Reedley College

Proposed Course Modification

	Course # / Title                
	Philosophy 2, Critical Thinking and Writing


CHECK OFF SHEET 

PRELIMINARY STEPS. Do before completing Course Modification Form.

(EACH BOX SHOULD BE CHECKED AS COMPLETED BEFORE SUBMISSION.)
(   1.
Communicate with the Curriculum Chair regarding intent to modify an existing course outline (recommended, not required).

(   2.
List term for implementation of modifications:

	[  ]
	Fall
	
	[x  ]
	Spring
	2008
	[  ]
	Summer
	



(   3.
Check one:

Do not complete Fresno City College course alignment page if:

	
	No similar course or program at FCC.

	X
	Course currently in common with FCC course or accepted in lieu of and changes will not affect status.  

	
	


Complete Fresno City College course alignment page if:

	 
	Course currently in common with FCC course or accepted in lieu of.  Changes may affect status.  Consult with counterparts at FCC and complete alignment page

	
	Course not in common or accepted in lieu of but may be with proposed changes consult with FCC counterparts


(   4.
Changes sought in the following:

	CSU General Education Code
	Yes
	
	No
	x

	Transfer Baccalaureate List
	Yes
	
	No
	x


If yes to either, schedule an appointment with the Articulation Officer

(   5.
Changes sought in number of repeats for credit:

	
	Yes

	   x
	No




If yes, secure a Course Repetition form from the Curriculum Office.

PROPOSED COURSE MODIFICATION FORM 

(
Appropriate sections of Course Outline of Record completed.
FINAL steps (Do after completing Course Outline of Record)

(   1.
 Signature Form. Secure signatures of the Department Chair and the Associate Dean before submitting the completed course proposal to the Curriculum Office.

(   2.
Program Description.  Course modification will change an existing program which is or will be described in the college catalogue.

	
	Yes
	X
	No


If yes, complete Program Description Form before submitting modification.

(   3.  Final Check. All items above have been completed and checked off before modification is submitted.


Reedley College 

PROPOSED COURSE MODIFICATION
All changes and modifications in the official course outline must come to the Curriculum Committee.  Though minor changes may seem obvious, even these need to come to committee for information and to update the official curriculum.  Changes in programs or in several department offerings should be submitted together if possible so that the whole picture is clear.  

OUTLINE.  Please fill in current existing course number, title, and units for course to be modified.

	Department
	Fine arts and social sciences
	Course No.
	Philosophy 2

	Course Title
	  Critical Thinking and Writing
	Units
	3

	
	Effective Date
	                             Spring 2008


A.   PROPOSED CHANGES.  

(Indicate below all proposed changes to be made in the course outline.)
	I.  Cover Page
	
	
	

	
	1.
Course ID
	
	
	8.
Classification (Degree applicable, Non-degree applicable, or 

	
	2.
Course Title
	
	
	
Pre-collegiate Basic skills)

	
	3.
Units
	
	
	9.
General Education Pattern, Graduation Requirement, and 

	
	4.
Lecture/Lab Hours
	
	
	
Major Category

	
	5.
Grading Basis
	
	
	10.
General Education Pattern/Baccalaureate (CSU)

	x
	6.
Entrance Skills:  Basic Skills Prerequisites/Advisories
	
	
	11.
Repeatability

	
	7.
Subject Prerequisites/Corequisites/Advisories
	
	
	12.
Catalog Description


Other pages 















	x
	II.
Course Outcomes 
	
	
	VI.
Methods of Grading

	x
	III.  Course Objectives 
	
	
	VII.
Levels of Educational Materials

	x
	IV.  Course Content Outline 
	
	Additional Pages (optional depending on course)

	x
	V.
Approved Readings 
	
	
	Request for Repeatability/Limitation on Enrollment


B.  DESCRIPTION OF CHANGES AND MODIFICATIONS.
	ITEM NO.
	CHANGED FROM
	CHANGED TO
	REASON

	6
	Math 101 advisory
	No Math 101 advisory
	Unnecessary restriction on enrolment

	II
	Old form
	New Form
	To comply with articulation and accreditation requirements

	III
	Old form
	New Form
	To comply with articulation and accreditation requirements

	IV
	
	
	Various minor deletions and additions of words (not content) for clarity’s sake

	V
	Texts approved in 1993
	updates
	Required for ease of articulation and accreditation

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


(Additional sheets may be attached if necessary.)

