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Learning Case Studies
model
Program PLO study program which is charged to the course
I(_)eué:g::‘,ges PLO-12 | Able to master knowledge about the basics of education and teaching/pedagogy
(PLO) Program Objectives (PO)
PO-1 Have the ability to utilize ICT-based learning resources and learning media in order to search for and explore
various content related to moral theory
PO -2 Mastering classical and contemporary moral theories as well as moral development theory
PO -3 Make strategic decisions related to moral theory to resolve cases related to morals and morality
PO -4 Have a responsible attitude in applying appropriate moral theory and morality.
PLO-PO Matrix
P.O PLO-12
PO-1
PO-2
PO-3
PO-4
PO Matrix at the end of each learning stage (Sub-PO)
P.O Week
1 4156789101112 | 13| 14| 15| 16
PO-1
PO-2
PO-3
PO-4
Short Study of the principles and ways students learn according to behavioral learning theory, social learning theory, cognitive
Course learning theory, constructivist approach, as well as motivating students to learn, and its application in learning through analysis
Description | of case examples in class. Lectures are carried out using a study analysis system cases, presentations and discussions,

project assignments, and reflections.
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Final abilities of Evaluation L Learnin
Week- | €ach learning Stu[dg-:.tti rﬁ:tséngneqﬁts' materialg Assessment
stage [ References | Weight (%)
(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online)
offline )
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7 (8)

1 Understand the the benefits of | Criteria: Lecture, Material: 5%
benefits of learning | learning able to explain 4 question Overview of
Eheoay for the :heoay for the bheneﬁt_? of r|1eaming and one
eachin eachin .
profess?on profess?on :eggr?i/ng rthe answer, semester's

profession and test Iecturg
100 material.
Form of minutes Pretest of all
Assessment : learning
Participatory theory
Activities material.
Introduction to
learning
theory and its
benefits.
References:
BR
Hergenhahn,
Matthew H.
Olson. 2008.
Theories of
Learning. New
York: Pearson
Education.

2 Analyzing the role * Describe the | Criteria: Discussion, Material: « 5%
of teachers in the behavioristic the role of teachers | questions Describe the
I?e%r:ﬁmontﬁtécor X {ﬁgg}'ng in the behhavioristic and behavioristic

i u )
forwardq by P propoysed by fgf\;,rgp(? éyeory PUL | answers, learning
Torndike and Torndike Torndike and case theory put
Pavlov in PPKn Describe the Pavlov in PPKn studies forward by
learning behayioristic learning Torndike

learning Reader: BR
theory Form of Hergenhahn,
gg’vﬁg\f‘fd by | Assessment : Matthew H.
Provide an Participatory Olson. 2008.
example of Activities Theories of
the Learning. New

application of
behavioristic
theory in
Civics
learning
proposed by
Torndike ¢
Provide an
example of
the
application of
behavioristic
theory in
Civics
learning
proposed

York: Pearson
Education.

Material:
behaviorist
learning
theory put
forward by
Pavlov
Reader: BR
Hergenhahn,
Matthew H.
Olson. 2008.
Theories of
Learning. New
York: Pearson
Education.




Analyzing the role * Describe the | Criteria: Discussion, 5%
of teachers in the behavioristic Theory and questions
behavioristic learning application of and
learning theory put theory put behavioristic
forward by Gutrie forward by learning theory (ER answers,
and Skinner in Guthrie « Guthrie and BF case
PPKn learning Describe the Skinner)  History studies
behavioristic | of figures « Content
learning of theory «
theory put Implications for
forward by learning * Role of
Skinner ¢ Give | teachers
an example of
the lication of | FOm of
cpptcalon of | assessment
behaviorist Participatory
theory in Activities, Portfolio
PPKn learning | Assessment
* Give an
example of
the
application of
Skinner's
behaviorist
theory in
PPKn learning
* Analyze the
role of the
teacher in the
behaviorist
theory put
forward by ER
Guthrie in
Civics
learning
Analyzing the role * Describe the | Criteria: Discussion, Material: 5%
of teachers in the cognitive Peaget's theory of | questions Peaget's
gogn:nve . tdhevelopmtent cognitive and theory of
evelopmen eory pu development ¢ b
theory put f_orward forward by Histowpof the answers, gogn:tlve .
by Peaget in Peaget * character » Content | €3¢ evelopment
Civics learning Provide of the theory « studies History of
examples of Implications for figures »
the learning * Role of Content of the
application of | the teacher theory «
Peaget's Implications
gggg:g\/?ﬂent Form of for learning «
theory ?n Assessment : Role of
Civics Participatory teachers
learning Activities References:
Arralyfze the Dahar, RW
role o
teachers in ile?;igfn g
;%%g?;tosf Theories.
cognitive Bandung:
development Erlangga
in Civics Publishers.
learning
Material:
Piaget's
learning
theory
References:
Material:
peget's
cognitive
learning
theory
References:
BR
Hergenhahn,
Matthew H.
Olson. 2008.

