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A. Lesson Plan and Course Assessment 
 

 

 

Universitas Negeri Surabaya 
Faculty of Languages and Arts 

Englsih Language Education Study Program 

Document Cod e 

Lesson Plan 
COURSE Code Cluster Credits Semester Compilation 

Date 

Discourse Analysis 7920203059 Linguistics T=3 P=1 4 2020 

AUTHORIZATION 
Pratiwi Retnaningdyah, Ph.D. 

Lesson Plan Developer Coordinator Head of  Study Program 

Lisetyo Ariyanti Slamet Setiawan, Ph.D. Pratiwi Retnaningdyah, Ph.D. 

Program 
Learning 
Outcome (PLO) 

PLO  

PLO Being able to apply concepts and theories of foundational English Linguistics to respond to a variety of language phenomena. 

(PLO 1) 

PLO Being able to apply concepts and theories of culture to analyze and respond to sociocultural phenomena in culturally-
responsive manners. (PLO3) 

PLO Being able to demonstrate English language proficiency as indicated by an English proficiency achievement equivalent to 

minimum CEFR level B2. (PLO7) 

PLO Being able to demonstrate integrative and independent thinking, originality, imagination, experimentation, problem solving, 

or risk taking in thought, expression, or intellectual engagement.  (PLO8) 

Course Learning Outcome (CLO)  

CLO1 Being able to classify linguistics devices such as appropriate dictions and utterances both in spoken and written texts (PLO 1) 

CLO2 Being able to illustrate the contextual sociocultural phenomena based the concepts and theories of word meaning and 

speaker’s meaning (PLO3) 

CLO3 Being able to examine the appropriate approaches in meaning to analyze spoken and written text (PLO7) 

CLO4 Being able to respond various kind problem solving of word meaning and speaker's meaning in spoken and written text. 
(PLO8) 
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Course 
Description 

Interdisciplinary science in the realm of language and linguistics between the realm of psychology that studies about the use of language 

as part of the capacity and human behavior and psychological processes human. Science linguistic review of the primacy of human 

language in the process of acquisition, perception, comprehension and production. 
 

Learning 
Materials/ Topics 

 Semantics definition, Meaning and Dictionary, Meaning and Context, Lexical Relations, Deixis & Distance, Presupposition, Implicature, 

Speech Acts, and Politeness Strategy. 

References Primary 1. Griffiths, Patrick. 2006. An Introduction to English Semantics and Pragmatics. Edinburgh: Edinburgh 

University Press. 

2. Riemer, Nick. 2010. Introducing Semantics. New York: Cambridge University Press 

3. George Yule: (1996). Pragmatics. Oxford University Press. 
 

 Supplementary  1. Kertez, Andras. 2004. Cognitive Semantics and Scientific Knowledge: Case studies in cognitive science 

of science. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company. 

2. Van Geenhoven, Veerle. 2006. Semantics in Acquisition. Netherland: Springer.  
 

Lecturer(s) Lisetyo Ariyanti  

Prerequisite None 
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Meeti

ngs 

Competence Indicator Topics Methods Sources Time 

allotment 

Learning experience 

1 1. To identify the 

theory of 

Semantics. 

2. To show 

understanding of 

the theory of 

English Semantics 

To compare between 

language form and 

language meaning. 

To explain and give 

examples of the 

scope of English 

Semantics 

1. Semantics 

definition, 

2.  Meaning in 

English and other 

languages 

3. The Semiotics 

triangle, 

4. Object language 

and 

Metalanguage 

Lecturing, 

group 

discussion, 

Question-

Answer 

Riemer, 

Nick. 

2010. 

page, 1-42 

2x50’ Classifying the 

discussion of theory of 

semantics and English 

semantics in chapter 1 

2 To examine the 

meaning and definition 

To identify some 

different ways of 

defining meanings 

To examine the unit 

of meanings 

To categorize 

different ways of 

defining meaning 

1. Meaning and the 

Dictionary 

2. The units of 

meaning 

3. Different ways of 

defining 

meaning, 

Lecturing, 

group 

discussion, 

Question-

Answer 

Riemer, 

Nick. 

2010. 

page,45-82 

2x50’ 1. Determining the 

meaning and 

definition in chapter 

2 

3 To identify the scope 

of meaning I: external 

context 

To define the 

different between 

meaning and context 

To compare the 

concept of sense 

and reference 

To find the concept 

of dictionary and 

encyclopedia 

1. Meaning and 

context 

2. External context: 

sense and 

reference, 

3. Dictionary and 

encyclopedia 

Lecturing 

Discussion 

Question-

Answer. 

