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model
Program PLO study program that is charged to the course
B‘fﬁg’;’,‘:,%s PLO-7 Apply critical thinking and analytical skills to solve English learning problems
(PLO) PLO-12 Plan, implement and evaluate English language learning effectively and creatively.
Program Objectives (PO)
PO-1 Demonstrate thorough understanding about concepts on educational research methodology.
PO -2 Conduct research on the teaching and learning of English as a foreign language.
PO -3 Perform critical thinking and use analytical skills to solve problems in the teaching and learning of English as a foreign
language.
PO -4 Demonstrate the awareness of the values, ethical issues and norms in conducting.
PLO-PO Matrix
P.O PLO-7 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 2 3 5 6 7 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
PO-1
PO-2
PO-3
PO-4
Short This subject explores types and characteristics of various research methods for education filed. This covers: (1) the nature of quantitative and
Course qualitative approaches: process of conducting research and the differences between quantitative and qualitative approaches; (2) the steps in
Description the process of research: from collecting data up to reporting and evaluating data; (3) research designs: types and their characteristics. The

classroom activities are conducted through presentation, discussion, question-answer, and assignment.
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Final abilities of Evaluation earning methods, Learnin
Week. | €ach learning S“‘[dggtti rﬁ:tségquerits’ materials Assessment
stage [ References | Weight (%)
(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online )
offline )
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
1 Distir}%u’i_shing? 1.Explaining the Criteria: Lectures Material: the 5%
quantitative ioti 100 excellent90 - 99 and characteristics
qualitative Charatl(itetlrlsu;‘s of very good80 - 89 discussions of quantitative
approaches to quantitative good70 - 79 itati
research qualitative research mediocre0 - 69 3X50 & qualitative
2.Explaining the corrigible research and
reasons for using " Les?:gns for
ixed- Form of Assessment :
:\;Z(::rcrzethod Participatory Activities, quantitative,
Practice/Performance qualitative or
mixed-method
research
Reference:
Ary, D.,
Jacobs, LC, &
Sorensen, CK
2010.
Introduction to
Research in
Education.
Belmont:
Wadsworth.
2 Understanding 1.Explaining the Criteria: Lectures & Material: the 5%
Zg'ingbcngggggagfh difference between 1.100 excellent gsiiggments gifference
research deductive and 2.90 - 99 very etween
inductive procedures good8o0 - 89 deductive and
in scientific approach good70 - 79 inductive
2 .Explaining the mediocre0 - 69 procedures in
systematic corrigible scientific
relationship between approaches
deductivefinductive | Form of Assessment : References:
procedures and Pamgmatory Activities, Galll P '&
quantitative/qualitative | Practice/Performance Boré, WR
approaches 2003,
3.Distinguishing one Educational
type of research from Research: An
another in terms of Introduction.
aim, research Boston:
question and other Pearson
characteristics Education,
4 Explaining the Inc.
definition & types of
variables




Understanding the 1.Define a research Criteria: Lecture & Material: 5%
conceptﬁ of bl problem 100 excellent90 - 99 | assignment research
;?]sdeﬁ;%oﬁ]rgseesms 2.Explain the sources \égrgdgqugg -89 3X50 problem and
of a research problem | mediocre0 - 69 the sources of
3.Explain the corrigible aresearch
components of a problem .
research problem Form of Assessment : /l:fyfegences.
4.Explain the. Participatory Activities Jacobs, LC, &
characteristics of a Sorensen, CK
good research (2019).
problem Introduction to
5.Define a hypothesis Research in
6.Explain the types of Education.
hypotheses Boston:
Cengage.
Understanding 1.Explain the reasons Criteria: Lectures, 5%
literature reviews for reviewing the 100 excellent90 - 99 | project-
literature very goods0 - 89 based
I " good70 - 79 learnin
2.Distinguish credible mediocre0 - 69 9
sources of literature corrigible 3X50
reviews from the poor
3.Demonstrate how to
search online and
offline credible
sources
4.Explain how to
organize a literature
review
5.Write references
using APA style
correctly
Understanding 1.Distinguishing a Criteria: Lecture, 5%
sampling population from a 100 excellent90 - 99 | discussion,
sample very good80 - 89 questions
2.Explaining types of good70 - 7? and
p g typ mediocre0 - 69
sampling corrigible answers
3.Explaining the 3X50
appropriate size of a
sample for a
particular study
4 Distinguishing
random sampling
from random
assignment
Understr?nd 1.Define a research Criteria: Lecture, 5%
researcl instrument 100 excellent90 - 99 project-
instruments 2.Explain the function very goodg0 - 89 based
; : good70 - 79 learnin
of instruments in mediocre0 - 69 9
conducting research corrigible 3X50
3.Explain the types of
research instruments | Form of Assessment :
Participatory Activities,
Project Results
Assessment / Product
Assessment
Understand validity 1.Define validity Criteria: Lecture, 5%
and reliability 2.Explain the methods 100 excellent90 - 99 project-
of estimating validity very goo_d80 -89 based
3.Defi i good70 - 79 learning
.Define reliability mediocre0 - 69
4 .Explain the methods corrigible 3X50
of estimating reliability
Form of Assessment :
Practice / Performance
Mid-term exam Criteria: 10%
100 excellent90 - 99 3 X 50
very good80 - 89
good70 - 79
mediocre0 - 69
corrigible
Form of Assessment :
Project Results
Assessment / Product
Assessment
Understan(t:i | 1.Explain the aim of Criteria: Lecture & 5%
experimental conducting 100 excellent90 - 99 project-
research experimental research | V&Y g0odso - 89 based
2 : : good70 - 79 learning
.Explain the designs mediocre0 - 69
3.Explain the corrigible 3X50
instruments

