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Outcomes | Program Objectives (PO)
(PLO) PLO-PO Matrix
PO Matrix at the end of each learning stage (Sub-PO)
P.O Week
1|2|3|4|5|6|7|8|9|10|1l|12|13|14|15|16
Short Students have insight into the philosophy of education, the national education philosophy of Pancasila, and are able to carry out
Course ontological, epistemological and axiological studies of the Pancasila educational philosophy, and are able to reflect and think
Description | critically about the implementation of education in accordance with ontological, epistemological and axiological reviews through
humanistic learning.
References | Main :
1. Imam Barnadib 1988. Ke arah perspektif baru pendidikan . Jakarta: P2LPTK, Ditjen Dikti, Departemen Pendidikan dan
Kebudayaan.
2. Jalaludin dan Abdullah Idi 1997. Filsafat Pendidikan: manusia, filsafat, dan pendidikan . Jakarta: Gaya Media Pratama.
3. Madijid Noor, dkk. 1987. Filsafat dan teori pendidikan, Jilid 1, filsafat pendidikan . Bandung: Fakultas limu Pendidikan,
IKIP Bandung.
4. Madjid Noor, dkk. 1987. Filsafat dan teori pendidikan, Jilid 2, filsafat pendidikan . Bandung: Fakultas limu Pendidikan,
IKIP Bandung
5. Sunarjo Wreksosuhardjo. 1976. Pembimbing ke dalam filsafat pendidikan nasional Pancasila. Surakarta: Fakultas lImu
Pendidikan Universitas Sebelas Surakarta
Supporters:
Supporting [ SUTRISNO WIDODO
lecturer Prof. Dr. Rusijono, M.Pd.
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Mastering the Students can | Criteria: Contextual 0%
basic concepts of explain the Full marks are instruction
philosophy and meaning, obtained if you can | piscussion
philosophy of objectives, answer the questions | 5 y 50
science problems and above correctly.
scope of
philosophy
and
philosophy of
science
Mastering the Students can | Criteria: Contextual 0%
basic concepts of explain the Full marks are instruction
philosophy and meaning, obtained if you can | piscussion
philosophy of objectives, answer the questions | 5 y 50
science problems and above correctly.
scope of
philosophy
and
philosophy of
science
Ability to explain Students can | Criteria: direct 0%
general scientific explain the 1.Written questions: | learning,
conceptions difference 2 Eull marks are 2 X 50
between .
science and given to correct group
knowledge, answers. discussions
gggc}i?i%ns or 3.observation
knowledge to gwdellngs
be called 4 .Scores in the
science. range 1-4 are
assigned to
measure activity
and accuracy of
understanding,
low (1), fair (2),
good (3), very
good (4).
Understand the Students can | Criteria: Contextual 0%
amse%r::iggo?”d g)s(pfg?s of 1.Written questions: | instruction
sci%ntific ontology sci%ntific 2.Full marks are ICoop_eratlve
ontology given to correct ze?(rglgg
answers.
3.observation
guidelines
4 scores in the
range 1-4 are
assigned to
measure
5.1. liveliness
6.2. communication
skills
7.3. accuracy of
understanding
8.Description: low
(1), fair (2), good
(3), very good (4).
Understand the Students can Contextual 0%
meaning and explain instruction
aspects of aspects of Cooperative
scientific ontology scientific learning
ontology
2 X 50
Understanding the Can explain Criteria: Contextual 0%
?ailis?eegio%s Ofin tho?nTsaciJ? 1.Written questions: | instruction
thpe philosogﬁy of gpistemology 2.Full marks are ICoop_eratlve
science: basic in the given to correct | !aming
concepts of philosophy of answers. 2X50
science arf1d scienc‘eiI 3.observation
sources o D e | gukeles

basic
concepts of
science and
sources of
knowledge

4 .scores in the
range 1-4 are
assigned to
measure

5.1. liveliness

6.2. communication
skills

7.3. accuracy of
understanding

8.Description: low
(1), fair (2), good
(3), very good (4).




7 Understanding the Can explain Criteria: Contextual 0%
ma}ir: poir?ts of the Tai? 1.written questions: | instruction
the philosophy of | epistemology |  2/Full marks are | Cooperative
science: basic in the given to correct earning
concepts of philosophy of answers. 2X50
science and science, 3.observation
sources of especially o
knowledge regarding the gwdehqes

basic 4 .scores in the
concepts of range 1-4 are
science a?d assigned to
sources 0
measure
knowledge 5.1. liveliness
6.2. communication
skills
7.3. accuracy of
understanding
8.Description: low
(1), fair (2), good
(3), very good (4).
8 uTS 0%
2 X 50

9 Understand the Can explain Criteria: Contextual 0%
ma'fg pon}ts of the Ta"]} 1.written questions: | instruction
e smescahyer | Sommiogy | 2l mas are | Cooprane
science: the in the given to correc
boundaries of philosophy of answers. 2X580
science and science, 3.observation
scientific methods especially -

regarding the gmdelm_es
boundaries of 4 .scores in the
science and range 1-4 are
scientific assigned to
methods
measure
5.1. liveliness
6.2. communication
skills
7.3. accuracy of
understanding
8.Description: low
(1), fair (2), good
(3), very good (4).