C.  
EXPLANATIONS.  If course modification results in changes in the program which will require use of the program description form,  please give rationale.

Please attach the complete outline before modifications to this form.  If only the first page of the outline is being modified, also attach the new first page.  If other pages of the outline are being modified, please attach the complete new outline.
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CREDIT COURSE OUTLINE

I.  COVER PAGE

	(1)

Course ID:  Phil 2
	
	(2)

Course Title:  Critical Thinking and Writing                            
	
	(3)

Units: 3 


	(4) Lecture / Lab Hours:
	
	
	(8)Classification:

	Semester course


Hours per week
	Lec hrs:

	3
	

	
	Lab hrs:  
	
	
	Degree applicable:
	X

	     Lab will generate ______ hour(s) per week outside work.
	
	Non-degree applicable:
	

	Short-term course:


Hours per course
	Lec hrs:

	
	
	Pre-collegiate basic skills:
	

	
	Lab hrs:

	
	
	
	

	Lab will generate ______ total hour(s) outside work.
	(9)RC
	Fulfills AS/AA degree requirement: (area)
	

	(5)Grading Basis:
	Grading scale only
	
	
	General education category:
	

	
	CR/NC option

	yes
	
	Major:
	

	
	CR/NC only
	
	
	
	

	(6)Basic Skills Prerequisites:


	(10)CSU: A3
	Baccalaureate: yes
	

	
	(11) Repeatable:  (A course may be repeated


three times)
	No

	Basic Skills Advisories:        

                          
	For Office Use Only

	
	CATID:
	DATATEL:

	(7)Subject Prerequisites (requires C grade or better):
                         English 1-A (or equivalent)
        



	Course LHE: 
	Unit Code:

	
	VEA Code:
	SAM Priority:

	
	TOPS Code:
	Effective Date:

	Subject Corequisites:




	
	Replaces:   

	Subject Advisories:




	
	Replaced by:  

Date:

	(12)Catalog Description:  
A course designed to develop the analysis, evaluation, and synthesis of argument and other forms of verbal discourse beyond the level achieved in English 1A.  Among other topics:  the various uses of language, the distinction between deduction and induction, the identification of formal and informal fallacies, and distinguishing, evaluating, and developing well-reasoned arguments on controversial issues.  The central focus of the course is instruction in writing, including instruction in form and style, that emphasizes and applies “critical thinking” in a developing sequence of student essays.









                


	Course ID:  Phil 2
	
	Course Title:  Critical Thinking and Writing                            


II.  COURSE OUTCOMES:

(Specify the learning skills the student demonstrates through completing the course and link critical thinking skills to specific course content and objectives.)

Upon completion of this course, students will be able to:

A.
         analyze in writing sophisticated arguments of major authors in many different areas of human thought, emphasizing the differing role of audience and authorial intent in effecting both appropriate emotional and logical appeals and their coherent presentation.

B.
    synthesize his/her own persuasive essays.  The student will be able to utilize those analytical skills developed in rhetorical analysis (see Course Outcome A) to determine his/her own intent and to define his/her own audience, and thus to write papers in which logical and emotional appeals serve to clarify the student's own positions and to answer audience objections in coherent and unified presentations.

C.
    grasp and be able to use (in order to achieve Course Outcome B) specific writing strategies that include, in sequence, the following:



1.
Diagramming one's own argument directed towards a particular audience using an Enthymeme.



2.
Organizing an essay around that diagram.



3.
Writing dialectically to that diagram, displaying argument and counter-argument.



4.
Giving real recognition to an opponent's objections:  understanding the role of concession and modification of one's original thesis.



