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CRITICAL REASONING SKILLS

OVERVIEW

1. Introduction
We constantly engage in the reasoning process but we may not always be doing it well. The process of critical reasoning involves planning, looking at evidence, deducing, being creative and making decisions. 

The Critical Reasoning Skills (CRS) module is crucial and will give you a competitive edge and contribute to your success in your studies, career and life. You will develop as individuals who are not only competent in your technical skills but also confident and critical thinkers.

In order to learn as much as you can from this course, you need to participate actively in all class activities and be a proactive team member when doing your projects.  Don’t be afraid to speak up during class or group discussions if you disagree with anyone, but do observe all the rules of courtesy and mutual respect!

Enjoy CRS!
“I cannot teach anybody anything, I can only make them think”

                                                                                                                           







                                             Socrates

2. Module Aims

This 30-hour module introduces you to a variety of critical reasoning skills in order that you may practise reasoning in a clear-headed and critical way to improve your ability to analyse and evaluate arguments.

At the end of the module, you should be able to:

· Know and apply various critical thinking strategies

· Read critically

· Interpret and analyse facts

· Evaluate arguments and opinions

· Express coherent and balanced viewpoints verbally and in writing

· Understand better the world / society you live in through exploring various issues across discipline
3.  Teaching Schedule
	Area covered
	Weeks
	Week(s) Beginning

	Unit 1 – Argumentation and Reasoning 


	1-2
	19 & 26 October

	Unit 2 – Fallacies 


	3
	2 November

	CA1 (Critical Reflection) 


	4-6
	9, 16 & 23 November

	Unit 2 – Fallacies (cont’d) and 
preparation for CA2

	7-8
	30 November & 7 December

	RECESS
	9-11
	-

	Unit 3 – Voicing Opinions


	12
	4 January

	CA10 (Part A - Essay) 


	13
	11 January

	Unit 4 – Application  


	14-16
	18, 25 January & 1 February

	CA10 (Part B - Discussion Café) 


	17-18
	8 & 15 February


4. Assessment

There is no examination for this module. You will be assessed as follows:

	Assessment
	Weeks
	Assessment Code
	Weighting

	Critical Reflection

	4-6

	CA 1
	30%

	Discussion Café

· Part A (Essay)

· Part B (Discussion)
	13

17-18

	CA10
	70%



	Total
	
	
	100%


Checklist of Measurable Outcomes 

The following are the measurable outcomes of the module. 
1. Provide a verbal response to a written argument 

      
1.1 Identify the writer’s stand in a given article.  


1.2 Identify the arguments put forward by the writer to support his/her stand.


1.3 Evaluate the writer’s arguments.


1.4 Share your viewpoints about the issue verbally.  

2.  Write an argument 

2.1 Introduce the issue being discussed in an interesting and appropriate way.

2.2 Clearly state your stand on this issue. 

2.3 Provide useful and unbiased background information pertaining to the issue.

2.4 Support the stand taken with relevant arguments and supporting details.

2.5 Acknowledge possible opposing ideas and offer effective rebuttals to these ideas. 

2.6 Conclude appropriately and effectively.

2.7 Show evidence of reading widely. 

3. Express a viewpoint in discussion 

3.1 Present your group’s stand on a selected issue.

3.2 Provide useful and unbiased background information pertaining to the issue, showing evidence of effective research
3.3 Put forward relevant arguments and supporting details to support the stand taken. 

3.4 Acknowledge possible opposing ideas and offer effective rebuttals to these ideas.

3.5 Respond satisfactorily to questions and opposing ideas raised by the audience. 

Assessment Guidelines 

A. Critical Reflection --  CA1 (30%)

This individual assignment consists of verbal responses to written argumentative texts. 
Your lecturer will provide five argumentative articles one week before the assessment. You are required to select ONE out of these five articles. At the same time, you are required to pair up with a classmate. Your classmate must choose an article which is different from yours. 

During the assessment, you and your partner will see your lecturer together. 

You must be prepared to discuss your own article and your classmate must be prepared to discuss his/hers. The lecturer will also ask for your views on both articles and you will also be required to engage in a discussion with your partner. 
There are two parts to this assessment:

Part A (Using the article that you have selected) 
Identify the writer’s stand/viewpoint, and the arguments he/she puts forward to support his/her stand.  

You have to demonstrate your understanding of the text by using your own words as much as possible. 
Part B (Using your article and your partner’s article) 
Be prepared to give your personal responses to the arguments of both articles. 
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Critical Reflection CA1 (30%)

Marking Guide

	Components

assessed
	Part A 

(40 marks)

Interpretation of writer’s stand and argument
	Part B 

(60 marks)

Personal response to the text and issue

	Outcomes in terms of the student’s ability to:
	State the stand of the writer accurately and fully. 

Identify the arguments / reasons and supporting details put forward by the writer in support of his stand. 

A= 32-40 

B= 28-31 

C= 24-27

D= 20-23

Marginal F =16-19

Poor F=below 16
	Give a clear and thorough response to the writer’s stand and arguments, and justify it convincingly.

