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Learning Case Studies
model
Program PLO study program that is charged to the course
g‘iﬁg:,',',‘,ges PLO-6 Able to develop curriculum, materials, planning, models and evaluation of geography education learning based on
(PLO) current problems and needs in universities or schools or the community
Program Objectives (PO)
PO-1 Able to identify the concept of educational ideology and philosophy that underlies educational policy
PO -2 Able to identify educational resource problems
PO -3 Able to identify geography learning problems and the education and learning evaluation process
PO -4 Able to formulate the concept of educational management and leadership
PO -5 Able to evaluate geography learning problems and the education and learning evaluation process
PLO-PO Matrix
P.O PLO-6
PO-1 v
PO-2 v
PO-3 v
PO-4 v
PO-5
PO Matrix at the end of each learning stage (Sub-PO)
P.O Week
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
PO-1
PO-2
PO-3
PO-4
PO-5
Short Discusses the nature of education; consistency of Ki Hajar Dewantara's thinking; Liberating educational ideology; literacy and logic,
Course practicalism and formality in the world of education; academic traditions, intellectual and scholarly responsibilities; school
Description | leadership; school management; class management; student behavior related to the socio-cultural dynamics of society; community

and school communication; problems of geography education.
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Supporting | Dr. Bambang Sigit Widodo, M.Pd.

lecturer
L Help Leamtil?gél
Final abilities of i earning methods, .
i Evaluation Student Assignments, Learning
W each learning - : : Assessment
eek- stage [ Estimated time] [ Rmfaterlals ] Weight (%)
eferences
(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online)
offline )
(1) (2 (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

1 Able to explain 1. Explain the | Criteria: -Lectures -Lectures and Material: 7%
the concept of concept of Assignment weight: | and discussions - Educational
educational education 2. 25%Performance discussions | Assignment to prepare | ideology and
ideology and Explain the weight: . 310 hilosonh
philosophy that ideology of 25%Knowledge . p phy
underlies liberating weight: 50% Assignment | papers References:
educational policy | education 3. to prepare Pidarta, Made.

Explain the Form of Assessment : | 3 X10 (2007).
&?rhs;?;?ncy of Participatory Activities, | PaPers Foundations of
Dewantara's | Project Results Education.
thinking 4. Assessment / Product Jakarta:
Gender and Assessment Rineka Cipta.
education

2 Able to explain 1. Explain the [ Criteria: -Lectures -Lectures and Material: 6%
the concept of concept of Assignment weight: and discussions - Ideology and
educational education 2. 25%Performance discussions | Assignment to prepare | philosophy of
IdﬁFbehang,] t _I(ijpllaln th? weight: - 3x10 education

iloso al ideology o 9 )

5nder|i§s Y Iiberat?r}/g @%@ﬁ?%ﬁﬁdge Assignment | papers concepts

educational policy | education 3. to prepare Library:
Explain the Form of Assessment 3x10 Pidarta, Made.
cKt_)r|1_|SI$tency of Participatory Activities, | PaPers (2007).
Dleng,igra‘s Project Results Foundations of
thinking 4. Assessment / Product Educatlf)n.
Gender and Assessment :;a'ka[?a'c' .
education ineka cipta.

3 Able to explain 1. Explain the | Criteria: -Lectures -Lectures and Material: 5%
the concept of concept of Assignment weight: and discussions - concept of
educational education 2. 25%Performance discussions | Assignment to prepare | ideology and
ideology and Explain the weight: 3510 philosophy of

hilosophy that ideology of 9 oo :
ﬂnder"é’s y Iiberat?r%/g i%gm%%&dge Assignment | papers education.
educational policy | education 3. to prepare Reference:
Explain the Form of Assessment : | 3 X10 Soetopo, H.
CK?T*Sa'T':?nCy of Participatory Activities, | PaPers (2004).
Dewantara's | Project Results Education and
thinking 4. Assessment / Product Learning
Gender and Assessment Problem
education Theory and
Practice.
Malang: PPS
State
University of
Malang.

4 Able to explain 1. Explain Criteria: -Lectures | -Lectures and Material: 10%
educational literacy and =~ | Assignment weight: | and discussions - educational
resource Issues I;)ggti%islrz‘rfgﬁ(ljn ZS%E?rformance discussions | Assignment to prepare | resource

gl weignt: - 3 x50 issues

formality in the | 25%Knowledge .

world of weight: 50% 9 Assignment | papers References:

education 3. to prepare Soetopo, H.

