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Learning Case Studies
model
Program PLO study program that is charged to the course
'{,?,?LT,',?,%S PLO-5 Mastering scientific knowledge of Indonesian language and literature
(PLO) PLO-14 Able to document, store, secure and recover data to ensure validity and prevent plagiarism, as well as compiling
descriptions of scientific study results in the form of a thesis, and uploading them on the Unesa page
Program Objectives (PO)
PO-1 Students are able to know philosophical concepts, both Western and Eastern philosophy, responsibly
PLO-PO Matrix
P.O PLO-5 PLO-14
PO-1
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
Short In this course, basic philosophical concepts are studied through class meetings, exercises, assignments, projects and tests in order to
Course critically analyze philosophical thoughts to be presented in class discussions and scientific activities.
Description

References | Main :

Pritchard, Duncan. 2016. What is this thing called Philosophy. New York, London: Routledge.
Purwo Husodo. 2012. Filsafat IImu dan Logika. Yogyakarta: Familia.

Calne. 2004. Batas Nalar: Rasionalitas & Perilaku Manusia .. Jakarta: KPG

Suriasumantri, Jujun S. 2005. Filsafat llmu: Sebuah Pengantar Populer . Jakarta: Pustaka Sinar Harapan.
Vardiansyah,Dani. 2005. Filsafatlimu Komunikasi: Suatu Pengantar. Jakarta: Gramedia.

Calne. 2004. Batas Nalar: Rasionalitas& Perilaku Manusia . Jakarta:KPG

Crookes. 2009. Values, Philosophies, and Beliefs in TESOL . Cambridge.

Kleden, Ignas. 2000. Sikap ilmiah dan politik kebudayaan . Jogya: Kanisius

Noerhadi, Toety Rehaty. 2013. Aku dalam Budaya: Telaah Metodologi Filsafat . Jakarta: Gramedia
10 Sutrisno, Mudji. 1995. Filsafat, Sastra, dan Budaya. Jakarta: Obor.
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Supporters:

1. Beberapa buku filsafat, baik filsafat timur maupun barat

Supporting | SETIJAWAN

lecturer Dr. Ririe Rengganis, S.S., M.Hum.
Help Learning,
. . " Learning methods, .

Fm?‘l Iablllt!es of Evaluation Student Assignments, Learning
Week- | €ach learning [ Estimated time] materials | Assessment

stage [ References | Weight (%)

(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online) 1

offline’)




(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
1 understand the Students make Criteria: presentation Material: 10%
peaa cpect. | (OO | 1 pssessment | and roup
philosophy, the objects, bra%’ches of Criteria tzjlicggsmn gb]ectﬁ ;
position of science- | philosophy, the 2.4: correct ranches o
religion- position of science- description phllpgophy,
philosophy, the religion-philosophy, 3.3: the description position of
benefits of studying | the benefits of is generall science-
philosophy and studying philosophy 9 v religion-
schools of and philosophical correct, there is philosophy
philosophy schools of thought one aspect where benefits of’
and then actively the explanation is studying
Giscussion. 0 | meoreet philosophy
4.2: the description and schools of
is generally thought
correct, there is Reader:
more than one Pritchard,
aspect that is Duncan. 2016.
explained What is this
5.not exactly thing called
6.1: the description Philosophy.
is wrong New York,
London:
Form of Assessment : Routledge.
Participatory Activities
2 Understand the Students create a | Criteria: lectures, Material: 5%
ﬂfsstgwlggn of the glfcgm g(f) g;s history | 1 Assessment questions history of
philosophy starting | starting from the Criteria gggwers gglr(t)iiopf?gm
from the Greek Greek period, the 2.4: correct ' 9
period, the Middle | Middle Ages, the description and the Greek
D i o | e ooy || 3.3 e descrpon | 048 e hges
moaern) and actively ask is generally . the modern ’
questions in correct, there is era, today's
discussions one aspect where era’(post—
Fhe explanation is modern)
incorrect Reader:
4.2: the description Purwo
is generally Husodo. 2012.
correct, there is Philosophy of
more than one Science and
aspect that is Logic.
explained Yogy_é_lkarta:
5.not exactly Familia.
6.1: the description
is wrong
Form of Assessment :
Practice / Performance
3 Able to explain the Students provide an | Criteria: presentation Material: the 2%
mhe;lanlnghof_ explanatlor; of the 1.Assessment and meaning of
gni:?v:r;jtpclsgsnsical pmh(?ﬁ)glggh())/ in Criteria discussion philosophy in
and medieval ancient, classical 2.4: correct 4X50 anue_nt,
Greece along with and medieval description class_,mal and
the thoughts of its | Greece along with 3.3: the description medieval
figures. the thoughts of its is generally Greece and

figures and actively
ask guestions in the
discussion.

