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Learning Case Studies

model

Program PLO study program that is charged to the course

Learning S

Outcomes | Program Objectives (PO)

(PLO) PO -1 Utilizing science and technology as a tool in analyzing, synthesizing and evaluating the Indonesian meaning
system. Mastering the Indonesian meaning system so that you can apply it in language research and/or
language learning. Make strategic decisions in analyzing/studying and implementing the Indonesian meaning
system based on language learning rules. Responsible for completing assignments, quizzes and tests related
to the Indonesian meaning system and its application

PLO-PO Matrix
P.O
PO-1
PO Matrix at the end of each learning stage (Sub-PO)
P.O Week
1] 2 314 5 6 7 8 9 10 | 11 | 12 | 13 14 15 16
PO-1

Short Able to develop mastery of the meaning system of the Indonesian language (essence, types, relationships, changes, fields, and

Course components of meaning, as well as functional links between the substance of Indonesian language knowledge and language skill

Description | competencies, curriculum materials, and learning) through class meeting activities, research, simulations to produce linguistic

analysis/study products related to meaning as well as language research/learning products to be presented in class discussions.

References | Main :

1. Chaer, Abdul dan Liliana Muliastuti. 2007. Semantik Bahasa Indonesia. Modul 1 146 . Chaer, Abdul. 2002. Pengantar
Semantik Bahasa Indonesia. Jakarta: Rineka Cipta. Chaer,Abdul. 2007. Linguistik Umum . Jakarta: Rineka Cipta.
Parera, Jos Daniel. 2004. Teori Semantik. Jakarta: Erlangga. Tarigan, Henry Guntur. 2009. Pengajaran Semantik .
Bandung. Angkasa
Supporters:
1. modul bahan ajar "Pengantar Semantik" karya Yunis Effendri
Supporting | Arie Yuanita, S.S., M.Si.
lecturer
Help Learning,
: Learning methods
Evaluation : H
Final abilities of Student Assignments, Learning
Week. | €ach learning [ Estimated time] materials | Assessment
stage Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online) [ Refe;ences Sl
(Sub-PO) offline )
(1) (2 (3) 4 (5) (6) (7 (8)




22 Understand the 22 Criteria: Discussion | presentations and Material: 2%
giSIOTy of the ] Iixp:]a}ining . 1.Assessment Presentation | assignments history of the
sgéeacr)lggegéo :hg Istory o rubric (attached) |2 X 50 development
Know the development |  2.able to explain of semantic
influential figures of semantics the history of the science.
in the development | 22 development of influential
of semantics. 22 Mentioning semantics and figures in the
22 Understand the the names of " development
history of the figures who mention of semantic
development of were influential science. The
semantics 22 influential in figures, ; :
Know the the importance of
influential figures development semantics in
in the devel%pment of semgntics !=orm of Assessment linguistic
of semantics 22 Realizing |- . . o studies
the Participatory Activities : Chaer, Abdul
g?ggg%m‘iis and Liliana
in linguistic Muliastuti.
studies 2007.
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Space
(1) Understanding 1) Criteria: Presentation | presentations and Material: the 2%
the nature of Explaining 1.Scoring discussion | assignments nature of
semantics, (2) the nature of L 2 X 50 semantics
Knowing the semantics guidelines 2
relationship (2) Outlining (attached) semantic
between semantics | the 2.Can explain the relationships
and other scientific | relationship nature of with other
disciplines. (3) between - scientific
Knowing the semantics semfcmncs_, the disciplines.
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semantic other scientific Chaer, Abdul
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everyday life. Indonesian
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Form of Assessment Module 1 146
: . Chaer,
Participatory Activities Abdul. 2002.
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Chaer, Abdul.
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Parera, Jos
Daniel. 2004.
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Erlangga.
Tarigan,
Henry Guntur.
2009.
Semantic
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(1) Knowing the
position of
semantics in
linguistics (2)
Knowing the
application of
semantics at other
linguistic levels

(1) Explain
the position
of semantics
in linguistics
(2) Explain
the
application of
semantics at
other levels
of linguistics

