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Learning Project Based Learning
model
Program PLO study program which is charged to the course
Learning —
Outcomes | Program Objectives (PO)
(PLO) PO-1 Sub-CPMK 1 Identifying Qualitative Research (CPMK 2, CPMK 3, CPMK 4) Sub-CPMK 2 Understanding Qualitative
Research Design and Procedures (CPMK 2, CPMK 3, CPMK 4) Sub-CPMK 3 Mastering Theory in Qualitative Research
(CPMK 2, CPMK 3, CPMK 4) Sub-CPMK 4 Understanding Qualitative Data Collection (CPMK 2, CPMK 3, CPMK 4)
Sub-CPMK 5 Explaining Qualitative Data Analysis Bogdan and Biklen Model (CPMK 2, CPMK 3, CPMK 4) Sub-CPMK 6
Outlining the Qualitative Data Analysis of the Miles and Huberman Model (CPMK 2, CPMK 3, CPMK 4) Sub-CPMK 7
Outlining the Qualitative Data Analysis of the Strauss and Corbin Model (Grounded Theory) (CPMK 2, CPMK 3, CPMK
4) Sub-CPMK 8 Outlining the Analysis Spradley Model Qualitative Data (Ethnography) (CPMK 2, CPMK 3, CPMK 4)
Sub-CPMK 9 Describes Qualitative Data Analysis Phillip Mayring Model (CPMK 2, CPMK 3, CPMK 4) Sub-CPMK 10
Describes Qualitative Data Analysis Using Computer Programs (CPMK 1, CPMK 2, CPMK 3, CPMK 4) Sub-CPMK 11
Describes Qualitative Data Codes (CPMK 2, CPMK 3, CPMK 4) Sub-CPMK 12 Has the Ability to Work with Attributes
(CPMK 1, CPMK 2, CPMK 3, CPMK 4)
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 examine techniques for documenting daily experiences as a source of accurate data, literature studies (techniques for collecting data from
Course books, newspapers, magazines, journals, clippings, or by browsing the internet), studies of other materials (drawings/paintings/photos,
Description | songs via cassette/cd/others, films, etc.), how to treat data (organizing data, coding and analysis, testing conjectures, important things as
an analysis strategy, and interpretation stages), and data analysis techniques (symbolic interactions, analysis discourse, hermeneutics,
semiotics, etc.).
References | Main : |
1. 1. Creswell, John W. 1994. Research Design Qualitative and Quantitative Approach. London : Sage. 2. Emzir, Metodologi
Penelitiam Kualitatif: Analisis Data
Supporters: |
1. 1. Denzin, Norman K., & Yvonna S. Lincoln (Eds). 1994. Handbook of Qualitative Research. London : Sage. 2. Filmer, P. 1972,
“On Harold Garfinkel's Ethnomethodology”, dalam New Directions in Sociological Theory, P. Filmer et.al (eds). London : Collier
MacMillan. 3. Garfinkel, H. 1967. Studies in Ethnometodology. Englewood Cliffs : Prentice-Hall. Bab 1-3. 4. Suparlan, Parsudi.
1994. Metode Penelitian Kualitatif. Jakarta : Program S2, Kajian Wilayah Amerika Universitas Indonesia
Supporting | Prof. Dr. Sarmini, M.Hum.
lecturer Dr. Wahyudi, S.Pd., M.Si. (Han).
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Final abilities of Evaluation Learning methods,
Week. | €ach learning Studgnt_ Assngm_ments, Learning materials | Assessment
€€k | stage [ Estimated time] [ References ] Weight (%)
(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online )
offline’)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)