5.
Developing and ordering the supporting evidence required to convince a skeptical audience.



6.
Avoiding vagueness, ambiguity and some of the most damaging formal and informal fallacies.



7.
Reading critically the drafts and critiques of a paper in progress.



8.
Editing and revising for clarity, purpose, logic, and completeness.



9.
Utilizing criticism in the revision process, recognizing and incorporating what is constructive and recognizing and dealing with what is not. 
 D.
    utilize the specific writing strategies of Course Outcome C in concert with pervious writing courses to be able more generally and across the curriculum:



1.
Write with a more sophisticated structure, coherence, unity, and emphasize and display an improved mastery of the elements of style.



2.
Narrow a topic idea as appropriate to the length of an essay.



3.
Clearly state the central claim to be examined (in an essay).



4.
Select and clearly articulate facts, examples, data, or evidence in support of the central claim (in an essay).



5.
Develop an essay outline to clearly state the central claim and coherently structure the supporting evidence.



6.
Better choose tone and voice appropriate to the nature and level of the essay audience and the purpose of the essay.



7.
Better execute the outline with grammatical, well connected sentences.



8.
Systematically evaluate others' deductive and inductive arguments.



9.
Present and defend plausible deductive or inductive arguments as appropriate in support of a position.



10a
Develop a well reasoned position on a controversial issue and


10b
Present such a position in a coherent, well organized, and effective essay that follows appropriate conventions of documentation, citation, bibliographical references, and manuscript presentation.



11.
Effectively read, analyze, and evaluate (primarily) argumentative prose.



12.
Distinguish different uses of language and forms of discourse.



13.
Distinguish more acceptable from less acceptable unsupported statements.



14.
Recognize various informal fallacies and problems of vagueness and ambiguity.



15.
Recognize and articulate presuppositions or implied assumptions.

III.  COURSE OBJECTIVES:

(Specify major objectives in terms of the observable knowledge and/or skills to be attained.)

In the process of completing this course, students will:

A.  analyze orally and in writing increasingly sophisticated  arguments drawn from major authors in many different areas of human thought, emphasizing the differing role of audience and authorial intent in effecting both appropriate emotional and logical appeals and their coherent presentation
B.     synthesize his/her own persuasive essays utilizing those analytical skills developed in the rhetorical analysis (see Course Objective A) to determine his/her own intent and to define his/her own audience.  The student will develop a sequence of papers in which logical and emotional appeals serve to clarify the student's own positions and to answer audience objections in coherent and unified presentations.

C.
  use (in order to achieve Course Objective B) specific writing strategies that include, in sequence, the following:



1.
Diagramming one's own argument directed towards a particular audience using an Enthymeme.



2.
Organizing the essay around that diagram.



3.
Writing dialectically to that diagram displaying argument and counter argument.



4.
Giving real recognition to the opponent's objections:  concession and the modification of one's original thesis.



5.
Developing and ordering the supporting evidence required to convince a skeptical audience.



6.
Avoiding vagueness, ambiguity and the formal and informal fallacies.



7.
Reading critically the drafts and critiques of a paper in progress.



8.
Editing and revising for clarity, purpose, logic, and completeness.

9. Utilizing criticism in the revision process, recognizing and incorporating what is constructive and recognizing and dealing with what is not.

	Course ID:  Phil 2
	
	Course Title: Critical thinking and Writing 


IV.  COURSE CONTENT OUTLINE:

A.
The content: Topics covered to help effect a sequence of papers (see B below) written from a rhetorical perspective.



1.
Meaning, definition, and the functions of language




a.
Types of assertions/judgments (i.e. policy, value, fact) and the various functions of persuasive language (i.e. deliberative, epidictic, rhetorical)




b.
Cognitive and emotive meanings




c.
Ambiguity and vagueness




d.
Definitions:  types and purposes




e.
Techniques for defining terms




f.
Different senses of argument




g.
Verbal vs. substantive disagreements




h.
Presuppositions and implied assumptions:  the virtues and vices associated with each




i.
Differing modes of inquiry:  differing types of questions, differing types of answers.



