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COURSE DESCRIPTION:

(Include format, prerequisites, and fees, if any.)

Reading, analyzing, and writing about contemporary issues, demonstrating clear reasoning and persuasive writing skills.  A continuation and extension of the rhetorical principles and composition skills addressed in EGL 101.  Students develop and sharpen critical thinking and writing skills, applying them to materials from various disciplines with an emphasis on evidence-based analysis, evaluation, interpretation, and persuasive presentation of conclusions.  Prerequisite:  Grade of C or higher in EGL 101.

EXPECTED COURSE OUTCOMES:
(Attach supplementary sheets if needed.)

Upon successful completion of the course, students will be able to:

1.
Summarize an argument, including its principal claim and supporting evidence and reasons.
2.
Analyze the evidence and reasons supporting an argument.
3.
Evaluate the soundness of the evidence and reasons supporting an argument, including identifying fallacies in reasoning.
4.
Develop clearly defined claims for various types of arguments (such as definition, causal, resemblance, evaluation/value, and proposal/policy arguments).
5.
Support an argument with sound evidence and reasons.
6.
Integrate researched material appropriately in support of a clearly defined claim, correctly using a standard documentation format such as MLA or APA.
7.
Write essays demonstrating the abilities listed above, using a clear thesis, clear topic sentences, well-organized and well-developed paragraphs, clear sentences, and conventional grammar and punctuation.
RANGE OF SUBJECT MATTER DEFINED IN MODEL COURSE OUTLINE:
(Exact sequence of topics and emphasis may vary with the instructor and the text used, within the limits defined in the preceding course description.  Attach additional sheets as required.)


RHETORIC

ORGANIZATION

Reinforce
Focusing on a main idea in paragraphs and essays 

Using outlines and other prewriting techniques
Organizing reasons, evidence, and criteria

Using conventional argument models

Revising for unity, completeness, structure, cohesiveness

STYLE

Reinforce
Writing with precision and economy

Writing with vividness, avoiding the trite

Recognizing rhetorical devices, figurative language 

Revising for sentence variety and emphasis

Developing tone appropriate for the situation

WRITING SITUATION

Reinforce
Assessing task (time constraints, appropriate length, degree of polish)

Assessing audience

Assessing purpose (explore, explain, analyze, prove)

Working collaboratively (writing groups)

Understanding writing in a college culture (issues of proof and authority)

Introduce

Writing arguments

Using format conventions (titles, paragraphs, headings, and other visual cues) 
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USING AND CITING SOURCES
SOURCE SELECTION
Reinforce
Using primary and secondary sources

Choosing appropriate sources in college library and elsewhere (recency, variety, credibility
,balance)

ANALYTIC READING
Reinforce

Reading for the main idea and supporting points

Introduce
Reading to discover where disputants disagree (evidence, values, definitions, assumptions)

NOTE TAKING
Reinforce
Summarizing and paraphrasing a source

Taking notes without plagiarizing

Recording information accurately

DOCUMENTATION
Reinforce
Distinguishing between direct and indirect discourse

Attributing sources

Using quotation marks correctly

Documenting sources with a standard system used by the discourse community (for example, MLA and APA)

INCORPORATION
Reinforce
Using source material to further writer's purpose

Using signal phrases to integrate quotations and borrowed ideas

Incorporating sources without plagiarizing

Taking into account conventions of the specialized discourse community
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CRITICAL THINKING

SORTING, SELECTING, REPORTING, AND SUPPORTING IDEAS

Using strategies for logos, ethos, and pathos to persuade

Recognizing and avoiding logical fallacies

Analyzing and synthesizing facts and other forms of evidence from primary and secondary sources as well as personal observation to support an argumentative thesis
Interpreting facts and drawing conclusions from several sources to form own ideas 

USING COMMON FORMS OF ARGUMENT

Supporting claims of fact, policy, value

Developing types of arguments:

Definition arguments

Causal arguments

Resemblance arguments

Evaluation arguments

Proposal arguments

ANALYZING AND EVALUATING SOURCES

Explaining progression of ideas (argumentative chain) in several texts

Comparing, evaluating, and choosing best source, based on credibility, quality of information, logic, and development

OWNERSHIP AND ATTRIBUTION

Distinguishing between information regarded as common knowledge in a field and information requiring attribution

SENTENCE-LEVEL CONCERNS

GRAMMAR AND PUNCTUATION

Reinforce
Meeting conventional expectations about grammar, 
punctuation, usage, and mechanics
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SENTENCE RHETORIC

Reinforce
Revising sentence style:  emphasis, readability, conciseness, parallelism

