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	COURSE PROGRAM OF ACADEMIC SESSION 2018/2019

	ENGLISH EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

	ESA UNGGUL UNIVERSITY

	

	Subject 
	:
	Poetic Study 
	Subject Code
	:
	PSB 524

	Prerequisite
	:
	Introduction to Literature
	Credit
	:
	2 SKS

	Lecturer
	:
	Rosalina Nugraheni Wulan Purnami, M.Pd.
	Lecturer Code
	:
	7876

	Time Allocation 
	:
	14 meetings x 100 minutes

	Learning Objectives
	:
	After completing this course, students are expected to be able to:

1. Identify elements of poetry  

2. Identify the types of poetry

3. Analyze the poems 

	
	
	

	Week
	Learning Outcomes
	Topic/Subtopic
	Classroom Activities & Media
	References
	Indicators for Assessment

	1
	· Students explain what they are going to do and learn in the course

· Students are able to elaborate and identify the basic theory and history of poetry


	· Course Outline
· Course Regulation
· Theory and History of Poetry
	· Students listen and discuss the materials presented by lecturer.

· Students elaborate and identify the basic theory and history of poetry

Media : class, computer, LCD and whiteboard
	· Course Outline 

· Lennard, John. 2006. The Handbook of Poetry. UK: Oxford University Press.
· Martiny, Eril.  2012. A Companion to: Poetic Genre. UK: Wiley-Blackwell


	· Students define the course outline and the regulations of the class

· Students’ competency to explain what poetry is based on the listener and its



	2-3
	Students are able to classify intrinsic and extrinsic  elements of poetry
	Basic Elements of Poetry: 

1. Intrinsic Elements (theme, character and disposition, plot, story background, mandatae of the story)
2. Extrinsic Elements (background, hostory, social condition and biography of the author)
	Students categorize the intrinsic and extrinsic instruments of poetry

Paper writing and presentation

Media : class, computer, LCD and whiteboard
	Martiny, Eril.  2012. A Companion to: Poetic Genre. UK: Wiley-Blackwell

Hunley, Tom C. 2007. Teaching Poetry Writing: A Five-canon Approach. UK: Multilingual Matters Ltd

Lennard, John. 2006. The Handbook of Poetry. UK: Oxford University Press.

	Students’ comprehension to classify intrinsic and extrinsic elements of poetry

	4-5
	Students are able to identify Genre/Form of poetry


	Genre/Form of Poetry:

1. Lyric

2. Narrative

3. Descriptive

4. Monologue


	Students identify Genre/Form of poetry.
Paper writing and presentation
Media : class, computer, LCD and whiteboard
	Martiny, Eril.  2012. A Companion to: Poetic Genre. UK: Wiley-Blackwell

Hunley, Tom C. 2007. Teaching Poetry Writing: A Five-canon Approach. UK: Multilingual Matters Ltd

Lennard, John. 2006. The Handbook of Poetry. UK: Oxford University Press.
	Students’ competency to identify the genre/form of poetry


	6
	Students are able to identify Stanza types of poetry
	Stanza Types:
1. Couplet

2. Tercet

3. Quatrain

4. Cinquain

5. Sestet
	Students identify stanza types of  poetry
Paper writing and presentation
Media : class, computer, LCD and whiteboard
	Lennard, John. 2006. The Handbook of Poetry. UK: Oxford University Press.
	Students’ competency to identify the stanza types of poetry


	7
	Students are able to analyze a sample of poem based on its elements, genre, and stanza types of poetry they have learnt previously.
	Poem Analysis
	Students present their analysis on a certain poem.

	Students’ papers
	Students’ competency to analyze a poem and present it in front of the class. 

	8
	MID-TERM TEST

	9-10
	Students are able to classify the sound devices of poetry  
	Sound devices of poetry:

1. Rhytm & Meter
2. Rhyme

3. Word Sounds

4. Word Devices
	Students categorize  sound devices of poetry
Paper writing and presentation

Media : class, computer, LCD and whiteboard
	Martiny, Eril.  2012. A Companion to: Poetic Genre. UK: Wiley-Blackwell

Hunley, Tom C. 2007. Teaching Poetry Writing: A Five-canon Approach. UK: Multilingual Matters Ltd

Lennard, John. 2006. The Handbook of Poetry. UK: Oxford University Press.

