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Pembelajaran

Capaian
Pembelajaran
(CP)

CPL-PRODI yang dibebankan pada MK

CPL-5 Being able to demonstrate integrative and independent thinking, originality, imagination, experimentation, problem
solving, or risk taking in thought, expression, or intellectual engagement

CPL-7 Being able to demonstrate English language proficiency as indicated by an English proficiency achievement equivalent to
minimum CEFR level B2.

CPL-10 Being able to apply concepts and theories of foundational English Linguistics to respond to a variety of language

phenomena.

Capaian Pembelajaran Mata Kuliah (CPMK)

CPMK -1 Research Design and Proposal development
CPMK -2 Literature Review Competence

CPMK -3 Data Collection and Analysis Proficiency
CPMK - 4 Effective Academic Writing and Communication
CPMK -5 Critical Thinking and Proposal Solving

Matrik CPL - CPMK

CPMK CPL-5 CPL-7 CPL-10

CPMK-1

CPMK-2

CPMK-3

CPMK-4

CPMK-5

Matrik CPMK pada Kemampuan akhir tiap tahapan belajar (Sub-CPMK)

CPMK Minggu Ke

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

CPMK-1

CPMK-2

CPMK-3

CPMK-4

CPMK-5

Deskripsi This advanced-level course is designed to guide students through the process of conceiving, researching, and writing a thesis or major

Singkat MK research project with a strong emphasis on addressing real-world challenges within the framework of the United Nations Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs). The course provides students with the tools and knowledge necessary to become effective researchers and
advocates for sustainable development.

Pustaka Utama :

1. Booth, W. C., Colomb, G. G., Williams, J. M., Bizup, J., & FitzGerald, W. T. (2016). The Craft of Research (4th ed.). University of
Chicago Press.
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Bantuk Pembelajaran,
Kemampuan akhir iai Metode Pembelajaran, i
tiap tahgpan Penilaian Penugasan Mahasiswa, Materi Bobot
Mg Ke- belajar [ Estimasi Waktu] Pt[embelag(are]m Per(uleilan
Pustaka %,
(Sub-CPMK) Indikator Kriteria & Bentuk Luring Daring (online)
(offline)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
1 Introduction and 1.Understanding | Kriteria: Overview of Materi: 3%
Course Overview of the course 1.Demonstrated the thesis Introduction
objectives and comprehension of | COUrse, and Cpurse
expectations. the course exze‘?tﬁé'olﬂsv Sve:w'?w
2.Ability to syllabus and and guiaelines. ustaka:
atcats he | reremens, | Inioduton'o Booth ..
significance of 2.Clarity in ) T
) topics and Williams, J.
the chosen expressing the proposal M., Bizup, J., &
thesis topic. importance of the submission. Fi?zGeraIii W
3.Parti<_:ipatio_n in selected research |5, 50 T. (2016). The
the discussion topic. Craft of
on research 3.Active participation Research (4th
interests and and engagement ed.). University
proposal in the introductory of Chicago
submission. discussion. Press.
Bentuk Penilaian :
Aktifitas Partisipasif,
Penilaian Hasil Project /
Penilaian Produk
2 Research Topic 1.Selection of a Kriteria: Discussion on Materi: 3%
Selection clear and well- 1.The choosinga Research topic
defined appropriateness res_earch topic. selection
research topic. and relevance of | Guidance on Pustaka:
2. Formulation of the chosen formuIaLlng Bo7th, W. C.,
research research topic. reseatllr c t‘;,“%?mb, C; G.
questions that 2.Coherence and guxegéons. Ml 'S,'Zf 71
align with the specificity of the Fi't,zGeral[;z,i w.
chosen topic. formulated T. (2016). The
3.Initial ideas on research Craft of
the significance questions. . Research (4th
of the research. 3.Demonstration of ed.). University
an understanding of Chicago
of the broader Press.
context of the
research.
Bentuk Penilaian :
Aktifitas Partisipasif,
Penilaian Hasil Project /
Penilaian Produk
3 Literature Review 1.1dentification Kriteria: Tutorial on Materi: 3%
Workshop and synthesis of | 1.Inclusion of a conducting a Literature
relevant diverse range of | literature review
scholarly works. high-quality review. workshop
2 .Critical analysis sources in the Sharing Pustaka:
of key theories literature review. r‘isiurqes fnd gO?th,bW.GCé
and findings in 2.Critical evaluation Zfrfgc?vlgs or Vlgll(i);*:s, > G
the literature. Qf tl_weones and literature M., Bizup, J., &
3.Demonstrated findings, searches. FitzGerald, W.
ability to showcasing 2% 50 T. (2016). The
connect the analytical skills. Craft of
literature to the 3.Clear connections Research (4th
research topic. between the ed.). University
literature and the of Chicago
chosen research Press.
topic.
Bentuk Penilaian :
Aktifitas Partisipasif




