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Abs tract. T his art icle discusses the qualit y of direct learning models in learning to write poetry compared
to multiliterated synectic learning models. T his research uses a qualit ative form with a descript ive-
interpretat ive approach. The results show: 1) the management of learning implement ation wed by
lect urers meet s qualit ¥ requirement s, seen from the complet eness of the components of learning act ivit ies in
the syllabus which consist s of preliminary activities, implement ation activities, and closing act ivit ies, 2)
communicat ive processes can be concluded that the model learning wsed by lecturers, namely direct
learning, demonst ration learning, and problem solving learning models, 3) st udents' responses varies. The
response of students in PGRI Madiun Universit y, ST KIP PGRI Ngawi, and STKIP PGRI Ponorogo
were very active and enthusiastic when attending lectures, on the contrary in ST KIP PGRI Pacitan and
Cat holic University Widya Mandala Madiun students were passive, 4) learning act ivities conduct ed by
lecturers is monotonous and theoretical like in STKIP PGRI Pacitan and Widya Mandala Madiun
Catholic University, conversely enjoyable learning activities and active students such as at PGRI
Madiun University, ST KIP PGRI Ngawi, and 5T KIP PGRI Pacit an, 5) Learning out comes conduct ed by
lecturers with written test and creation of works in the form of writing poetry.
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1. Introduction
Poetry introduces a formof literary work that uses semiotic symbols in an effort to convey
a meaning of language desired by the author. Riffaterre (1978: 1) says that poetry is
always changed by aesthetic concepts and tas tes evolve according to the times . As a unique
and variant literary work, poetry is formed from a varety of complex languages, it needs
to be analyzed to understand it fully (Pradopo, 1990: 13). Thus , there needs to be a special
form or standard in deepening the meaning of poetry. Some forms of analysis.such as:
structural, s emiotic, feminis t,and psychology. The formof analysis chosen was adjusted to the
focus of the study. One of them is the s trata data analys is technique according to Roman
Ingarden or often referred to as the phenomenolo gical approach. The way this approach works
starts from (1) thesound layer; (2) layers of meaning; (3) object layers; (4) layers of the world;
and (5) layers of metaphosis (Pradopo, 1990: 15).
This makes it clear that in analyzing poetry notonly requires a statement of the formand
content of poetry,but also the need for deepening of meanin g in conducting analysis. A part from
the meaning,the study of poetry in relation to learning , the analysis of poetry does not contain
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phases as well as in a learning model. For example, there are three phases in multiliteration
studies , namely the preactivity phase, the activity phase, and the postactivity phase
(Abidin, 2015: 105). Poetry analysis, if connected with various learning models , will certainly
add to the creativity of poetry creation and produce a work that has special and unique values .

This implies that lecturers have a very central role in improving the quality of
education. They have an important role not only in des igning and implementing but als o in
assessing the leaming process (Muhs on, Lestari, Supriyanto, & Baroroh, 2017: 199). The
s election of an appropriate leaming model is oriented towards teaching objectives, including the
objectives of each material that will be dis cussed at each meeting given to s tudents (Nadrah,
Tolla, Ali, & Muris , 2017: 123). The leaming model 1s a conceptual framework that des cribes
s ys tematic procedures in organizing experiential leaming to achieve s pecific learning goals, and
serves as a guide for ins tructional des igners and teachers in planning and implementing learning
activities (Pitoyo, Waluyo, Kelvin, & Andayani, 2014: 21). The s teps in a learning model have
their own peculiarities ,including synectic leaming models .

Synectic learning model is the s tage of the learning model to des cribe various elements ,
using figures of s peech s 0oas to obtain a new pers pective. The elements of the activity refer to
the details orstages of the leaming model activities s o that the phases of the model activities are
clearly identified. There are two elements of the s ynectic learning model, namely the learning
model stage to create something new (creating s omething new) and the leaming model stage to
give preference to something unfamiliar (making the strange familiar) (Gordon & Poze, 1980:
168). This is reinforced by the opinions of Tumangger and Ernidawati, (2012: 4) which states
that s ynectics is a leaming model for s olving problems that can produce creative ideas and
produce subjects freely. Therefore, the theory underlying the model is cognitive theory.
Cognitive theory mostly focuses on the ability to think and solve problens creatively (Hosna,
2011: 4).