Riemer, 

Nick. 

2010. 

page,87-

106 

2x50’ Classifying the 

discussion of meaning 

and external context in 

chapter 3 

4 To understand the 

scope of meaning II: 

interpersonal context 

1. To differ the 

concept of 

Illocutionary 

force and speech 

acts 

2. To outline the 

different between 

speaker intention 

and hearer's 

1. Illocutionary force 

and speech acts 

2. Speaker intention 

and hearer's 

inference , 

3. Implicature, 

4. Gricean maxims 

and the 

Cooperative 

Lecturing 

Discussion 

Question-

Answer 

Riemer, 

Nick. 

2010. 

page,107-

132 

2x50’ 1. Constructing logic as 

representation of 

meaning in chapter 4 
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Meeti

ngs 

Competence Indicator Topics Methods Sources Time 

allotment 

Learning experience 

inference 

3. To outline the 

different between 

speaker intention 

and hearer's 

inference 

 

Principle 

5 To analyze and 

distinguish meanings 

 

To organize the 

lexical relations 

To organize the 

lexical relations 

To focus on the 

componential 

analysis 

To categorize 

polysemy and 

meaning divisions 

1. Lexical relations 

2. Componential 

analysis, 

3. Polysemy and 

meaning 

divisions, 

Lecturing 

Discussion 

Question-

Answer 

Riemer, 

Nick. 

2010. 

page,135-

170 

2x50’ Analyzing and 

distinguishing 

meanings, and 

determining how the 

parts of meaning relate 

to one another and to 

an overall structure or 

purpose in chapter 5 

6 To understand logic as 

representation of 

meaning 

To outline the 

different between 

speaker intention and 

hearer's inference 

To outline the 

different between 

speaker intention and 

hearer's inference 

To outline the 

different between 

speaker intention and 

hearer's inference 

1. Lexical relations 

2. Componential 

analysis, 

3. Polysemy and 

meaning 

divisions 

Lecturing 

Discussion 

Question-

Answer 

Riemer, 

Nick. 

2010. 

page,173-

219 

2x50’ Constructing logic as 

representation of 

meaning in chapter 6 

7 Review for Mid test To reorganize the 

objectives in 1st 

week until 6th week. 

 • Small 

group 

discussion 

Question-

Answer 

Riemer, 

Nick. 

2010. 

page,1-219 

2 x 50’ Reconstructing and 

reorganizing chapter 1 

to chapter 6 
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Meeti

ngs 

Competence Indicator Topics Methods Sources Time 

allotment 

Learning experience 

8 Mid test       

 9 To apply Deixis and 

Distance in a language 

which the speaker uses 

to express their 

intended meanings 

To use information 

of  Deixis and 

Distance in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings in 

another familiar 

situation 

Deixis and Distance Small group 

discussion 

George 

Yule: 

(1996). 

Pragmatic

s. Oxford 

University 

Press.page 

9-16 

1x100’ 1. Students are able to 

describe the Deixis 

and Distance in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings 

2. Students are able to 

explain Deixis and 

Distance in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings 

10 To apply Reference 

and Inference in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to express 

their intended 

meanings 

To use information 

of  Reference and 

Inference in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings 

meanings in another 

familiar situation 

Reference and 

Inference 

Small group 

discussion 

George 

Yule: 

(1996). 

Pragmatic

s. Oxford 

University 

Press.page 

17-24 

1x100’ 1.  Students are able to 

describe the 

Reference and 

Inference in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings  

2. Students are able to 

explain Reference 

and Inference in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings 

11 To apply 

Presupposition and 

Entailment in a 

language which the 

To use information 

of  Presupposition 

and Entailment in a 

language which the 

Presupposition and 

Entailment 

Small group 

discussion 

George 

Yule: 

(1996). 

