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Subroto
Learning Project Based Learning
model
Program PLO study program that is charged to the course
Learnin
Outcom%s PLO-8 Able to communicate well orally and in writing in learning activities
(PLO) PLO-11 Able to design and carry out research in the field of economic learning and educational economics and communicate
the results
Program Objectives (PO)
PO -1 Demonstrate a responsible attitude towards work independently and in groups
PO -2 Utilizing technology and information to expand insight into the application of Economic Education Research (CAR,
Experiments, Surveys, Lesson Study, Development, Correlation, and Preparation of Scientific Articles)
PO -3 Identifying and providing solutions in economic learning through designing economic education research.
PO -4 Designing economic education research in economic learning
PLO-PO Matrix
P.O PLO-8 PLO-11
PO-1
PO-2
PO-3
PO-4
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
Short The discussion of scientific methods for solving problems in the field of education, introduces the basics of scientific research (scientific
Course approach) which is the basis for carrying out analyzes related to the application of commercial science. This course discusses qualitative
Description | and quantitative approaches and the obstacles that limit them in the context of social research in society, organizations and corporate
levels. This course emphasizes aspects of research planning, forming problem models, collecting relevant data, processing collected data,
testing hypotheses, up to forming scientific conclusions which were the aim of the research in the first place. Lectures are carried out using
a system of case study analysis, presentations and discussions and reflections.
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Evaluation

Help Learning,
Learning methods,

i Student Assignments, Learning
Week- g:\:;elearnlng [ Estimated time] [ Rmfaterials ] Avflzﬁgsﬁtnz%t
eferences
(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online)
offline )
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
1 Understand the Explain the Criteria: Discussion, | - Material: 5%
importaﬂce of begefilts_ and X 1.scoring questions research
researc g?eg{)xg‘%g’;pec S guidelines and methodology
education 2 Define the answers concepts
research meaning of 3X50 Readers: Ary,
methodology research and the Donald, Jacob,
courses reasons why Lucy Qheser;
research is Eggﬁg’reh‘
important anq 1985.Introduction
draw conclusions to Research in
35 o Education. Third
4.Descr}blng the Edition. New
meaning of York: Holt
marketing
research is not
precise
55
6.Wrong answer /
no answer
Form of Assessment
Participatory Activities
2 Mastering the 1.Analyze Criteria: Discussion, Material: 5%
tyc;iaes ?.f | research 1.Score > 80 questions analyzing
;aesuec;(l:%na based on 2.Analyze research | and research
objectives by place answers methods
2.Describe 3.Score > 65 3X50 zefgr(iﬂnces:
research 4.Analyzing azir M.
based on research based i,()eltiblzessearch
methods on data types is Jakarta'érasindo
3.Analyze less precise :
research by 5.Score < 50
place 6.Wrong answer /
4.Analyze no answer
research
based on data | Form of Assessment
type :
5.Describe Test
research