Revising words for precision:  clarity, accuracy, concreteness, connotation and denotation

Revising words for appropriateness:  jargon, sexist language, levels of formality

EDITING SKILLS

Reinforce
Use of handbook:  finding answers to common and sophisticated questions

Proofreading:  producing error-free copy


DEFINING SELF AS WRITER

PROCESS

Introduce/Reinforce
Analyzing individual writing processes

VOICE

Introduce/Reinforce
Refining personal, academic, and public voices for multiple contexts

ROLES OF WRITERS

Introduce
Transferring argumentation principles to other college courses and the workplace

EVALUATION OF STUDENT PERFORMANCE:
(List minimum and, where applicable, maximum department criteria, as well as a description of any written/oral work required.)

At least two exercises requiring the writing of 250-word summaries.  

Four argumentative essays:

.
At least one should require the integration of several sources in support of a thesis.

.
At least one should require strategies of persuasion (ethos and pathos) as well as strategies of argument (logos)
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GRADING CRITERIA

Content

 1.
Reasons are relevant, support claim strongly

 2.
Evidence (grounds) fully supports claims:  examples, statistics, testimony

 3.
Warrant and backing are completely explained

 4.
Logical fallacies are avoided Focus

 5.
Introduction states thesis, arouses readers' interest, provides needed background

 6.
Focus on argument is maintained throughout essay with nothing irrelevant

 7.
Topic sentences begin paragraphs, state the reason, unify the material in the paragraphs, and make the point clear

 
 8.
Transitional devices link neighboring paragraphs

 9.
Conclusion briefly summarizes claim and supports Organization

10.
Overall organizing principle is clear

11.
Paragraphs are unified, focused on thesis Style

12.
Sentences are clear, condensed, emphatic, varied, fluent

13.
Words are specific, precise, accurate; voice is appropriate

14.
If sources are used, they are handled properly without plagiarizing

Punctuation, spelling, grammar errors are rare.
INSTRUCTIONAL MATERIALS:

Required:  Full-time instructors select their own textbooks.  Textbooks for adjunct faculty are chosen by a committee.
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Representative Textbooks:

Wood.  Perspectives on Argument.  Printice-Hall.
Ramage and Bean.  Writing Arguments.  MacMillan.

Rottenberg.  Elements of Argument.  Bedford/St. Martins.

Fahnstock and Secor.  A Rhetoric of Argument.  McGraw Hill.

If separate handbooks are used, they should be either Hacker, Bedford Handbook Rules for Writers or Leggett, Mead, and Kramer,  Prentice-Hall Handbook.

Recommended:

(Include supplementary books, anthologies, source collections and other such material which an instructor might wish to recommend, but not require.  List all audio-visual materials and any instructional software appropriate to the course content.  Use supplementary sheets as needed.)  

Instructors may assign supplementary material, when appropriate.
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Attachment A
Egl. 110(3447)    
MWF12:00p.m.
Dr. Melinda Kramer

Issues and Ideas
M3084


(301)322-0578 PGCC office ph.

Office:  Marlboro 3071


(301)990-9627 home fax

Hours:





(301)808-0418PGCC fax

and by appointment



e-mail 73662.2700@Compuserve.com

Texts:  
Wood, Nancy V. Perspectives on Argument.  Englewood Cliffs:  





Prentice Hall, 1995. (Required.) Hereafter referred to as Wood.

Kramer, Leggett, and Mead.  Prentice Hall Handbook for Writers.  12th edition.  Englewood Cliffs;  Prentice Hall, 1995.  (Recommended if you do not have an English handbook from Egl. 101.)

Jan. 29, Mon.:  Orientation and goal setting.  Introduction to critical thinking and argumentation.  Overview of individual assignments and team semester project.  Thinking About Argument writing prompt.

Assign:  Fill out questionnaire and bring it to next class.  Read Wood, Chapt. 1, pp.3-20.

Jan. 31, Wed.:  What is argument?  What issues are arguable?

Assign:  Wood, pp. 22-23, p. 33(table).  Be ready to discuss Argument 2, pp. 22-23, in class on Friday.

Due:  Questionnaire.

Feb. 2, Fri.:  What is argument, cont'd.?  Analyze Argument 2,  pp. 22-23, in class.

Assign:  Reading/Thinking prompt.  Wood, pp.34-58.

Feb. 5, Mon.:  Discuss Chapt. 2, types and styles of argument.

Assign:  Wood, pp. 63-68.

Due:  Writing/Thinking prompt.

Feb. 7, Wed.:  Oral group analysis of Raybon, Wong, and Hatsumi articles, pp. 63-68. 