Understand the - Explain the | Criteria: direct learning | Assignment Material: The 5%
nattf_rtet(_)f dat StUdl.{ C;_f 1.Benchmark 2 X50 1 x 60 minutes Nature of
qualitative data qualitative Lalitative Data
analysis data analysis Assessment gnal o
- Explain the Criteria ol % .
concept of 2 .Knowledge 45% eferences: 1.
data and data Skills 45% Creswell, John W.
analysis - attitude 10% 1994. Research
Give Design Qualitative
examples of and Quantitative
32?;'tat"’e Approach. London :
Sages. 2. Emzir,
Qualitative
Research
Methodology: Data
Analysis
Understand Can explain Criteria: explains the Assignment Material: 5%
guahtatnéeD : Sualltatl\ée 1.Benchmark 2 X50 1 x 60 minutes Qualitative
esearch Design esearc itati Research Design
and Procedures Design and Assessment ?;:;g?gr\:e and Procedureg
Procedures Criteria desi g e '
2.Knowledge 45% | @€s!gn an eferences: 1.
: o procedures Creswell, John W.
skills 45%
attitude 10% 1994. Research
Design Qualitative
Form of and Quantitative .
Assessment : gppr oac2h. EL;”CZO” :
Portfolio Assessment Qigi'féti\)e ZIr,
Research
Methodology: Data
Analysis
Mastering Theory Can explain Criteria: Explaining Assignment Material: 5%
in Qualitative theory in 1.Benchmark Theoretical 1x 60 Theoretical Position
Research quahtanr\{ € Assessment Positions in in Qualitative
researc Criteria Qualitative Research
2.Knowledge 45% | Research References: 1.
Ski 9 2X50 Creswell, John W.
ills 45%
Attitude 10% 1994. Research
Design Qualitative
and Quantitative
/'_:\err:s(;;em . Approach. London :
Portfolio Assessment giga?ifén?\}eb—mz’r :
Research
Methodology: Data
Analysis
Understanding explains Criteria: Constructivist | Assignment Material: 5%
Qualitative Data Qualitative 1.Benchmark model of 1 x 60 minutes Qualitative Data
Collection Data ualitative data Collection
Collection Assessment q ; t
Criteria ‘230”‘;‘3'”_‘ . ;eihnlques s
2.Knowledge 45% | <X >0 minutes eferences: 1.
Skill og ’ Creswell, John W.
ills 45%
attitude 10% 1994. Research
Design Qualitative
E of and Quantitative
Aggtssment . Approach. London :
Portfolio Assessment gi?ai;fétl?\)eb—mz" )
Research
Methodology: Data
Analysis
Describing the explains the Criteria: Constructivist | Assignment Material: 5%
’I\Bﬂo%d?nfand Biklen E%}daf’:naf&dl 1.Benchmark Model of 1 x 60 minutes Qualitative Data
o foen Hoce itati Analysis Bogdan
Qualitative Data of Qualitative Assessment 8;2'?2;? sis and éiklen l\%odel
Analysis Data Analysis Criteria Y _
2.Knowledge 45% |Bogdan and References: 1.
N Biklen Model Creswell, John W.
Skills 45% )
Attitude 10% 2 X 50 minutes 1994. Research
Design Qualitative
d Quantitative
Form of an ‘
Assessment : Approach. London :
Practice / Sages. 2. Emzir,
Performance ggsgzgze
Methodology: Data
Analysis
Describing the explains the | Criteria: explains the Assignment Material: 15%
Miles and Miles and 1.Benchmark Miles and 1 x 60 minutes Qualitative Data
Huberman Model Huberman Assessment Huberman Analysis Miles and
of Qualitative Data Model of S5 X 50 Model Huberman Model
Analysis Qualitative Criteria o f .
Data Analysis 2 .Knowledge 45% Qualltatlvle ) ge erer;lcss.h »
Skills 45% Data Analysis reswell, John W.
attitude 10% 1994. Research
Design Qualitative
Form of and Quantitative
Assessment Approach. London :
Practice/ Sages. 2. Emzir,
Performance Qualitative
Research

Methodology: Data
Analysis




7 Describing the Qualitative | Criteria: Analyzing Assignment Material: 15%
fﬂtg%té?%fand Corbin gﬁi@gg%’g's 1.Benchmark Qualitative 1 x 60 minutes Qualitative Data
Qualitative Data Corbin Model Assessment Data Analysis Analysis Strauss
Analysis (Grounded Criteria Strauss and and Corbin Model
(Grounded Theory) | Theory) 2.Knowledge 45% | Corbin Model (Grounded Theory)

i () (Grounded References: 1.
Skills 45% ™ c (i
Attitude 10% eory) reswell, John W.
2 X50 1994. Research
Form of Design Qualitative
Assessment : and Quantitative
Portfolio Assessment Approach. London :
Sages. 2. Emzir,
Qualitative
Research
Methodology: Data
Analysis
8 uTsS Confluence Criteria: Assignment Material: Material 5%
indicators 1-7 1.Benchmark UTS 2 X 50 1 x 60 minutes from Meeting 1 to

Assessment performance Meeting 7

Criteria References: 1.

2 .Knowledge 45% Creswell, John W.

Skills 45% 1994. Research

i Design Qualitative
0,

Atttude 10% and Quantitative
Form of Approach. London :
Assessment : Sages. 2. Emzir,
Practice / Qualitative

Research
Perf
eriormance Methodology: Data
Analysis

9 Explain the Can explain Criteria: Constructivist | Assignment Material: Spradley 5%
Spradiey Model the Spradiey 1.Benchmark about 1 x 60 minutes Model Qualitative
(Ethnography) Model of litati Data Analvsi

10! = Assessment Qualitative ata Analysis
Qualitative Data Qualitative SES Data Analvsi ot
Analysis well Data Analysis Criteria ata Analysis (Ethnograp _V)

(Ethnography) | 2.Knowledge 45% | SPradiey References: 1.
Skills 45% Model Creswell, John W.
Attitude 10% (Ethnography) 1994. Research
2 x 50 minutes Design Qualitative
Form of and Quantitative
Assessment : gpproaczh. I:_London :
Portfolio Assessment ages. <. Emazir,
Qualitative
Research
Methodology: Data
Analysis

10 Describing the Spradlay and | Criteria: implement the | Assignment Material: Spradlay 5%
Spra}gilvsty Mgdfl of M”ggs 1.Benchmark Spradley 1 x 60 minutes and Milees
/?,Lf;)',gs've aa d;ta §,§g}§2is Assessment Model of Hubberman data
(Ethnography) workshop Criteria Qualitative analysis WOT_kShOP