Research Proposal 1.Development of | Kriteria: Workshop on Materi: 3%
Development a 1.Completeness and | developing a Research
comprehensive coherence of the strong proposal
research research proposal. | research development
proposal. 2.Clear articulation | Proposal. Pustaka:
2 .Clarity in of the research Peer review Booth, W. C.,
resenting the design, methods, and feedback Colomb, G. G.,
P g th - session. Williams, J.
research design and objectives. 2 x50 M., Bizup, J., &
and 3.Responsiveness to FitzGerald, W.
methodology. feedbac_k and ) T. (2016). The
3.Ability to suggestions during Craft of
address the proposal Research (4th
questions and discussion. ed.). University
feedback on the of Chicago
proposal. Bentuk Penilaian : Press.
Aktifitas Partisipasif
Research 1.Understanding | Kriteria: Introduction to Materi: 3%
Methodology of different 1.Accuracy in research Research
research explaining various | methodologies. Methodology
methodologies. research D||scut§5|on on gus};k‘% c
2.Ability to justi methodologies. selecting ooth, W. C.,
the cr{oicje offg 2.Clear rationale for | 2PPropriate Colomb, G. G.,
specific selecting a method; for W’”’af"S’ J.
. the thesis. M., Bizup, J., &
research particular research 2% 50 FitzGerald, W,
methodology. methodology. T. (2016). The
3.Consideration of 3.Thogghtfu! Craft of
ethical consideration of Research (4th
implications in ethical ed.). University
the research considerations in of Chicago
design. the proposed Press.
research.
Bentuk Penilaian :
Aktifitas Partisipasif
Ethical ) 1.Identification of | Kriteria: Overview of Materi: Ethical 3%
Consideration ethical 1.Thorough ethical Considerations
considerations consideration of considerations Pustaka:
in the proposed potential ethical in research. Booth, W. C.,
research. issues related to | €ase studies Colomb, G. G.,
2.Strategies for the research. and Williams, J.
mitigating 2. Thoughtful dltigus|3|ons on I\Fﬂt CB;IZUFI;&JW&
dsoussonon | S e
challenges. ) strategies to 2 x50 Craft of
3.Engagement in address and Research (4th
discussions on mitigate ethical ed.). University
ethical concerns. of Chicago
dilemmas. 3.Active and Press.
constructive
participation in
discussions on
ethical dilemmas.
Bentuk Penilaian :
Aktifitas Partisipasif
Progress Report 1 1.Presentation of | Kriteria: Individual or Materi: 3%
progress in 1.Clarity in group progress Progress
research and presenting reports on report 1
proposal progress made research and Pustaka:
development. since the last proposal Booth, W. C.,
2.Incorporation of meeting. development. Colomb, G. G.,
feedback from 2 Demonstrated Peer feedback W/Il/ams, J.
. . and M., Bizup, J., &
previous responsiveness to suggestions. FitzGerald, W.
meetings. feedback and 2 x 50 T. (2016). The

3.Identification
and addressing
of challenges
faced.

suggestions.
3.Honest reflection
on challenges
encountered and
strategies for
resolution.

Bentuk Penilaian :
Aktifitas Partisipasif

Craft of
Research (4th
ed.). University
of Chicago
Press.