Assign:  Wood, pp. 58-62, 74-77 (Rogerian arg.) and "Unlikely Alliance Finds Common Ground for Grizzlies" (handout).

Feb. 9, Fri.:  Discuss Rogerian argument and concept of common ground using "Unlikely Alliance."  Pairs analysis of Agnew essay, pp. 74-77.

Assign:  Working draft of Rogerian argument, Essay #1, due Mon., Feb. 12.  Read student essay "Reasons for the Terror" as prompt for writing essay.

Feb. 12, Mon.:  Pairs critique of working drafts, Essay #1.

Assign:  Working draft of Rogerian argument, Essay #1, due Mon., Feb. 12.  Read student essay. 

8

"Reasons for the Terror" as prompt for writing essay.
Feb. 12, Mon.:  Pairs critique of working drafts, Essay #1/

Assign:  Final draft of Essay #1, due Wed., Feb. 14.
Due:  Working draft, Essay #1.

Feb. 14, Wed.: Discussion prompt, "Anger, Fear, Sadness Grip Oxon Hill" news article.  Mind mapping and topic formulation for semester project.

Assign:  First and second choices of semester project topic.

Due:  Final draft, Essay #1.

Feb. 16, Fri.:  Planning the semester project; role of research; how to make a documented clip file.  Assignment to project teams.

Assign:  Team planning sheets.  Wood, pp. 291-199, research.

Feb. 19, Mon.:  Presidents' Day.  No class.

Feb. 21, Wed.:  Team brainstorming:  questions to ask, resources to locate, research to do.  Surveys:  how they can help you research your subject.

Feb. 23, Fri.:  Team research in library.  Sign in with instructor in reference area.  

Assign:  Wood, pp. 78-95, reading argument, pp. 95-98 (Rimer essay) and Reading/Discussion prompt on Rimer.

Feb. 26 Mon.:  Discuss reading argument, Rimer essay.

Assign:  Skim Wood pp. 104-24 and read pp. 122-24 carefully.

Due:  Reading/Thinking prompt on Rimer essay (pp. 95-98).

Feb. 28, Wed.:  Discuss exploratory paper, Essay #2.  Introduction to Toulmin argument, the parts of an argument.

Assign: Exploratory paper with bibliography, Essay #2, due Wed., Mar. 13.  Read Wood, pp. 145-161 (up to "Rebuttal").  Select article from research for Toulmin analysis.

Mar. 1, Fri.:  Use library research articles to illustrate parts of Toulmin argument.

Assign:  Wood, pp. 161-64; write out Exercise 4 (pp. 164-66).

Mar. 4, Mon.:  Toulmin argument, cont'd.  Analysis of Haber essay using Exercise 4.

Assign:  Who Shall Survive?  Part 1.

Due:  Exercise 4.

Mar. 6, Wed.:  In-class activity:  Who Should Survive?  Groups present rankings.  Underlying assumptions (warrants).

Assign:  Advertising analysis prompt.
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Mar. 8, Fri.:  In-class ads analysis.

Assign:  Wood, pp. 172-191, types of proof:  logos, ethos, pathos.
Mar. 11, Mon.:  Discuss types of proof.

Mar. 13, Wed.:  Further discussion of types of proof.

Assign:  Read your team's exploratory essays.  Identify strengths and weaknesses of each paper's positions and evidence.

Due:  Exploratory paper, Essay #2.  Supply a copy to the instructor, each teammate, yourself.

Mar. 15, Fri.:  In class, teams meet and decide which position each member will research further and write up for argument analysis of pros & cons:  Single issue paper with bibliography, Essay #3.  Identify what each team member needs to research further to write Essay #3.  Brainstorm possible resources.

Assign:  Argumentative paper with bibliography, Essay #3, researching one position on issue, presenting main evidence for position, and counterarguments against position.  This paper must devote as much attention to the solution as it does to the problem.  Working draft due Mon., Apr. 8.  Final draft due 

Wed., Apr. 10.
Mar. 18, Mon., Discuss fallacies.

Assign:  Fallacy quiz on Wed., Mar. 20.
Mar. 20, Wed.:  Further discussion of fallacies.  Fallacy quiz.

Assign:  Wood, pp. 214-226, types of claims.  Write out "working" claim for Essay #3.

Mar. 22, Fri.:  Discuss types of claims.  Argumentative position paper claims used as examples.  Teams sign up for Mar. 27 conference time.

Assign:  Wood, pp. 226-29.

Mar. 25, Mon,:  Guest speaker tentatively scheduled.

