Reedley College

Proposed Course Modification

	Course # / Title
	Philosophy 4 Critical Reasoning


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:

	[X]
	Fall
	2008
	[  ]
	Spring
	
	[  ]
	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
	Philosophy
	Course No.
	4

	Course Title
	Critical Reasoning
	Units
	3.0

	
	Effective Date
	Fall 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)

	
	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

	
	III.  Course Objectives 
	
	
	VII.
Levels of Educational Materials

	
	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

	         II.
	
	This section is newly written because course outcomes is a newly mandated requirement of the course outline.
	

	         V.
	Previous approved readings
	Updated approved readings
	To reflect current course practices.

	        
	
	
	

	         
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


(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.

Reedley College

SIGNATURE FORM


Submission/Recommendation/Action

	Course Department and Number:
	PHIL 4

	Course Title:
	Critical Reasoning

	
	
	
	Effective Date:   
	Fall 2008


	1.  Submitted By:
	Laird Durley, James Druley, Michael Stannard
	Date:
	March 31, 2008 


	2.  Reviewed by Department:
	
	Date:
	

	
	Department Chair’s Signature
	
	


Attach department recommendation.  (optional)
	3.  Received/Reviewed by Dean of Instruction:
	
	Date:
	


	
	Dean’s Signature
	
	


	4.  Approved by Curriculum Committee on:
	

	
	Date


	
	
	

	Curriculum Committee Chair
	
	Date


	
	
	

	Vice President of Instruction
	
	Date


	5.  Reviewed by Articulation Officer:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	Date:


	CSU GE Code submitted for articulation:
	


COURSE ALIGNMENT


REEDLEY COLLEGE/FRESNO CITY COLLEGE

Complete only if YES was checked on New Course Proposal Packet check off sheet for a similar department or course at FCC.

	FCC Course 
	Philosophy 4: Critical Reasoning


	RC Course ID
	PHIL 4
	Course Title
	Critical Reasoning 


The RC and FCC faculty members of the Philosophy Department have communicated regarding the attached course. The following determination has been made:

Check the appropriate boxes:

(
The course department is the same

(* 
Prerequisites/Corequisites are the same.

( 
The course number is the same

(*
The catalog descriptions are the same.

( 
The course title is the same.

(*
The number of repeats are the same.

(
The units are the same

(
The lecture/lab hours are the same. (rationale if not the same)                                           
	 


( 
The grading basis is the same. (CR-NC/A-F)

[image: image1.png], - Needaiey
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(
It was determined that this course is a match. 

(*Items with asterisk do not need to be an exact match.)






(
The course does not match but should be evaluated for acceptance in lieu of FCC’s  

	


(
This course is not a match.

Please provide an explanation of the differences: 


	

	

	


	
	
	

	RC Instructor
	
	Date

	
	
	

	Department Chair
	
	Date

	
	
	

	Dean
	
	Date


 
CREDIT COURSE OUTLINE

I.  COVER PAGE

	(1)

Course ID: PHIL 4 
	
	(2)

Course Title:  Critical Reasoning
	
	(3)

Units:  3.0


	(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

	X
	
	Major:
	

	
	CR/NC only
	
	
	
	

	(6)Basic Skills Prerequisites:


	(10)CSU:
	Baccalaureate:
	X

	
	(11) Repeatable:  (A course may be repeated


three times)
	No

	Basic Skills Advisories:        

Eligibility for English 125 and 126.
	For Office Use Only

	
	New

	
	Mod

	(
	Effective Date: Fall 2008

	(7)Subject Prerequisites (requires C grade or better):
        



	Replaced by:  

Date:
	DATATEL ID:3410

	
	SAM Priority: E
	TOPS Code: 1509.00

	
	Unit Code: 242520
	Program Status: 1

	Subject Corequisites:




	Reporting ID: CCC000066218
	Date Reporting ID Assigned: 20070910

	Subject Advisories:



                                    ENGL 1A or 1AH
	Total Course Contact Hours : 54
	Course LHE:  3.00

	(12)Catalog Description:  
Principles and methods of good reasoning, including identification of arguments, assessing and developing basic deductive and inductive reasoning, common fallacies, and application of each element to issues and methods in elementary education.