10 Understand the Can explain Criteria: Contextual 0%
ma}irt1 poirllts of the Tai? 1.written questions: | instruction
esmescihyer | Sommiogy | 2l mas are | Cooperave
science: the in the given to correc
boundaries of philosophy of answers. 2X50
science and science, 3.0bservation
scientific methods especially e

regarding the gwdehqes
boundaries of 4 .scores in the
science and range 1-4 are
scientific assigned to
methods
measure
5.1. liveliness
6.2. communication
skills
7.3. accuracy of
understanding
8.Description: low
(1), fair (2), good
(3), very good (4).

11 Understanding the the main Criteria: Contextual 0%

g]p&iusrge%:)r;(t)sggfin ggzgtttsemoglogy L.written questions: | instruction
. : Cooperative

the philosophy of in the 2.Full marks are .
science: the nature | philosophy of given to correct learning
of truth and the science, answers. 2X50
theory of truth especially 3.0bservation

regarding the S

nature of truth guidelines

and the theory
of truth

4 .scores in the
range 1-4 are
assigned to
measure

5.1. liveliness

6.2. communication
skills

7.3. accuracy of
understanding

8.Description: low
(1), fair (2), good

(3), very good (4).




12 Understand Can explain Criteria: ontextual 0%
a);iologly astar} th a);iologly astar} 1.Written questions: | instruction
integral part of the integral part o ;
philosophy of the philosophy | 2-Full marks are ICoop_eratlve
science of science, given to correct earning

including answers. 2X50
ethics and 3.observation
aesthetics guidelines
4 scores in the
range 1-4 are
assigned to
measure
5.1. liveliness
6.2. communication
skills
7.3. accuracy of
understanding
8.Description: low
(1), fair (2), good
(3), very good (4).

13 Understand Can explain Criteria: ontextual 0%
f'”;iOIOeg astar} h _a>;i0|og|y astar} 1.Written questions: | instruction
integral part of the integral part o :
philosophy of the philosophy |  2-Full marks are ICooperatlve
science of science, given to correct earmning

including answers. 2X50
ethics and 3.observation
aesthetics guidelines
4 .scores in the
range 1-4 are
assigned to
measure
5.1. liveliness
6.2. communication
skills
7.3. accuracy of
understanding
8.Description: low
(1), fair (2), good
(3), very good (4).

14 Understand the Can explain Criteria: Contextual 0%
impact of the the ethical 1.Written questions: | instruction
development and impact of the 2 Eull K Cooperative
use of knowledge development -Full marks are learni

and use of given to correct earning
knowledge answers. 2X50
gﬂg the social 3.observation
professional gwdehqes
responsibilities | 4-scores in the
of a scientist range 1-4 are
assigned to
measure
5.1. liveliness
6.2. communication
skills
7.3. accuracy of
understanding
8.Description: low
(1), fair (2), good
(3), very good (4).

15 Understand the Can explain Criteria: Contextual 0%
impact of the the ethical 1.Written questions: | instruction
development and impact of the 2 Eull K Cooperative
use of knowledge development -Full marks are learni

and use of given to correct earning
knowledge answers. 2X50
ggg the social 3.observation
professional gmdelm_es
responsibilities |~ 4.scores in the
of a scientist range 1-4 are
assigned to
measure
5.1. liveliness
6.2. communication
skills
7.3. accuracy of
understanding
8.Description: low
(1), fair (2), good
(3), very good (4).
16 UAS WRITING 0%
TEST

2 X50




Evaluation Percentage Recap: Case Study

No [ Evaluation | Percentage

0%

Notes
1.

o o kM w

o~

10.
11.
12.

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 the final ability that is planned at each learning stage, and is specific to the learning material of the course.
Indicators for assessing ability in the process and student learning outcomes are specific and measurable
statements that identify the ability or performance of student learning outcomes accompanied by evidence.
Assessment Criteria are benchmarks used as a measure or measure of learning achievement in assessments based
on predetermined indicators. Assessment criteria are guidelines for assessors so that assessments are consistent and
unbiased. Criteria can be quantitative or qualitative.

Forms of assessment: test and non-test.

Forms of learning: Lecture, Response, Tutorial, Seminar or equivalent, Practicum, Studio Practice, Workshop
Practice, Field Practice, Research, Community Service and/or other equivalent forms of learning.

Learning Methods: Small Group Discussion, Role-Play & Simulation, Discovery Learning, Self-Directed Learning,
Cooperative Learning, Collaborative Learning, Contextual Learning, Project Based Learning, and other equivalent
methods.

Learning materials are details or descriptions of study materials which can be presented in the form of several main
points and sub-topics.

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

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