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Learning Case Studies
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Program PLO study program that is charged to the course
Learning —
Outcomes | Program Objectives (PO)
(PLO) PO-1 | Understand the relationship between knowledge, knowledge, and philosophy of science

PLO-PO Matrix

P.O

PO-1

PO Matrix at the end of each learning stage (Sub-PO)

P.O Week
1 (23|45 ]|6]|7 8 9 10 [ 11 | 12 [ 13 | 14 | 15 | 16
PO-1
Short Basic and deep-rooted understanding of the conception of science, mapping of science, knowledge and truth, neutrality, benefits and
Course impact of science on life. It also examines the meaning, implications and implementation of the philosophy of science for scientific and

Description | educational development with an emphasis on issues of logic and scientific methodology.

References | Main :

1. Pramono, Made, dkk, 2005, Filsafat limu (Kajian Ontologi, Epistemologi, dan Aksiologi) , Unesa Unipress, Surabaya.

2. Pramono, Made, E-learning Filsafat llmu : http:/elearning.unesa.ac.id

3. Kuipers, Theo A.F., (ed.), 2007, Handbook o f The Philosophy o f Science: General Philosophy o f Science - Focal Issues,
Elsevier BV, Netherlands.

4. Endraswara, Suwardi, 2012, Filsafat llmu: Konsep, Sejarah, dan Pengembangan Metode Ilimiah , Yogyakarta: CAPS.

5. Prawironegoro, Darsono, 2010, Filsafat llmu: Kajian tentang Pengetahuan yang Disusun Secara Sistematis dan Sistemik
dalam Membangun llmu Pengetahuan , Jakarta: Nusantara Consulting

6. Nina W. Syam. 2013. Model-Model Komunikasi. Bandung: Simbiosa

7. Thomas S. Kuhn. 2005. The Structure of Scientific Revolutions (Peran Paradigma Dalam Revolusi Sains). Bandung: Rosda

8. Nina W. Syam. 2013. Filsafat Sebagai Akar Komunikasi. Bandung: Simbiosa

Supporters:

Supporting | Dr. Danang Tandyonomanu, S.Sos., M.Si.
lecturer Awang Dharmawan, S.lkom., M.A.

Final abilities of

Help Learning,
Learning methods,

each learning S e Student Assignments,
Week- | stage [ Estimated time]
(Sub-PO)
Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online)

offline )

Learning
materials Assessment

[ References ] | Weight (%)

(1) () () 4 (5) (6)

(@) (8)




Ability to identify 1.Students are | Criteria: Pulpit Material: 5%
the meaning, scope able to explain | Student lectures and introduction
of discussion, h ) ¢ | participation in questions Bibliography:
history, and fhe meaning ot} ¢lass and answers Thomas S.
position of the the philosophy .
philosophy of of science. Eorm of Group Kuhn. 2005.
science. 2.Students are | Assessment : dl_scussmn_s The S_trut_:zfure
. - 7 Slide and film of Scientific
able to identify | Participatory screenings Revolutions
the scope of Activities Online (The Role of
discussion of lectures and Paradigms in
the philosophy interactions Scientific
of science. 2X50 Revolutions).
3.Students are Bandung:
able to explain Rosda
the history of
the
development
of the
philosophy of
science.
4 .Students are
able to identify
the position of
philosophy of
science among
other sciences
and
communication
science.
Q]bility to identify 1.Students are | Criteria: Pulpit Material: 5%
e meaning, scope ’ initi
n discussiogn, P able to explain g;l:ggggtion o :;j:etzgiﬁ)sn:nd gs(f)l;glg?,
history, and the meaning of | - gjass and answers discussion
position of the the philosophy ! )
g?il%i:%phy o of science. Form of grs?:ﬂrs)sions glos;%r())/nagfd
2.Students are | Assessment : Slide and film philosophy of
able to identify | Participatory screenings science
the scope of Activities Online Reference:
discussion of lectures and Endraswara,
the philosophy interactions Suwardi, 2012,
of science. 2 X 50 Philosophy of
3.Students are Science:
able to explain Concept,
the history of History and
the Development of
development Scientific
of the Methods,
philosophy of Yogyakarta:
science. CAPS.
4.Students are
able to identify
the position of
philosophy of
science among
other sciences
and
communication
science.
Students -Students can Criteria: Lectures and Material: 5%
understand the explain what the Student questions Ontology of
Onrt’r?:ggziggtion ﬁgrsnergﬁiiggtion participation in and answers communication,
ggpecially ’ philosophy is - class 2X50 espeu_ally
regarding the Students can Form of regarding the
nature of the roots | explain the formal | oo o o nature of the
of communication objects of =2 : roots of
as a science communication Participatory communication
philosophy Activities as a

library
science:
Thomas S.
Kuhn. 2005.
The Structure
of Scientific
Revolutions
(The Role of
Paradigms in
Scientific
Revolutions).
Bandung:
Rosda




