question 

adjusted to 
material that has been 
given 

 

Therefore, in the future the Faculty of Engineering, Unesa Academic Affairs, QAC, QAG, QAU, 

the curriculum team, and information technology development center (PPTI) must make every 

effort to disseminate information related to the preparation, implementation, and evaluation of 

learning. 

 
E. Generic Description 

The Faculty of Engineering, State University of Surabaya has five departments, namely the 

Electrical Engineering Department, the Mechanical Engineering Department, the Civil Engineering 

Department, the PKK Department and the Informatics Engineering Department. The total number of 

study programs in the engineering faculty is 20 study programs. The implementation of the curriculum 

that has been carried out has made learning preparations, made lesson plans, currently has also 

implemented the plan into a process of learning activities to accommodate the latest curriculum and has 

used the approachstudent center. By applying this approach, almost all students are actively involved in 

all courses, thus creating a conducive climate for teaching and learning. Based on the results of the 

M&E implementation, several discrepancies were found, but they did not affect the overall learning 

process. 

 

Monitoring and evaluation of learning (MONEV) is carried out routinely and is driven by the 

Quality Assurance Group (QAG) of the Faculty of Engineering. Almost all lecturers have been 

monitored and evaluated. This is due to good cooperation and coordination between study programs 

through QAU and QAG, Faculty of Engineering, and QAC Unesa. There is an increase in the number 

of courses being monitored, in the previous year 3 courses per study program became 4 courses per 

study program. 

 

F. Conclusions from the Implementation of Learning Monev in the Faculty of Engineering 

1. Implementation 

Monev in faculty of engineering were generally run smoothly even though several study 

programs were not on time according to the predetermined schedule, this is because at the time of the 

monev implementation at the same time the auditee and supervisor are carrying out very important 

tasks, namely ASIIN International accreditation activities and several supervisors who are confirmed to 

have positive COVID-19. But all monev activity had been done well. 

The platforms used in learning vary, for example whats App, google classroom, zoom, meet, etc. 

The choice of this platform is adjusted to the type of course and has been communicated with students. 
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Some of the challenges are for courses that have practicals. The Covid-19 pandemic has become an 

obstacle for several courses that require materials/tools that are not easily available today. To overcome 

this, lecturers use audio-visual media by making video tutorials and assigning students to analyze them. 
 

 2. Mechanisms for implementing learning monev 

The mechanism for implementing learning monev in the Faculty of Engineering is     as follows: 

a. The Study Program together with the Head of the Department proposes an online Learning 

Monitoring and Evaluation Schedule which includes courses, audits, lecture times and the names of 

prospective supervisors to be addressed to GPM. 

b.  QAG held a coordination meeting with QAU, Head of Departement and Deputy Dean 1 
regarding the mechanism and implementation of learning monitoring and evaluation. 

c. The schedule for monitoring and evaluation of the Faculty of Engineering that has been prepared 

is socialized to QAU, supervisors, and auditees. 

d. The auditor of monev communicates with auditees about the timing and mechanism for 
monitoring and evaluation of learning. 

e. The implementation of online learning monev is carried out in accordance with the instruments 

socialized by QAC. 

f. The auditor of monev reports online learning monitoring and evaluation results to QAU and 

QAG 

g. GPM makes a report on the implementation of learning monev based on data from the  monev. 

 

 3. Obstacles faced 

a. The obstacle faced was the lecturer's delay in sending the evidence (screenshot) to the monev, 
this caused the preparation of the monitoring and evaluation report at GPM, late 

b. Junior supervisors feel awkward towards more senior auditees, this affects the data collection 
process 

c. There is a concurrent activity, namely ASIIN international accreditation activities. 

 
4. The impact of online learning monev 

a. Positive impact:with the Monev Learning during the Covid 19 pandemic, namely improving the 

quality of learning by being forced by lecturers to be more creative to achieve successful learning 

outcomes. Especially some courses that require practice (cannot be done by students) so that 

lecturers make video tutorials for students. In addition, lecturers are more skilled in 

using/choosing platforms and making learning media according to the type of subject. 

b. Negative impact: This online learning has received complaints from students about conditions in 

some areas where the internet is not running smoothly, especially when it rains heavily.
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Appendix 1 Monev . Instruments  

INSTRUMENT 
 

     LEARNING MONITORING OF LECTURERS 

(Ins/PPM-Monev-0) 
 

auditee's name Audit Date Auditor officer 

   

 Location  

 
STATEMENT 

 
Head of Study Program .................. states that the data and information filling in all 
questions in this instrument are correct according to facts, and are open to verification 
by the Unesa Quality Assurance Team. 

