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Abstract.
The lack of knowledge that students face in choosing their careers is one of the
issues for those who want to continue their education. Vocational High School (SMK)
graduates hope to get a job after graduation rather than continue their study. However,
it does not preclude the possibility that they will continue their studies at the higher
education level. Therefore, this training aims to enhance participants’ capacity to plan
their career paths, particularly for higher education. The first step in the training process
is distributing the material, followed by a workshop. A lecture introduces the subject
matter, and a workshop setting involves participatory action research. The evaluation’s
findings demonstrate that students’ knowledge and skills improve due to the training
received, and they can better comprehend the career path they will eventually pursue.
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All Indonesian state universities participate in the National Joint Entrance Selection
also known as SBMPTN, as one of the entrance selection processes for higher education. Students have the chance to select the major that interests them through this
selection process. Students have the option to select three majors from two different
universities during the registration process. The test path is one of the most popular
pathways because most students pass through these pathways [1]. Public universities
were among the most popular educational options, per a study by Tabita and Halim
(2014). The popularity of public universities is because of facilities that are qualified
(13.09%), parental consideration (14.38%), and accreditation and reputation (24.39%)—
making decisions about the major to study as one of the student’s career paths after
graduation thus becomes very stressful due to the level of difficulties that exist and the
limitations of choice.
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Various factors generally influence a student’s decision to pursue higher education.
Learning aptitude, intelligence, personality, self-efficacy, interest, self-confidence, and
self-orientation are examples of internal drivers [1-9]. In contrast, external factors like
parental and peer influence, institutional reputation, the chance to graduate, or counseling support and information services both regarding career paths, or careers after
graduation, are thought to be important for students to know and need to be trained
about it [10-17]. Three different secondary education options— Senior High School (SMA),
Islamic High School (MA), and Vocational High School (SMK)—and problems relating to
the characteristics of very diverse capabilities of student graduates. There are also
ongoing
changes in university policies from year to year.
Students have a wide range of career options available to them, particularly those
who are in high school or an equivalent. Of course, high schools prepare their graduates
to continue their education at a higher level by preparing them to enroll in colleges,
universities, or other high schools. In addition to preparing its graduates to continue
their education, Madrasah Aliyah (MA), a formal education run under the Ministry of
Religious Affairs, also provides high school graduates with an additional curriculum for
studying Islam. Alternatively, students are encouraged by vocational high schools (SMK)
to pursue careers as skilled workers in line with their chosen majors. Teachers who act
as student facilitators often struggle to guide students when they want to pursue higher
education, precisely due to the demands of Vocational High School, which focuses on
developing skilled workers.
In addition to these features, the capacity of each highly trained major is very
dynamic to change the laws and regulations. For instance, not all campuses publish
information on each department’s capacity, registrants, and enthusiasts on the campus
page; disclosing the information is a problem in and of itself. The information will
show how eagerly people apply to these colleges, how competitive it is, and how
everyone has a chance to be accepted as part of a particular major. As a result of these
issues, it is essential to update information and provide debriefing on how to read data
about opportunities so that students can continue their high education in line with their
interests.
The University of Indonesia (UI), the Bogor Institute of Technology (ITB), and the
Universitas Negeri Malang (UM) are famous universities or institutions that have grown
each year, making it difficult for students to get into higher education. This difficulty
faced by students is something that everyone involved must acknowledge. For instance,
according to data released by the University of Indonesia, medical education majors
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have the lowest chance of graduating from the science program on the Joint Entrance
Selection for State Universities (SBMPTN), with a 1.96% chance. In contrast, social studies
majors have the highest chance, with 54 open spots. Communication Science is the
most challenging, with 1978 registrants vying for 30 student positions [19]. When this
article has written, it was impossible to access registrants’ access on the ITB page to
learn more about registration tightness.
Meanwhile, the Universitas Negeri Malang provides information on registrants and
the number of people who re-register. According to the current 2020 data, the science
department occupies informatics engineering with a percentage of 2.29%, 1309 people
showing interest, and 30 people vying for student status. The Department of English
Language and Literature also holds the title of the social studies department with
the highest standards, with a percentage of 4.32%, an interest of 819 people, and
70 students competing for positions.
Students are generally unaware of most of the information listed above, or even if
they are, many people are unaware of the advantages of this knowledge for students
or teachers who offer career counseling. The teacher can only guide students and
students to choose by measuring existing competencies and abilities due to the limited
information and procedures for calculating how to determine the appropriate major.
We believe that it is essential to provide a service in the form of a lecture on how to
choose a major using the priority scale method and the current strictness analysis. On
the other hand, as well as developing their skill through a straightforward workshop to
try to choose the major, they will choose if they want to continue their studies.
Because of the abovementioned issues, we concluded that there are issues with
students’ ability to select the appropriate major. Moreover, at the SMK education level,
it is necessary to distribute information on how to do so—determining the Priority Scale
in the Selection of Lecture Departments in Jombang.