                


	Course ID: PHIL 4  
	
	Course Title:  Critical Reasoning


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:

1.  Demonstrate mastery of the concepts of validity and soundness

(a) through mastery of the Venn diagram technique for testing the validity of categorical syllogisms;


(b) through mastery of the six syllogistic rules for testing the validity of categorical syllogisms;


(c) through continual practice assessing the truth of the premises of valid deductive arguments as contradistinguished from 
the validity of such arguments.  

Mastering validity and soundness through the study of categorical syllogisms or other simple forms of argument is the most effective way to master the crucial critical-thinking skill of distinguishing between the contribution of form and the contribution of content to a good argument—between knowledge accessible through reason alone, and knowledge which must be acquired through experience.

Venn diagrams are a primary sortal tool and one of the most effective methods for teaching classification to elementary-school children; hence their emphasis in this course as an outcome for prospective elementary-level teachers.

2.  Demonstrate mastery of the argumentative essay 


(a) through instruction in the structure of an argumentative essay, particularly 



(1) instruction in determining the topic of an essay through definition of a problem;



(2) instruction in developing a thesis from the definition of the problem;



(3) instruction in supporting a thesis through good deductive and inductive evidence;


(b) through practice writing argumentative essays with extensive feedback from the instructor and numerous opportunities to 
revise;


(c) through finally producing a successful argumentative essay, where a successful essay is defined as one which receives a 
grade of 
B or better after a process of draft, feedback, and revision as extended as necessary to achieve the desired outcome.
PHIL 2 is the only philosophy course at Reedley College and the North Centers for which ENGL 1A is a prerequisite.  In effect this means that every one of our philosophy courses except for PHIL 6 (Logic) must also be a basic writing course which provides instruction in the fundamentals of argumentative and expository writing.  It goes without saying that it is extremely important that students learn to express themselves clearly and cogently in writing by the time they finish their first two years of college.  Hence mastering the argumentative essay is an outcome of PHIL 4.  

In addition to its critical-thinking content, PHIL 4 is a course designed for Liberal Studies majors and therefore includes treatment of issues in elementary education.  Thus mastery of the argumentative essay will be demonstrated through discussion of contemporary issues in elementary education such as 


(1) what the elementary curriculum should contain and whether it should be standardized across society;


(2) whether character development can be taught and whether it should be part of the elementary curriculum;


(3) what is the appropriate relationship between the state and religious organizations with respect to education;


(4) whether school attendance should be compulsory and whether home schooling is an effective alternative to traditional schooling;

(5) whether parents who home school their children should be required to possess a valid teaching credential.
	Course ID:  PHIL 4  
	
	Course Title:  Critical Reasoning 


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:

1.  study argument purpose and clarification in order to be able to


(a) understand the concept and epistemic purpose of philosophical argument;


(b) recognize arguments, distinguishing them from non-arguments;


(c) identify premises and conclusions of arguments;


(d) distinguish between inductive and deductive arguments;


(e) identify problems of vagueness and ambiguity in linguistic expressions (terms, phrases, and sentences of argument 
expressions);

(f) understand types of definitions, standards for adequacy of definitions, and apply that understanding to solving problems 
of vagueness and ambiguity in argument expressions.

2.  study argument analysis, creation, and evaluation in order to be able to 


(a) identify and evaluate simple deductive forms of reasoning;

 
(b) identify and evaluate simple inductive forms of reasoning;


(c) identify and explain common formal and informal fallacies in reasoning;


(d) determine the acceptability of premises;


(e) distinguish between good and bad arguments and provide reasons for such judgments;


(f) create, explain and defend an argument, and express such in clearly written prose;


(g) apply all aspects of critical reasoning to issues and methods in elementary education.

	Course ID: PHIL 4 
	
	Course Title: Critical Reasoning 


IV.  COURSE CONTENT OUTLINE:
1. Basic Concepts and Skills

A. What is critical reasoning?

B. Uses of language and definitions

C. Concept and purpose of an argument

D. Arguments vs. nonarguments

E. Premises and conclusions 

F. General criteria for good arguments: (1) explicitness of assumptions, premises and conclusions, (2) avoidance of vagueness and ambiguity, (3) correct reasoning, (4) acceptability of premises.

2. Inductive Reasoning

A. The nature and epistemic purposes of inductive reasoning

B. Kinds of inductive arguments: generalizations, analogies, causal arguments, etc.

C. Criteria for (good) inductive arguments

3. Deductive Reasoning

A. The nature and epistemic purposes of deductive reasoning

B. Kinds of deductive arguments: immediate inferences, categorical syllogisms, mathematical arguments, 

arguments based upon the relationship  between statements (e.g., hypothetical syllogisms, disjunctive syllogisms), etc.  

