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Learning Project Based Learning
model
Program PLO study program that is charged to the course
Learnin
Outcom%s PLO-6 Able to develop, maintain a network and establish effective communication with the academic community to
(PLO) support lifelong learning.
PLO-8 Apply the concept of basic skills knowledge and demonstrate integration in basic knowledge of study fields
(mathematics, language, science, social studies, civics, arts, sports).
Program Objectives (PO)
PO-1 Students are able to analyze and interpret literary works by understanding intrinsic elements such as narrative
structure, language style, characters, settings and themes contained in literary works.
PO -2 Students have a deep understanding of the development of literature from time to time and are able to relate it to
the social, political and cultural contexts that influence these literary works.
PO -3 Students can appreciate literary works critically and have the ability to analyze and interpret the values contained
in these literary works.
PLO-PO Matrix
P.O PLO-6 PLO-8
PO-1
PO-2
PO-3
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
PO-2
PO-3
Short This course provides students with a strong foundation covering basic literary concepts including literary science, literary history,
Course literary theory, and literary genres in appreciating literary works in depth and understanding the values contained therein.
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Learning methods,

Final abilities of Evaluation h Learnin
Week. | €ach learning Stu[déasntti rﬁ:fég’:mlee’]tsl s Assessment
stage [ References | Weight (%)
(Sub-PO) Indicator Criteria & Form Offline ( Online ( online)
offline )
(1) (2 (3) 4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
1 Understand the 1.Defining Criteria: Using case Material: 5%
meaning & modern according to the studies as a Understanding
essence of literary Indonesian | rubric learning the meaning &
science. X method essence of
Understand the literature Form of 4 ) " c
meaning & _ 2 Writing Assesement - students wi iterary
essence of literary about Particinator . |ntegrat_e the science
science Indonesian ucipatory theoretical Reference:
! Activities concepts Sukasih, S.
literature learned and (2022).
develop Theory and
problem Appreciation
solving and of Literature in
critical Elementary
thinking skills Schools.
through in- Ideas
depth Publishing.
analysis and
discussion
2 X 50
2 Students Define the Criteria: Through a Material: 0%
understand the approach used | according to the learning Students
various h d in literary rubric process with understand
%pl‘i)tg’rgf es use appreciation case studies, the various
s Form of tudents approaches
appreciation Assessment - stu ppro:
€S : develop used in
Participatory problem- literary
Activities solving and appreciation,
critical such as
thinking skills formalistic,
through in- historical and
depth psychological
analysis, approaches.
while References:
discussion Nurmalia, L.
and (2023).
collaboration Language and
encourage Literature in
better Primary
understanding Schools.
and Uwais
preparation Indonesian
for real-world inspiration.