	Students’ competency to classify sound devices contained in poetry

	11
	Students are able to classify the meaning devices of poetry  
	Meaning devices of poetry:

1. Denotative (Literal) Meaning
2.  Connotative (Figurative) Meaning
	Students categorize  meaning devices of poetry
Paper writing and presentation

Media : class, computer, LCD and whiteboard
	Hunley, Tom C. 2007. Teaching Poetry Writing: A Five-canon Approach. UK: Multilingual Matters Ltd

Lennard, John. 2006. The Handbook of Poetry. UK: Oxford University Press.
	Students’ competency to classify the meaning devices contained in poetry

	12
	Students are able to classify the sense devices in a poem 
	Sense devices of poem

- taste

- touch

- sight

- smell

- hearing
	Students categorize the sense devices in a poem

Paper writing, presentation and discussion

Media : class, computer, LCD and whiteboard
	Martiny, Eril.  2012. A Companion to: Poetic Genre. UK: Wiley-Blackwell

Hunley, Tom C. 2007. Teaching Poetry Writing: A Five-canon Approach. UK: Multilingual Matters Ltd

Lennard, John. 2006. The Handbook of Poetry. UK: Oxford University Press.

	Students’ comprehension to classify the sense devices in a poem

	13
	Students are able to elaborate ways to write poetry
	Ways to write poetry
	Students elaborate ways to write  poetry
Paper writing and presentation

Media : class, computer, LCD and whiteboard
	Hunley, Tom C. 2007. Teaching Poetry Writing: A Five-canon Approach. UK: Multilingual Matters Ltd


	Students’ comprehension to elaborate the ways to write poem

	14
	Students are able to analyze a poem based on its sound, meaning, and sense devices. 
	  Classic or contemporary poem


	Students analyze one sample poem
Paper writing and discussion

Media : class, computer, LCD and whiteboard
	Students Papers
	Students’ competency to analyze a poem and present it in front of the class. 

	15
	Students are able to write their own poem 
	  Classic or contemporary poem


	Students write one s poem
Poem writing and discussion

Media : class, computer, LCD and whiteboard
	Martiny, Eril.  2012. A Companion to: Poetic Genre. UK: Wiley-Blackwell

Hunley, Tom C. 2007. Teaching Poetry Writing: A Five-canon Approach. UK: Multilingual Matters Ltd

Lennard, John. 2006. The Handbook of Poetry. UK: Oxford University Press.

	Students’ competency to write a poem and present it in front of the class. 

	UJIAN AKHIR SEMESTER


ASSESSMENT

	WEEK
	PROCEDURE
	FORM
	SCORE > 77 

( A / A-)
	SCORE> 65

(B- / B / B+ )
	SCORE > 60

(C / C+ )
	SCORE> 45

( D )
	SCORE < 45

( E )
	WEIGHT

	1
	Understand the course outline and class regulation


	0

	2-3


	Performance assessment
	Presentation
	* See rubric
	* See rubric
	* See rubric
	* See rubric


	* See rubric
	20 %

	4-5
	Performance assessment
	Presentation
	* See rubric
	* See rubric
	* See rubric
	* See rubric


	* See rubric
	20 %

	6-7
	Performance assessment
	Presentation
	* See rubric
	* See rubric
	* See rubric
	* See rubric


	* See rubric
	20 %

	9-10
	Performance assessment
	Presentation
	* See rubric
	* See rubric
	* See rubric
	* See rubric


	* See rubric
	20 %

	11-12
	Performance assessment
	Presentation
	* See rubric
	* See rubric
	* See rubric
	* See rubric


	* See rubric
	20 %

	13-14
	Performance assessment
	Presentation
	* See rubric
	* See rubric
	* See rubric
	* See rubric


	* See rubric
	20 %

	15
	Performance assessment
	Presentation
	* See rubric
	* See rubric
	* See rubric
	* See rubric


	* See rubric
	20 %


Scoring Rubric for Presentation

	
	SCORE > 77 

( A / A-)
	SCORE> 65

(B- / B / B+ )
	SCORE > 60

(C / C+ )
	SCORE> 45

( D )
	SCORE < 45

( E )