4.Explain the sampling

5.Analyze data using
machine computing

6.Explain how to
interpret the research
results

Form of Assessment :

Participatory Activities




10 Understand ex- 1.Distinguish ex-post Criteria: Lecture, 5%
post facto research facto research from 100 excellent90 - 99 | Project-
experimental research vgrgdggcidgg -89 based
2.Explain the aim of gmediocreO - 69 learning
conducting ex-post corrigible 3X50
facto research
3.Explain the design Form of Assessment :
4 Explain the Participatory Activities
instruments
5.Explain the sampling
6.Analyze data using
machine computing
7 .Explain how to
interpret the research
results
11 UndelrsttlandI 1.Explain the aim of Cri(t)gria: lent90 - 99 Lecture, 5%
correlationa conducting 100 excellent90 - project-
studies correlational studies \g/ggyd%o_déag -89 based
2.Explain the direction mediocre0 - 69 ';;”;'89
& strength of corrigible
correlation
3.Explain the Form of Assessment :
instruments Participatory Activities
4.Explain the sampling
5.Analyze data using
machine computing
6.Explain how to
interpret the research
results
12 Understand 1.Distinguish a survey | Criteria: Lecture, 5%
surveys from a census \:}g?y Z)g:oecl‘lggwgg— 99 Ero]egt—
2.Explain the aim of 79 asec
conducting surveys ﬁqoe%‘ggreg o 69 ge;"g'gg
3.Explain the corrigible
instruments
4. Explain the sampling | Form of Assessment :
5.Analyze data using Participatory Activities
machine computing
6.Explain how to
interpret the research
results
13 Understand action 1.Distinguish action Criteria: Lecture, 5%
research research from 100 excellent90 - 99 | project-
experimental ones \éggyd%cid?g -89 based
2.Explain the aim of mediocre0 - 69 f;”;'gg
conducting action corrigible
research
3.Explain the Form of Assessment :
instruments Parf(icipatory Activities,
4 Explain the sampling | Proiect Results
5.Explain how to Assessment / Product
analyze the data Assessment
6.Explain how to
interpret the research
results
14 Understand basic 1.Explain the aim of Criteria: Lecture, 5%
interpretive studies conducting basic 100 excellent90 - 99 project-
: ! very good80 - 89 based
interpretive study good70 - 79 | ¢
2.Explain the mediocre0 - 69 ;;rr;)lgg
instruments corrigible
3.Explain the sampling
4 Explain how to Form of Assessment :
analyze the data Participatory Activities
5.Explain how to
interpret the research
results
15 Understand case 1.Explain the aim of Criteria: Lecture, 5%
studies conducting case 100 excellent90 - 99 | project-
f very good80 - 89 based
studies good70 - 79 | ¢
2.Explain the mediocre0 - 69 392)1(”;89
instruments corrigible
3.Explain the sampling
4 Explain the data Form of Assessment :
collection Participatory Activities,
5.Explain how to Project Results
5 analyze the data 2222:?:2:/ Product
.Explain how to
interpret the research
results
16 Offline 20%

Form of Assessment :

Project Results
Assessment / Product
Assessment




Evaluation Percentage Recap: Project Based Learning

No | Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 42.5%
2. | Project Results Assessment / Product Assessment 37.5%
3. | Practice / Performance 10%

90%
Notes

1. Learning Outcomes of Study Program Graduates (PLO - Study Program) are the abilities possessed by each Study Program

I
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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.

10. Learning materials are details or descriptions of study materials which can be presented in the form of several main points and sub-

topics.

11. 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%.

12. TM=Face to face, PT=Structured assignments, BM=Independent study.
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