Students -Students can Criteria: Lectures and Material: the 5%
understand the understand the Student questions influence of
influence of social history of the participation in and answers social sciences
sciences on |nf_|uence of social class 2 X 50 on
communication smen;:es such as communication
sciences sociology,
anthro;%llogy and iz;r:sc;; ent - sciences
psychology on the Y ' Reference:
formation of Participatory Endraswara,
communication Activities Suwardi, 2012,
science Philosophy of
Science:
Concepts,
History and
Development of
Scientific
Methods,
Yogyakarta:
CAPS.
Students -Students can Criteria: Lectures and Material: the 5%
understand the understand the Student questions influence of
influence of social | history of the participation in and answers social sciences
sciences on |nf_|uence of social class 2 X 50 on
communication sue_n::es such as communication
sciences sociology,
anthro;%llogy and /':err:sc;fmem . sciences
psychology on the O ’ References:
formation of Participatory Kuipers, Theo
communication Activities AF, (ed.), 2007,
science Handbook of
The Philosophy
of Science:
General
Philosophy of
Science - Focal
Issues, Elsevier
BV,
Netherlands.
Students -students can Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
understand explain the Student presentations communication
comtmunllcatlon boundaries tc')f participation in and epistemology,
epistemology, communication ) )
egpecially sgt_)ellr_ting phenomena - class qugstlons espegalfly
from determining students can Form of and answers starting from
communication explain the Assessment - 2X50 determining
phenomena to the phenomena that S : communication
process of form Participatory phenomena to
theorization efforts. | communication Activities the process of
theorization theorization
efforts.
References:
Kuipers, Theo
AF, (ed.), 2007,
Handbook of
The Philosophy
of Science:
General
Philosophy of
Science - Focal
Issues, Elsevier
BV,
Netherlands.
Students -Students can Criteria: Lectures, Material: seven 5%
understand the explain the the arguments presentations paradigms of
seven pa_ra(ti_lgms of def|nc|jt_|on of a presented and communication
communication aradigm - )
theory and relate gtuder?ts can Form of qu(ejstlons theory and
them to mapping explain the A t and answers connecting
the phenomenon mapping of ssessment : 2X50 them with the
communication | Participatory mapping of the
paradigms Activities phenomenon.
Reference:
Prawironegoro,
Darsono, 2010,
Philosophy of
Science: Study
of Knowledge
Organized
Systematically
and
Systemically in
Building
Science,
Jakarta:
Nusantara

Consulting




Students are able
to master the final
skills from the 1st
meeting to the 7th
meeting.

Students can
answer questions
covering the
material from
meetings 1 to 7.

Criteria:
exam answer
results

Form of
Assessment :
Test

2 X 50 exam

Material: uts
Bibliography:
Kuipers, Theo
AF, (ed.), 2007,
Handbook of
The Philosophy
of Science:
General
Philosophy of
Science - Focal
Issues, Elsevier
BV,
Netherlands.

20%

Students
understand the
relationship
between social
paradigms,
communication
paradigms and
communication
research
approaches

-Students can
understand the
social paradigms
that structure
science -Students
can explain the
role of paradigms
in communication
approaches -
Students can
identify seven
communication
paradigms based
on social
paradigm groups

Criteria:
Argumentation and
presentation of
discussion results

Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities

Lectures,
presentations
and
guestions
and answers
2X50

Material:
relationship
between social
paradigms,
communication
paradigms and
communication
research
approaches.
Reference:
Prawironegoro,
Darsono, 2010,
Philosophy of
Science: Study
of Knowledge
Organized
Systematically
and
Systemically in
Building
Science,
Jakarta:
Nusantara
Consulting

5%

10

Students
understand the
relationship
between theory
and communication
methods

-students can
identify the theory
and taxonomy
(concept) of
communication -
students can
identify the
differences
between ontology
objects and
axiology objects in
communication
theory -students
can explain the
role of theory in
communication
methods

Criteria:
Arguments and
opinions given after
the discussion

Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities

Lectures and
questions
and answers
2 X 50

Material:
relationship
between theory
and
communication
methods
References:
Kuipers, Theo
AF, (ed.), 2007,
Handbook of
The Philosophy
of Science:
General
Philosophy of
Science - Focal
Issues, Elsevier
BV,
Netherlands.