Demonstrate a keen ability to pinpoint weaknesses or recognize strengths in the writer’s arguments

Share personal views about the issue

· logically and clearly

· with clear and well-worded arguments to support his stand

· with useful and effective supporting details for his arguments, and 

· without making unfair remarks 

Exchange personal views about an issue with another person

· logically and clearly

· with clear elaboration 

A= 48-60 

B= 42-47 

C=36-41

D=30-35

Marginal F =24-29

Poor F=below 24


B. Discussion Cafe – CA2 (70%) 
Project Specifications

Background
The skill of expressing and supporting your views verbally is an important and invaluable one. At the same time, the skill of evaluating and discussing opposing views is just as crucial. 
This assessment requires you to use both skills.  It is called Discussion Café because it is hoped that all CRS students will be able to discuss issues and defend their stand logically and coherently, and yet be able to do so in a relaxed manner, not unlike in a conversation in a café. 

The Task

Working in groups of no more than four, choose any issue of significance and focus on an aspect that is open to debate.  For instance, “Global Warming” would not be allowed, whereas something like “Global Warming is a Myth” would work well.    

There are two parts to this CA:

Part A (Short Essay - Individual)
When your tutor has approved your group’s choice, you will – individually – research that issue, and write a 300- to 500-word essay presenting your research and argument.  Remember to provide evidence to support your conclusions.  
While all group members will work on the same topic, you should do research on your own and arrive at a conclusion independently from your group members.  

The essay will be written in class (week 13) and will account for 20% of your final grade.  You will be allowed to bring notes to help you write your essay.
Part B (Discussion – Group)

For the second part of this CA, your group will present its research and conclusions in class.  Note that, regardless of the conclusion you came to in your individual essays, you will now need to forward a group viewpoint on the issue you have chosen.  Support your argument with evidence and be prepared to take questions from the class and tutor.     

Guidelines
1. Remember that this is not an oral presentation.  Your group‘s aim is to convince the audience of the validity of your collective viewpoint.  Think about how you can do this as effectively as possible.
2. Gather information that will serve as evidence to support your argument.  

3. Structure and plan your argument so that it is clear, without bias and easily understood.
4. Be prepared to answer questions or respond to opposing arguments in a non-defensive manner. You may:
a. accommodate the opposing argument into your argument. 
b. acknowledge the opposing argument but explain that your stand and argument is superior overall.
c. rebut the opposing argument giving evidence to support your point.

Marking Checklist for Discussion Café, CA10 (70%) 

Part A [Essay] (20 marks) 
The essay will require you to work out a full argument on your chosen topic. 

	Total (20)


	Content (10)
	Language (8)
	Organisation (2)

	Very Good 

(16 - 20)

A
	A very good argument is put forward with a fundamentally clear and cogent understanding of the issue to be addressed. 

Issue is well-substantiated with relevant explanations and justification. 

Counter argument(s) is (are) strong and pertinent, and put forward with fairness and openness. 

Rebuttal(s) is (are) convincing and persuasive, strengthening the overall argument. 

The essay has highly effective introductory and concluding paragraphs. 

There is much evidence of reading widely and understanding about the world. 

(8 – 10)


	Shows very good control of the language, with fluency and accuracy clearly evident.   

Vocabulary is impressive in breadth and precision. 

Very few minor grammar or spelling errors. 

(6½ - 8)
	There is a clear three-part structure (introduction, body, conclusion) to the argument.

Very good paragraph unity. 

Overall flow from one paragraph to the next is very effectively achieved, establishing the logic and coherence of the argument. 

(2)


	Total (20)


	Content (10)
	Language (8)
	Organisation (2)

	Good 

(14 - 15)

B
	A relevant argument is put forward with clear understanding of the issue to be addressed. 

Counter-argument(s) is (are) pertinent but may not be fully explained or fairly presented.

Rebuttal(s) is (are) convincing and persuasive argument is somewhat strengthened . 

Issue is adequately substantiated, but more depth could be achieved in explanation and justification. 

The essay has satisfactory introductory and concluding paragraphs. 

There is substantial evidence of reading widely and understanding about the world. 

(7 – 7½)


	Good control of language. Generally fluent, with a large extent of accuracy.  

Vocabulary is adequate in breadth and precision.

A few grammar and spelling errors. 

(5½ – 6)
	There is a three-part structure (introduction, body, conclusion) to the argument.

Good paragraph unity. 

There is a conscious attempt to use topic sentences and supporting details throughout.

There is a clear overall flow from one paragraph to the next, with one or two lapses at times.  

 (1½)


	Total (20)


	Content (10)
	Language (8)
	Organisation (2)

	Fair

(12 - 13)

C


	Argument is relevant but basic and the issue is largely understood. 

Issue is substantiated to some extent with simple and basic explanation but more depth would be required. 

There is an attempt to include pertinent counter-argument(s).  However, there is limited development.  

Relevant rebuttal(s) offered but is (are) not effectively rendered. There is not enough development to strengthen the overall argument. 