Mar. 27, Wed.:  Research and writing day.  Professor located in library reference area for sign-in and team conferences.

Mar. 29 - Apr. 5:  Spring Break.  No class.

Apr 8, Mon.:  In-class peer review of working draft.  Pairs formed from opposing viewpoints.

Due:  Working draft of argumentative paper, Essay #3.

Apr. 10, Wed.:  Overview of preferred solution paper assignment.  Distribute copies of argumentative position paper to instructor and teammates.  Teams decide on preferred solution to present in semester project paper.
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Assign:  Preferred solution paper with bibliography, Essay #4, due Fri., Apr. 19.
Due:  Final draft of argumentative paper, Essay #3.

Apr. 12, Fri.:  Guest speaker tentatively scheduled.

Apr. 15, Mon.:  Explore purpose and audience characteristics for semester project papers.  The importance of establishing common ground.

Assign:  Wood, pp. 261-274, purpose and audience.  Discussion prompt on audience.

Apr. 17, Wed.:  Audience and common ground, cont'd.  Further discussion of semester project.  The structure of the paper.  Team work on decisions about remaining research.

Assign:  Wood, pp. 287-291, using argument theory.  Semester project paper with bibliography.  Essay #5, due Fri., May 3.
Apr. 19, Fri.:  Research and writing day in Accokeek.  Sign in with professor in library reference area.  You should either be in the reference/periodicals area doing research or on the third floor in the computer lab working on your essay draft.  Professor will circulate after sign-in.

Apr. 22, Mon.:  Meet in Lanham 226 computer lab.  Training on Daedalus program.  Distribute copies of preferred solution paper to instructor and teammates.

Assign:  Read teammates' preferred solution papers, identifying strongest arguments.  Be ready to work on drafting or collating parts into one version for semester project paper.

Due:  Preferred solution paper, Essay #4.

Apr. 24, Wed.:  Meet in Lanham 226 (or Accokeek third-floor lab if 225 unavailable).  Team drafting/collating/editing of semester project paper.

Apr. 26, Fri.:  Lecture on transmittal letters. Examples provided.

Assign:  Rough draft of transmittal letter, due for team work on Mon., Apr. 29.

Apr. 29, Mon.:  Team work on semester project paper and transmittal letter.

Assign:  Have working draft of transmittal letter ready for professor's approval on Wed., May 1.
May 1 Wed.:  Team work on final editing and proofreading.  Final preparation of appendix documents.

Due:  Transmittal letter draft for professor's approval.

May 3, Fri.:  Overview of symposium.

Assign:  Wood, pp. 613-614, academic symposium.
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Due:  Semester project paper with bibliography and transmittal letter, Essay #5.  Make sure every team member has a copy of the final draft.
May 6, Mon.:  Preparation for the symposium.  Abstract writing:  exercise on abstract writing.  

Assign:  One-page abstract of semester project paper (250 words), due next class.  Make enough copies for teammates and instructor.

May 8, Wed.:  Distribute abstracts to teammates and instructor.  Members choose the best abstract for their team and pick a master of ceremonies for symposium.  Symposium practice.  Brainstorm potential questions and answers.

Due:  Abstract of semester project paper.

May 10, Fri.:  Symposium.

May 13, Mon.:  Symposium.

May 15, Wed.:  Course review and evaluation.

May 17-22:  Final exam week.


Have a good summer!
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Attachment B
ENGLISH 110
ASSIGNMENT SCHEDULE, SPRING 1996
PEIRCE

Assignments are due on the date listed.  If a class is cancelled, continue with the schedule.

Jan. 30T
Introduction to course



Buy required textbook:  Writing Arguments, 3rd. edition

by John D. Ramage and John C. Bean

Strongly recommended:  A grammar/punctuation handbook

Feb. 1Th
Reading:  
Browse through the textbook; scan the Detailed Table of Contents, 



especially Part V, An Anthology of Arguments
Reading:  
Arguments on immigration by Stein and Sharry, pgs 475-481

Writing:  
List the reasons and support for each argument

Writing:  
Introduction of yourself (handout)

Feb. 6T
Reading:  
Chapter 1, Argument: An Introduction

Writing:  
Write a 1-3 sentence summary of each section (A "section" has a centered heading)

Feb. 8Th
Reading:  
Read Murray, "The Coming White Underclass" pgs. 27-32

Writing: 
List the reasons and support using the handout titled "Checklist for Reviewing Arguments". Write a 200-word summary, a 70-word summary, and a one-sentence summary.
Feb. 13T
Reading:  
Chapter 2, Reading Arguments.   Read to the bottom of p. 49

Reread Murray (27-32); read Gilliam pgs 47-48.