       C.   Criteria for (good) deductive arguments

4. Writing Philosophy

A.  Differences in standards for writing philosophy from writing in other fields

(i) The centrality of argument analysis

(ii) The primacy of epistemic purpose

(iii) The standard of clarity

5. Application of Critical Reasoning to Issues and Methods in Elementary Education 

A. Critical reasoning about controversial issues in elementary education, e.g., teaching moral values, character education, methods of reading instruction, school uniforms, school prayer.

B. Methods of teaching critical reasoning techniques to elementary school students.
	Course ID:  PHIL 4
	
	Course Title:  Critical Reasoning


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

A.
Sample Text Title:

Elements of Reasoning, fifth edition, Ronald Munson and Andrew Black (Wadsworth, 2006)
Taking Sides: Issues in Education, 13th edition, ed. James W. Noll ( McGraw-Hill, 2005)

Introduction to Logic, 13th edition, Irving M. Copi and Carl Cohen (Prentice Hall, 2005)

Five Dialogues, Plato (Hackett, 1981) 

A Rulebook for Arguments, 3rd edition, Anthony Weston (Hackett, 2000)

Introduction to Logic and Critical Thinking, Merilee Salmon (Wadsworth, 2006)

B.
Other Readings:

“Basic Epistemology,” section 2.2 of Chapter 2 of Critical Reasoning and Logic, by Robert Boyd (Prentice Hall, 2002)   “Reasoning by Analogy,” Chapter 12 of Critical Thinking by Richard L. Epstein (Wadsworth, 1999)
“Letter from Birmingham Jail,” Martin Luther King, Jr.
The Argumentative Indian: Writings on Indian History, Culture, and Identity, Amartya Sen (Picador, 2006)
“The Professor of Parody,” Martha Nussbaum, The New Republic Online (February 1999)
	X
	Global or international materials or concepts are appropriately included in this course

	X
	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.

The course focuses on how to reason correctly and communicate clearly, both of which are universal—or global—human concerns.  Multicultural materials and concepts are included in the course for two related reasons: (1) good critical thinking requires recognition of the influence of particular conditions of culture on the views, opinions, and values which individuals endorse; (2) culture exerts a strong influence on the development of human rationality and the human ability to think critically.     

	Course ID: PHIL 4 
	
	Course Title: Critical Reasoning


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)
	X
	e.
reading reports

	
	c.
laboratory reports
	
	f.
other (specify)   lesson-plan presentations


Required assignments may include but are not limited to the following:
A. Sample paper assignments

(1) State and explain at least one argument against school prayer, as presented in class and/or in the readings. How might a supporter of school prayer respond to such an anti-prayer argument?  Is this argument against school prayer a good argument, in your view? (Be sure to address all parts of the assignment and write as clearly as possible. The length requirement is 1000-1500 words. Papers should be typed or word-processed, double-spaced, stapled in the upper left-hand corner, not enclosed in any binder or folder, please.)  Remember to proofread and rewrite! 

(2) Write a paper in which you
· explain California law on compulsory education;

· explain how home schooling is treated under the California Education Code;

· explain the recent ruling (February 28, 2008) by the California Court of Appeals, Second District, regarding home schooling in California;

· critically discuss home schooling law in California, including the recent ruling by the State Court of Appeals.

 Begin by going to the following website for an overview of the ruling and the issues it raises.

http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2008/03/07/MNJDVF0F1.DTL
This website includes a link to the opinion the Court delivered in this case.  In addition to reading the ruling, you should seek out a few opinions pro and con to help you come to a reasoned and defensible opinion of your own on this issue.

· There is no minimum length for this paper, but you should thoroughly cover all the issues I have noted.  Your paper should be double-spaced, in 12-point font, with one-inch margins on all sides.

· Be sure to give your paper a title which reflects the topic and your thesis.

· Please also be sure to proofread the hard copy of your paper after you print it.

· If you train yourself to pay attention to detail and exercise care in the small things, you will think more clearly, write better papers, and achieve a better grasp of the more important things.  This is why it is a good idea to have someone else who is a skilled writer read a draft of your paper before you hand it in.  It is also why you should proofread your paper carefully after you print it.  If you find spelling or grammar errors, or sentences that could be more clearly expressed, correct the errors and revise for clarity.