Theories of
Learning. New
York: Pearson
Education.




Analyzing the role * Describe the | Criteria: Discussion, Material: 5%
ofteachersinthe | cognitive application of | questions Theory and
cogniivelearming | leaming | Peagers cognite | and appication of
by Peaget in forward by 9 y answers, Peaggt S
Civics learning lI;eaggt . Form of g?j;es Iceoagglitr:\ée
rovide
examples of Ass_e§sment : theory
the Participatory Readers:
app|ica‘tion of | Activities, Portfolio Bruce Joice,
Eggr%?ifl Z Assessment Mar'sha Weil,
learning Emily
theory in Cahoun.
Civics 2009. Model
learning ¢ of Teaching
'errI]ealc)J/fze the (Teaching
teachers in I\\(/Iod_el). .
Peaget's ogjakarta:
cognitive Student
learning Library
theory in
I%glrlﬁisn Material: «
9 History of the
character ¢
Theoretical
content ¢
Implications
for learning ¢
The role of the
teacher
Reader: Dale
H. Schunk.
2012.
Learning
Theories An
Educational
Perspective.
Sixth Edition.
New York:
Taylor &
Francis.
Analyzing the role * Describe the | Criteria: Discussion, Material: 5%
of teachers in the constructivist Theory and questions Theory and
constructivist learning application of and application of
learning theory put | theory put Brunner‘s .
forward by Brunner | forward by constructivist answers, Brunner; .
in Civics learning Brunner » learning theory case constructivist
Provide studies learning
?ﬁ(amples of | Form of theory ¢
o )
application of Assessment : ;i I?}gg .0 '
Brunner's Participatory 9
constructivist | Activities, Practical Content of the
learning Assessment theory
theory in Implications
PPKn learning for learning ¢
. Alnalfyze the Role of the
role o
tBeacher§ in t:s;zz:s:
runner's ;
constructivist Bruce JO’Cef
learning Marsha Weil,
theory in Emily
PPKn learning Cahoun.
2009. Model
of Teaching
(Teaching
Model).
Yogjakarta:
Student

Library




Analyzing the role * Describe the | Criteria: Discussion, Material: 5%
of teachers in the constructivist Vigotsky's questions Theory and
loarming theory put | theory put | fomeaructist . | and application of
forward by forward by ﬁgrtglrr;/gof f%ﬁ?es . | answers, Vlgotskys )
Vigotsky in PPKn Vigotsky * Content of the case constructivist
learning Provide theory » studies learning
examples of Implications for theory.
the learning * Role of Readers:
3%’(')'&?&',9? of | the teacher Bruce Joice,
constructivist | Form of gi;/sha wei,
learning A t: y
theory in ssessment . Cahoun.
PPKn learning Par_tl{:l_patory . 2009. Model
« Analyze the | Activities, Practical of Teaching
role of Assessment (Teaching
:ﬁzchers in Model).
Iconst_ructivist ;Z%zﬁ’ ta:
earnin
theory %ut Library
{?rw?rg by
Igotsky In Material:
PPKn learning Vigotsky: «
History of the
character ¢
Theoretical
content ¢
Implications
for learning ¢
The role of the
teacher
Reader: Dale
H. Schunk.
2012.
Learning
Theories An
Educational
Perspective.
Sixth Edition.
New York:
Taylor &
Francis.
Measuring SUB Test Material: All 10%
SPM Week 1 to Form of material
Week 7 Assessment : Bibliography:
Test BR
Hergenhahn,
Matthew H.
Olson. 2008.
Theories of
Learning. New
York: Pearson
Education.
Analyzing the role * Describe the | Criteria: Discussion, Material: 10%
of teachers in the humanist Theory and questions Humanism
humanist learning learning application of and learning
theory put forward theory put Humanism learning | answers theory and
by C. Rogers in forward by « History of figures ! ry a
Civics learning Card Roger » « Content of the case application «
Provide theory studies History of
examples of Implications for figures
the learning * The role Theoretical
%peplﬁacﬂ% Ig{ Iof teachers in i content
earning accordin icati
learning to humgnism 9 }g}ﬂg;?gﬁ]ns,
]Eheorydpgt theory The role 0?
orwars
ggr}g Rlog)ér. in [ Form of Iteach_ers in
n learnin . earnin
* Analyze theg I’D\ssg§sment ' accordi?‘]g to
roleof articipatory humanism
teachers in Activities, Practical
the humanist | Assessment theory
learning ge;ererlg:me/s:
theory put ahar,
forwa¥dpby C. (1989).
Rogers in ) Learning
PPKn learning Theories.
Bandung:
Erlangga

Publishers.




