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Outcomes | Program Objectives (PO)
(PLO) PO -1 Students are able to formulate learning plans that are based on learning theory, innovative, and in accordance with the
social studies curriculum in schools.
PO -2 Students determine social studies learning objectives that suit the school curriculum and the characteristics of the school
environment.
PO-3 Students are able to determine the appropriate assessment design according to the characteristics and needs of students in
the school environment.
PO -4 Students are able to design appropriate learning according to the characteristics and needs of students in the school
environment.
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PO Matrix at the end of each learning stage (Sub-PO)
P.O Week
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PO-1
PO-2
PO-3
PO-4
Short This course aims to develop student competence in planning social studies learning in accordance with innovative approaches, theories,
Course models or learning strategies and in accordance with current educational demands. In this course, students are also introduced to learning
Description | planning in the independent curriculum which in the future will become a new standard in the world of education. The hope is that students
can be adaptive in welcoming all forms of change that exist in the world of education.
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Higher Education. Jossey-Bass: USA.
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Final abilities of

Help Learning,
Learning methods,

Week- | €ach learning Eiaiianen Student Assignments, r';,i?;?i';gs Assessment
stage [ Estimated time] [ References ] Weight (%)
(Sub-PO) . . - ) - -

Indicator Criteria & Form | Offline ( offline) Online ( online)
(1) (2 (3) 4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

1 Students are able 1.Students are able | Criteria: PjBL: Concept PjBL: Concept Material: Social 5%
to explain | to correctly Formative Exploration Exploration Studies
%%?;?ﬂo?bz sed explain the Students draw Students draw Learning
Iearning designs. meaning of Form of conplusions from conplusions frqm Design

learning design. Ass_essment : various various operational Refgrence:
2 Students are able Project Results operational learning-based Zevin, J.
o correctl Assessment / Iearmng—based planning sources. (2015). Social
rectly Product planning sources. | 2x50 Studies for the
explain the Assessment 2x50 Twenty-First
meanlntg (?f the Century:
concept o Methods and
operative Materials for
learning. Teaching in
3.Students are able Middle and
to correctly Secondary
explain Schools (4th
operational ed.). Routledge.
learning-based https://doi.org/...
learning plans.

2 Students are able 1.Students are able | Criteria: PjBL: Concept PjBL: Concept Material: Social 5%
to explain to correctly Formative Exploration Exploration Studies
E:Srgé”gndgs'gns explain the Students draw | Students draw Learning
systems meaning of Form of conplusions frlom conplusions fr_om Design
approach systems Assessment : various planning | various planning Refgrence:

approach-based Project Results sources based on | sources based onthe | Zevin, J.

learnin Assessment / the 2x50 system approach | (2015). Social

9- Product 2x50 system Studies for the

2.Students are able | Assessment approach Twenty-First

to corfectly Century:

explain the Methods and

meaning of Materials for

concepts based Teaching in

on a systems Middle and

approach Secondary
3.Students are able Schools (4th

to correctly ed.). Routledge.

explain the https://doi.org/...

learning design

based on a

systems

approach

3 Students are able 1.Students are able | Criteria: PjBL: Concept PjBL: Concept Material: Social 5%
to explain to correctly Formative Exploration Exploration Studies
'l;e:srg('j“gndgs'gns explain the Students draw Students draw Learning
systems meaning of Form of con_clusions fr_om con_clusions fr_om Design
approach transformative As;essment : various planning | various planning Refgrence:

psychopedagogy- Project Results sources based on | sources bas'ed on Zevin, J.

based learnin Assessment / transformative transformative (201_5). Social

g Product psychopedagogy. | psychopedagogy. Studies for the

2.Students are able | Assessment 2x50 2x50 Twenty-First

to cor_rectly Century:

explain the Methods and

meaning of Materials for

concepts based Teaching in

on transformative Middle and

psychopedagogy. Secondary
3.Students are able Schools (4th

to correcﬂy ed.). Rout/edge.

explain the https://doi.org/...

learning design

based on

transformative

psychopedagogy.

4 tStuderpt;: are able 1.Students are able | Criteria: PjBL: Concept PjBL: Concept Material: Social 5%
0 explain to identify the Formative Exploration Exploration Studies
E;Srgéngndeﬂgns princimg of Students Students conclude Learning
heutagogical heutagogical Form of conplude from from various p!anning Design
learning learning. Assessment : various planning | sources thelprlnmples Refgrence:
principles. 2 Students are able Project Results sources the of heutagogical Zevin, J.

to identify the Assessment / pr|n0|ples_of learning. (2015). Social
S Product heutagogical 2x50 Studies for the
pr|nC|pIes_ of Assessment learning. Twenty-First
heuta}goglcal 2x50 Century:
learning. Methods and

Materials for
Teaching in
Middle and
Secondary
Schools (4th
ed.). Routledge.
https://doi.org/...




