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Short This course equips students to master various BIPA learning strategies. The topics discussed are basic concepts of learning approaches,
Course methods and strategies, various learning strategies, problems using learning strategies and their solutions, various BIPA learning assessment
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Learning

Week- | €&ch learning [ Estimated time] e e Assessment
stage [ References ] Weight (%)
(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online)

offline’)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
1 Lecture contract Answering Criteria: Material: the 10%
and explain the sequentially, Criteria: Test rubric: | 2 X 50 essence of learning
| e e | DI iormatn | Disussion
foreign speakers is 5. Ans_\}vering ge\c/)glopments Questions and foreign spea.kers
sequentially, within and outside | ANSWers References: 1.
completely and the country Pangest_/, Fida and
inaccurately, the Budi, Arif. 2018.
Z%%rv(\e/eifi r?g Form of Development of
incorrectly, Assessment : grosz-Cultural
incompletely and | Participatory ased BIPA
inaccurately, the Activities Teaching Materials
score is 2. Using a
Answering but Communicative
incorrectly, the Contextual
scoreis 1 Approach. Journal
of language
education, VOL7,
No 2.
2 Explaining BIPA 1.Can explain Criteria: Flipped Material: 2. Cross- 0%
standardization BIPA Riteria: Rubric Test: [ Classroom cultural
standardization. S?%?gr‘iégeo?umra' Learning. understanding
Can differentiate | various countries Students study Refgrence: 3.
BIPA and compare Suyl_tno, 1. 2004.
standardization | Form of BIPA . Baszg Knowled_ge of
between CEER | Assessment : standardization BIPA: Theoretical
= between CEFR Views of Language
and PPSDK. Par_t|<_:|_patory and PPSDK Learning.
2.Answering Activities through Yogyaka}ta:
sequentially, structured Beautiful Graphics.
completely and assignments.
precisely, the 2 X 50
score is 5
Answering
sequentially,
completely and
inaccurately, the
score is 3
Answering not
sequentially,
incompletely
and
inaccurately, the
score is 2
Answering but
incorrectly, the
score
3 Explain learning 1.Can explain Criteria: Students focus Material: 0%

indicators/outcomes
for BIPA students

SKL in the
latest version of
BIPA Learning.
Can group BIPA
SKL based on
competency/skill
aspects

2.Answering
sequentially,
completely and
precisely, the
score is 5.
Answering
sequentially,
completely and
inaccurately, the
score is 3.
Answering
incorrectly,
incompletely
and
inaccurately, the
score is 2.
Answering but
incorrectly, the
score is 1

Criteria: Rubric

Test: explains East

Javanese culture
taught in BIPA
learning

on the
elaboration of
the BIPA SKL
from the
Ministry of
Education and
Culture.
Students
discuss topics
given by the
lecturer online
and do
assignments
and then
upload them
2 X 50

indicators/learning
outcomes for BIPA
students
Reference: 3.
Suyitno, 1. 2004.
Basic Knowledge of
BIPA: Theoretical
Views of Language
Learning.
Yogyakarta:
Beautiful Graphics.

Material: learning
indicators/outcomes
for BIPA students
Reference: 4.
Suyitno, 1. 2005.
Indonesian for
Foreign Speakers:
Theory, Strategy
and Learning
Applications.
Yogyakarta: CV.
Beautiful Graphics




Identifying class 1.identifying and | Criteria: Material: 6. Class 0%
characteristics and differentiating Criteria: Rubric 2 X 50 characteristics and
BIPA Learners class Test: explains BIPA bipa learners
- teaching strategies Reference: 4.
characteristics at home and abroad Suvi
and BIPA uyitno, I. 2005.
students (in the Indor]eszan for
country and Foreign Speakers:
Theory, Strategy
abroad) and Learning
2.Answer|_ng Applications.
sequentially, Yogyakarta: CV.
completely and Beautiful Graphics
precisely, the
score is 5.
Answering
sequentially,
completely and
inaccurately, the
score is 3.
Answering
incorrectly,
incompletely
and
inaccurately, the
score is 2.
Answering but
incorrectly, the
scoreis 1
Identifying class 1.1dentifying and | Criteria: Inquiry Material: 6. Class 0%
characteristics and differentiating Criteria: Test rubric: | Modeling characteristics and
BIPA Learners class explains BIPA Questions and bipa learners
characteristics standardization answers Reference: 4.
students (in the | Assessment : Foreign Speakers:
country and Test Theory, Strategy
abroad) and Learning
2.Answe ring Applications.
sequentially, Yogyakarta: CV.
completely and Beautiful Graphics
precisely, the
score is 5.
Answering
sequentially,
completely and
inaccurately, the
score is 3.
Answering
incorrectly,
incompletely
and
inaccurately, the
score is 2.
Answering but
incorrectly, the
score is 1
Explains the text- Explain and detail Questions and Material: text- 20%
based approach in text-based Form of answers based approach in
BIPA learning in an approaches in BIPA Assessment : Inquiry integrative BIPA
}?é‘;ﬁ’;gﬂ‘:%;%@?ser learning. Practice / 2X50 learning from four
Performance Library aspects: 1.