Mutmainah and Aquami (2016: 72) state about thestrengths of the s ynectic defense model.
The advantages of this model, namely: 1) this model is us eful for developing new understanding
in students, about a problem, s o that he is aware of how to behave in certain situations , 2) this
model is useful because it can develop clanty of unders tanding and internalization in students
about the material new, 3) this model can develop creative thinking, both in students and
teachers thems elves, 4) this model is implemented in an atmos phere of intellectual freedom and
equality between s tudents, 5) This model helps s tudents find new ways of thinking in solving a
problem.

Weaknesses of s ynectic learning models, namely; 1) the s ynectic leaming model is difficult
for teachers and s tudents to do, if they are accustomed to us ing old methods that emphas ize the
delivery of information; 2) s ynectic leaming model focuses on reflective and imaginative
thinking in certain situations, then it is likely that students lack mastering the facts and
procedures of implementation or skills (Huda, 2005: 89). In relation to the weaknes ses of this
model, it is necessary to have the latest learning activities because this s ynectic model only
reaches producing learning outcomes. These activities such as; 1) test understanding, skills and
knowled ge; 2) transferring knowledge and skills ; 3) presents work performance as aresultof
learning activities through s ocial media. Additional learning activities are contained in
multiliteration leaming theory with the term postactivity.

Multiliteration is anew paradigmin leaming literacy. Literacy itself has widened meaning




it is not limited to reading and writing activities but is more complex to the practice of s ocial and
cultural accuracy that directs leamers to recognize, unders tand, re-apply, and cultivate these
socio-cultural values towards better. In fact, at pres ent, literacy has led to dimensions as diverse
as environmental literacy, literary literacy, media literacy , technological literacy, and even moral
literacy . Literacy learning has implications for the emergence of the concept of multiliteration.
Literacy according to Tomskin (in Res mini, 2008: 7) is the ability to us e reading and writing in
camrying out learning tasks both at school and outside of school.

The concept of multiliteration arises because humans notonly read or write, but they read
and write with certain genres that involve social, cultural, and political goals that are the
demands of the globalization era, s o this is the bas is for the birth of multiliterat ion in the world
of education. Multiliteration is a des ign that can be used to understand various types of texts and
various forms of media produced from various new technologies through pedagogical concepts
that give teachers / lecturers the opportunity to present information to s tudents using text and
media forms (Abidin, 2015: 56).

The skills that must be mastered in order to create multiliteration leaming are high
comprehension reading s kills, good writing skills, s peaking s kills , and s kills in mas tering varous
digital media (Morocco, 2008: 10). The four skills will not be s eparated from the mas tery of
literacy and the integration of language with other s ciences to gain knowledge and be able to
communicate that kn()wledge‘) others. With multiliteration leaming, s tudents can optimize their
language skills so that critical thinking competence, conceptual, collaborative, and
communicative competence arise and produce products in realizing the learning s ituation and be
useful in creating conditions of inquiry-based learning and integrative thematic learning.

This study combines two learning models , namely the synectic learning model and the
multiliteration learning model which is then referred to as the multiliterated s ynectic learning
model. The advantages of this learning model, namely 1) this model has a detailed learning
phase or stage, so thatit can develop creative thinking, both in students and teachers themselves ,
2) This model is useful because it can develop clearer understanding in students about
new material, 3) this model is implemented in an atmos phere of intellectual freedom and dignity
among s tudents, 4) this model helps students find new ways of thinking in solving problems , 5)
this leaming model helps students to pres ent their work as leaming outcomes through social
media.

2. Literature Review

This research is based on a constructivist paradigm that is useful to help students to
internalize, res hape, or trans form new information. Some key concepts used in this study,
namely: the concept of poetry, the concept of learning models ., synectic concepts, and
the concept of multiliteration.

Poetry

Poetry is considered a valuable and authentic material for teaching language leamers (Freyn,
2017). Poetry is essentially a form of language pronunciation that takes into account aspects of
the soundsin it that express the imainative,emotional, and intellectual experience of the poet




drawn from an individual and s ocial life, as outlined in a particular technique, s o that the poemis
able to evoke certain experiences in themselves readers or listeners (Sayuti, 2008: 3-4).
Furthermore Bupu, Rukayah, & Subiyanto (2018: 11) poetry is the oldest literary work that has
the characteris tics of compacted language, meaningful language and elements of beauty (inner
and physical).