	Information quality and organization
	• Main points are very clear

and very detailed

• Information is directly

linked to presentation

topic

• Information is very

organized
	• Main points are clear and

detailed

• Information is linked to

presentation topic

• Information is well

organized


	• Main points are somewhat

clear but could use more

detail

• Most information is linked

to the presentation topic

• Information is organized
	• Main points are not clear

and lack significant detail

• Some information is linked

to the presentation topic

• Information is loosely

organized
	• Presentation lacks main

points and related details

• Information lacks

connection to the

presentation topic

• Information is not

organized

	Nonverbal Communication
	• Speaker appears very

comfortable and

confident

• Speaker consistently faces

the audience and

maintains good eye

contact

• Speaker consistently

appears to be engaging

with the audience

• Speaker uses body

motions and gestures very

effectively

• Speaker utilizes the room

very effectively via

movement
	• Speaker appears fairly

comfortable and confident

• Speaker generally faces the

audience and maintains

good eye contact

• Speaker generally appears

to be engaging with the

audience

• Speaker uses body motions

and gestures well

• Speaker utilizes much of the

room via movement
	• Speaker appears generally at

ease and confident

• Speaker sometimes faces

the audience and maintains

eye contact

• Speaker sometimes appears

to be engaging with the

audience

• Speaker's body motions and

gestures neither support nor

detract from presentation

• Speaker moves about some

of the room
	• Speaker appears uneasy and

somewhat insecure

• Speaker rarely faces the

audience or makes eye

contact

• Speaker rarely appears to be

engaging with the audience

• Speaker uses few body

motions or gestures or has

gestures or movements that

distract the audience

• Speaker is mostly stationary
	• Speaker appears very

uneasy and insecure

• Speaker faces away from

the audience or makes no

eye contact

• Speaker appears

disengaged from the

audience

• Speaker lacks any body

motions or gestures or

demonstrates

consistently distraction

body motions or gestures

• Speaker is completely

stationary

	Quality of Verbal Communication
	• Speaker’s voice is very

confident, steady, strong,

and clear

• Speaker consistently uses

inflections to emphasize

key points or to create

interest

• Speaker's talking pace is

consistently appropriate
	• Speaker’s voice is steady,

strong and clear

• Speaker often uses

inflections to emphasize key

points and create interest

• Speaker's talking pace is

mostly appropriate
	• Speaker’s voice is generally

steady, strong and clear

• Speaker sometimes uses

inflections to emphasize key

points and create interest

• Speaker's talking pace is

appropriate
	• Speaker’s voice is frequently

too weak or too strong

• Speaker rarely uses

inflections to emphasize key

points and create interest or

speaker sometimes uses

inflections inappropriately

• Speaker's talking pace is

often too slow or too fast
	• Speaker’s voice is

consistently too weak or

too strong

• Speaker fails to use

inflections to emphasize

key points and create

interest or speaker often

uses inflections

inappropriately

• Speaker's talking pace is

consistently too slow or

too fast

	Visual Tools
	• Visual aids are very

creative, clear, and easy

to read

• Presentation is

consistently enhanced by

the visual tools
	• Visual aids are usually

creative, clear, and easy to

read

• Presentation is often

enhanced by the visual tools
	• Visual aids are reasonably

creative, clear, and easy to

read

• Presentation is sometimes

enhanced by the visual tools
	• Visual aids have limited

creativity or clarity or are

sometimes difficult to read

• Presentation is not

enhanced by the visual tools
	• Visual aids demonstrate

no creativity or clarity

and are often difficult to

read

• Presentation is weakened

by the visual tools

	Appropriate Use of Vocabulary
	• All terms are included in

the presentation

• Used in unique and

creative ways

• Used in context
	• All terms are included in the

presentation

• Used effectively

• Used in context
	• Most terms are included in

the presentation

• Generally used

appropriately

• Generally used in

appropriate context
	• Several terms are included

in the presentation

• May or may not be used

appropriately

• May lack context
	• Few or no terms are

included in the

presentation

• May or may not be used

appropriately

• Lacks context

	Precision and Detail in Documents Produced
	• Documents are clear, well

constructed, accurate and

show attention to detail

• Extra care has been taken

in the production
	• Clearly evident that

documents are correct,

detailed and accurate

• Care has been taken in the

production
	• Evident that documents are

correct and show a general

attention to detail and

accuracy

• General care has been taken

in production
	• Documents may have some

errors and show some detail

• Some care has been taken in

production
	• Documents have

numerous errors and lack

detail

• Little care taken in the

production

	Overall Presentation Effectiveness
	• This was an exceptional

presentation and

extremely effective


	• This was a very good

presentation and very

effective


	• This presentation was good

and effective

7
	• This presentation was

average and somewhat

effective


	• This presentation was

weak and not effective




ASSESSMENT SCHEME AND CRITERIA

· Assignments the weight of which is 10% of the final score; maximum score (A: 80-100) is given when the assignments are due and meet at least 80% of the expected features.

· Presentations the weight of which is 10% of the final score; maximum score (A: 80-100) is given when the presenters are well prepared and manage to present the materials clearly with at least 80% mastery.

· Mid-term test the weight of which is 25% of the final score; maximum score (A: 80-100) is given when at least 80% of the test items are correctly answered.

· Written end-of-term test the weight of which is 40% of the final score; maximum score (A: 80-100) is given when at least 80% of the test items are correctly answered.

· End-of-term academic paper the weight of which is 15% of the final score; maximum score (A: 80-100) is given when the assignments are due and meet at least 80% of the expected features.

- Attendance, in-class behavior, participation in discussions   
  
  5 %

        - Quizzes                                                                                     
10 %

        - Midterm                                                                                    
25 %

        - Final exam                                                                                
40 %

        - Project :







            20 %

This course follows the university standard for grading :

A – excellent , B – above average, C – average, D – below average, E - failure

Approved by, 










Jakarta, 28 February 2019



Head of Study Program








Lecturer

Rika Mutiara, M.Hum.  







       Rosalina Nugraheni W.P., M.Pd.
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