Criteria:
1.Scoring
guidelines
(attached)
25

Form of Assessment

Participatory Activities

Presentation
discussion
2 X 50

Presentations and
assignments

Material: the
position of
semantics in
linguistics, the
application of
semantics at
other linguistic
levels.
Reference:
Chaer, Abdul
and Liliana
Muliastuti.
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2%

Understand the
types of semantics

explain the
types of
semantics

Criteria:
1.Scoring
guidelines
2.can explain the
types of

semantics

Form of Assessment

Participatory Activities

presentation
discussion
2 X 50

presentations and
assignments

Material:
types of
semantics
Bibliography:
Chaer, Abdul
and Liliana
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Know the
background to the
division of
semantic types

explains the
background
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division of
semantic
types
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1.scoring
guidelines
2.can explain the
background to
the division of
semantic types

Form of Assessment

Participatory Activities

presentation
discussion
2 X50

presentations and
assignments

Material:
background to
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semantic
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Reader:
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and Liliana
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Rineka Cipta.
Chaer, Abdul.
2007. General
Linguistics.
Jakarta:
Rineka Cipta.
Parera, Jos
Daniel. 2004.
Semantic
Theory.
Jakarta:
Erlangga.
Tarigan,
Henry Guntur.
2009.
Semantic
Teaching.
Bandung.
Space

5%

(1) Understand the
ins and outs of
meaning (2) Know
the indicators of
meaning

(1) Clarifying
the ins and
outs of
meaning (2)
Explaining
indicators of
meaning

Criteria:

1.Scoring
guidelines

2.Can explain the
nature of
meaning and
indicators of
meaning

Form of Assessment

Participatory Activities

presentation
discussion
2 X50

presentations and
assignments

Material: the
ins and outs of
the meaning
of meaning
indicators.
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Understand the
concept of
meaning. Know the
aspects of
meaning

1)
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the concept
of meaning,
2) Know the
aspects of
meaning
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able to understand
the concept of
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aspects of meaning

Form of Assessment

Participatory Activities

presentation
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presentations and
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Midterm exam

midterm
exam
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assessment
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guidelines

Form of Assessment

Participatory
Activities, Tests

midterm
exam
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Material: UTS
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Muliastuti.
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Parera, Jos
Daniel. 2004.
Semantic
Theory.
Jakarta:
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9 (1) Understand the | (1) Explain Criteria: Discussion | presentations and Material: 5%
concept of the the concept 1.100; Ifyou are | Presentation | assignments Medan
Field of Meaning of the ' ; 2 X 50 concept.
(2) Know the Meaning able to explain ;
components of Field (2) the material Meaning of
meaning Explain the correctly and be the concept of
%’gacr?i%‘)f able to anticipate g)‘?ggnngems
components ;ar\c/)tranryﬂ?:esnon References:
. haer, A |
participants gngeulia:: Y
2.75: If you are Muliastuti.
able to explain 2007.
the material Indonesian
correctly and are Semantics.
less able to Module 1 146
anticipate every . Chaer,
question from Abdul. 2002.
the participants Introduction to
3.50: If you are not Indonesian
able to explain Semantics.
the material Jakarta:
correctly and are Rineka Cipta.
not able to Chaer, Abdul.
anticipate every 2007. 'G'eneral
" Linguistics.
question from Jakarta:
the participants Rineka Cipta.
!=orm of Assessment gz;e;;i, ;83 4.
Participatory Activities ?ﬁg:f;;ﬂc
Jakarta:
Erlangga.
Tarigan,
Henry Guntur.
2009.
Semantic
Teaching.
Bandung.
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10 (1) Understand the | (1) Clarifying | Criteria: Discussion | presentations and Material: 5%
Fr?gacr?i?wt of E?femcé);r%(re\pt 1.100; If you are Presentation | assignments meaning
relationghips. %) relationshi%s. able to explain 2X50 components,
Knowing the types | (2) Identify the material meaning
of meaning types of correctly and be compo'nent
relationships (3) meaning able to anticipate analysis
Understanding the | relationships every question procedures.
principles of (3) Explain va References:
meaning the principles from the Chaer, Abdul
relationships of meaning participants and Liliana

relationships

2.75: If you are
able to explain
the material
correctly and are
less able to
anticipate every
question from
the participants