Learning Model

Dilworth (1992: 74), states that models are abstract representations of some real world
processes, s ystems ,and subsystems. Models are used in all aspects of life. The model is usefulin
describing alternatives and in analyzing their performance. Dewey (in Joyce, Weil, & Calhoun,
2000: 13) s ays that the es sence of the teaching process is the setting of environments in which
students can interact and learn how to learn. Furthermore it is further explained that based on
that, the teaching model is a des cription of the learning environment. The des cription has many
uses, ranging from planning cumicula, courses , units , and lessons to the design of teaching
materials - books and workbooks , multi-media programs , and computer-as s is ted learning
Programs .

Synetic

Eristi & Polat (2017: 72) states that s ynectics is a learning model that has an application
structure or steps thatcan improve the quality of learning and make students more active in the
leaming process . Scheepers (2015: 73) als o produced the s ame concept of s ynectics , namely
s ynectics is a s tep to s upport creative behavior and s timulate creative thinking to produce new
ideas . When learning, the creative problem s olving process in the s ynectic leaming model, feels
difficult to do because it has become a habit of s tudents to use conventional models . Therefore,
s ynectics is designed to accommodate the s tages of the learning model for developing creative
skills.

Multiliteration

Multiliteration is the skill to use a variety of ways to expres s and unders tand ideas and
nformation us ing conventional text forms as well as innovative texts , symbols and multimedia
(Abidin, 2015: 3). Multiliteration practices conducted by Graham, Bens on, and Fink (2010), are
based on nultimodal aspects of literacy which include linguistic competencies , vis ual
competencies, audio competencies , ges tural competencies , and s patial competencies where
s tudents are directed to utilize film media and performance programs in televis ion as analytical
material. Abidin (2015: 187) defines that "Leaming the concept of multiliteration is an
embodiment of the scientific learning process that optimizes literacy s kills, nanely literacy
in reading, writing, speaking and mastery of information and communication media".




3.Method

The research was conducted at the univers ity of Madiun s ekares iden and camried out
for three months namely from July 2019 to September 2019. The subjects in this study
included lecturers of Indonesian language and literature education at PGRI Madiun Univers ity,
STKIP PGRI Pacitan, STKIP PGRI Ponorogo, STKIP PGRI Ngawi, and Univers ity of
Indonesian Literature Education Katolik Widya Mandala Madiun in s emester 2 who took poetry
appreciation courses, where from each cours e one lecturer and one repres entative clas s were
chosen with + 20 students in each class.

This research is a qualitative study using an interpretive descriptive approach. The data
in this s tudy were collected through observations s upplemented with obs ervation guidelines ,
nterviews based on interview guidelines and documents about the curriculum and its ins truments
(graduate competency s tandards, dis tribution and description of courses, syllabus , and learning
implementation plans). Dis cus s ions and cons ultations with experts i the field of language
education, language learning experts, and alsoliterary experts conducted to obtain data accuracy.

4. Research Result

The quality of poetry writing learning is analyzed through effective learning theory
according to Yasuf (2017: 16), namely a) the management of learning implementation, b)
communicative process, ¢) students' res ponses, d) learning activities, and e) leaming outcomes .
Research findings can be described as follows .

a) Management of Learning Implementation

Management of learning implementation there are 3 main things that are in the
s yllabus , namely introduction, implementation, and clos ing (s uf, 2017: 1). The findings in
the document analysis of the management of leaming implementation can be des cribed in
the following table.

Table 1. Management of Learning Implement ation that is Used by Lecturers

No Institution Name Manage ment of Le arning Im plementation
1 Universit as PGRI Madiun In the syllabus there are learning activities which

include: preliminary activities, implement ation
activities andclosing activities.

2 Universitas Katolik Widya In the syllabus there are learning activities which

Mandala Madiun include: preliminary activities, implement ation
activities andclosing activities.

3 STKIP PGRI Ponorogo In the syllabus there are learning activities which

include: preliminary activities, implement ation
activities andclosing activities.




4 STKIP PGRI Ngawi In the syllabus there are learning activities which
include: preliminary activities, implement ation
activities and closing activities.

5 STKIP PGRI Pacitan In the syllabus there are learning activities which
include: preliminary activities, implement ation
activities and closing activities.

From table 1., it can be concluded that the management of leaming implementation used
by lecturers of the Indonesian language and literature education s tudy program at the Res idency
of Madiun has met the quality requirements, s een from the completeness of the components of
leaming activities in the s yllabus which consists of prelimnary activities , implementation
activities ,and activities cover.

b) Communicative Process

Communicative process 15 a learning system that emphasizs aspects of
communication, interaction, and developing linguis tic competence, and language skills as
language leaming goals and recognizes that there is a connection with communication
activities in daily life (Yusuf,2017: 18). The communicative process is s een from the proces s
of delivering lecturer material through models , methods , and media. The findings in the
syllabus document can be described in the following table 2.