Introductory and concluding paragraphs are included, but are somewhat ineffective.

There is some evidence of reading widely and understanding about the world. 

(6 - 6½)
	 Language has pockets of inaccuracy and some barriers to immediate understanding evident.

Vocabulary is somewhat inaccurate and limited in breadth. 

Some grammar and spelling errors are evident. 

(5)
	The three-part structure (introduction, body, conclusion) to the argument is evident.

Paragraphs are somewhat focused, with minor lapses. 
Paragraph link and flow is evident and general meaning can still be determined.   

 (1)


	Total (20)


	Content (10)
	Language (8)
	Organisation (2)

	Acceptable

(10 - 11)

D
	Argument shows basic understanding of the issue being dealt with.

Issue is substantiated with very basic explanation with very little depth achieved.  

Weak counter-argument(s), being either irrelevant or under-developed. 

Rebuttal(s) is (are) mostly patchy or irrelevant.

Introductory and concluding paragraphs are included but are clearly ineffective. 

There is little evidence of reading widely and understanding about the world. 

(5 - 5½)


	Language use displays many inaccuracies such that it slightly mars overall comprehension.

Vocabulary is largely inaccurate and limited in breadth. 

Many grammar or spelling errors are evident. 

(4 - 4½)
	A basic structure of the argument is seen.

Paragraphs are loosely formed, lacking in unity.

Paragraph link and flow are at times impeded. 

(½)


	Total (20)


	Content (10)
	Language (8)
	Organisation (2)

	Marginal 

(9)

Marginal ‘F’
	Argument is patchy and out-of-point. Very little understanding of the issue is shown. 

Issue is left unsubstantiated, or with bare statements made with little elaboration. 

Missing counter-argument(s) and rebuttal(s). 

Introductory and concluding paragraphs are largely ineffective or are missing.

There is no evidence of reading widely and understanding about the world. 

(4 – 4½)


	Language use is fractured and overall comprehension is marred. 

Significant errors in grammar, spelling or vocabulary.  

(3 - 3½)
	Poorly-formed paragraphs, with little understanding of topic sentences or supporting details. 

Little sense of overall coherence.   

(0)

	Unacceptable

(0 - 8)

Poor ‘F’
	Little evidence of a logical argument put forward. 

Very few or no relevant ideas included

Missing counter-argument(s) and rebuttal(s). 

Introductory and concluding paragraphs make little sense or are missing.

There is no evidence of reading widely and understanding about the world. 

(0 - 3½)


	Very limited control of language. 

Very significant errors in grammar, spelling or vocabulary. 

(0 - 2½)
	Little evidence of conscious structuring of argument.

No linkage between paragraphs, and hence no attempt at much structure. 

(0)


Part B [Discussion] (50 marks) 

Name: _____________________________________________________


Class: _______________________________

	Ability to Build a Sound Argument   

 (Assessed as a GROUP) : 15 marks


	Subtotal 

	
	
	Give a *mark from 1 to 5. You may give half-marks. 
	

	1


	Puts forward a clearly structured, logical, well-supported line of argument, complete with effective introduction and conclusion. 


	
	

	2
	Acknowledges possible opposing views and provides effective rebuttals against these views. 


	
	

	3
	Evidence of research done and that information was not plagiarized. 


	
	

	Ability to Engage the Audience in the Issue being Addressed 

(Assessed as a GROUP) : 5 marks

	1 
	Shows creativity in the presentation of the argument. 


	
	

	Ability to Engage the Audience in the Issue being Addressed

 (Assessed INDIVIDUALLY) : 10 marks

	1
	Conveys information and ideas effectively; explains and elaborates where necessary to deliver message across clearly. 


	
	

	2
	Captures the audience’s interest and attention throughout the delivery through effective use of body language, gestures, use of voice and eye contact.


	
	

	Ability to Participate in an Exchange of Views  

 (Assessed INDIVIDUALLY)

	(As a Member of the Group) : 10 marks

	7
	Responds to questions/views/comments with relevant and well-reasoned answers.
	
	

	8


	Shows respect and tactfulness in relating to the audience.

(Through being attentive to questions/views/comments raised and showing regard for the feelings of others and tolerance for differences in viewpoints.) 


	
	

	(As a Member of the Audience) : 10 marks



	9
	Raises clearly-expressed and relevant questions/views/comments. 


	
	

	10


	Makes contributions that add greater clarity and logical soundness to the discussion.


	
	

	
	
	Total               (out of 50)
	


Mark Descriptors 

5
Very Good  
Greatly exceeds the requirement

4
Good

Substantially exceeds the requirement

3
Satisfactory
Meets the requirement

2
Inadequate
Noticeably falls short of requirement

1
Poor

Severely falls short of requirement

0
Unacceptable
Does not meet the requirement at all

.  
CA2 Total 

	
	Maximum
	Mark

	Part A [Essay]


	20
	

	Part B [Discussion]


	50
	

	Total 
	__________   x  1.43  =            %

         70
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