	Course ID: PHIL 4 
	
	Course Title: Critical Reasoning


· If you make two or more spelling or grammar errors, I will give your paper back to you without a grade and ask you to hand it in again when the errors have been corrected. 

B. Sample essay exam question
(1) Please present the argument Socrates makes beginning at 25c of the Apology that he has not corrupted the youth of Athens voluntarily and so should not be prosecuted by Meletus.  After you present his argument in numbered steps with premises and conclusion(s), please discuss it critically.  Is the argument valid?  Is it sound?
(2) What is the usual epistemological function of an argument? (Write clearly, use 250-500 words)

	B.  Problem Solving

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

	X
	a.  exam(s)
	
	d.  laboratory reports

	X
	b.  quizzes
	
	e.  field work

	X
	c.  homework problems
	
	f.  other (specify)


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

A. Please see Skills section below. (Problem solving and skill demonstrations overlap in this course.)
	C.
Skill demonstrations, including:

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

	
	b.  field work
	
	d.  other (specify)


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

A. Exam on Basic Argument Concepts and Skills (A problem-based exam, including 15-20 passages for analysis, in which students must recognize arguments, identify premises and conclusions, classify arguments as deductive or inductive, evaluate deductive arguments for validity and inductive arguments for strength, and create simple valid or strong arguments of their own)

B. Exam on Informal Fallacies (A problem-based exam, including 15-20 passages, in which students must demonstrate the skill of identifying defects in arguments and naming the defects as certain common informal fallacies)

C. Class Presentation: Prepare and present a lesson plan for teaching elementary school children the difference between the logical quantifiers “all,” “no,” and “some.”  The presentation should take  7-10 minutes.  Although the lesson plan is for an elementary school audience, your presentation to your PHIL 4 classmates must be done at an adult level. Be prepared to answer questions and respond to comments from your classmates about the reasoning behind your presentations. 

	Course ID: PHIL 4 
	
	Course Title: Critical Reasoning


	D.
Objective examinations, including:

	
	a.  multiple choice
	
	d.  completion

	
	b.  true/false
	X
	e.  other (specify)  Short-answer exams; essay exams

	
	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.
Two Exams: 30%

Two Papers (at least 2000 words total): 30%

Projects and Presentations: 20%

In-class worksheets, quizzes, and participation: 20%
FOR DEGREE APPLICABLE COURSES
	Course ID: PHIL 4 
	
	Course Title: Critical Reasoning


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
	X
	


	Indicate method of evaluation:

	
Used readability formulae (grade level 10 or higher)
	

	
Text is used in a college-level course
	X

	
Used grading provided by publisher
	

	        Other: (please explain; relate to Skills Levels)   Professional judgment.

	     X


	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
	X
	

	
Presentation of content and/or exercises/projects:

	

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

	

Requires independent thought and study
	X
	

	

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



problems.
	X
	

	List of Reading/Educational Materials
Elements of Reasoning, fifth edition, Ronald Munson and Andrew Black (Wadsworth, 2006)
Taking Sides: Issues in Education, 13th edition, ed. James W. Noll ( McGraw-Hill, 2005)

Introduction to Logic, 13th edition, Irving M. Copi and Carl Cohen (Prentice Hall, 2005)

Five Dialogues, Plato (Hackett, 1981) 

A Rulebook for Arguments, 3rd edition, Anthony Weston (Hackett, 2000)

Introduction to Logic and Critical Thinking, Merilee Salmon (Wadsworth, 2006)

 “Basic Epistemology,” section 2.2 of Chapter 2 of Critical Reasoning and Logic, by Robert Boyd (Prentice Hall, 2002)

 “Reasoning by Analogy,” Chapter 12 of Critical Thinking by Richard L. Epstein (Wadsworth, 1999)
“Letter from Birmingham Jail,” Martin Luther King, Jr.
The Argumentative Indian: Writings on Indian History, Culture, and Identity, Amartya Sen (Picador, 2006)
“The Professor of Parody,” Martha Nussbaum, The New Republic Online (February 1999)

	Comments:


	
	This course requires special or additional library materials (list attached).

	
	This course requires special facilities:




FORM A

	TARGET COURSE  
	PHIL 4
	
	Critical Reasoning

	
	Number
	
	Title


BASIC SKILLS ADVISORIES PAGE   The skills listed are those needed for eligibility for English 125, 126, and Math 101.  These skills are listed as the outcomes from English 252, 262, and Math 250.  In the right hand column, list at least three major basic skills needed at the beginning of the target course and check off the corresponding basic skills listed at the left.