5%

11

Scientific Method of
Deductive Thinking

Discussion results

Criteria:
Arguments and
opinions given after
the discussion

Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities

lecture,
discussion
60

Material:
deductive
Bibliography:
Prawironegoro,
Darsono, 2010,
Philosophy of
Science: Study
of Knowledge
Organized
Systematically
and
Systemically in
Building
Science,
Jakarta:
Nusantara
Consulting

5%

12

Scientific Method of
Inductive Thinking

Discussion results

Criteria:
the arguments
presented

Form of
Assessment :
Participatory
Activities

lectures and
discussions
60

Material:
inductive
Bibliography:
Prawironegoro,
Darsono, 2010,
Philosophy of
Science: Study
of Knowledge
Organized
Systematically
and
Systemically in
Building
Science,
Jakarta:
Nusantara
Consulting

5%




13 Limitations of the Discussion results | Criteria: Lectures and Material: 5%
scientific method the arguments discussions limitations of
presented 60 deductive and
inductive
Form of methods
Assessment : Reference:
Participatory Nina W. Syam.
Activities 2013.
Communication
Models.
Bandung:
Symbiosis
14 Example of a case Discussion results | Criteria: Lectures and Material: case 5%
study in the Arguments and discussions study
philosophy of opinions given after | gg Bibliography:
science the discussion Prawironegoro,
Darsono, 2010,
Form of _ Philosophy of
Assessment : Science: Study
Participatory of Knowledge
Activities Organized
Systematically
and
Systemically in
Building
Science,
Jakarta:
Nusantara
Consulting
15 Example of a case Discussion results | Criteria: lectures and Material: Case 5%
study in the Arguments and discussions study
philosophy of opinions given after | gg References:
science the discussion Pramono,
Made, et al,
Form of 2005,
Assessment : Philosophy of
Participatory Science (Study
Activities of Ontology,
Epistemology
and Axiology),
Unesa
Unipress,
Surabaya.
16 UAS exam answer Criteria: Written test Material: UAS 10%
results Suitability of the 60 Reference:

answer to the
guestion

Form of
Assessment :
Test

Kuipers, Theo
AF, (ed.), 2007,
Handbook of
The Philosophy
of Science:
General
Philosophy of
Science - Focal
Issues, Elsevier
BV,
Netherlands.

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Case Study
No | Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 70%
2. | Test 30%

100%
Notes

1. Learning Outcomes of Study Program Graduates (PLO - Study Program) are the abilities possessed by each Study

Program graduate which are the internalization of attitudes, mastery of knowledge and skills according to the level of their
study program obtained through the learning process.
The PLO imposed on courses are several learning outcomes of study program graduates (CPL-Study Program) which are
used for the formation/development of a course consisting of aspects of attitude, general skills, special skills and knowledge.

Program Objectives (PO) are abilities that are specifically described from the PLO assigned to a course, and are specific to
the study material or learning materials for that course.
Subject Sub-PO (Sub-PO) is a capability that is specifically described from the PO that can be measured or observed and is

o g A~ w DN

o~

the final ability that is planned at each learning stage, and is specific to the learning material of the course.

Indicators for assessing abilities in the process and student learning outcomes are specific and measurable statements that

identify the abilities or performance of student learning outcomes accompanied by evidence.

Assessment Criteria are benchmarks used as a measure or measure of learning achievement in assessments based on
predetermined indicators. Assessment criteria are guidelines for assessors so that assessments are consistent and unbiased.
Criteria can be quantitative or qualitative.

Forms of assessmen

t: test and non-test.

Forms of learning: Lecture, Response, Tutorial, Seminar or equivalent, Practicum, Studio Practice, Workshop Practice,

Field Practice, Research, Community Service and/or other equivalent forms of learning.




10.
11.
12.

Learning Methods: Small Group Discussion, Role-Play & Simulation, Discovery Learning, Self-Directed Learning,
Cooperative Learning, Collaborative Learning, Contextual Learning, Project Based Learning, and other equivalent methods.
Learning materials are details or descriptions of study materials which can be presented in the form of several main points
and sub-topics.

The assessment weight is the percentage of assessment of each sub-PO achievement whose size is proportional to the
level of difficulty of achieving that sub-PO, and the total is 100%.

TM=Face to face, PT=Structured assignments, BM=Independent study.
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