Pragmatic

1x100’ 1. Students are able to 

describe the 

Presupposition and 

Entailment in a 
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Meeti

ngs 

Competence Indicator Topics Methods Sources Time 

allotment 

Learning experience 

speaker uses to express 

their intended 

meanings 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings in 

another familiar 

situation 

s. Oxford 

University 

Press. page 

25-34 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings  

2. Students are able to 

explain 

Presupposition and 

Entailment in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings 

12 To apply Cooperation 

and Implicature in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to express 

their intended 

meanings 

To implement 

Cooperation and 

Implicature in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings in 

another familiar 

situation 

Cooperation and 

Implicature 

Small group 

discussion 

George 

Yule: 

(1996). 

Pragmatic

s. Oxford 

University 

Press.page 

35-46 

1x100’ 1. Students are able to 

describe the 

Cooperation and 

Implicature in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings 

2. Students are able to 

explain Cooperation 

and Implicature in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings 

13 To apply Speech Acts 

and Events in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to express 

their intended 

meanings 

To implement 

Speech Acts and 

Events in a language 

which the speaker 

uses to express their 

intended meanings in 

another familiar 

situation 

Speech Acts and 

Events 

Small group 

discussion 

George 

Yule: 

(1996). 

Pragmatic

s. Oxford 

University 

Press.page 

47-58 

1x100’ 1. Students are able to 

describe the Speech 

Acts and Events in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings 

2. Students are able to 

explain Speech Acts 
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Meeti

ngs 

Competence Indicator Topics Methods Sources Time 

allotment 

Learning experience 

and Events in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings 

14 To apply Politeness 

and Interaction in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to express 

their intended 

meanings 

To implement 

Politeness and 

Interaction in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings in 

another familiar 

situation 

Politeness and 

Interaction 

Small group 

discussion 

George 

Yule: 

(1996). 

Pragmatic

s. Oxford 

University 

Press.page 

59-70 

1x100’ 1. Students are able to 

describe the 

Politeness and 

Interaction in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings  

2. Students are able to 

explain Politeness 

and Interaction in a 

language which the 

speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings 

15 To apply Conversation 

and Preference 

Structure in a language 

which the speaker uses 

to express their 

intended meanings 

To implement 

Conversation and 

Preference Structure 

in a language which 

the speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings in 

another familiar 

situation 

Conversation and 

Preference Structure 

Small-

Group 

Discussion 

George 

Yule: 

(1996). 

Pragmatic

s. Oxford 

University 

Press.page 

71-82 

1x100’ 1. Students are able to 

describe the 

Conversation and 

Preference Structure 

in a language which 

the speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings  

2. Students are able to 

explain 

Conversation and 

Preference Structure 

in a language which 

the speaker uses to 

express their 

intended meanings 
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Meeti

ngs 

Competence Indicator Topics Methods Sources Time 

allotment 

Learning experience 

16 Final test       

 
 
 
Assessment 
 

Meetings Indicator Assessment forms 

5 To be able to engage actively in a discussion of a particular case study of Semantics Discussion 

participation 

7 
To be able to engage actively in a discussion of a particular case study of Semantics 

Discussion 

participation 

8 
To be able to write a short academic paper of 1000 words about a particular English semantics 

issue 

Scholarly essay 

12 To be able to engage actively in a discussion of a particular case study of Pragmatics Discussion 

participation 

14 To be able to engage actively in a discussion of a particular case study of Pragmatics Discussion 

participation 

16 To be able to create an individual project of multimedia about a particular English 

semantics issue 

Individual Project 
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i. Course Evaluation and Development 

      Calculation of Student Workload 

 

Module/Course 
Title 

English 

Semantics and 

Pragmaticsc 

Student  
Workload 

127,5 hours 

Credits 

(ECTS) 

3 x 1,59= 4,77 
ECTS 

Semester 

  Even 

Frequency 

3 CU x 14 = 42 

Duration 

16 Meetings 

 

Credit Unit 

(CU) 

ECTS Meeting 
Hours 

Structured 

Assignments 

Independent 

Study 

3 CU 4,77 ECTS 2250 minutes 2700 minutes 2700 minutes 
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1. Assessment of PLO 

 

ASSESSMENT OF PROGRAM LEARNING OUTCOMES (PLO) 

COURSE : English Semantics and Pragmatics 

CREDIT : 4 

STUDY PROGRAM : English Literature 

PERIOD : 2017/2018 

ClASS : 2016 A, 2016B. 2016C 

PARTICIPANTS : 25 

 

PROGRAM LEARNING OUTCOMES 

1 Being able to apply concepts and theories of foundational English Linguistics to respond to a variety of 

language phenomena. (PLO 1) 

