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Short This subject describes the wide variety of spoken and written texts, and also the mixture of spoken and written that can be found in
Course the communication practices. It is expected that as soon as they are accepted in the desired job, they can directly tune in a new
Description | workplace situation. The language phenomena that are discussed in the text are related to contexts of situation and context of
culture, how texts are produced as a social practice, what texts tell us about happenings, what people think, believe and how texts
represent ideology (power struggle etc.). In addition, this subject introduces norms of language use, social contexts and conventions
to explore English spoken and written text in various workplace discourses. Moreover, this subject is influenced by other disciplines
that make this subject examine spoken and written texts from all kinds of different areas (medical, legal, advertising, export-import,
tourism, journalism, and many more) and from all kinds of perspectives ( race, gender, power). The teaching-learning activities are
conducted through presentation, discussion, question-answer, and assignment, which deal with a number of practical applications.
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(1) () (3) 4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
1 stu_dents_ have the 1 .students have | Criteria: Discussion 0%
S]béllltxtﬁgaﬁé(t;i)(lﬂr:) . the al_)i”ty to: \?etge;zg\tllgnasclzﬁlzts: Prgsentation
Discourse Analysis explain less active, not Doing
Elaborate the Language as active Rubrics: the | EX€rcises
Introduction of Saying, Doing, | right answers are 2X50
Discourse Analysis and Being dividgd b); the
2empian | e ol eeries
Language and
Practices
3.explain
Language and
Politics
4 explain Two
Forms of
Discourse
Analysis:
Descriptive
and Critical
2 stu_dents_ have the 1.students have | Criteria: Discussion 0%
Discourse Analysis explain less active, not Doing
Elaborate the Language as active Rubrics: the | EX€rcises
Introduction of Saying, Doing, | right answers are 2X50
Discourse Analysis and Being dividgd b}}( the
2empian | e ol eeries
Language and
Practices
3.explain
Language and
Politics
4 explain Two
Forms of
Discourse
Analysis:
Descriptive
and Critical
3 Stqqents_ have the 1.Students have | Criteria: Discussion 0%
Sﬂ'i'l'é¥nt§ Tagpen the ability to: to | 1.Observation Presentation
Analyze Building identify sheets: best, Doing
Tasks building things good, average, | Exercises
through and least 2X50
language 2.Rubric of
2.to describe exercises:
building things number of right
through answers is
language divided by the
3.to explain number of
building things exercises times
through (X) 100%
language
4.to0 implement
an example of
building things
through
language
4 Stl_J_dent§ have the 1.Students have | Criteria: Discussion 0%
g)bo'll'éyotfoihgouﬁ;p;?]'g the ability to: to 1.0bservation Presentation
discourses to apply explain tools sheets: best, Doing
tools of inquiry and 2.to explain good, average, | Exercises
discourses to discourse: and least 2X 50
ier11nali¥ze tr?é’ls of whos and 2.Rubric of
diggozrges whats exercises:
3.to explain number of right
"Real Indians" answers is
4 to explain divided by the
discourse (with number of
a Big "D") exercises times
5.to explain (X) 100%

discourse are
not "Units" with
Clear
Boundaries

6.to explain
discourse as
"Kits"




Students have the 1.Students have | Criteria: Discussion 0%
ability }gngﬁgg‘g; the abilty t: 1.Observation | Presentation
conversations, and explain who's sheets: best, oing
intertextuality ’ doing what in good, average exercises
differentiate social language and less 2X50
languages, d 2.explain social 2.Rubrics: the
o entiay " | language gt anstier of
compare social 3.expla|n two exercises are
languages, aspects of divided by the
conversations, and grammar number of
intertextuality 4.implement an exercises times
analyze social
languages, example (X) 100%
conversations, and 5.explain big "C"
intertextua“ty conversation
6.explain
intertextuality
7 differentiate
social
language,
conversation,
intertextuality,
and discourse
as tools of
inquiry
Students have the 1.Students have | Criteria: Discussion 0%
ability to: explain the ability to: 1.Observation Presentation
form-function : i
correlations, explain sheets: best, Doing
situated meanings, meaning good, average | €xercises
and figured worlds. 2.explain form- and less 2X50
?lffergntlate form- function 2 Rubrics: the
clfjr:ﬁtallggons, correlation right gnswer of
situated meanings, 3.explain exercises are
and figured worlds. situated divided by the
compare form- meaning number of
I:%T?élgt]ions 4 identify the exercises times
situated meanings, frame problem (X) 100%
and figured worlds. 5.explain critical
?nal%{ze form- discourse
unction :
correlations, analy§|s )
situated meanings, 6.explain figured
and figured worlds. world
7 differentiate
form-function
correlations,
situated
meanings, and
figured worlds
are tools of
inquiry.
Students have the 1.Students have | Criteria: Discussion 0%
ability gg:f%’ﬂ’rfé“ the ability to: 1Observation | Presentation
worlds of discourse explain figured sheets: best, ong
analysis analyze worlds good, average, Exercises
more on figured 2.explain fair, and less 2X50
worlds of discourse simulation in 2.Rubrics: the
analysis the mind right answer of
3.explain all exercises are
meaning is divided by the
local number of
4 explain figured exercises times
worlds in (X) 100%

action: middle-
class
parenting
5.explain figured
worlds in
conflict
6.explain
different kinds
and uses of
figured worlds
7 .explain figured
worlds can be
partial and
inconsistent
8.explain figured
worlds as tools
of inquiry