challenges.
2 X50




Understand the 1.Defining Criteria: Using case Material: 5%
development & modern according to the studies as a development
mfjt(())r:)é:ifan Indonesian | rubric learning & history of
literature literature method, ) Ipdonesmn
2 \Writing _students will literature
about |ntegrat_e the Referepce:
Indonesian theoretical Mus_ta_d/, A,
. concepts Habibi, M., &
literature learned and Iskandar, PA
develop (2021).
problem Philosophy,
solving and Theory and
critical Concepts of
thinking skills Elementary
through in- School
depth Indonesian
analysis and Language and
discussion Literature.
4 X 50 UNY Press.
Students 1.meaning of | Criteria: Using case Material: 5%
umned:r:isr}ar;% éhe poetry acg:t_)rding to the studies as a elements of
understgnd the 2.elements rubrie l:}zm‘:g gg?gg;nzum
elements of Of Poetly. | Form of students will language
Phoeergg‘ E’nCh as such as Assessment : intearate th wie. i
, language theme > grate the style, imagery,
style, imagery, ' Project Results theoretical rhythm and
rhythm and poetry language | Assessment / concepts poetry
structure. _style, Product Assessment | |earned and structure.
imagery, develop References:
rhythm, problem Krissandi,
and poetry solving and ADS (2021).
structure. critical Indonesian
thinking skills Children’s
through in- Literature.
depth Sanata
analysis and Dharma
discussion University
4 X 50 Press.
Students can 1.appreciate | Criteria: Through a Material: 5%
appreciate poetry poetry in according to the learning recognizing
in depth and rubric process with the aesthetic
recognize the depth !
aegthetic value 2.recognize | porm of gijsc?eittidlesy ‘&a;:iiﬁgd
nd meanin
2ontair$§d ing Eah:sth atic Sssfestsgemlt: develop contained in
poetry. value and roject kesults problem- poetry.
: Assessment / solving and References:
meaning Product Assessment | cyitical Nurgiantoro,
contained thinking skills B. (2018).
in poetry through in- Children’s
depth literature: an
analysis, introduction to
while understanding
discussion the world of
and children. UGM
collaboration Press.
encourage
better
understanding
and
preparation
for real-world
challenges.
2 X 50
Students are able 1.appreciate | Criteria: Through the Material: 7%
to appreciate children‘s Observation sheet | use of case appreciating
children's poetry (participation in studies children‘s
by paying attention poetry by learning) Written students will oetr
to the use of paying product f pocTy .
language attentionto | assessment sheet | €N9ageéina Referepce.
appropriate to the the use of (suitability, depth, complgx Sukasih, S.
target reader. anorooriate | US€ of spelling and | narrative that (2022).
ppropri punctuation). Video | requires them Theory and
Iangu_age product to integrate Appreciation
2 practice assessment sheet | previously of Literature in
reading (suitability, studied Elementary
poetry gi)arngllit;a r?]%ssss’age, theoretical Schools.
creativity). concepts. Ideas
2X50 Publishing.
Form of
Assessment :
Practical

Assessment




7 Students are able 1.appreciate | Criteria: Test Material: 7%
to appreciate children's Observation sheet |2 X 50 appreciating
children’s poetry (participation in children‘s
by paying attention poetry by learning) Written oetr
to the use of paying product p y .
language attention to | assessment sheet Refergnce.
appropriate to the the use of (suitability, depth, Sukasih, S.
target reader. iate | Use of spelling and (2022).

appropriate punctuation). Video Theory and
language product Appreciation
2.practice ?ss_ttesg_ment sheet of Literature in
readin suitability,
poetryg completeness, gﬁn;ggtar Y
clarity of message, ’
creativity). Ideas
Publishing.
Form of
Assessment :
Practical
Assessment
8 uTs uTs Criteria: Using case 10%
UTS studies as a
learning
Form of method,
Assessment : students will
Test integrate the
theoretical
concepts
learned and
develop
problem-
solving and
critical
thinking skills
through in-
depth
analysis and
discussion.
2 X50

9 Students 1.understand Through a Material: 5%
understand the the Form of learning understand
QS%’ER?S%?" meaning of | Assessment : process with the meaning
fictional prose, fiction Portfolio Assessment | case studies, anq e'lements
such as . 2 understand students of fictional
characters, setting, the develop prose, such as
plot, language problem- characters,
style, and themes elements solving and setting, plot,
in fictional prose. of fictional critical language

prose, thinking skills style, and
such as through in- themes in
characters, depth fictional prose.
setting, analysis, References:
plot, while Nurgiantoro,
language discussion B. (2018).
style, and and Children‘s
themes in collaboration literature: an
fictional encourage introduction to
prose better ) understanding

understanding the world of

and children. UGM

preparation Press.

for real-world

challenges.

2 X50

10 Students are able appreciate Criteria: Through a Material: 5%
to appreciate fictional prose | according to the learning appreciate
fictional prose by by ) rubric process with fictional prose
understanding the understanding ;
role of these the role of case studies, by

A Form of i
elements in these students understanding
building an elements in Assessment : develop the role of
interesting building an Project Results problem- these
narrative. interesting Assessment / solving and elements in

narrative. Product Assessment | citical building an
thinking skills interesting
through in- narrative.
depth References:
analysis, Nurgiyantoro,
while B. (2010).
discussion Children’s
and literature and
collaboration character
encourage formation.
better Journal of
understanding Educational
and Horizons,
preparation 1(3).