Pangesti, Fida and
Budi, Arif. 2018.
Development of
Cross-Cultural
Based BIPA
Teaching Materials
Using a
Communicative
Contextual
Approach. Journal
of language
education, VOL7,
No 2.




7 :Exple_lins the BIPA 1.Mention the Criteria: students watch Material: BIPA 20%
earning i Criteria: Rubric a video about learnin
methodology in yalr|ous_meg1lcl)3dAs Test: Explains the | jearning BIPA methoc?ology in
accordance with f ‘eaming achievement abroad - accordance with
curriculum 2.Answering indicators of BIPA ’ :
standardization sequentially, teachers and Australia - then curriculum

completely and studentsin discuss online standardization

: accordance with about methods References: 3.
preusgly, the BIPA standards in learning Suyitno, 1. 2004.
score is 5. BIPA and do BIPA Basic
Answering Form of assignments Knowledge:
sequentially, Assessment : 2 X50 Theoretical Views
completely and | Project Results of Language
inaccurately, the | Assessment / Learning.
score is 3. Product Assessment Yogyakarta:
Answering Beautiful Graphics.
incorrectly,
incompletely
and
inaccurately, the
score is 2.
Answering but
incorrectly, the
scoreis 1

8 uUTsS 0%
2 X 50

9 Assessment in Answering Criteria: Questions and Material: 0%
BIPA learning for sequentially, Criteria: Test rubric: | answers for assessment in
fO'Ltjr: aspects alo?g comple}el);hand explains BIPA Group BIPA learning
with assessmen recisely, the score h :
instruments |ps 5. Angwering glr?jéglﬂé‘fgner Discussion Aspects of BIPA

sequentially, 2 X 50 learning
completely and assessment
inaccurately, the Library: 4. Suyitno,
score is 3. 1. 2005. Indonesian
ﬁ';f)‘;‘:gggg for Foreign
incompletély and Speakers: Theory,
inaccurately, the Strategy and
score is 2. Learning
Answering but Applications.
incorrectly, the Yogyakarta: CV.
score is 1 Beautiful Graphics

10 Identifying BIPA 1.Mentioning Criteria: Flipped Material: problems 0%
learning problems problems in Criteria: Test rubric: | Classroom in BIPA learning

BIPA leaming. gxpla&nithe Teﬁl', Learning. Identifying BIPA
o ased Approach in | gy dents study learning problems
Identifying BIPA Learning
f concepts and at home and
problems in
BIPA learning at work on abroad
home and practice References: 4.
questions Suyitno, 1. 2005.
abroad about BIPA Indonesian for
2'A”SW3“_”9 learning Foreign Speakers:
sequentially, problems Theory, Strategy
completely and encountered at and Learning
precisely, the home and Applications.
score is 5 abroad Yogyakarta: CV.
Answering 2 X50 Beautiful Graphics
sequentially,
completely and
inaccurately, the
score is 3
Answering not
sequentially,
incompletely
and
inaccurately, the
score is 2
Answering but
incorrectly, the
score
11 Identifying BIPA 1.1dentify BIPA Material: 0%
learning problems learning 2 X 50 Identifying BIPA
problems at learning problems
home and at home and
abroad ;er?e?gnces 4
2.Answering Suyitno, 1. 2005.
sequentially,

completely and
precisely, the
score is 5
Answering
sequentially,
completely and

inaccurately, the

score is 3
Answering not
sequentially,
incompletely
and

inaccurately, the

score is 2
Answering but
incorrectly, the
score

Indonesian for
Foreign Speakers:
Theory, Strategy
and Learning
Applications.
Yogyakarta: CV.
Beautiful Graphics




12 Solutions to BIPA 1.Find solutions | Criteria: Study groups Material: problems 0%
learning problems related to Criteria: Rubric to solve in BIPA learning, at
problems in Testﬁ eaxp!au?s the | problems in home and abroad
BIPA learning me AO Sinlearning | gipA learning, References: 2.