5 tStuderlmt;; are able 1.Students Criteria: PjBL: Concept PjBL: Concept Material: Social 5%
O explain formulate the Formative Exploration Exploration Studies
Ibe:;ralangnde&gns concept of Students draw | Students draw Learning
heutagogical learning Form of con_clusions from cor!clusions from Design
learning outcomes. Assessment : various sources | various sources about | Reference:
principles. 2 Students are able Project Results about learning learning achievement | Zevin, J.

to classify Assessment / achlevgment analysis models. (2015). Social

. Product analysis models. | 2x50 Studies for the

'eahr ning . Assessment 2x50 Twenty-First

achievemen ;

analysis models. I\(ilirtlislégs and
Materials for
Teaching in
Middle and
Secondary
Schools (4th
ed.). Routledge.
https://doi.org/...

6 Students are able 1.Students are able | Criteria: PjBL: Concept PjBL: Concept Material: 5%
to work 0? linking to understand Formative Exploration Exploration Cognitive
fr?eggrlittlevsetoeammg cognitive learning Students analyze | Students analyze Learning
learning design theories. Form of various cognitive various cognitive Theory

2 Students are able As;essment : theories and theories and relate References:
o relate cognitive Project Results relate them to them to learning Tung, KY
leamning theories Assessment / learning design. | design. (2015)_.

9 >S | Product 2%50 2x50 Learning and
to learning design | assessment Learning
Development.
Index: Jakarta.

7 Students are able 1.Students are able | Criteria: PjBL: Concept PjBL: Concept Material: 5%
E:(:)Wr?{k grl‘elg;ﬁ'.rr‘]g to understand Formative Exploration Exploration Cognitive
thegorlitlavs oo 9 connectivism Students Students collaborate | Learning
learning design theory. Form of collaborate with | with colleagues and Theory

2 Students are able Assessment : colleagues and Iecturel_’s to carry out References:
to relate Project Results lecturers to carry t_heo_retlcal an_aIyS|s and | Tung, KY
connectivist Assessment / out theoretical link it to learning plans. | (2015).

; ) Product analysis and link | 2x50 Learning and
Iearnlng theorle;s Assessment it to learning Learning
to learning design plans. Development.
2x50 Index: Jakarta.

8 Mastering the linking learning Criteria: MIDDLE MIDDLE SEMESTER Material: 0%
concept of social | theories to learning Test SEMESTER EXAMINATION (TEST | Learning
3‘;’3"?“5 learning | design EXAMINATION | BASED ON Planning

9 Form of (TESTBASED | PRODUCT) Bibliography:
Assessment : ON PRODUCT) [ 2X50 Trudy W. Banta,
Test 2X50 Catherine A.

Palomba
(2015).
Assessment
Essentials
Planning,
Implementing,
and Improving
Assessment in
Higher
Education.
Jossey-Bass:
USA.

9 Students 1.Students are able | Criteria: PjBl: Formulating | PjBl: Formulating Basic | Material: 5%
understand the to understand the | Formative Basic Questions | Questions learning
I(i?t::rgnmges general overview Students analyze | Students analyze CP, | outcomes
learning ! of the social Form of CP, objectives objecFives and tleaching References:
objectives and studies Assessment : and teaching | tools in the Social Tung, KY
teaching tools in curriculum in Project Results tools in the Social | Sciences curriculum (2015).
the school Assessment / Sciences 2 X50 Learning and
curriculum secondary Product 2X50 curriculum Learning

2.55(12321?{5 are able Assessment Develg pment.
to understand Index: Jakarta.
CP, objectives
and teaching
tools in the Social
Sciences
curriculum.

10 Students 1.Students are able | Criteria: PjBl: Developing | Students formulate the | Material: 10%
understand the to analyze Formative products flow of social studies learning
fjrcrz)mmges examples of . Students learning objectives in | outcomes
learning ’ learning objective Form of ) formulate t_he the curriculum. References:
objectives and flow components. Assessment : flow of social Students carry out Tung, KY
teaching tools in 2 Students are able Project Results stqdle_s Ieaynlng criticism in the (2015).
the school ) Assessment / objectives in the | discussion process. Learning and
curriculum to provide Product curriculum. 2 X50 Learning

criticism of Assessment Students criticize Development.
examples of in the discussion Index: Jakarta.

learning objective
flow components.

process.
2X50




11 Students analyze 1.Students are able Criteria:. PjBI: Develop PjBI: Develop RPP Material: 10%
the RPP to analyze the Formative RPP products products learning
components in Students Students analyze outcomes
the school components of : : Yy