3.50: If you are not
able to explain
the material
correctly and are
not able to
anticipate every
question from
the participants
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2009.
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11 (1) Understand the (1) Clarifying | Criteria: Discussion | presentation and Material: 5%
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change change (3) from the meaning
Outlining the participants relationships
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causing the able to explain ch v
meaning ! aer, Abdul
change the material and Liliana
correctly and are Muliastuti.
less able to 2007.
anticipate every Indonesian
question from Semantics.
the participants Module 1 146
3.50: If you are not . Chaer,
able to explain Abdul. 2002.
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correctly and are gg;’;i‘;‘;gg
not able to Jakarta: .
anticipate every Rineka 'Cipta.
question from Chaer, Abdul.
the participants 2007. General
Form of Assessment sglg;g{/cs.
s L Rineka Cipta.
Participatory Activities Parera, Jos
Daniel. 2004.
Semantic
Theory.
Jakarta:
Erlangga.
Tarigan,
Henry Guntur.
2009.
Semantic
Teaching.
Bandung.
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12 Know the types of Explain the | Criteria: presentation | presentations and Material: 2%
changes in types of 1.100; Ifyou are | and assignments concept of
meaning. (ri:]:anr%ﬁs n able to explain | discussion changes in
g the material 2X350 meaning,
correctly and be background
able to anticipate for ch_anges in
every question ggta(\)r:lsng,
"0’“. t‘he causing
participants changes in
2.75: If you are meaning.
able to explain Bibliography:
the material Chaer, Abdul
correctly and are and Liliana
less able to Muliastuti.
anticipate every 2007.
question from Indonesian
the participants Semantics.
3.50: If you are not Module 1 146
able to explain - Chaer,
the material Abdul. 2002.
correctly and are ;Zzgggg";n to
not able to Semantics
anticipate every Jakarta: :

question from
the participants

Form of Assessment

Participatory Activities

Rineka Cipta.
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Tarigan,
Henry Guntur.
2009.
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13 Understand the Explain the | Criteria: Material: - 10%
concept of types of | concept of 1.100; If you are 2 X 50 Bibliography:
meaning types of able to explain | discussion Chaer, Abdul

meaning. the material presentation and Liliana
correctly and be Muliastuti.
able to anticipate ivocz:r;esian
every question Semantics.
from the Module 1 146
participants Chaer
2.75: If you are Abdul. éooz_
able to explain Introduction to
the material Indonesian
correctly and are Semantics.
less able to Jakarta:
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question from Chaer, Abdul.
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able to explain Jakarta:
the material Rineka Cipta.
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!=orm of Assessment Zlaezgrlj guntur.
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Teaching.
Bandung.
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%Jé\acri%o(fzt)ypes of tc)?pn;seglE of 1.100; If you are | Presentation | assignments types of
Understand the meaning - able to explain 2X50 changes in
types of meaning - | Give the material meaning
(3) Know examples | examples of correctly and be Reader:
of the application each type of able to anticipate Chaer, Abdul
of each type of meaning - : and Liliana
meaning Explain the every question Muliastuti.

appgcation ?f from the 2007.

each type o participants Indonesian

meaning. 2.75: If you are Semantics.
able to explain Module 1 146
the material . Chaer,
correctly and are Abdul. 2002.
less able to Introduction to
anticipate every Indonesian
question from Semantics.
the participants Jakarta:

3.50: If you are not
able to explain
the material
correctly and are
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question from
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Rineka Cipta.
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Jakarta:
Rineka Cipta.
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2009.
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15 - Understand the - Explain the | Criteria: Discussion | discussions and Material: 5%
concept O.f types of concep% of 1.100; If you are Presentation | assignments application of
Undersiand the | reaning - able to explain | 2 X 50 types of
types of meaning - | Give the material meaning
Know examples of | examples of correctly and be Reader:
the application of each type of able to anticipate Chaer, Abdul
each type of meaning - : and Liliana
meaning Explain the every question Muliastuti.
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the material . Chaer,
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the participants Jakarta:
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Evaluation Percentage Recap: Case Study

No [ Evaluation Percentage
1. [ Participatory Activities 72.5%
2. | Test 27.5%

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




o o & w

o~

10.
11.
12.

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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