Writing:  
List reasons and support for both arguments,using the questions on p. 49, analyze and evaluate both arguments Answer each question separately with supporting details. 

Answer this question:  Are there any unresolved issues?  Explain

Feb. 15Th
Reading:  From the list given in class, select a pair of pro/con articles to analyze and evaluate for your first graded essay.
Writing:  
Outline how both arguments are supported by preparing a list of reasons and support for each argument (for transparency)  Write a 250-word summary and a one-three sentence summary of each argument.
Feb. 20T
Writing:
Complete rough draft.  No late date.

Feb. 22Th
Writing:  
Final version of analysis and evaluation of  opposing arguments.

   No late date.
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Feb. 27Th
Reading:
Appendix 1, Logical Fallacies, pgs. 431-442.

Writing:
Creating logical fallacies (handout)
Feb. 29Th
Writing:
Exercise 1, pgs. 442-43 (all items):  Identify the fallacies, define                                                     the term briefly, and explain how the speaker's reasoning matches





your definition.

Mar. 5Th
Reading:
Prepare for sample test on logical fallacies by memorizing all the terms and definitions
Mar. 7Th 


In-class test on identifying and explaining logical fallacies

Mar. 12T
Reading:
Chapter 3, Writing Arguments

Writing:
Using Expressive Writing, Set One: Starting Points, pgs. 77-79

Tasks 1-5.  The purpose is to come up with a long list of topics you're interested in developing arguments for or against during the next several weeks.

Write pro and con "because clauses" for several of them (p.69)

Set Two, Tasks 5 and 7, p. 80.  Select two assertions and play the believing and doubting game (pgs. 66-68) for each.  The purpose is to discover the evidence, reasons, emotions, and values of both sides of an issue.

Mar. 14Th
Reading:
Chapter 4, The Core of an Argument:  A Claim with Reasons

Writing:
Write a series of "because" statements pro and con 
for two topics  from your previous homework or for new topic


Reading:
Chapter 5, The Logical Structure of Arguments Writing.  Work out the             


 claims, grounds, warrants, backing, and qualifiers for the topic you have              


 selected for your persuasive argument

In class:
 Preliminary topic approval for persuasive argument

Mar. 19T
Reading:
Chapter 6, Evidence in Argument

Writing:
Do Option 2 on pgs 132-33 (hazards of rapid weight-loss diets)

In class:
Final approval of topic for persuasive argument



Mar. 21Th
Writing:
Construct a detailed outline of your persuasive argument 
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Mar. 26Th
Reading:
Chapter 7, Moving Your Audience:  Audience-Based Reasons,                                                       Ethos, and Pathos
Writing:
Write a summary of each section

List some important audience-based reasons for your persuasive argument.t

Write some ways of applying the chapter's advice to your persuasive argument.
Mar. 28-Apr. 7    Spring break.  No classes.

Apr. 9T
Reading:
Chapter 8, Accommodating Your Audience

Writing:
Option 1 on pgs. 185-86 (refute opposing views)

Apr. 11Th
Writing:
Draft of persuasive argument.  No late date

Apr. 16T
Writing:
Persuasive argument.  Late date April 18.

Apr. 18Th
Reading:
Part V, Chapter 9, Using the Categories of Claim to Generate Ideas

Chapter 10, Definition Arguments        

Writing:
Definition assignment (handout)

Apr. 23T
Reading:
Chapter 11, Causal Arguments        

Writing:
Causal argument assignment (handout)

(April 24 is last date to withdraw from courses)

Apr. 25Th
Reading:
Chapter 12, Resemblance Arguments        

Reading:
Chapter 13, Evaluation Arguments

Writing: 
Evaluation argument assignment (handout)

In class:
Preliminary approval of proposal topic

Apr. 30T 
Reading:
Chapter 14, Proposal Arguments

Read Bean, "What Should Be Done About the Mentally Ill Homeless" pgs. 339-50

Writing:
Apply the discussion questions on p. 331 to Bean's argument

May 2Th
Writing:
Develop ideas for your proposal argument by sing the "three-step strategy 

May 7T
Writing:
Plan your proposal argument
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May 9Th
Writing:
Complete draft of proposal argument.  No late date.

May 14T
Writing:
Proposal argument and course notebook due.

Late date is May xx at 11:00 a.m.

May xx
11:00 a.m.  
Final exam (evaluate an argument)

On-time proposal argument and notebook returned.  Late papers and late notebooks will not be returned.  Give me a stamped, self-addressed 
envelope if you want me to mail your grades.  No phone calls please.
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