for real-world
challenges.
2 X 50




11 Students can Appreciating | Criteria: Using case Material: 5%
appreciate children’s according to the studies as a appreciation
chlldrek;l‘s fiction gctlon prose rubric learning of children‘s

rose ayin ayin _
gttentio% ?o %/heg a%/te?nt%/ongto the | Eorm of me;hod, i gctlon prose
use of language use of Assessment - students wi Yy paying
appropriate to the language A . integrate the attention to
target reader. appropriate to | Portfolio Assessment | theoretical the use of
the target concepts language
reader. learned and appropriate to
develop the target
problem reader.
solving and References:
critical Mustadi, A.,
thinking skills Habibi, M., &
through in- Iskandar, PA
depth (2021).
analysis and Philosophy,
discussion Theory and
2X50 Concepts of
Elementary
School
Indonesian
Language and
Literature.
UNY Press.

12 Students 1.understand Using case Material: 5%
understand the the Form of studies as a understanding
n;eanlntg ar;d meaning of | Assessment : learning and elements
Sr:nr:g] su?:h as drama Project Results method, of drama,
dialogue, scenes, 2 understand Assessment / §tudents will sych as
characters, the Product Assessment integrate the dialogue,
settings and theoretical scenes,
conflict in drama. elements concepts characters,

of drama, learned and settings and
such as develop conflict in
dialogue, problem- drama.
scenes, solving and References:
characters, critical Wahyuni, D.
settings, thinking skills (2016).
and conflict through in- Language
in drama. depth Creativity in
analysis and Indonesian
discussion. Children’s
2 X 50 Literature.
Madah:
Journal of
Language and
Literature,
7(2), 127-146.

13 Students are able Appreciating | Criteria: Through a Material: 7%
to appreciate drama by learning appreciate
Stientontoie” | Baunton o the process with drama by
use of these use of these iorm of ¢ case studies, paying
elements in elements in ssessment : students attention to
presenting presenting Practice / develop the use of
Interesting stories interesting Performance problem- these
and conflicts. stories and solving and elements in

conflicts. critical presenting
thinking skills interesting
through in- stories and
depth conflicts.
analysis, References:
while Krissandi,
discussion ADS (2021).
and Indonesian
collaboration Children's
encourage Literature.
better Sanata
understanding Dharma
and University
preparation Press.

for real-world
challenges.
2 X 50




14 Students are able Constructing | Criteria: Using case Material: 7%
to connect Iiter_ary Iiterary works According to the studies as a Connecting
works with their with cultural Rubric learning literary works
cultural and and historical method, with cultural
historical context context Form of students will and historical

Assessment : integrate the contexts
Project Results theoretical References:
Assessment / concepts Irawati, RP, &
Product Assessment | jeamed and Elmubarok, Z.
develop (2014).
problem Development
solving and of thematic
critical Indonesian
thinking skills language
through in- textbooks with
depth character for
analysis and elementary
discussion school
2 X 50 students
through
children‘s
literature.
Journal of
Character
Education,
5(2).

15 Students are able analyze the Through a Material: 7%
to analyze the moral Form of learning analyzing the
omro\;gllur‘gsssages \Ta?j:gges Or | Assessment : process with moral
contained in the contained in Project Results case studies, messages or
literary works they | literary works | ASsessment / students values
appreciate. Product Assessment | develop contained in

problem- literary works.
solving and Library:
critical Sukasih, S.
thinking skills (2022).
through in- Theory and
depth Appreciation
analysis, of Literature in
while Elementary
discussion Schools.
and Ideas
collaboration Publishing.
encourage
better
understanding
and
preparation
for real-world
challenges.
2 X 50
16 UAS UAS Criteria: Tests and 20%
UAS Performance

Form of

Assessment :

Test

Evaluation Percentage Recap: Project Based Learning

No | Evaluation Percentage
1. | Participatory Activities 5%
2. | Project Results Assessment / Product Assessment 34%
3. | Portfolio Assessment 10%
4. | Practical Assessment 14%
5. | Practice / Performance 7%
6. | 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.
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.




10.
11.
12.

Indicators for assessing abilities in the process and student learning outcomes are specific and measurable
statements that identify the abilities 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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