Explain . [3x50 (2004).

academic Form of Assessment : papers Education and

traditions 4 Participatory Activities, Learming

Understand Project Results !

the Assessment / Product Problem

responsibilities | Assessment Theory and

of intellectuals Practice.

and scholars Malang: PPS
State
University of
Malang.




Able to explain 1. Explain Criteria: -Lectures -Lectures and Material: 10%
educational literacy and | Assignment weight: and discussions - educational
resource Issues logic 2. Explain | - 25%Performance discussions | Assignment to prepare | resource
practicism and weight: - 3 x50 issues
formality in the | 25%Knowledge . .
world of weight: 50% Assignment | papers References:
education 3. to prepare Soetopo, H.
Explain Form of Assessment : | 3 X 50 (2004).
targ?i(iit?omng: 4 Participatory Activities, | PaPers Education and
Understand Project Results Learning
the Assessment / Product Problem
responsibilities | Assessment Theory and
of intellectuals Practice.
and scholars Malang: PPS
State
University of
Malang.
Able to explain 1. Explain Criteria: -Lectures -Lectures and Material: 10%
educational literacy and =~ | Assignment weight: | and discussions - educational
resource Issues logic 2. Explain | - 25%Performance discussions | Assignment to prepare | resource
practicism and | - weight: - 3 x50 issues
formality in the | 25%Knowledge . X
world of weight: 50% Assignment | papers References:
education 3. to prepare Soetopo, H.
Explain Form of Assessment : | 3 X 50 (2004).
?rgglijt?on;g 4 Participatory Activities, | PaPers fducapon and
Understand Project Results earning
the Assessment / Product Problem
responsibilities | Assessment Theory and
of intellectuals Practice.
and scholars Malang: PPS
State
University of
Malang.
Able to explain 1. Explain Criteria: -Lectures -Lectures and Material: 10%
educational literacy and = | Assignment weight: | and discussions - educational
resource Issues logic 2. Explain | - 25%6Performance discussions | Assignment to prepare | resource
practicism and | - weight: - 3 x50 issues
formality in the | 259%Knowledge ) .
world of weight: 50% Assignment | papers References:
education 3. to prepare Soetopo, H.
Explain Form of Assessment : | 3 X 50 (2004).
?r(;?jcijt?omng: 4 Participatory Activities, | PaPers Education and
Understand Project Results Learning
Problem
the Assessment / Product
responsibilities | Assessment Theory and
of intellectuals Practice.
and scholars Malang: PPS
State
University of
Malang.
Midterm exam 1%
Form of Assessment :
Participatory Activities
Able to evaluate 1. Explaining | Criteria: -Lectures | -Lectures and Material: 5%
geography problems in Assignment weight: and discussions - geography
learning problems | ~ geography 25%Performance discussions | Assignment to prepare | learning issues
and the educatlpn 2. weight: . 3% 50 and the
education and Explaining 25%Knowledge )
learning solutions to weight: 50% Assignment | papers process of
evaluation problems in to prepare evaluating
process geography Form of Assessment : | 3 X950 education and
education 3. Participatory Activities | PaPers learning.
Subjectivity of patory Reference:
plcaton and Soegono &
evaluation Roesminingsih,
ed. (2007).
Reflections on
Education
Today.
Surabaya:
Bintang.
Material:
geography
learning issues
and the
process of
evaluating
education and
learning.
Reference:
Owens RG
(2005).
Organizational
Behavior in
Education.

Bostom: Allin &
Bacom




10 Able to evaluate 1. Explaining Criteria: -Lectures -Lectures and Material: 5%
geography problems in Assignment weight: and discussions - geography
fﬁéqwg problems ggag;%%?}yz Evfé"i/glﬁte_ffmmance discussions gss§§ment to prepare Ieac;nir?g issues
education and Explaining %HKnN oo X and the
learning sol%tions%o @Segﬁ{:\osv(\;&dge Assignment | papers process of
evaluation problems in to prepare evaluating
process geography Form of Assessment : | 3 X950 education and

education 3. Participatory Activities | PaPers learning.
Subjectivity of References:
educauon and Levin, H. D &
E\glr:;gtgijon Loockheed, MF
(Eds). (2003).
Effective
Schools in
Developing
Countries.
London: The
Falmer Press.
Material:
geography
learning issues
and the
process of
evaluating
education and
learning.
Reference:
Komariah, A. &
Triatna, C.
(2004).
Visionary
Leadership:
Towards
Effective
Schools.
Bandung:
Earth of
Letters.