2.
Writing:  elements of form and style:  essay development.




a.
Narrowing a topic idea for an essay in reference to a specific audience




b.
Presentation of the disputed central claim/thesis:  form and location in the persuasive essay




c.
Articulating facts, examples, data, or other evidence that would count as support of the central claim to different audiences




d.
Developing an essay outline (clearly stating the central claim and coherently structuring the specifically needed evidence) based on an Enthymeme




e.
Choosing tone and voice appropriate to the nature and level of the essay audience and intent




f.
Executing the outline with grammatical, well connected sentences




g.
Essay coherence and audience objections:  transitional ploys and topoi




h.
The process of revision in light of criticism



3.
Conventions of citation, documentation, bibliographical references, and manuscript presentation (presumed covered in English 1A but covered as needed with individual students)



4.
Critical reading




a.
Identifying a writer's thesis and audience and thus intent




b.
Identifying a writer's arguments/evidence and the extra-evidential elements of his/her presentation



5.
Deductive and inductive arguments and their relations to essay composition




a.
The nature and point of the distinction




b.
The deductive validity and soundness: some very basic argument forms (hypothetical, disjunctive, and categorical syllogisms and enthymemes)




c.
Types of non-deductive(inductive)arguments




d.
Standards of non-deductive cogency/success:  probability, suasion, persuasion, etc.



6.
A few Informal fallacies (Strawman, begging the question, ad hominum, etc.)



7.
Discovering and developing a well reasoned position on a problematic issue




a.
Identifying relevant arguments (especially counterarguments), evidence, background information




b.
Elements of a well reasoned position



8.
The simple argument-evaluation essay (in which the student first presents another’s argument (“What is it?”), second analyzes it(“How does it work?), and third systematically evaluates it (”Is it any good?”)



9.
The simple argumentative essay (in which the student systematically explains and defends a particular piece of reasoning: i.e. the good expository essay)



10.
The complex argumentative essay (in which the student argues for a particular position, taking opposing arguments/evidence into account)


B.
The sequence of papers:



1.
Audience




a.
The concept of audience: the arguer-audience relationship





1)
Particular





2)
Implied





3)
Ostensible





4)
Actual




b.
Writing assignments on audience (at least one analysis and one synthesis of an arguer-audience relationship)



2.
Intention




a.
The idea of intention





1)
How argument varies with intention





2)
How argument varies with audience





3)
Preaching to the converted.




b.
Writing assignments on intention (at least one analysis of an author's intention and one synthesis of the student's own)



3.
Argument




a.
The tools of argument:  their use in analysis and in construction of one's own argument





1)
Ethos appeals





2)
Pathos appeals





3)
Logos appeals




b.
Writing assignments on tools of argument (at least two analyses of two essays in terms of the appeals used)



4.
Ethics




a.
Arguments' ethical dimensions





1)
Ethics and the three appeals





2)
Evaluating ethical and unethical appeals





3)
Ethics and one’s own arguments




b.
Writing assignments on ethics and the appeals (at least one analysis of the ethics of an argument) 

C.
Texts: In order to cover the topics (see A above) necessary to writing the sequence of papers (see B above), the course will employ (1) at least one book or a collection of essays that reflects cultural diversity and(2) a philosophy based logic or critical thinking text.  The student is assumed to have a standard English handbook.  One currently used in English 1A at RC is recommended.

	Course ID:  Phil 2
	
	Course Title:  Critical Thinking and Writing


V.  APPROPRIATE READINGS
Reading assignments may include but are not limited to the following:

A.
                

1) Arguments taken from:  Audiences and Intentions by Bradbury and Quinn, Longman, 3rd ed 1997, or something of equal rigor.
2)Minimally, handouts taken from a handbook/exercise book on logic such as Govier's or Copi's or Hurley’s or their equivalent; better, Engel's With Good Reason.  St. Martin's, 1990; better still, Russow and Curd's Principles of Reasoning, St. Martin's, 1989 and perhaps best Weston’s A Rulebook for arguments, 3rd ed., Hackett,2000.
B.
Other Readings:

	
	Global or international materials or concepts are appropriately included in this course

	
	Multicultural materials and concepts are appropriately included in this course.