Table 2. Learning Models Used by Lecturers

No Institution Name Learning Model Used
1 Universit as PGRI Madiun Direct learning and demonstration
maodels.
2 Universitas Katolik Widya Direct learning model wsing the lecture
Mandala Madiun method.
3 STKIP PGRI Ponorogo Demonstration learning model
4 STKIP PGRI Ngawi Problem solving learning model.
5 STKIP PGRI Pacitan Direct learning model.

From the communicative process data based on s yllabus documents . it can be concluded
that the leaming model used by lecturers of the Indonesian language and literature education
study program in the residency of Madiun,namely the direct learning model, demons tration
learning model, and problemsolving learning model.




¢) Student Responses

Student responses are the res ponses and reactions of s tudents to the conditioning of
leaming conducted by the ins tructor, which includes as pects of the response and as pects of the
reaction. The res ponse as pect consists of enthusias m, feeling, and attention, while the reaction
as pect is s atis faction, curios ity, and pleasure (Yusuf, 2017: 19). From obs ervations made by
res earchers obtained data that learning at the Widya Mandala Madiun Catholic Univers ity and
STKIP PGRI Pacitan in the s ubject of poetry appreciation leaming is monotonous , caus ing
students to be passive. During the lecture, no students asked questions. Unlike STKIP PGRI
Pacitan, in STKIP PGRI Ponorogo get data that s tudents are very enthus ias tic in attending
lectures because the lecturer is able to present a real atmos phere in the clas sroom, through the
illustrations made.

Observation of lectures at the University of PGRI Madiun and STKIP PGRI
Ngawi produced data that s tudents are active in the clas sroom. During lectures s tudents ask. The
lecturer has competence in managing the clas s becaus e the learning is interes ting and not
monotonous. From thes e observational data it can be concluded that the res ponse of s tudents
varies . Three univers ities , namely PGRI Madiun Univers ity, STKIP PGRI Ngawi, and STKIP
PGRI Ponorogo describe the response of students to be very active and enthus ias tic when
attending lectures , while in STKIP PGRI Pacitan and Catholic Univers ity Widya Mandala
Madiun students are passive. Duning lectures and no students asked questions.

d) Learning Activities

Learning activities are the activities of teachers and students in clas s, which includes
mental activities , listening activities, visual activities, writing activities , oral activities ,
drawing activities, motor activities, and emotional activities (Yus uf, 2017: 19). Learning activiy
data is taken from obs ervations made by res earchers in the leaming proces s. The results of
leaming activities can be described in table 3 below.

Table 3. Learning Activities Conducted by Lecturers and Students
No Nama Ins titusi Aktivitas Belajar

1 Universit as PGRI M adiun Within 2 x 50 minutes, the lecturer only
used the lecture method to deliver the material,
interspersed with poetry readings and with several
questions and answers.

2 Universitas Katolik Widya Within 2 x 50 minutes, the lecturer only
Mandala Madiun uses the lecture met hod to deliver the material. At
the end of the lesson, the lecturer gives the task of
writing poetry.




3 STKIP PGRI Ponorogo The lecturer gave a demonstration to the
student s about reading poetry with full appreciat ion.
Lect urers are able to attract students' attention to the
mat erial being t aught. T he lecturer is not t rapped in
teaching about theories, but directly discusses
poetry directly.

4 STKIP PGRI Ngawi Within 2 x 50 minutes, the lecturer gave his
innovation by making creative students in the
classroom. T he lect urer gives a word to be continued
into a poem

5 STKIP PGRI Pacitan Learning only applies in one direction,
monotonous, and theoretical. There is no standard
learning model for developing student innovat ion.