2. Method
Sixty-nine students from SMKN Gudo class XII participated in this activity, but five did not
complete the instrument, so we excluded them from the analysis. Thirty-nine women
and 25 men made up the 64 total individuals. By registering with the school counseling
guidance party to participate in this study planning training activity, participants for this
activity used a practical sampling method. The information we gather comes from the
ratios of the correct decisions students make when ranking their majors under current
DOI 10.18502/kss.v7i18.12403
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priorities. We used a test of the difference between participant values obtained before
and after the training for our analysis.
We started by mapping the issues at the school. In this activity, the partners are SMKN
Gudo in Jombang, East Java. The number of applicants who used the SNMPTN and
SBMPTN pathways differed according to the results of the initial interview process. The
difference in how students choose their tests is that many students prefer to compete
against other students from other schools through the test route because they lack
confidence in their ability to apply through the SNMPTN route. Finding the cause of
the issue was the next step in the process. Discussions with some class XII students
revealed that they prefer to work despite their desire to study. Some of them expressed
confusion about what their priorities should be for college. Based on this, we felt that
students’ understanding of how to structure the priority scale of the major required
intervention.
We started to create instruments to test students’ knowledge as a method of evaluation once we were aware of the issues the students were facing. The activity is
implemented in stages, starting with a pre-test with five major choices and data submitted on paper. The five options are majors available in the Universitas Negeri Malang’s
department. Because complete data is available from year to year and design and
administration majors are dominating in participant characters, so we think that they
will likely choose social majors in the future. After the pre-test, we give information on
advanced career paths, college majors, and the dangers of choosing the wrong ones.
This information is shared using the seminar method. We not only give information on
this subject but also instructions on how to interpret the information we presented in
the previous sheet. We reassessed the students’ accuracy in creating the preexisting
priority scale following the training, also known as the post-test.
The pre-test and post-test values are measured with a rater’s aid to determine the
student’s correct order choice. After finishing, students are free to leave. There is a
chance that participants will still receive a score based on what they do and what is the
order of positions of each major in the section previously provided. The instruments
used in the pre-test and post-test are true and false items. For each answer that
answered true, they will get 20 points and a total possible score of 100 if all majors are
put in place correctly.
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3. Results and Discussion
According to descriptive statistics, thirteen people scored 0 on the pre-test. Twenty-five
people received a score of 20, 19 received a score of 40, 6 received a 60, and 1 received
an 80. While the post-test results showed that 16 participants received a score of 100,
29 participants received a score of 60, 13 participants received an 80, and 6 participants
received a 40. The following is an illustration of the question file for the major.
Table 1: List of major instruments.
In our opinion, from the following 5 majors, sort from the hardest to the easiest
Optional (at UM)

Order

English Language Education
Primary School Teacher Education
Visual Communication Design
Accountancy
Physical Education,
Recreation

Health,

and

According to the test results produced by these instruments, the participants’ values
were as follows.
Table 2: Participant value distribution.
Value

Pretest
(person)

Posttest
(person)

0

13

0

20

25

0

40

19

6

60

6

29

80

1

13

100

0

16

The analysis revealed a significant difference between the participants’ post-test and
pre-test scores. Participants’ values were t (63) = .39, p < .01, significantly higher during
the post-test than during the pre-test.
Table 3: Pretest-Posttest testing table.
Valuation

N

Mean

St.Dev.

Pretest

64

26.56

19.208

Posttest

64

72.19

19.399

-45.625

21.223

Pretest*Posttest64

DOI 10.18502/kss.v7i18.12403
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Additionally, this test showed no discernible differences between men and women (F
(62) = 3.49, p = .7). So that there is no discernible difference between men and women
when making career decisions, particularly when selecting a college major.
Table 4: Sex influence table.
Assessment
Components

F

Sig.

Score
Differences*Gender

3.495

.066

4. Conclusion
Therefore, based on the findings, it can be said that the Jombang Regency’s priority
scale determination training in major selection successfully develops students’ capacity
to choose their course of study. The result is consistent with other research, particularly
research by Setiawan [7], which implements major-related training directly; however,
this finding fits with the other research about information services, services, and career
understanding [20,11,12,21]. For further implementation, it is crucial to consider how the
institution’s reputation is measured and compared between one campus and another.
The finding also aligns with Meyer et al., [13], who found that the university’s reputation
influences students’ decisions to continue their studies. Students’ decision-making
process is not only limited to the choice of the major but also the same majors in
another university.

5. Thank you
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