2 Being able to apply concepts and theories of culture to analyze and respond to sociocultural phenomena in 

culturally-responsive manners. (PLO3) 

3 Being able to demonstrate English language proficiency as indicated by an English proficiency achievement 

equivalent to minimum CEFR level B2. (PLO7) 

4 Being able to demonstrate integrative and independent thinking, originality, imagination, experimentation, 

problem solving, or risk taking in thought, expression, or intellectual engagement.  (PLO8) 

COURSE LEARNING OUTCOMES 

1 Being able to classify linguistics devices such as appropriate dictions and utterances both in spoken and written 

texts (PLO 1) 

2 Being able to illustrate the contextual sociocultural phenomena based the concepts and theories of word 

meaning and speaker’s meaning (PLO3) 

3 Being able to examine the appropriate approaches in meaning to analyze spoken and written text (PLO7) 

4 Being able to respond various kind problem solving of word meaning and speaker's meaning in spoken and 

written text. (PLO8) 
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APPENDICES 

 

APPENDIX 1 ASSESSMENT RUBRIC 

Course Assessment 

A. Assessment Rubric 

1) Attitudes/Affective Domain 

In this domain, the evaluation of student participation in class 

includes communication skills, discipline and responsibility. 

The rubrics used are as follows: 

 

Criteria Score 

Communicate effectively, appreciate others’ 
opinions; always attend the class on time; always 
submit 
the assignment on time; and always participate in 
the completion of group assignment 

85 ≤ SA ≤ 
100 

Communicate effectively, appreciate others’ 
opinions; 
80% of attendance; submit 90% of the assignment; 
and often participate in the completion of group 
assignment. 

70 ≤ SA < 85 

Communicate ineffectively, appreciate others’ 
opinions; 75% of attendance; submit the 70% of 
assignment on time; and participate in the 
completion of group 
assignment. 

55 ≤ SA < 70 

Communicate ineffectively, do not appreciate 
others’ opinions; rarely attend the class; rarely 
submit the assignment; and rarely  participate in 
the 
completion of group assignment 

≤ SA < 55 

 
2) Knowledge/Cognitive Domain 

The students’ knowledge is assessed through assignments (individual and 
group) and 

tests (mid-term  and End-term tests). 
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a.  Assignment Rubric 

The criteria of assignment according to Assignment Rubrics: 

No Aspects Max. Score 

1 To develop authentic assessment: 
Observation 
Portfolio 
Journal 
Interviews 
Self-assessment/Peer assessment 

100 
 

 

 

b) Test (mid-term and End-term tests) 

The criteria of mid-term and End-term tests in this course are: 

1. To distinguish evaluation, assessment and test; 

2. To distinguish between process-oriented assessment and product oriented 
assessment 

3. To explain kinds of authentic assessment 

b. End-term tests 

1. To develop Listening, speaking, reading and writing assessment for 
Junior/senior high school 

 

.
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B. Universitas Negeri Surabaya’s Grading System 

University students are considered to be competent and pass if at least get 40% of the 

maximum End-term grade. The End-term grade (NA) is calculated based on the 

following weight: 

Assessment Components Percentage  

Participation (including 
attitudes/affective) 

20% 

Assignment 30% 

Mid-term test 20% 

End-term test 30% 

 
Scoring Conversion 

 

Scoring Interval  
(out of 100) 

Point Grade 

85 ≤ NA ≤ 100 4.00 A 

80 ≤ NA < 85 3.75 A- 

75 ≤ NA < 80 3.50 B+ 

70 ≤ NA < 75 3.00 B 

65 ≤ NA < 70 2.75 B- 

60 ≤ NA < 65 2.50 C+ 

55 ≤ NA < 60 2.00 C 

40 ≤ NA < 55 1.00 D 

0 ≤ NA < 40 0 E 
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APPENDIX  2 COURSE ACTIVITIES RECORDS 

 
a. Sample of Student Attendance  
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b. Sample of Course Log Book  
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c. Sample of Assignment: 
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d. Sample of Mid-term Test 
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e. Sample of End-term Test 
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f. Sample of of Student’s Answer to Assignment, Mid-term, and End-term Test 

 

 
 

 

Review: 
Based on the comments made in the students work, the task of this grouped is 
marked 80 (Good) 
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Sample of Mid test answer 
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Sample of Final Test Answer 
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