2 Answering at home and quwp, HD 2008.
sequentially, abrogd. - Principles of )
completely and Inquire Language lrearnlng

: 2X50 and Teaching.
precisely, the Jakarta: USA
score is S. Embassy (Person
Answering Education Inc.)
sequentially, pen: Noor Cholis &
completely and Yusi A. Pareanom.
inaccurately, the CLS. 2012. (Online)
score is 3.
Answering
incorrectly,
incompletely
and
inaccurately, the
score is 2.
Answering but
incorrectly, the
scoreis 1
13 Solutions to BIPA 1.Finding Criteria: Study groups Material: BIPA 0%
learning problems solutions related Crituleria:t_'l'est ertltt:riC: to solve learning problems
B explanation of the problems in References: 3.
;gf%g::isnlﬁ types of BIPA BIPA learning, Suyitno, I. 2004.
Explainin 031er teaching methods at home and Basic Knowledge of
innlz)vativg abro_ad. - B/_PA.‘ Theoretical
. Inquire Views of Language

solutions that 2 X 50 Learning.
can be Yogyakarta:
developed from Beautiful Graphics.
other possible
problems found.

2.Answering
sequentially,
completely and
precisely, the
score is 5.

Answering

sequentially,

completely and

inaccurately, the

score is 3.

Answering

incorrectly,

incompletely

and

inaccurately, the

score is 2.

Answering but

incorrectly, the

score is 1

14 Example of 1.Comment on Students Material: design of 30%

effective BIPA examples of Form of discuss online effective BIPA
Ic?(?srgs%ssigriiti?gss effective BIPA | Assessment : based on learning strategies
in BIPA class) learning Project Results observations of (sitin class in BIPA

strategy Assessment / examples of class)

designs. Explain Product Assessment reallgtlc BIPA Refgrences: 4.

the learning Suyitno, _I. 2005.

. strategy Indonesian for

effectiveness of designs Foreign Speakers:

Iearnmg ) 2 X 50 Theory, Strategy

strategies in and Learning

BIPA classes Applications.

2.Answering Yogyakarta: CV.
sequentially, Beautiful Graphics

completely and
precisely, the
score is 5.
Answering
sequentially,
completely and
inaccurately, the
score is 3.
Answering
incorrectly,
incompletely
and
inaccurately, the
score is 2.
Answering but
incorrectly, the
score is 1




15 Examples of BIPA 1.Practicing BIPA | Criteria: Inquiry Material: BIPA 20%
learning strategy learning Answering Constructivism learning strategy
designs from levels, strategies in sequentially, Learning design from levels,
aspects, methods 9 . completely and Experience aspects, methods
and assessments small forums in precisely, the score | )?50 ’()j )

class is 5. Answering gnf assessr’?%nts
2.Answering sequentially, eterences: .
sequentially completely and Suyitno, 1. 2004.

' inaccurately, the Basic Knowledge of
completely and | score is 3. BIPA: Theoretical
precisely, the Answering Views of Language
score is 5 incorrectly, Learning.
Answering incompletely and Yoovakarta:

. inaccurately, the gya I
sequentially, score is 2. Beautiful Graphics.
completely and Answering but
inaccurately, the [ incorrectly, the
score is 3 score is 1
Answering not
sequentially, Form of .
incompletely Assgssment :

! 4 Project Results

an Assessment /
inaccurately, the | product Assessment
score is 2

Answering but

incorrectly, the

score

16 Examples of BIPA 1.Practicing BIPA | Criteria: Inquiry Material: BIPA 20%
learning strategy learning Answering Constructivism learning strategy
designs from levels, strateqies in sequentially, Learning design from levels,
aspects, methods F ; completely and Experience aspects, methods
and assessments small forums in precisely, the score | 'y 5y and assessments

class Is 5. Answering Ref .3
2.Answering sequentially, eterences: .
sequentially completely and Suyitno, I. 2004.

' inaccurately, the Basic Knowledge of
completely and | score is 3. BIPA: Theoretical
precisely, the Answering Views of Language
score is 5 incorrectly, Learning
Answering incompletely and Y Karta:

. inaccurately, the ogya arta: .
sequentially, score is 2. Beautiful Graphics.

completely and | Answering but
inaccurately, the | incorrectly, the

score is 3 scoreis 1
Answering not

sequentially, Form of .
incompletely Assessment :
and Project Results

Assessment /

inaccurately, the | proqyct Assessment

score is 2
Answering but
incorrectly, the
score

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Case Study

No [ Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 10%
2. | Project Results Assessment / Product Assessment 90%
3. | Practice / Performance 20%

100%
Notes

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

2 T o

© o~

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 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 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.

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

topics.

11. 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%.

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