10 Analyzing the role Criteria: Discussion, Material: « 5%
of teachers in the Theory and questions History of
(obse_r\ll)altlona! Application in and figures

social) learnin i :
theory put forw%rd ge:rqglgrga‘/_s\lben answers, Theoretical
by Bandura in Observational case content «
Civics learning Learning theory studies ][mp)lllcatlpns
History of figures or learning ¢
Conte)rlwt of t%eory . Role of the
Implications for teacher
learning * Role of Reader: Jack
the teacher Zevin. 1992.
Social Studies
Form of
Assessment : for the ’
S : Twenty-First
Participatory .
Activities Century:
Methods and
Materials for
Teaching in
Middle and
Secondary
Schools. New
York:
Longman.

11 Analyze the » Mention the | Criteria: Discussion, Material: « 5%
characteristics of various Concept and questions Visual
s;uldeents‘ learning Iegrnllr;gnsttk)‘/'laes Application olf and learning style «
styles * Explai . )

'
learning for style « Auditory case learning style ¢
teachers and learning style studies Klnes_thetlc
students ¢ Kinesthetic learning style ¢
Describe the learning style ¢ Mixed
c?ayactclerlstlcs Mixed learning learning style
of visual .
learning styles style References.

» Describe the | gorm of 2. Slavin, RS.,
characteristics E. (2006).
: Assessment : i
of auditory o Educational
learning styles | Participatory Psychology:
. Describt_e the Activities Theory and
characierists
Iezrnilng st)r/1|es sggtgg;’ggyn
* Analyze the -
c?aragteristics Translated by
of students' Marianto
learning styles Samosir.
ez the (o0e).
teachers in Educat/onal'
learning Psychology:
Beflfated to ;heotr_y and
ifferent ractice,
learning styles Eighth Edition
of students Volume /1.
Jakarta: PT.
Macanan Jaya
Cemerlang

12 Distinguish * Explaining Criteria: Discussion, 5%
between learning declarative Learn declarative, | questions
declarative, knowledge * procedural, and and
procedural and Explaining conceptual answers
conceptual procedural knowledge !
knowledge knowledge * case

Eé(rﬁ)(l:aeg;ng Form of studies
learning « Assessment :

Distinguishing | Participatory

declarative, Activities

procedural

and concept

knowledge

learning




13 Analyze the role of Criteria: Discussion, Material: « 5%
motivation in « Basic concepts of | questions Basic
learning motivation « Types | and concepts of

f\))lcorg\?g;i/gmﬂe.ories answers, motivation «
. case Types of
mgkt]i?/a:ggi?; studies motivation
learning Motivation
theory ¢ The
Form of role of
Assessment : motivation in
Participatory learning
Activities, Portfolio References:
Assessment Paul R.
Pintrich, Dale
H. Schunk.
2002.
Motivation in
Education:
Theory,
Research, and
Application.
2nd Edition.
New Jersey:
Upper Saddle
River.

14 Analyze the role of Criteria: Discussion, Material: « 5%
motivation in « Basic concepts of | questions Basic
learning motivation  Types | and concepts of

F\))I(org\?gzi/ggotﬂéories answers, motivation «
. case Types of
mz?i?,;ggi% studies motivation ¢
learning Motivation
theory « The
Form of role of
Assessment : motivation in
Participatory learning
Activities, Portfolio References:
Assessment Paul R.
Pintrich, Dale
H. Schunk.
2002.
Motivation in
Education:
Theory,
Research, and
Application.
2nd Edition.
New Jersey:
Upper Saddle
River.

15 Designing  Explaining Criteria: Discussion, Material: 10%
activities that are the concept of | « LOTS concept+ | questions Development
able to develop low level HOTS concepts | and of Critical
students' abilities thinking Designing activities | answers Thinking in
to think critically in (LOTS) » that can develop ’ 9
Civics learning Explaining the | HOTS in Civics case PPKn

concept of learning studies learning.
cg!tli‘al Rleference: 2.
thinking Form of Slavin, RS., E.
(D|_i|f%1;esr)1t;ating Assessment : (2006).
between Participatory Educational
questions and | Activities, Portfolio Psychology:
statements Assessment Theory and
containing Practice.
LOTS and Boston: Allyn
ggsjli-gsn;ng and Bacon.
activities that Zgggﬁtoed by
canddezlsglop Samosir
studen :
ability to think (2008).
critically in Educational
Civics Psychology:
learning Theory and
Practice,
Eighth Edition
Volume I1.
Jakarta: PT.
Macanan Jaya
Cemerlang
16 10%
Form of
Assessment :
Test

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Case Study




No | Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 55%
2. | Portfolio Assessment 15%
3. [ Practical Assessment 10%
4. | Test 20%
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.
2. The PLO imposed on courses are several learning outcomes of study program graduates (CPL-Study Program)

10.
11.
12.

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.

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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