Surabaya, ...................................2020 

 
Head of Study Program …….. 

 

…………………………………………….. 

(signature, name and stamp) 
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Instructions for Filling in: Choose "Yes" or "No" in the column provided by 

ticking (√) according to your choice. 
 

NO. QUESTIO

N 

YES NO EVIDENCE/DESCRIPTION 

A. Teaching Preparation    

1 RPS is designed and developed by lecturers 

independently/groups in accordance with the 

  Certified, uploaded and 
validated RPS 

 development of science and technology  

2 The RPS that has been developed has been 

approved by the QAU/Head of Study 

Programme 

  
Teaching materials owned 

by lecturers 

3 RPS has been validated by a team in the 
QAU 

   

4 The RPS has contained learning outcomes    

 according to the Indonesia National 
Qualification Framework (KKNI) consisting 
of knowledge, attitudes, general skills and 

special skill 

 

5 RPS has been uploaded on Siakadu    

6 Write down the platform used by the 
lecturer in online learning on the 
observation sheet. 

   

 a. Virtual learning 
b. E-learning 
c. Edmudo 
d. Zoom 
e. Google Classroom 
f. Whatsapp 

Other …………………. 

 

7 Lecturer have ingredient teach in 

the form of 
handouts, powerpoint slidesdictation, 

   

 modules, or textbooks written by the  

 supervising lecturer  

 Amount    

B. Learning Implementation    

1a. The lecturer determines the technical 
implementation of the online chat/FGD ( 
platform) 

  Proof of chat 
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b. Write down the platform used by the 
lecturer in online learning on the 
observation sheet. 

a. Virtual learning 
b. E-learning 

  Observation sheet evidence 
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NO. QUESTION YES NO EVIDENCE/DESCRIPTION 

 c. Edmudo 
d. Zoom 
e. Google Classroom 
f. Whatsapp 

Other …………………. 

   

2 Lecturers carry out lectures according to 

the schedule marked with journal entries 

on line siakadu 

  Proof of screenshots/ QAG access 

3 Lecturers register/initiate at platform used   Proof of  screenshots 

4 Lecturers conduct online learning 
apperception 

  Screenshot proof 

5 Lecturers upload teaching materials and or 
supporting media 

  Screenshot proof 

6 Lecturers are able to motivate students to 
participate actively during learning 

  Screenshot proof 

7 Lecturers provide the widest opportunity for 
students to ask/answer/argue 

  Screenshot proof 

8 Lecturer give 

college student 

Duty  to    Proof of screenshots in student 
assignment 

9 Lecturer do 

learning/meeting 
reflectio

n 

in  end   Screenshot proof 

10 Lecturers start and end according to the lecture 
schedule 

  Lecture journal proof 

 Amount    

C UTS Learning Evaluation    

1 The lecturer gives an assessment of the 
assignments given to students 

  screenshot proof 

2 Lecturers return assignments that have been 
assessed to students. 

  screenshot proof 

3 The questions in midterm exam  have been 

validated 

  Proof of screenshots/forms 

Midterm exam question validation 

4 Lecturers compile midterm exam assessment 

rubrics 

  Proof of screenshots / rubric files 

5 Midterm exam is held according to schedule    Journal screenshot proof 
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NO. QUESTIO

N 

YES NO EVIDENCE/DESCRIPTION 

 listed on the RPS    

6 Question midterm exam in 

accordance with theory of  

learning 

  Proof of midterm exam and 

RPS Questions 

7 The results of midterm exam scores are 

announced back to  students 

  Screenshot proof 

8 The results of the midterm exam value are 

analyzed based on the indicators of 

achievement 

  Proof of screenshot results 

performance analysis 

 Amount    

 

 

 

Notes : 

Assessment can be concluded by taking the value of the number of yes and no values divided number of 

question items 
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Appendix 2.Monitoring Results 

 

 



20 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



21 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



22 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



23 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



24 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



25 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



26 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



27 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



28 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



29 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



30 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 

 



31 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



32 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



33 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



34 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



35 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



36 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



37 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



38 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



39 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



40 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



41 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



42 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



43 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



44 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



45 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



46 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



47 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



48 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



49 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



50 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



51 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



52 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



53 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



54 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



55 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



56 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



57 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



58 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



59 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



60 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



61 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



62 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



63 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



64 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



65 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



66 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



67 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



68 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



69 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



70 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



71 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 



72 |MONEV Learning 2020 - GPM FT  

 

 