From table 3. it can be concluded that the learning activities camried out by lecturers and s tudents
are very divers e. The findings of learning activities s tate that leaming is monotonous , one -way,
and theoretical as in STKIP PGRI Pacitan and Widya Mandala Madiun Catholic Univers ity,
conversely enjoyable leaming activities and active students s uch as at PGRI Madiun Univers ity,
STKIP PGRI Ngawi, and STKIP PGRI Pacitan.

e) Learning Qutcomes
Learning outcomes are abilities (cognitive, affective, and psychomotor) possessed by

students after experiencing thelearning process of the mstructor (Joseph, 2017: 19). Analysis of
the document on the s yllabus conducted by res earchers produced data, namely 1) Ardi Wina
Saputra used posttest, there was no task of creating poetry, 2) Sutejo us ed tests and non-tests, tests
in the form of pos ttest and non-test in the formof creating poetry. 3) Panji Kuncoro mustuse the
taskof writing poetry. 4) Tjahono Widijanto used a written test, and 5) Arif Mus tofa used the task
of writing poetry. Bas ed on the analysis of the document, the leaming outcomes conducted by the
lecturer with written tests and the creation of works in the form of writing poetry. The evaluation
format in the s yllabus is not s pecified in detail. From the findings of res earchers on the quality of
learning to write poetry conducted by lecturers of Indonesian language and literature educatio n at
the Res idency of Madiun, it can be concluded that the quality of leaming conducted by lecturers is
still of poor quality becaus e it is found that s ome lecturers in teaching are still theoretical and
monotonous, students are very passive,and notthere is an as sess ment format in learning to write
poetry.

5. Discussion

Synectic Multiliteration as a Millennial Fra Learning Model

Synectic is a learning model that has an applicative structure or steps that can inprove the
quality of learning and make students more active in the learning process of Eristi & Polat (2017:
72). Scheepers (2015:73) also produced the same concept of s ynectics, namely s ynectics is a step




to s upport creative behavior and s timulate creative thinking to produce new ideas. When learning,
the creative problem s olving process in the s ynectic learning model, feels difficult to do because it
has become a habit of students to use conventional models.

Synectic leaming model is a learning model that is designed to enhance thecreativity of both
individuals and groups (Joyce, Weil, and Calhoun, 2009: 272). Creative concepts in s ynectic
learning models are als o produced in articles made by Tumangger and Emidawati, (2012: 4),
namely s ynectic leaming models are learning models for s olving problens that can produce
creative ideas and produce s ubjects freely. Sutikno s tates that synectics is a learning model that is
oriented to problem solving, creative, social experiences of students (2016: 223).

Opinion that becomes a differentiator related to the unders tanding of s ynectic leaming
models , namely the opinion of Azz, (2009: 131) s tates that the s ynectic leaming model is an
activity in the form of a creative problem solving process by using analogies . Karwati s tated that
the s ynectic learning model is a leaming model that emphas izes meaningful ideas to enhance
creative activities through the help of richer minds (2012: 150).

Mutmainah and Aquami (2016: 72) s tate about the s trengths and weaknesses of the s ynectic
defens e model. The advantages of this model, namely: 1) this model is useful for developing new
unders tanding in s tudents , about a problem, s o that he is aware of how to behave in certain
situations , 2) this model is useful because it can develop clarity of understanding and
internalization in s tudents about the material new, 3) this model can develop creative thinking,
both in students and teachers thems elves,4) this model is implemented in an atmos phere of
intellectual freedom and equality between s tudents, 5) This model helps s tudents find new ways of
thinking in solving a problem.

Weaknesses of this learning model, namely: 1) it is difficult to do by teachers and students
who are accustomed to using the old way that emphas izes the delivery of information, 2) this
model focus es on reflective and imaginative thinking in certain s ituations , then it is likely that
students lack mas tering facts and implementation pro cedures or s kills , and 3) inadequate educaton
facilities and infrastructure in schools.

In the era of digital information technology, a writer and poet must be able to adjust the
conditions of the digital age. The emergence of new technologies for student s around the world
will add to the learning experience automatically. As educators , a new methodology must be
adopted to deal with s tudents from various backgrounds (Rajendra, 2015: 11). One of the main
as pects in this context is the changing nature of the text that has been developed fromadvances in
technology (Els ner, 2011: 29). With s uch conditions , leaming to write poetry that is made and
read cannot be s eparated from multimodality. Baldry & Thibault (2006) des cribe multimodality as
a variety of ways in which various semiotic sources interact and interpret meaning .

In relation to the weaknesses of this model, it is necessary to have the latest learning
activities because this s ynectic model only reaches producing learnin g outcomes. Thes e activities
such as; 1) test understanding, s kills and knowledge; 2) trans ferring knowledge and skills ; 3)
presents work performance as a result of leaming activities through s ocial media. Additional
learning activities are contained in multiliteration learning theory with the term postactivity.