2.Knowledge 45% | Data Analysis References: 1.
Skills 45% (Ethnography) Creswell, John W.
Attitude 10% in research 1994. Research

2 x 50 minutes Design Qualitative

Form of and Quantitative

Assessment : APPfoaczh- ELOI‘IQ’OH :

Practice / Sag?'s. 2. Emzir,

Performance Qualitative
Research
Methodology: Data
Analysis

11 Describing the Can explain Criteria: Constructivist | Assignment Material: 5%

mg'eﬁ lg/lfayrlng ch: F;};”“p 1.Benchmark Qualitative 1 x 60 minutes Qualitative Data
yring ; . -
Qualitative Data Model of Aslses_sment E?I? A’\r}lalygls '\Aﬂnalyss ;hghff
Analysis Qualitative Criteria Ilip Mayring ayring Mode
Data Analysis 2.Knowledge 45% | Model References: 1.
i 0 2 x 50 minutes Creswell, John W.
Sile 5% 1994. Research
i 0, .

atttude 10% Design Qualitative
Form of and Quantitative
Assessment : éppf oar;h. ':_LOHdOH :
Portfolio Assessment ages. <. tmazir,

Qualitative
Research
Methodology: Data
Analysis

12 Describing the Philip Marying | Criteria: Implementation | Assignment Material: 5%
fﬂh'g'ﬁ Mfayrlng mo?(el;]ng 1.Benchmark of the Phillip | 1 x 60 minutes Implementation of
anlia(t)ive Data workshop Assessment Mayring Model the Phillip Mayring
Analysis Criteria of Qualitative Model of Qualitative

2.knowledge 45% gfﬁg é*na'ysiis ga;a Analysisl

Kills 45% x 50 minutes eferences: 1.
Zttlitlsjde 12)% Creswell, John W.
1994. Research
Form of Design Qualitative
Assessment : and Quantitative .
Practice / Approach. Lonqon K
Performance Sages. 2. Emzir,
Qualitative
Research

Methodology: Data
Analysis




13 Decoding explains Criteria: Performance of | Assignment Material: 5%
Qualitative Data Qualitative 1.Benchmark Qualitative 1 x 60 minutes Qualitative Data
égﬁ%sulfelrhmg BgitggAnalyﬁs Assessment Data Analysis Analysis Using
Programs Computer Criteria Using Computer

Programs 2.Knowledge 45% | Computer Programs
Skills 45% Programs References: 1.
Attitude 10% | 2% 50 minutes gexggnglosrman K.,
Lincoln (Eds). 1994.
i‘:s?si;em : Handbook of
Practice / gua/ltatl\;eL )
esearch. London :
Performance Sages. 2. Filmer, P.
1972, “On Harold
Garfinkel's
Ethnomethodology”,
in New Directions in
Sociological
Theory, P. Filmer
et.al (eds). London :
Collier MacMillan.
3. Garfinkel, H.
1967. Studies in
Ethnomethodology.
Englewood Cliffs :
Prentice-Hall.
Chapters 1-3. 4.
Suparlan, Parsudi.
1994. Qualitative
Research Methods.
Jakarta: Masters
Program, American
Regional Studies,
University of
Indonesia

14 Describing Describing Criteria: Qualitative Describe Data Material: 5%
Qualitative Data Qualitative 1.Benchmark Data Password | Password Describing
Ciphers Data Ciphers Assessment performance 1 x 60 minutes Qualitative Data

Criteria 2 x 50 minutes Codes
2 e A% Creswel, Jofn W
Skills 45% i .
i 0 1994. Research
Atttude 10% Design Qualitative
Form of and Quantitative
Assessment : Approach. Lonqon :
Practice / Sages. 2. Emzir,
Performance Qualitative
Research
Methodology: Data
Analysis

15 Have the Ability to Have the Criteria: Performance of | Assignment Material: Working 5%
Work with Ability to 1.Benchmark work with 1 x 60 minutes with
Attributes X\{? -r[l; V{“th Assessment attributes Library Attributes:

ributes Criteria 2 x 50 minutes 1. Creswell, John
2 .Knowledge 45% W. 1994. Research
Skills 45% gs;l%rlz ;ﬁggavtéve
i 0,
Atttude 10% Approach. London :
Form of Saggs. 2 Emzir,
Assessment : Qualitative
Practice / Research ‘
Performance Methodology. Data
Analysis
16 Final exams Meeting Criteria: Performance of | Assignment Material: Final 10%
Materials 9-15 | - Benchmark completing 1 x 60 minutes Semester Exam

Assessment Criteria

Form of
Assessment :
Practice /
Performance

2 x 50 minute
Final Semester
Exam
questions

References: 1.
Creswell, John W.
1994. Research
Design Qualitative
and Quantitative
Approach. London :
Sages. 2. Emzir,
Qualitative
Research
Methodology: Data
Analysis

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Project Based Learning

No [ Evaluation Percentage
1. | Portfolio Assessment 40%
2. | Practice / Performance 60%

100%

Notes
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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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