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Learning —
Outcomes | Program Objectives (PO)
(PLO) PO -1 Students are able to compile, analyze legal research and empirical research as well as various phenomena in order
to find research problems.
PLO-PO Matrix
P.O
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 This course is a core course for the Master of Laws at Surabaya State University, containing the basics of legal research, legal
Course research methods, preparation of legal research, legal writing techniques, techniques for creating legal research shows, and
Description | presentation techniques in presenting legal research proposals.
References | Main : ‘
1. 1. Peter Mahmud Marzuki, Penelitian Hukum, Kencana, Jakarta, 2005.
2. 2. Soetandyo Wignjosoebroto, Hukum Paradigma, Metode dan Dinamika Masalahnya, Elsam dan Huma, Jakarta, 2002.
Supporters: ‘
Supporting | Dr. Pudji Astuti, S.H., M.H.
lecturer Elisabeth Septin Puspoayu, S.H., M.H.
Help Learning,
: iliti : Learning methods,
Final abilities of Evaluation Student Assignments, Learning
each learning - : : Assessment
Week- [ Estimated time] materials Weight (%
sta%e [ References ] eight (%)
(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online)
offline )
(1) (2) (3) 4) (5) (6) (7) (8)




Students are able Students’ Criteria: lectures, Material: 5%
to analyze research |  ability to clarity and accuracy of | discussions normative
back_g_rOLImds, o analyzeh background analysis | and research
empirical researc researc and research . .
methodologies, and | background methodology questions References: 1.
legal research and and Peter Mahmud
methods methodology | Form of Assessment : | 21SWers Marzuki, Legal
Participatory Activities, 52;?:;?'
Practice/Performance Jakarta, 2005,
Material:
empirical
research
References: 2.
Soetandyo
Wignjosoebroto,
Paradigm Law,
Methods and
Problem
Dynamics,
Elsam and
Huma, Jakarta,
2002.
Students are able Students’ Criteria: discussion Material: Legal 5%
to analyze law as a | ability to Accuracy of analysis | and Research
research object analyze law as | of law as an object of question Objects
abr_es?arch research and answer Library: 1
objec t
) £ . Peter Mahmud
E°”.“A° ASS:SS“?‘?"‘ : Marzuki, Legal
articipatory Activities Research,
Kencana,
Jakarta, 2005.
Students are able students' Criteria: lectures, Material: 5%
to evaluate the ability to Sharp evaluation of | discussions Basics of legal
basms of legal " gva!uateftlhe | the basics of legal and science and
science, as well as asics of lega science and the flow . ;
the flow of thought science and of thought in questions !mes of thought
and presentation of | the flow of presenting legal and in research
legal research thought and research answers - References:
presentation of 1. Peter
legal research | Eorm of Assessment : Mahmud
Participatory Activities, Marzuki, Legal
Practice/Performance Research,
Kencana,
Jakarta, 2005.
Students are able Students’ Criteria: Lectures, Material: 5%
to create legal ability to Analytical sharpness | discussions normative
Wfltlng IQCf}quES analyzel is related to and research
as a basis for proposal techniques for : .
preparing research preparation prepar(ilng research assignments References: 1.
proposals techniques proposals ;eter Il‘:"afzmucl’
arzuki, Lega
Form of Assessment : Research,
Participatory Activities, Kencana,
Practice/Performance Jakarta, 2005.
Material:
empirical
research
References: 2.
Soetandyo
Wignjosoebroto,
Paradigm Law,
Methods and
Problem
Dynamics,
Elsam and
Huma, Jakarta,
2002.
Students are able ability to Criteria: Discussion Material: 5%
to compile compile the sharpness of the and background to
background, background of background to the questions the problem
prloblems, research | the problem research problem and References: 1.
titles E ‘A ¢ . | answers Peter Mahmud
orm of Assessment : Marzuki, Legal
Participatory Activities,
Practice/Perf Research,
ractice/Performance Kencana,

Jakarta, 2005.




6 Students are able Criteria: discussion Material: 5%
to formulate the Accuracy of analysis | and Benefits and
gb]ecft_;vesf?nd | of the benefits and question objectives of

enefits of legal objectives of research

research, and g and answer research )

review the Form of Assessment : References: 2.

literature Participatory Activities . Sqetqndyo

patory Wignjosoebroto,

Paradigm Law,
Methods and
Problem
Dynamics,
Elsam and
Huma, Jakarta,
2002.