If either line is checked, write a paragraph indicating specifically how global/international and/or multicultural materials and concepts relate to content outline and/or readings.

	Course ID: Phil 2 
	
	Course Title: Critical Reading and Writing


VI.  METHODS TO MEASURE STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT AND DETERMINE GRADES:
Students in this course will be graded in at least one of the following four categories.  Please check those appropriate.  A degree applicable course must have a minimum of one response in category A, B or C.

	A.  Writing

 

Check either 1 or 2 below

	X
	1.
Substantial writing assignments are required.  Check the appropriate boxes below and provide a written description 
in the space provided.



	
	2.  
Substantial writing assignments are NOT required.  If this box is checked leave this section blank.  For degree 
applicable courses you must complete category B and/or C.

	X
	a.
essay exam(s)
	X
	d.
written homework   

	X
	b.
term or other papers(s)
	
	e.
reading reports

	
	c.
laboratory reports
	X
	f.
other (specify)   quizes


Required assignments may include but are not limited to the following:
 a first  essay assignment:

 When we read Martin Luther  King’s  Letter from Birmingham Jail it  became apparent from evidence in the text that the eight clergy men to whom the letter is addressed are only an ostensible audience and not his intended audience; we also found we could, from other evidence in the text, dismiss  the idea that the essay is written with either of the polar opposite intents of 1)changing any audience from pro-segregation/anti-integration to anti-segregation/pro integration or 2)  preaching to the choir against segregation/for integration. The question for us remained, however: what audience is implied by the text and what is MLK’s intent in writing this essay for them? Put another way, given how he talks and the examples that he uses, we wondered to whom is MLK trying to talk  (his implied audience) and of what is he trying to persuade them ( his intent) ?

Please write a 5+ page paper analyzing the Letter but not (this time) to answer those questions. They are now our questions, and you will get to write on them, but it took us a while to get to them. This time your assignment is only to persuade another audience ( albeit the audience that some of you were just last week ) that these are good questions to ask. It is an audience that thinks that the Letter is written to those clergy men and is an attack on segregation; you need to persuade them that there are many reasons to doubt those claims. Remember, this time you are only trying to lead them (gently) up to where we are now; you are trying with your analysis to lead them up to the point where they want to ask our questions: start with letting them give their  reasons for why their answers  seem to be reasonable ones. 
	B.  Problem Solving

1.
Computational or non-computational problem-solving demonstrations, including:

	
	a.  exam(s)
	
	d.  laboratory reports

	
	b.  quizzes
	
	e.  field work

	
	c.  homework problems
	
	f.  other (specify)


Required assignments may include, but are not limited to the following:

	Course ID:Phil 2 
	
	Course Title:  Critical Thinking and Writing


	C.
Skill demonstrations, including:

	
	a.  class performance(s)
	
	c.  performance exam(s)

	
	b.  field work
	
	d.  other (specify)


Required assignments may include, but are not limited to the following:

	D.
Objective examinations, including:

	
	a.  multiple choice
	
	d.  completion

	
	b.  true/false
	
	e.  other (specify)  

	
	c.  matching items
	




COURSE GRADE DETERMINATION:

Description/Explanation: Based on the categories checked in A-D, it is the recommendation of the department that the instructor’s grading methods fall within the following departmental guidelines; however, the final method of grading is still at the discretion of the individual instructor.  The instructor’s syllabus must reflect the criteria by which the student’s grade has been determined. (A minimum of five (5) grades must be recorded on the final roster.) 
If several methods to measure student achievement are used, indicate here the approximate weight or percentage each has in determining student final grades.