8 Sét_]lgier;ts have t%e 1.Students have | Criteria: objective 0%
ability to: join mid- o . i
term){_est Jansw_er .th.e ab.'“ty to: ngsdeéi O?nmpir?isn?g]r% EE:: essay
questions of mid- join mid-term score 2% 50
term test get test
minimum score of 2.answer
mid-term test questions of
mid-term test
3.get minimum
score of mid-
term test
9 Students have the 1.Students have | Criteria: Discussion 0%
il Slnems | thoabityto: | 1.Obsenvaton | Preseniaion
in discourse: identify sheets: best, ong
cohesion, linguistic good, average, Exercises
information elements in fair, and less 2X50
structuc;eﬁ and discourse: 2.Rubrics: the
Tnguisiic elements | cohesion, right answer of
in discourse: information exercises are
cohesion, structure, and divided by the
information genre number of
Zggféuég}nai)ne?re 2 .differentiate exercises times
linguistic elements linguistic (X) 100%
in discourse: elements in
ibtmame
structure, and _cohe5|or_1,
genre analyze information
finguistic elements structure, and
in discourse: genre
cohesion, 3.compare
information ) .
structure, and linguistic
genre elements in
discourse:
cohesion,
information
structure, and
genre
4 explain
linguistic
elements in
discourse:
cohesion,
information
structure, and
genre
5.implement
linguistic
elements in
discourse:
cohesion,
information
structure, and
genre
10 Students have the 1.Students have | Criteria: Presentation 0%
ability to: Explain the ability to: Observation sheets: | Discussion
examples of Menti very active, active, | Doing
making sense of ention less active, not Exerci
discourse: Give examples of active. Rubrics: the | o eTcISes
examples of making sense right answers are 2X 50
making sense of of discourse. divided by the
discourse. 2.Identify number of exercises
Implement Give ' times (X) 100%.
examples of examples of
making sense of making sense
discourse: of discourse.

3.Explain
examples of
making sense
of discourse.

4. .Implement
examples of
making sense
of discourse.




11 Students have the 1.Students have | Criteria: Presentation 0%
ability to: Explain the ability to: Observation sheets: | Discussion
examples of Mention very active, active, | poing
making sense of less active, not Exercises
discourse: Give examples of active. Rubrics: the 2 X 50
examples of making sense right answers are
making sense of of discourse. divided by the
discourse. 2.Identify number of exercises
Implement Give ' times (X) 100%.
examples of examples of
making sense of making sense
discourse: of discourse.

3.Explain
examples of
making sense
of discourse.

4.Implement
examples of
making sense
of discourse.

12 Students have the 1.Students have | Criteria: Presentation 0%
ability to: Identify he abili . Observation sheets: | Discussion

the ability to: A ¢
examples of Identify very active, active, | poing
negotiating less active, not exercises
meaning and examples of active Rubrics of 2% 50
intercultural negotiating students*
communication. meaning and assignments: the
Give examples of intercultural right answers are
negotiating T divided by the
meaning and communication | nymber of exercises
intercultural 2.Give examples | times (X) 100%.
communication. of negotiating
Explain examples f
of negotiating meaning and
meaning and intercultural
intercultural communication
communication. 3.Differentiate
Implement
examples of example_s of
negotiating negotiating
meaning and meaning and
intercultural intercultural
communication. communication

4.Explain

examples of

negotiating

meaning and

intercultural

communication

13 Students have the 1.Students have | Criteria: Presentation 0%

ability to: Identify he abili . Observation sheets: | Discussion
the ability to: A '

examples of Identify very active, active, | poing

negotiating less active, not exercises

meaning and examples of active Rubrics of 2% 50

intercultural negotiating students'

communication.
Give examples of
negotiating
meaning and
intercultural
communication.
Explain examples
of negotiating
meaning and
intercultural
communication.
Implement
examples of
negotiating
meaning and
intercultural
communication.

meaning and
intercultural
communication
2.Give examples
of negotiating
meaning and
intercultural
communication
3.Differentiate
examples of
negotiating
meaning and
intercultural
communication
4. Explain
examples of
negotiating
meaning and
intercultural
communication

assignments: the
right answers are
divided by the
number of exercises
times (X) 100%.




14 Students have the 1.Students have | Criteria: Presentation 0%
ability to: Explain the ability to: Observation sheets: | Discussion
developing Identify very active, active, | poing
discourse ) less active, not exercises
competence developing active Rubrics: the | 'y =0
Mention developing discourse right answers are
discourse competence divided by the
competence ) 2 Mention number of exercises
developing Identify ' . times (X) 100%
discourse developing
competence discourse
En;\e:eekr)npeir?; competence
discourse 3.Explain .
competence developing

discourse
competence
4. .Implement
developing
discourse
competence

15 Students have the 1.Students have | Criteria: Presentation 0%
ability to: Explain the ability to: Observation sheets: | Discussion
developing Identify very active, active, | poing
discourse ) less active, not exercises
competence developing active Rubrics: the | ' =0
Mention developing discourse right answers are
discourse competence divided by the
competence ) 2 Mention number of exercises
developing Identify : . times (X) 100%
discourse developing
competence discourse
Idn;\evlaeignpeir?; competence
discourse 3.Explain )
competence developing

discourse
competence
4 .Implement
developing
discourse
competence
16 0%
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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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