correct, there is
one aspect where
the explanation is
incorrect

4.2: the description
is generally
correct, there is
more than one
aspect that is
explained

5.not exactly

6.1: the description
is wrong

Form of Assessment :
Participatory Activities

the thoughts
of its figures.
References:
Suriasumantri,
Jujun S. 2005.
Philosophy of
Science: A
Popular
Introduction.
Jakarta: Sinar
Harapan
Library.




Able to explain the Students provide an | Criteria: presentation Material: the 5%
mhe_lanlnghof_ explanatlor; of the 1.Assessment and meaning of
philosophy in meaning o o ; ; f ;
ancient, classical philosophy in Criteria il;c;gsmn g:g?;r?tphy n
and medieval ancient, classical 2.4: correct o
Greece along with and medieval description class_,mal and
the thoughts of its | Greece along with 3.3: the description medieval
figures. the thoughts of its is generall Greece and
figures and actively 9 y the thoughts
ask questions in the correct, there is its fi
SK que of its figures.
discussion. one aspect where Reference:
Fhe explanation is Suriasumantri,
incorrect Jujun S. 2005.

4._2: the description Philosophy of
is generally Science: A
correct, there is Popular
more than one Introduction.
aspect that is Jakarta: Sinar
explained Harapan

5.not exactly Library.

6.1: the description
is wrong

Form of Assessment :
Participatory Activities
Able to describe Students convey a | Criteria: presentation Material: 5%
the meaning of description of the 1.Assessment and understanding
modern meaning of modern Criteri discussion of modern
philosophical philosophical fiteria 6 X 50 hilosophical
movements movements 2.4: correct p p
(renaissance and (renaissance and description movements
rationalism) and rationalism) and 3.3: the description (renaissance
their figures their figures and is generall and
actively ask Yo rationalism)
questions in the correct, there is and their
discussion one aspect where figures
Fhe explanation is Reference:
incorrect Pritchard,

4.?: the description Duncan. 2016.
is generally What is this
correct, there is thing called
more than one Philosophy.
aspect that is New York,
explained London:

5.not exactly Routledge.

6.1: the description
is wrong

Form of Assessment :
Participatory Activities,
Practice/Performance
Able to describe Students convey a | Criteria: Presentation Material: 5%
MmO | S e | LAssessmen |and
philosophical philosophical Criteria gf(cggsmn th(;l\?es;ggltcsal
movements movements 2.4: correct !
(renaissance and (renaissance and description (renaissance
rationalism) and rationalism) and 3.3: the description and
their figures their figures and is generall rationalism)
actively ask 9 Yo and their
questions in the correct, there is figures
discussion one aspect vyhe_re Reader:
Fhe explanation is Purwo
incorrect Husodo. 2012.

4._2: the description Philosophy of
is generally Science and
correct, there is Logic.
more than one Yogyakarta:
aspect that is Familia.

explained

5.not exactly

6.1: the description
is wrong

Form of Assessment :

Participatory Activities,
Project Results
Assessment / Product
Assessment




7 Able to describe Students convey a | Criteria: presentation Material: 3%
modem 0% | Teaning of modern |  LAssessment |and eeophi
philosophical philosophical Criteria glicggsmn pmh(;l\?;r?]';?]ltcsal
movements movements 2.4: correct .
(renaissance and (renaissance and description (renaissance
rationalism) and rationalism) and 3.3: the description and
their figures their figures and is generally rationalism)

actively ask . References:
g_uestions in the correct, therer:s Pritchard,
iscussion one aspectvy ere Duncan. 2016.
Fhe explanation is What is this
incorrect thing called
4.2: the description Philosophy.
is generally New York,
correct, there is London:
more than one Routledge.
aspect that is
explained
5.not exactly
6.1: the description
is wrong
Form of Assessment :
Assessment of Project
Results / Product
Assessment, Practices /
Performance
8 uTsS Doing UTS 15%
Form of Assessment : | questions in
Test the form of
2 X 50
essays