I.
Essay evaluation:  quantity




A.
3-6 five page essays developed using synthesis, at least 3 of which must be substantively rewritten in response to comments(approximately 40%) total words:  minimum 6,000




B.
4-6 one to three page essays, analyses of essays from the textbook, at least one of which must be rewritten (approximately 40%) total words:  minimum 1,000




C.
In-class discussion and quizzes (10%)




D.
Essay exams focusing on the concept and terminology of critical thinking and effective writing (approximately 10%)

II.
Essay evaluation:  quality




The essay assignments will be evaluated for:




A.
Existence and use of a structural enthymeme




B.
The structural coherence of that use




C.
Progressive refinement of writing skills

FOR DEGREE APPLICABLE COURSES

	Course ID:  Phil 2
	
	Course Title: Critical Thinking and Writing 


VII.  EDUCATIONAL MATERIALS

For degree applicable courses, the adopted texts, as listed in the college bookstore, or instructor-prepared materials have been certified to contain college-level materials.
	Validation Language Level (check where applicable):
	College-Level 

Criteria Met

	
	Yes
	No

	
Textbook
	X
	

	
Reference materials
	X
	

	
Instructor-prepared materials
	X
	

	
Audio-visual materials
	
	


	Indicate method of evaluation:

	
Used readability formulae (grade level 10 or higher)
	

	
Text is used in a college-level course (at many CC’s and Univ.’s  throughout the land)
	X

	
Used grading provided by publisher
	

	
Other: (please explain; relate to Skills Levels)
	


	Computation Level (Eligible for MATH 101 level or higher where applicable)
	
	

	Content

	
Breadth of ideas covered clearly meets college-level learning objectives of this course
	
	

	
Presentation of content and/or exercises/projects:

	

Requires a variety of problem-solving strategies including inductive and deductive reasoning.
	
	

	

Requires independent thought and study
	
	

	

Applies transferring knowledge and skills appropriately and efficiently to new situations or 



problems.
	
	

	List of Reading/Educational Materials
1.
Critical thinking and essay text such as Audiences and Intentions by Bradbury and Quinn, Longman 3rd, 1997, or something of equal rigor

2.
Minimally, handouts taken from a handbook/exercise book on logic such as Govier's or Copi's or Hurley’s or their equivalent; better, Engel's With Good Reason.  St. Martin's, 1990; better still, Russow and Curd's Principles of Reasoning, St. Martin's, 1989


	Comments:


	No
	This course requires special or additional library materials (list attached).

	No
	This course requires special facilities:




FORM B

	TARGET COURSE  
	      Phil 2
	
	                                       Critical Reading and Writing

	
	Number
	
	Title


CONTENT REVIEW FOR ALL COURSES IN ADDITION TO BASIC SKILLS COURSES

List in Column 1 at least three specific major concepts, skills, or kinds of knowledge that a student will learn in the pre- or corequisite or advisory course that are essential to the successful completion in the target course.  In Column 2, state why the skill in Column 1 is essential in relation to the content listed in the course outline of the target course.

	COLUMN 1:  Concepts, Skills, Kinds of Knowledge
	COLUMN 2:  Specifically how this is necessary in the target course

	(List each prerequisite or advisory separately here.  If you need more space, attach a second page B.  Be sure to explain each course in Column 2.)

Name of prerequisite or advisory course:
ENGL 1A, Reading and Composition 
  ___ ______________________________________       

Concepts, skills, etc. (List these.)
	

	1. Uses advanced writing skills in sentence, paragraph, and essay development, understanding the relationship between purpose, audience, organization, and style.

2. Reads college-level materials critically and with understanding.

  3.   Writes summaries and paraphrases that accurately reflect      the content of a source and evaluates the source.  Produces longer works requiring research and analysis, employing in-text and bibliographic documentation accurately
	1.  From the beginning of the course, students must respond

     to arguments and discussions with carefully developed

     essays and/or research papers which build on the

     written skills developed in English 1A.  Sentence and 

     paragraph accuracy is  presumed, not taught;  most

      evaluation is based on written work.