: Form of analyze RPP RPP components References:
curriculum the RPP . I
2 Students are able Assessment : components based on Learning Tung, KY
o provide Project Results based on Theory which are in (2015).
critri)cism of the Assessment / Learning Theory | accordance with the Learning and
el Product which are in Social Sciences Learning
example [esson | Assessment accordance with | curriculum. Students | Development.
plan the Social criticize in the Index: Jakarta.
Sciences discussion process.
curriculum. 2 X50
Students criticize
in the discussion
process.
2X50

12 Students analyze 1.Students are able | Criteria: PjBI: Prepare PjBIl: Prepare RPP Material: 10%
the RPP to analyze Formative RPP products products learning
components in ; Students Students analyze outcomes
the school various ) : - 4
curriculum assessment Form of analyze various | various assessment References:

alternatives Ass_essment : assessment alternatives that are in | Tung, KY
2 Students are able Project Results alternatives that | accordance with the (2015).
o provide Assessment / arein Social Sciences Learning and
e fth Product accordance with | curriculum. Students Learning

criticism of the | Assessment the Social criticize in the Development.
example lesson Sciences discussion process. Index: Jakarta.
plan curriculum. 2 X 50

Students criticize

in the discussion

process.

2X50

13 Students 1.Students are able | Criteria: PjBI: Develop PjBIl: Develop RPP Material: 10%
formulate theory- to formulate Formative RPP products products learning
based learning i Students Students formulate outcomes

lans (RPP) that learning : ;
gre in objectives Form of formulate RPPs | RPPs based on References:
accordance with 2 Students are able Assessment : based on Learning Theory that Tung, KY
the social studies to determine Project Results Learning Theory | are in accordance with | (2015).
curriculum in | . Assessment / that are in the Social Sciences Learning and
schools. earning Product accordance with | curriculum. Students Learning
3 assessments Assessment the Social criticize in the Development.
-Students are able Sciences discussion process. Index: Jakarta.
to formulate curriculum. 2 X 50
learning Students criticize
scenarios in the discussion
process.
2X50

14 Students 1.Students are able | Criteria: PjBI: Develop PjBI: Develop RPP Material: 10%
formulate theory- to formulate Formative RPP products products learning
based learning i Students Students formulate outcomes

lans (RPP) that learning ' ;
frein objectives Form of formulate RPPs | RPPs based on References:
accordance with 2 .Students are able Assessment : based on Learning Theory that Tung, KY
the social studies to determine Project Results Learning Theory | are in accordance with | (2015).
curriculum in | . Assessment / that are in the Social Sciences Learning and
schools. earning Product accordance with | curriculum. Students Learning
3 assessments Assessment the Social criticize in the Development.
-Students are able Sciences discussion process. Index: Jakarta.
to formulate curriculum. 2X50
learning Students criticize
scenarios in the discussion
process.
2X50

15 Students are able | able to reflect on the | Criteria: PjBL: Product PjBL: Product Material: 10%
to reflect on the learning planning Formative Reflection Reflection Results Reflections on
Ier%rcgltljr(]:tgs%lr?e?tnmg gg%dnuci éﬂiteza"e Results Students reflect on the | Learning
Eave been p : Form of Students reflect | product, with Literature:
produced. Assessment : on the product, questions: Trudy W. Banta,

Project Results with questions: 1. What are the Catherine A.
Assessment / 1. What are the shortcomings of the Palomba
Product shortcomings of | product? (2015).
Assessment the product? 2. What are the Assessment
2. What are the advantages? Essentials
advantages? 3. Is it effective in the Planning,
3. Is it effective in | learning process? Implementing,
the learning 2x50 and Improving
process? Assessment in
2x50 Higher
Education.

Jossey-Bass:
USA.




16

Students are able | able to reflect on the | Criteria: FINAL FINAL SEMESTER Material:
to reflect on the learning planning Formative SEMESTER EXAMINATION Reflections on
learning planning | products that have EXAMINATION | (Product Assessment) | Learning
E;?Icéugtese;hat been produced. Form of (Product 2x50 Literature:
produced. Assessment : Assessment) Trudy W. Banta,
Portfolio 2x50 Catherine A.
Assessment, Test Palomba
(2015).
Assessment
Essentials
Planning,
Implementing,
and Improving
Assessment in
Higher
Education.
Jossey-Bass:
USA.

0%

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Project Based Learning

No [ Evaluation Percentage
1. | Project Results Assessment / Product Assessment 100%
100%
Notes
1. Learning Outcomes of Study Program Graduates (PLO - Study Program) are the abilities possessed by each Study Program

o g &~ w DN

© o~

10.
11.
12.

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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