based on data
analysis




Examining 1.Describe Criteria: Discussion Material: 5%
irgsgarl]rcct?ogased on philosophical 1.Score > 80 question paradigms and
approaches to 2.Analyze the and answer characteristics of
research in paradigms and | 3 X 50 mixed research
education characteristics of approaches
2.Describe the mixed research References:
paradigm and approaches g\gfgng' S. "
characteristics 3.Score > 65 Procé duerZ?,r:
of quantitative 4 describing the Practice
research paradigm and Approach (2010
3.Describe the chargctgrlstlcs of Revised Edition).
paradigm and qualitative Bandung: Rineka
characteristics research is Cipta
of qualitative inaccurate
research 5.Score < 50
4. Analyze the 6.Wrong answer /
paradigms and no answer
characteristics
of mixed Forms of
research Assessment :
Participatory Activities,
approaches Project Results
Assessment / Product
Assessment, Tests
Mastering problem 1.Analyze Criteria: Discussion, Material: 5%
formulation educational 1.Score > 80 questions problems in
standards 2.Finding problems | and economic
2.Finding in the field of answers, education
problems in education 3X 50 Reference:
the field of 3.Score > 65 project Creswell, John
education 4.Analyzing the w. 2014'h
3.Formulating process of g:?ir,c
problems in determining the Quallé']ta.tive
educational title of a research Quantitativ'e, and
research and not yet Mixed Methods
4 .Creating the having a research Approaches 4th
background of idea edition.
problems in 5.Score < 50 NewJersey:
educational 6.Wrong answer / Pearson Prentice
research no answer Hall
Form of Assessment
Practice / Performance
1.Describe how to| Analyze efforts to | Criteria: Discussions, | - Material: 5%
carry out prevent plagiarism 1.Score > 80 questions plagiarism
theoretical 2.Analyze efforts to | and Reference:
analysis prevent answers, Nazir M. 2011.
2.Identifying plagiarism 9 X 50 Research
plagiarism 3.Score > 65 projects Methods.
practices 4.Analyzing efforts Jakarta:Grasindo
3.Analyze efforts to prevent
to prevent plagiarism is not
plagiarism appropriate
4.Applying 5.Score < 50
citations in 6.Wrong answer /
research no answer
5.Applying
references in Form of Assessment
research : i
6.Write a Practice / Performance
bibliography in
research
7 .Formulating
hypotheses in
educational
research
Mastering the 1.Identifying Criteria: questions |- Material: 5%
concept of . research scoring guidelines and operational
variables and their .
measurement, as variables answers, definition
well as formulating 2.Describe the !=orm of Assessment discussions, References:
operational research . i projects Creswell, John
definitions of variables Participatory Activities W. 2014.
variables operationally g:iear.ch
3.Formulate gn:
operational Qual/tqt/vg,

. Quantitative, and
definitions of Mixed Methods
variables Approaches 4th

edition.
NewdJersey:

Pearson Prentice
Hall




7 Mastering data 1.Describe data | Criteria: discussions, | - Material: data 5%
tcgélﬁ&t(l}%rés and collec_tion scoring guidelines projects tF:zollfection )
rocoareh techniques . ‘A eferences:
instruments 2.Determine Form of Assessment Tuckman, BW

relevantdata | 5 . L 1999. Cpnducnng

collection Participatory Activities Educatlonal‘

techniques Re§¢arch Fifth

: Edition. Orlando:

3.Determine Harcourt Brace

relevant data Orlando College

collection Publishers

instruments

8 MIDTERM EXAM able to answer Criteria: - Material: 20%

questions scoring guidelines 3 X50 research
ﬁ]‘ijclé’;?g:g to the ESSAY methodology
Form of Assessment | TEST Reader: Prof. Dr.
. Sukardi. 2003.
Test Competency
Education
Research
Methodology and
Practice.
Jakarta: Bumi
Literacy

9 Perflorm datj\ 1.Apply Criteria: Discussion, | - Material: 5%
anaysis an quantitative 1.Score >80 Q&A, inferential
Lr;tsdﬁ;etatlon of descriptive 2.Interpret the 6 X50 statistics

analysis results of project References:
2.Applying quantitative data Creswell, John
inferential analysis W. 2014.
analysis 3.Score > 65 g:ziee;’r'ch
3.Describe 4.Wrong answer / Quah%a‘tive
ana:;;sis in no answer Quantitativ'e, and
qualitative i

A research ) Form of Assessment AM;;igaAgﬁ;ZOj;
.rlggirlyssreotft © Practice / Performance ilcgg/?]r;rs ey:
quantitative Pearson Prentice
data analysis Hall

5.Interpret the
results of
qualitative data
analysis

10 Mastering the 1.identifying the | Criteria: projects, - Material: 5%
pﬂg%?i?aﬂ?\yem characteristics | Scoring guidelines discussions quantitative
?esearch of Quantitative research

Research Form of Assessment Reader: Prof. Dr.
2.Dr:a_|scr|behthef Practice / Performance gﬁﬁ;‘;’[ﬁgﬁa

gpg?;gg Yy o Educatio’r:

Lo esearc

?:;n;'s:'ve Methodology and
3.Describe the gigi'gfgum,

impact of Literacy

implementing

quantitative

research

4 .Describe the
objectives of
quantitative
research

11 Master the 1.Identify Criteria: Reading Material: 5%
ngﬁltﬁgisvgf quantitative 1.Score > 80 literature, quantitative
?esearch research 2.Able to provide Iepture; and research model

models analysis correctly | discussions References:

2 Describe and provide 3X50 Arikunto, S.
implementation conclusions ’23010' (Ij?ese“ag:h
in quantitative 3.Score > 65 P:gif’.cgres'
research 4.Wrong answer / Approach (2010

3.fCreat|ng |é(1f no answer Revised Edition).
ramework for - Ri
thinking in Form of Assessment gﬂgung. Rineka
quantitative o o
research Participatory Activities,

4.Applying Tests
research
methods in
quantitative

research




12 Mastering 1.Comparing Criteria: Reading - Material: data 5%
quantitative data field data 1.Score > 80 literature, analysis
analysis techniques analysis 2.Able to provide | discussions References:
techniques analysis correctly |and Creswell, John

2 Determine and provide 6 X 50 W. 2014.
quantitative conclusions projects Resgath
data analysis 3.Score > 65 gizlh%g}ive
techniques 4.wrong answer / Quantitativ'e and

3.Apply Qata no answer Mixed Methé)ds
analysis Approaches 4th
techniques in | Forms of edition.
quantitative Assessment : NewJersey:
research Parpupatory Activities, Pearson Prentice

4 .Evaluate the Project Results Hall
application of Assessment / Prod_uct

) Assessment, Practices
data gnalys!s | Performance
techniques in
quantitative
research
13 Mast_erling tffwe 1.Identify Criteria: discussions, | - Material: 5%
ggggl&ﬁz; quantitative scoring guidelines projects qualltatlt\:e
quantitative research E A t researc .
research models rorm of Assessmen z;lf(zrnetgcgs.

2.Describethe | ; ' 2
implementation Practice / Performance 2010. Rese“arch
of the inner Prochures. A

Practice
cycle Approach (2010
Revised Edition).
Bandung: Rineka
Cipta
14 Mastering 1.Comparing Criteria: Reading - Material: 5%
qualitative field field data 1.Score > 80 literature, qualitative
data analysis ; i discussions research
techniques analysis 2.Able tq provide .
techniques analysis correctly |and References:
2.Determine and provide 3X50 Creswell, John
data analysis conclusions projects K}V 2014.h
techniques in 3.Score > 65 D:]_eefz)r.c
qualitative 4.Wrong answer / Quallgta.tive
3.App||y data no answer Quantitativ'e, and
analysis i
teci}:ic:ges in Form of Assessment X;;;g al\gﬁ;goj;
qualitative : ) edition.

4 Evaluate the Practice / Performance NewJersey:
application of Pearson Prentice
qualitative data Hall
analysis
techniques

15 Mastering the 1.Describe the Criteria: Practicum - Material: 5%
preparation of systematics of 1.Score > 80 and research
Qualitative ; discussion roposal
research reports preparing 2.Able to make ' prop« ]
qualitative research 3X50 Bibliography:
reports proposals well project Sukmadinata.

2.Analyzing data and correctly é?jos. tional
in qualitative 3.Score > 65 Rezg?lrlgﬁ a

3.Interpreting 4.Wrong answer / Methods
gh; a:(;snualltl;s/scii no answer Bandung: Rosda

4 Determining Form of Assessment
conclusionsin |+
qualitative Practice / Performance

5.Compile
suggestions in
a qualitative
report

16 material 9-15 answer questions | Criteria: - Material: 10%
.ﬁg;%?g to the scoring guidelines 3 X 50 test educational

research

Form of Assessment Library:

: Sukmadinata.

Test 2005.
Educational
Research
Methods.

Bandung: Rosda

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Project Based Learning

No | Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 20.84%
2. | Project Results Assessment / Product Assessment 3.34%
3. | Practice / Performance 36.67%
4. | Test 39.17%

100%
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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 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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