2.  From the beginning of the course, students read

     complicated work independently and are expected to

     analyze that work, discovering, explaining, and 

     defending critical positions.

3.  Grades are based on essays, analyses and research papers 

    which deal with arguments and enduring questions that 

    are the focus of the course.


If the courses listed in Column 1 are advisory, complete the information below and do not go on to the next page.

	Advisory course(s):
	


	Content review completed by
	
	
	

	
	Signature(s)
	
	Date


	Vice President of Instruction’s  Signature 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	Date



Please forward this completed form to the Curriculum Committee.


FORM C
ESTABLISHING PREREQUISITES OR COREQUISITES 
 

Every prerequisite or corequisite requires content review plus justification of at least one of the seven kinds below. Prerequisite courses in communication and math outside of their disciplines require justification through statistical evidence. Kinds of justification that may establish a prerequisite are listed below.
	The target course 
	Phil 2
	
	                                      Critical Thinking and Writing

	
	Number
	
	Title


	The proposed requisite course
	Eng 1-A
	
	                             Reading and Composition

	
	Number
	
	Title


Check one of the following that apply.  Documentation may be attached.

1.          The prerequisite/corequisite is required by law or government regulations.

Explain or cite regulation numbers:  
2.         
The health or safety of the students in this course requires the prerequisite.

Justification:  Indicate how this is so.

3.         
The safety or equipment operation skills learned in the prerequisite course are required for the successful or safe completion of this course.

Justification:  Indicate how this is so.
4.   X*    The prerequisite is required in order for the course to be accepted for transfer to the UC or CSU systems.

Justification:  Indicate how this is so. (see below)
5.         
 Significant statistical evidence indicates that the absence of the prerequisite course is related to unsatisfactory performance in the target course.

Justification:  Cite the statistical evidence from the research.
6.    X*    The prerequisite course is part of a sequence of courses within or across a discipline.

7.          Three CSU/UC campuses require an equivalent prerequisite or corequisite for a course equivalent to the target course:

	
CSU/UC CAMPUS
	
COURSE DEPT/NO.
	
PRE/COREQUISITE NO.

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Explanation or justification:  (Attach information if necessary.) As this class is specifically designed to meet IGETC criteria for critical thinking and writing classes, a list of those critical thinking skills that form the basis of approval for that certification is to be found in the “course outcomes” (see sec. II above) and “course objectives” (see sec. III above) and “course content outline” (see sec. IV above) sections of this outline. One criterion is the English 1-A prerequisite that this course has always carried. Historically, the original approval of this course in 1993 with that prerequisite attached antedated the promulgation of those criteria and, in fact, this course and eight others statewide, all with this prerequisite, were offered by the joint UC/CSU IGETC committee as models to the other CCC’s of what criteria the committee was using to judge viability of the IGETC courses those schools were being required to develop. 
   
In sum, the IGETC committee approval requires that this course meet critical thinking standards in that it explicitly teaches the central concepts of critical thinking, that it requires students to apply those concepts with precision in their reading and writing, and that it do so at a level that can presuppose English 1-A outcomes. So while it is not necessary that this course have the Eng 1-A prerequisite attached to be” accepted for transfer” (see #4 above), or true that it “is part of a sequence of courses within or across a discipline” (see #6 above), it is necessary for it to be attached to be acceptable for IGETC transfer across segments. IGETC Critical Thinking Articulation is contingent upon this course carrying an English 1-A prerequisite. 
	The
	 X
	prerequisite
	
	corequisite
	      English 1-A
	
	           Reading and Composition

	
	
	
	
	
	Number
	
	Title

	has been justified for
	                 Phil 2
	
	                          Critical reading and writing

	
	Target course Number
	
	Title


	Discipline faculty members:
	W. Laird Durley, James Druley and Michael Stannard


	Department Chair:
	Fatima Rodriquez
	Dean of Instruction:
	Tom West


	Approved by Curriculum Committee:
	
	
	

	
	Curriculum Chair
	
	Date

	
	
	
	

	
	Vice President of Instruction
	
	Date
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