11 Able to evaluate 1. Explaining Criteria: -Lectures -Lectures and Material: 5%
geography problems in Assignment weight: and discussions - geography
fﬁéqwg problems ggﬁg;%%ﬁyz fv%‘gﬁffformance discussions g\ssg;;ment to prepare Iea(;nir?g issues
education and Explaining %KnN - X and the
learning soIﬂtions%o @%@ﬁ?%ﬁdge Assignment | papers process of
evaluation problems in to prepare evaluating
process geography Form of Assessment : | 3 X50 education and

education 3. | participatory Activities | PaPers learning.

e

; Owens RG

learnin

evaluat?on (2005): )
Organizational
Behavior in
Education.

Bostom: Allin &
Bacom

Material:
geography
learning issues
and the
process of
evaluating
education and
learning.
Reference:
Komariah, A. &
Triatna, C.
(2004).
Visionary
Leadership:
Towards
Effective
Schools.
Bandung:
Earth of
Letters.




12 Able to evaluate 1. Explaining Criteria: -Lectures -Lectures and Material: 5%
geography problems in Assignment weight: and discussions - geography
learning problems | ~ geography 25%Performance discussions | Assignment to prepare | learning issues
and the education 2. weight: N 3% 50 and the
education and Explaining 25%Knowledge .
learning solutions to weight: 50% Assignment | papers process of
evaluation problems in to prepare evaluating
process ggogr:;l_phy3 Form of Assessment : | 3 X950 education and

education 3. - L i
Subjectivity of | Participatory Activities papers llgz\[gl‘r;?{ces:
education and Levin, H. D &
E\glr:;gtgijon Loockheed, MF
(Eds). (2003).
Effective
Schools in
Developing
Countries.
London: The
Falmer Press.

13 Able to develop 1. Explain Criteria: -Lectures | -Lectures and Material: 5%
management and [ school Assignment weight: and discussions - educational
educational leadership 2. 25%Performance discussions | Assignment to prepare | management
leadership Explain school weight: N 3% 50 and leadership
concepts management 25%Knowledge ) >

3. Explain the weight: 50% Assignment | papers Reference:
concept of to prepare Komariah, A. &
gg??clﬁggi Form of Assessment : | 3 X 50 Triatna, C.
communication | Participatory Activities | PAPErs @gg)‘g&ry
Leadership:
Towards
Effective
Schools.
Bandung:
Earth of
Letters.

14 Able to develop 1. Explain Criteria: -Lectures -Lectures and Material: 10%
management and [ school Assignment weight: and discussions - educational
educational leadership 2. 25%Performance discussions | Assighment to prepare | management
leadership Explain school | weight: N 3% 50 and leadershi
concepts management 25%Knowledge ) > p

3. Explain the weight: 50% Assignment | papers Reference:
concept of to prepare Komariah, A. &
g?]??cﬂggi Form of Assessment : | 3 X 5? Tzrgaéza' C.
communication | Participatory Activities papers (/isio ri’;lry
Leadership:
Towards
Effective
Schools.
Bandung:
Earth of
Letters.

15 Able to develop 1. Explain Criteria: -Lectures -Lectures and Material: 5%
management and [ school Assignment weight: and discussions - educational
educational leadership 2. 25%Performance discussions | Assignment to prepare | management
leadership Explain school | weight: . 3% 50 and leadership
concepts management 25%Knowledge ) >

3. Explain the weight: 50% Assignment | papers Reference:

concept of to prepare Komariah, A. &

gﬁg‘g‘éﬁgg{ Form of Assessment : f);pZ?s Z?(;Zj’ C.

g Participatory Activities, )

communication Practice/Performance V/s:onary‘
Leadership:
Towards
Effective
Schools.
Bandung:
Earth of
Letters.

16 Final exams 1%

Form of Assessment :

Test

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Case Study

No | Evaluation Percentage

1. | Participatory Activities 67.5%

2. | Project Results Assessment / Product Assessment 29%

3. | Practice / Performance 2.5%

4. Test 1%
100%

Notes




1.

o g &M 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 Obijectives (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.

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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