7 Students are able Students’ Criteria: Discussion Material: 10%
to compile ability to precision of analysis | and literature review
title, objectives and | literature used | Form of Assessment - and : 2. Soetandyo
benefits of legal as an Particiatory Activities | & e Wignjosoebroto,
research, as well analytical tool | ~articipatory Activities Paradigm Law,
as literature review Methods and

Problem
Dynamics,
Elsam and
Huma, Jakarta,
2002.

8 Students* ability to Ability to Criteria: discussions Material: 15%
compose research prepare accuracy of the and preparation of
proposals proposals and | problems in the assignments proposal

presentations proposal, methods References: 1.
and literature review Peter Mahmud
Form of Assessment : Ig:;gl:ghLegal
Project Results Kencana !
Assessment / Product Jakarta ’2005
Assessment ! ’

9 Students are able ability to Criteria: discussion Material: 5%
to compile evaluate accuracy of literature Literature
background, literature review review
problems, research | reviews Ref
title, objectives and Form of Assessment : T aone
benefits of legal Participatory Activities . 2 S_oetandy °
research, as well patory Wignjosoebroto,
as literature review Paradigm Law,

Methods and
Problem
Dynamics,
Elsam and
Huma, Jakarta,
2002.

10 Students are able Methodological | Criteria: discussion Material: 5%
to compile evaluation and | methodological empirical
background, literature accuracy, problems research
problems, research | review and literature review Ref .2
title, objectives and sgeet;g;gs' :
benefits of legal .
research, as well Eglr‘tri‘;io;tAorsszii\Tt?enst : Wignjosoebroto,
as literature review p y Paradigm Law,

Methods and
Problem
Dynamics,
Elsam and
Huma, Jakarta,
2002.

11 Students are able ability to Criteria: discussion Material: 5%
to analyze research [ discuss accuracy and discussion of
materials to answer | problems sharpness of research
problems dgﬁ:ﬁ;gn of problems

p References: 1.
Form of Assessment : ;Ztrezru%afggg
Participatory Activities Research,

Kencana,
Jakarta, 2005.

12 students* ability to Ability to Criteria: discussion Material: 5%
analyze and discuss Sharpness and Discussion of
evaluate library problems accuracy in discussing problems
studies to answer research problems

References: 1.
problems Peter Mahmud
Form of Assessment : Marzuki, Legal

Participatory Activities Research,

Kencana,

Jakarta, 2005.




13 Students* ability to ability to Criteria: discussion Material: 5%
discuss research discuss accuracy and Discussion of
problems research sharpness in problems

problems discussing research References: 1.
problems Peter Mahmud
Form of Assessment : g:;gl;ghLegal
Participatory Activities !
Kencana,
Jakarta, 2005.

14 Students are able ability to Criteria: lectures and Material: 5%
to organizea evaluate the The accuracy of the discussions systematics
systematic thesis systematics of systematic evaluation | as well as thesis
design athesis of the thesis questions References: 2.

~|and Soetandyo

Forr_n_of Asses;n_u_ent | answers Wignjosoebroto,

Participatory Activities, Paradigm Law,

Practice/Performance Methods and '
Problem
Dynamics,
Elsam and
Huma, Jakarta,
2002.

15 students* ability to discussion Material: 5%
present research Form of Assessment : presentation
proposals Participatory Activities techniques

References: 2.
Soetandyo
Wignjosoebroto,
Paradigm Law,
Methods and
Problem
Dynamics,
Elsam and
Huma, Jakarta,
2002.

16 ability to evaluate the ability to Criteria: discussion Material: 10%

proposals prepare a method accuracy, preparation of a
thesis proposal | literature review with thesis
problems References: 1.
Peter Mahmud
Form of Assessment : Marzuki, Legal
Participatory Activities Researéh,
Kencana,
Jakarta, 2005.

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Project Based Learning

No [ Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 72.5%
2. | Project Results Assessment / Product Assessment 15%
3. | Practice / Performance 12.5%

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 level of their
study program obtained through the learning process.
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10.
11.
12.

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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