	Math Skills (eligibility for Math 101)

(as outcomes for Math 250)

     

Performing the four arithmetic operations on whole 
numbers, arithmetic fractions, and decimal fractions.

     

Making the conversions from arithmetic fractions to 
decimal fractions, from decimal fractions to percents, and 
then reversing the process.

     

Applying the concepts listed above to proportions, 
percents, simple interest, markup and discount.

     

Applying the operations of integers in solving simple 
equations.

     

Converting between the metric and English measurement 
systems
	



	Reading Skills (eligibility for English 126)     

(as outcomes for English 262)          

     X 

Using phonetic, structural, contextual, and dictionary skills 
to attack and understand words.

     X

Applying word analysis skills to reading in context.

     X

Using adequate basic functional vocabulary skills.

     X

Using textbook study skills and outlining skills.

     X

Using a full range of literal comprehension skills and basic 
analytical skills such as predicting, inferring, concluding, 
and evaluating. 
	Students must, from the beginning of the course, have the ability (skill) to 

1. read and comprehend a college-level                                textbook.

2. use study techniques of highlighting, outlining and summarizing for both the textbook and lecture notes.

3.     comprehend and identify the main point of an argumentative passage, infer a conclusion from one or more premises, evaluate one claim in light of another.

	Writing Skills (eligibility  for English 125)

(as outcomes for English 252)

     
X

Writing complete English sentences and avoiding errors 
most of the time.

     
X

Using the conventions of English writing: capitalization, 
punctuation, spelling, etc.

     
X

Using verbs correctly in present, past, future, and present 
perfect tenses, and using the correct forms of common 
irregular verbs.

     
X

Expanding and developing basic sentence structure with 
appropriate modification.

​     
X

Combining sentences using coordination, subordination, 
and phrases.

     
X

Expressing the writer's ideas in short personal papers 
utilizing the writing process in their development.
	Students must, from the beginning of the course, have the ability (skill) to 

1. write grammatically correct and stylistically competent sentences.

2. avoid errors of spelling and word choice.

3. write clear and coherent paragraphs.

4. write a coherent essay (comprised of several paragraphs).




Check the appropriate spaces.

     

  Eligibility for Math 101 is advisory for the target course.

     X 
  Eligibility for English 126 is advisory for the target course.

     X
  Eligibility for English 125 is advisory for the target course.

If the reviewers determine that an advisory or advisories in Basic Skills are all that are necessary for success in the target course, stop here, provide the required signatures, and forward this form to the department chair, the appropriate associate dean, and the curriculum committee.
	Content review completed by
	
	Date
	


FORM B

	TARGET COURSE  
	PHIL 4
	
	Critical Reasoning

	
	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: 
English 1A
Concepts, skills, etc. (List these.)
	

	1. College-level (transfer-level) reading comprehension skills.


	1. Students will be required, from the beginning of the course, to read material involving philosophical argumentation, including books, articles, and essays that are appropriate for a transferable, college-level course.  



	2. College-level (transfer-level) study skills.


	2. Students will be required, from the beginning of the course, to study at a level that is appropriate for a transferable, college-level course.

	3. College-level (transfer-level) writing skills.


	3. Students will be required, from the beginning of the course, to write at a transferable, college-level.


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):
	English 1A


	Content review completed by
	
	
	

	
	Signature(s)
	
	Date


	Dean's Signature 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	Date



Please forward this completed form to the Curriculum Committee.


FORM B

	TARGET COURSE  
	PHIL 4
	
	Critical Reasoning

	
	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: 
English 1AH
Concepts, skills, etc. (List these.)
	

	1. College-level (transfer-level) reading comprehension skills.


	1. Students will be required, from the beginning of the course, to read material involving philosophical argumentation, including books, articles, and essays that are appropriate for a transferable, college-level course.  



	2. College-level (transfer-level) study skills.


	2. Students will be required, from the beginning of the course, to study at a level that is appropriate for a transferable, college-level course.

	3. College-level (transfer-level) writing skills.


	3. Students will be required, from the beginning of the course, to write at a transferable, college-level.


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):
	English 1AH


	Content review completed by
	
	
	

	
	Signature(s)
	
	Date


	Dean's Signature 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	Date



Please forward this completed form to the Curriculum Committee.
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