Multiliteration is a new paradigmin learning literacy . Literacy itselfhas widened meaning it
is not limited to reading and writing activities but is more complex to the practice of social and
cultural accuracy that directs learners to recognize, understand, re-apply, and cultivate these socio-
cultural values towards better.In fact, at present, literacy has led to dimensions as diverse as




environmental literacy, literary literacy, media literacy, technological literacy, and even moral
literacy. Literacy learning has implications for the emergence of the concept of multiliteration.
Literacy according to Toms kin (in Res mini, 2008: 7) is the ability to us e reading and writing in
carrying out leaming tasks both at school and outside of school.

The concept of multiliteration aris es becaus e humans not only read or write, but they read
and write with certain genres that involve social, cultural, and political goals that are the
demands of the globalization era, s o this is the basis for the birth of multiliteration in the world of
education. Multiliteration is a des ign that can be us ed to unders tand various types of texts and
various forms of media produced from various new technologies through pedagogical concepts
that give teachers / lecturers the opportunity to pres ent information to s tudents us ing text and
media forms (Abidin, 2015: 56). The skills that must be mastered in order to create
multiliteration learning are high comprehension reading skills ,good writing skills ., s peaking skills ,
and skills in mastering various digital media (Morocco, 2008: 10).

Multiliteration is atheoretical innovation in responding to rapid changes in economic, social,
and cultural life (Sang, 2017: 19). Abidin (2015: 105) states that multiliteration related to
learning has three phases, namely the preactivity phas e, the activity phas e, and the postactivity
phase. The preactivity phase is the preparation phase of leaming undertaken by students
including: a) s etting the theme, b) cre ating a framework, ¢) unders tanding the framework of
thought, ideas, and concepts, d) understanding the learning objectives , and e) linking the context
to be learned with hims elf, his life, and other contexts that have been s tudied. The activity phase i
the phase by students to follow the proces s or learning activities , including: a) reading texts , b)
writing drafts, ¢) conveying ideas and ideas through oral and written, d) summarizing
information, and e) tes ting, criticizing, and analyze s ocial phenomena. Pos tactivity phase is a
phase that reflects the success of students in participating in leaming, including: a) tes ting
unders tanding, skills , and knowledge, b) presenting s tudent work as a result of leaming, ¢)
trans ferring knowledge and s kills , and d) organizing an exhibition of work res ults from leaming
activities (Abidin, 2015: 105-106).

With these two learning models , In the era of digital information technology, a writer and
poet reader must be able to adjust the conditions of the digit al era. The emergence of new
technologies for s tudents around the world will add to the leaming experience automatically. As
educators, a new methodology mustbe adopted to deal with s tudents from various backgrounds
(Rajendra, 2015: 11). One of the main as pects in this context is the changing nature of the text that
has been developed from advances in technology (Elsner, 2011: 29). Given thes e conditions , it 1s
neces sary to develop innovative models, one of which is multiliterated s ynectic leaming models .
The multiliteration synectic leaming model is a learning model that is sourced from
cognitive theory which has s ystematic steps inthe formofa preactivity phase, an activity phase,
work based on social experiences.

The stages of the nultiliteration synectic model, namely: 1) the preactivity phase, namely
s ubstantive input; lecturers provide information on new topics, 2) Activity phase, consis ting of: a)
a direct analogy namely; lecturers s ubmit a direct analogy and as k s tudents to des cribe the
analogy.b)personal analogy,namely ; The lecturer asks students to make a pers onal analogy, c) to
compare analo gies namely ; Students identify and explain the s ame points between the material
being dis cussed in a direct analogy, d) explain the differences .s tudents explain wrong or
different analogies,e) student exploration namely; reexplain the original topic according to the




language its elf, f) bring up a new analogy namely; s tudents make work, 3) Pos tactivity phase,
consisting of s tudents demonstrating a new analogy in the formof poetry in front of the audience
and uploaded on social media.

6. Conclusions

From the results of this study, it can be concluded that the quality of poetry writing leaming
conducted by Indonesian language and literature education lecturers in the Residency of Madiun
can be concluded that the quality of leaming conducted by lecturers is s till of poor quality because
it is found that several lecturers in teaching are still theoretical and monotonous, st dents are
very passive, and there is no evaluation format in learning to write poetry.

With these qualities, it is neces sary to develop multiliterated synectic leaming models . The
multiliteration synectic learning model is aleaming model that is sourced from cognitive theory
which has systematic steps in the form of a preactivity phase, an activity phase, and a
pos tactivity phas e to improve literacy and creative thinking abilities in the creation of a work
based on social experiences .
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