8 Data Collection and 1.0Overview of Kriteria: Strategies for Materi: Data 8%
Analysis data collection 1.Clear articulation | data collection Collection and
procedures. of data collection | and analysis. Analysis
2 Presentation of methods and Practical tips Pustaka:
preliminary data procedures. for handling Booth, W. C.,
and analysis. 2.Preliminary data gnd . quqmb, G.G,
3.Discussion of presentation interpreting W’”’af"S’ J.
) data. M., Bizup, J., &
challenges and showcasingan 5, g FitzGerald, W.
strategies in understanding of T. (2016). 'The
data analysis. key trends. Craft of
3-('}‘?;3:&5?0; and Research (4th
ed.). Universit)
challenges in data of ():hicago g
analysis. Press.
Bentuk Penilaian :
Aktifitas Partisipasif,
Penilaian Hasil Project /
Penilaian Produk
9 Writing and Citation 1.Demonstration | Kriteria: Guidance on Materi: Writing 3%
Workshop of improved 1.Improved academic and Citation
academic organization and | Writing and Workshop
writing skills. clarity in written citation styles. Pustaka:
2 Correct work. Tips fc_)r_ Booth, W. C.,
application of 2.Consistent and organizing and Colomb, G. G.,
citation styles. accurate use of struc;tunng Wllllams, J.
T o thesis M., Bizup, J., &
3.Participation in citation styles. chapters FitzGerald, W.
discussions on 3.Engagement in 2 x50 ’ T. (2016) 'Thé
effective writing discussions and Craftof
strategies. incorporation of Research (4th
writing strategies. ed.). University
Bentuk Penilaian : ,gf,g;’_cago
Aktifitas Partisipasif
10 Progress Report 2 1.Presentation of | Kriteria: Second round Materi: 3%
refined thesis 1.Improvement and | of progress Progress
draft. refinement of the | reports. report 2
2.Integration of thesis draft. Addressing Pustaka:
feedback from 2.Incorporation of challgnges and Booth, W. C.,
previous constructive refining Colomb, G. G.,
progress feedback from rﬁ;ﬁ:rch /wa”ggj' ‘]\‘] @
reports. earlier progress g x 56 Fi't]zGeraﬁ;z'i W
3.Addressing of reports. T. (2016). The
additional 3.Effective Craft of
challenges resolution of Research (4th
encountered. challenges ed.). University
identified during of Chicago
the progress Press.
report.
Bentuk Penilaian :
Aktifitas Partisipasif
11 Thesis Draft 1 .Effective oral Kriteria: Students Materi: Thesis 3%
Presentation presentation of 1.Clarity and present a draft Draft
the thesis draft. professionalism in | of their thesis. Presentation
2.Clear oral presentation. | Peer feedback Pustaka:
communication 2.Articulation of key | and _ Booth, W. C.,
of key findings findings and cqr?s_trucnve quqmb, G.G,
and contributions. criticism. W’”’amS’ J
2 x50 M., Bizup, J., &

contributions.

Responsiveness
to questions and
feedback.

3.Demonstrated
ability to engage
with the audience
and respond to
questions.

Bentuk Penilaian :
Aktifitas Partisipasif

FitzGerald, W.
T. (2016). The
Craft of
Research (4th
ed.). University
of Chicago
Press.

Materi: Thesis
Draft
Presentation
Pustaka:
Booth, W. C.,
Colomb, G. G.,
Williams, J.

M., Bizup, J., &
FitzGerald, W.
T. (2016). The
Craft of
Research (4th
ed.). University
of Chicago
Press.




12 Editing and Revision 1.Application of Kriteria: Strategies for Materi: Editing 3%
Techniques effective editing 1.Demonstration of | effective and Revision
and revision improved writing | editing and Technique
strategies. through effective | F€VISION. | Pustaka:
2.Presentation of editing. Peer editing Booth, W. C.,
a refined and 2.Presentation of a 2852'8“ (liﬁlllqmby (\3] G.
polished thesis polished and well- X Ml lglrgjp J &
draft. _ organized thesis FitzGerald, W.
3.Engagement in draft. T. (2016). The
discussions on 3.Participation in Craft of
editing discyssi'ons and Research (4th
techniques. application of ed.). University
editing strategies. of Chicago
Press.
Bentuk Penilaian :
Aktifitas Partisipasif
13 Finalizing The 1.Understanding | Kriteria: Tips on Materi: 3%
Thesis of the final steps 1.Demonstration of | finalizing the Finalizing The
in thesis awareness of thesis. Thesis
completion. finalization Su_l()jmll_ssmn g gusrf?k;; c
2.Compliance processes. guidefines an ooth, W. C.,
with submission 2.Adherence to czjeaggnes. %Icqmb' (“31 G.
guidelines and submission X Ml lBalTj J &
deadlines. guidelines and F,-'t’zee,a% w.
3.Preparedness deadlines. T. (2016). The
for the 3.Readiness for the Craft of
upcoming oral upcoming oral Research (4th
defense. defense. ed.). University
of Chicago
Bentuk Penilaian : Press. 9
Aktifitas Partisipasif
14 Mock Defense 1.Practice Kriteria: Practice Materi: Mock 3%
defending the 1.Confidence and | defending the defense
thesis orally. effectiveness in thesis orally. Pustaka:
2.Handling of oral defense Faculty Booth, W. C.,
questions and practice. feedback on CQI’lme, G. G,
critiques. 2.Demonstrated presentation Williams, J.
3.Incorporation of ability to handle and defense M., Bizup, J., &
.f dback f uestions and skills. FitzGerald, W.
feedback for que 2 x50 T. (2016). The
improvement. critiques. Craft of
3.Integration of Research (4th
feedback to ed.). University
enhance oral of Chicago
defense skills. Press.
Bentuk Penilaian :
Aktifitas Partisipasif
15 Q&A and Final 1.Engagement in | Kriteria: Open session Materi: Q&A 3%
Preparation afinal Q&A 1.Active participation | for questions and Final
session. and engagement | and concerns. Preparation
2 Clear in the Q&A Final Pustaka:
communication session. preparation Booth, W. C.,
of final 2.Clear articulation | iPS for the quqmb, GG,
preparations. of final defense. W’”’af"S’ J.
3.Confirmation of preparations for 2x50 gtzglg;:aﬁ;d‘]w&
readiness for the oral defense. T. (2016). 'Thé
the oral 3.Demonstration of Craft of
defense. mastery of the Research (4th
thesis content. ed.). University
of Chicago
Bentuk Penilaian : Press. 9
Aktifitas Partisipasif
16 Oral Thesis Defense 1.Introduction Kriteria: Each student Materi: Thesis 50%
2.Literature 1.Quality of presents and Oral Defense
Review Research defends their Pustaka:
3.Research 2.Mastery of Content | thesis orally. Booth, W. C.,
Methodology 3.Presentation Skills | Evaluation by Colomb, G. G.,
4 .Data 4 Responses to a panel of Williams, J.
.Presentation Questions faculty M., Bizup, J., &
and Analysis members. FitzGerald, W.
5.Discussion Bentuk Penilaian : 2x50 (7; (?tmfs)' The
6.Conclusion and | Penilaian Hasil Project / R’a o b (ath
Contributions Penilaian Produk esearch (44

