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APPENDICES

APPENDIX 1

TEACHING SYLLABUS

JURNAL PERKULIAHAN
Dosen Pengampu : ’*
Marakubsh : Scientific Wrzmg
Semester/Kelas S =5
Program Studi : TADRIS BAHASA INGGRIS
Pert.| Sesi| Ruangan Materi Kuliah Kegiatan Catatan
1 Sesr Ft. Introduct Presentation and discussion on course
8§ | Cr.3.13 syllabus and contract
Sesic Ft Presentation and discussion on how to readand|
2 ” i - it T it
2 s | cr3as Critical reading and wrimmg write critically
Sesi Ft Critical reading and wrzing Selecting the readmg article to report
3 s | cr3as
P Sesi Ft. Wik gof‘ = from. Students learn how to operate Grammarly to
§| Cr.3.13 by receive feedback on ther writing.
s Sesk- Fr. Wrzmg Evahiation from Students karn how to proviie and recemve
8| Cr.3.13 Peers feadback from their peers.
5 Sesi Ft. Tractices Students practice operatmg Grammarly and
8| Cr.3.13 providmg feedback with their peers
Sesi Ft. Writing a critical reading 2 oo <
7 2| cr3iz T e ine and Students draft their :;l;.x-‘l reading response
drafimg essay ¥
Sesk Ft. . X > g
8 s | cr3is Mid-Semester Test Smdeants submit their mid-term paper
o Sesk Ft. Writing a critical readmg Students write 2 crxxal reading response
8 | Cr.3.13 response mdividually
10 Sess" CrF;-l 3 Wekmg ';’ m:afl r;’dni Studenrs provide and receive feedback on
3. response: Peer feedbac hei draft
provision
Sesr Fr. Writing a critical readmg X 2
11 s | cr3as response: Peer feedback Students provide qd receive feedback on
N their draft
provision
12 Sesr Ft. Writing a critical reading Students write a crxxcal reading response
8| Cr.3.13 Tesponse mdividually
13 Sesi- Ft. NEting [ cr'.ti_cal reagi!:g Students revise the content and proofread the
8§ | Cr.3.13 response: Writing revision 3 ) 2
e mechanics on thelr writmg
and editing
Sesi Ft. Writing a critical readmg . 5
12 s | cr3as responce: Peer feedback Students proxﬁegdr::ﬂm feedback on
provision
Sesr- Fr. Writing a critical readmg Students fmmish their critical reading responsa
15 SRR %
8§ | Cr.3.13 response: Finishing
16 Sessn- CrF;-l N Final Semester Test Students submir ther fmal test paper

*Due to confidentiality concerns, certain information has been withheld
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