9 Able to understand | Students Criteria: problem Material: the 5%
the nature of understand the . 1.Assessment based nature of
objective idealism nature of objective o I ; biecti

HedS! : A Criteria earning objective
and empiricism in idealism and ) 4 X50 idealism and
philosophy and its empiricism in 2.4: correct material PSR
figures philosophy and its description, correct emplrlms':n in

figures and actively analysis philosophy
ask questions in . - Library:
discussions. 3'3f' t:e descr{p:pn Purwo
of the r';wlaterla is Husodo. 2012.
generally correct, Philosophy of
there is one aspect Science and
of the analysis that Logic.
is not quite right. Yogyakarta:
4.2: the material Familia.
description is
generally correct,
there is more than
one aspect of the
analysis results
that is incorrect.
5.1: the description
of the material and
the analysis
results are
inaccurate
Form of Assessment :
Practice / Performance

10 Able to understand | Students Criteria: problem Material: 5%
thbe; na_ture_dof i understa}ndbthe_ 1.Assessment based objective
objective idealism | - nature of objective Criteria learning idealism and
and empiricism in idealism and . 4 X 50 empiricism in
philosophy and its empiricism in 2.4: correct material P
figures philosophy and its description, correct phlclio_fophy

figures and actively analysis and its
ask questions in . - characters
discussions. 3'3]; tt:e des;cn_p}l_on Reader:
of the r’lr:a erial |st Crookes.
generally correct, 2009. Values,
there is one fflSpeCt Philosophies,
_of the an}alys'ls that and Beliefs in
is not quite right. TESOL.
4.2: the material Cambridge.

description is
generally correct,
there is more than
one aspect of the
analysis results
that is incorrect.
5.1: the description
of the material and
the analysis
results are
inaccurate

Form of Assessment :
Practice / Performance




11 Able to understand 1.Students Criteria: problem- Material: 5%
}:f:ﬁigesltmurgn(af understand the 1.Assessment baseq critip[sm aqd
positivism in nature of Criteria learning positivism in
philosophy and its criticism and 2.4: correct material |2 X 50 philosophy
figures. Able to positivism in description, correct and its figures
explain the philosophy and analysis Re_ferences:
meaning of L i - Pritchard,
existentialism and its figures and 3.3: the description Duncan. 2016
pragmatism in actively ask of the material is What is this
philosophy and its questions in generally correct, thing called
figures discussions. there is one aspect Philosophy.

2.Students convey of the analysis that New York,
the meaning of is not quite right. London:
existentialism 4.2: the material Routledge.
and pragmatism description is
in philosophy generally correct,
and its figures there is more than
and actively ask one aspect of the
questions in analysis results
discussions that is incorrect.
5.1: the description
of the material and
the analysis
results are
inaccurate
Form of Assessment :
Practice / Performance

12 Able to understand 1.Students Criteria: problem- Material: 5%
the nature of understand the 1.Assessment based criticism and
criticism and nature of Criteria learning positivism in
positivism in ) :
philosophy and its criticism and 2.4: correct material |2 X 50 philosophy
figures. Able to positivism in description, correct and its f_IQUTES
%ngﬁliﬂ thgf philosophy and analysis ;23:/3: ;
existentgi;alism and its figures and 3.3: the description Husodo. 2012
pragmatism in actively ask of the material is Philosobhy of‘
philosophy and its questions in generally correct, Science and
figures discussions. there is one aspect Logic.

2.Students convey of the analysis that Yogyakarta:
the meaning of is not quite right. Familia.

existentialism
and pragmatism
in philosophy
and its figures
and actively ask
questions in
discussions

4.2: the material
description is
generally correct,
there is more than
one aspect of the
analysis results
that is incorrect.

5.1: the description
of the material and
the analysis
results are
inaccurate

Form of Assessment :
Practice / Performance




13 Understanding the 1.Students convey | Criteria: problem- Material: 5%
meaning of mind an 1.Assessment based understanding
and heart in . L learning of mind and
today's (post- understanding of Criteria _ \
modern) era as the meaning of 2.4: correct material |2 X 50 heartin
well as the balance mind and heart description, correct today's times
of senses-reason- in today's (post- analysis (post-modern)
heart. Able to modern) era as 3.3: the description References:
understand the "~ S Pritchard,
meaning of well as the of the material is Duncan. ,2016.
philosophy of balance of the generally correct, What is this
science, substance senses-reason- there is one aspect thing called
and dimensions of heart and of the analysis that 9
study and the eartan ¢ alys Philosophy.
relationship actively ask is not quite right. New York,
between science- questions in 4.2: the material London:
philosophy-religion discussions description is Routledge.