7 .Questions from
the Committe

8.Closing
Statement

ed.). University
of Chicago
Press.

Rekap Persentase Evaluasi : Project Based Learning

No [ Evaluasi Persentase
1. | Aktifitas Partisipasif 43%
2. | Penilaian Hasil Project / Penilaian Produk 57%

100%




Catatan

1.

o

© o

10.
11.
12.

Capaian Pembelajaran Lulusan PRODI (CPL-PRODI) adalah kemampuan yang dimiliki oleh setiap lulusan PRODI yang
merupakan internalisasi dari sikap, penguasaan pengetahuan dan ketrampilan sesuai dengan jenjang prodinya yang diperoleh
melalui proses pembelajaran.

CPL yang dibebankan pada mata kuliah adalah beberapa capaian pembelajaran lulusan program studi (CPL-PRODI) yang
digunakan untuk pembentukan/pengembangan sebuah mata kuliah yang terdiri dari aspek sikap, ketrampulan umum, ketrampilan
khusus dan pengetahuan.

CP Mata kuliah (CPMK) adalah kemampuan yang dijabarkan secara spesifik dari CPL yang dibebankan pada mata kuliah, dan
bersifat spesifik terhadap bahan kajian atau materi pembelajaran mata kuliah tersebut.

Sub-CP Mata kuliah (Sub-CPMK) adalah kemampuan yang dijabarkan secara spesifik dari CPMK yang dapat diukur atau diamati
dan merupakan kemampuan akhir yang direncanakan pada tiap tahap pembelajaran, dan bersifat spesifik terhadap materi
pembelajaran mata kuliah tersebut.

Indikator penilaian kemampuan dalam proses maupun hasil belajar mahasiswa adalah pernyataan spesifik dan terukur yang
mengidentifikasi kemampuan atau kinerja hasil belajar mahasiswa yang disertai bukti-bukti.

Kreteria Penilaian adalah patokan yang digunakan sebagai ukuran atau tolok ukur ketercapaian pembelajaran dalam penilaian
berdasarkan indikator-indikator yang telah ditetapkan. Kreteria penilaian merupakan pedoman bagi penilai agar penilaian konsisten
dan tidak bias. Kreteria dapat berupa kuantitatif ataupun kualitatif.

Bentuk penilaian: tes dan non-tes.

Bentuk pembelajaran: Kuliah, Responsi, Tutorial, Seminar atau yang setara, Praktikum, Praktik Studio, Praktik Bengkel, Praktik
Lapangan, Penelitian, Pengabdian Kepada Masyarakat dan/atau bentuk pembelajaran lain yang setara.

Metode Pembelajaran: Small Group Discussion, Role-Play & Simulation, Discovery Learning, Self-Directed Learning, Cooperative
Learning, Collaborative Learning, Contextual Learning, Project Based Learning, dan metode lainnya yg setara.

Materi Pembelajaran adalah rincian atau uraian dari bahan kajian yg dapat disajikan dalam bentuk beberapa pokok dan sub-pokok
bahasan.

Bobot penilaian adalah prosentasi penilaian terhadap setiap pencapaian sub-CPMK yang besarnya proposional dengan tingkat
kesulitan pencapaian sub-CPMK tsb., dan totalnya 100%.

TM=Tatap Muka, PT=Penugasan terstruktur, BM=Belajar mandiri.

RPS ini telah divalidasi pada tanggal 6 Maret 2024

Koordinator Program Studi S1 UPM Program Studi S1 Sastra
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