2.Students generally correct,
present the there is more than
results of the one aspect of the
examination analysis results
regarding the that is incorrect.
understanding of 5.1: the description
the philosophy of of the material and
science, the analysis
substance and results are
dimensions of inaccurate
study as well as
their Form of Assessment :
interrelationships Practice / Performance
2.9 Specific
competencies
Semester
Learning Plans
for Sharia
Economic Law
Study Program
d. Science-
Philosophy-
Religion
science-
philosophy-
religion and
actively ask
questions in
discussions

14 Understanding the 1.Students convey | Criteria: problem- Material: 5%
meaning of mind an 1.Assessment based mind and
and heart in ) - learning heart in
today's (post- understanding of Criteria _ in.

2.4: correct material |2 X 50 today's times

modern) era as
well as the balance
of senses-reason-
heart. Able to
understand the
meaning of
philosophy of
science, substance
and dimensions of
study and the
relationship
between science-
philosophy-religion

the meaning of
mind and heart
in today's (post-
modern) era as
well as the
balance of the
senses-reason-
heart and
actively ask
questions in
discussions
2.Students
present the
results of the
examination
regarding the
understanding of
the philosophy of
science,
substance and
dimensions of
study as well as
their
interrelationships
2.9 Specific
competencies
Semester
Learning Plans
for Sharia
Economic Law
Study Program
d. Science-
Philosophy-
Religion
science-
philosophy-
religion and
actively ask
questions in
discussions

description, correct
analysis

3.3: the description
of the material is
generally correct,
there is one aspect
of the analysis that
is not quite right.

4.2: the material
description is
generally correct,
there is more than
one aspect of the
analysis results
that is incorrect.

5.1: the description
of the material and
the analysis
results are
inaccurate

Form of Assessment :
Practice / Performance

(post modern)
References:
Pritchard,
Duncan. 2016.
What is this
thing called
Philosophy.
New York,
London:
Routledge.

Material:
mind and
heart
Reference: .
Sutrisno,
Mudji. 1995.
Philosophy,
Literature and
Culture.
Jakarta:
Torch.




15 Able to analyze the | Students present Criteria: problem- Material: the 5%
E)?lgc?ér?chg osophy ta?neaIr;zsilrj1lgtjstrc1)tfa role of 1.Assessment baseq rOI? of
regarding logic, philosophy of Criteria ) leaming philosophy of
ethics, moral science regarding 2.4: correct material |2 X 50 science
responsibility and logic, ethics, moral description, correct reg_ardmg_
knowledge as well responsibility and analysis logic, ethics,
as the role of knowledge as well 3.3: the descrition moral
educational as the role of e IPUC responsibility
philosophy in educational of the material is and
solving educational | philosophy in generally correct, knowledge as
problems solving educational there is one aspect well as the

problems and of the analysis that
actively ask _ ! Y > role of
questions in is not quite right. educational
discussions 4.2: the material philosophy in
description is solving
generally correct, educational
there is more than problems.
one aspect of the Library:
analysis results Purwo
that is incorrect. Husodo. 2012.
5.1: the description Philosophy of
of the material and Science and
the analysis Logic. )
Yogyakarta:
_results are Familia.
inaccurate
Form of Assessment : Material: the
Participatory Activities role of
philosophy of
science
Library:
Calne. 2004.
The Limits of
Reason:
Rationality &
Human
Behavior ..
Jakarta: KPG
16 UAS UAS Criteria: UAS UAS Material: UAS 15%
UAS 2 X50 Library:
Suriasumantri,
Form of Assessment : Jujun S. 2005.
Test Philosophy of
Science: A
Popular
Introduction.
Jakarta: Sinar
Harapan
Library.

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Case Study
No [ Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 27%
2. | Project Results Assessment / Product Assessment 4%
3. | Practice / Performance 39%
4. [ Test 30%
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) which are
used for the formation/development of a course consisting of aspects of attitude, general skills, special skills and knowledge.
3. 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.
4. 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.
5. 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.
6. 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.
7. Forms of assessment: test and non-test.
8. 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.
9. 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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