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	Criteria Applicable to All Courses

	1. Does the course further the goals of general education articulated in the General Education policy?
	

	2. Is the course a 500-level course? (500-level courses do not count towards general education.)
	

	3. Is the grading and amount of work as rigorous in this course as it would be for majors in the program, yet keep it open for nonspecialists?
	

	4. Does the syllabus detail course content, amount of student work, and grading procedures?
	

	5. If the course has multiple sections, do all sections meet the standards of general education and are they comparable with one another?
	

	6. Is the course a multiple topics course? If so, are the topics included?
	

	8. Has the course been offered at least once every two years?
	

	9. Is the course more than three credit hours? If so, has the department provided justification for the additional credit?
	


	Criteria Specific to Proficiency 4c

	Critical thinking is the art of reasoning, which may be defined as reaching reasonable and reflective judgments focused on what to believe and do, or on how to interpret others’ words and deeds.  Courses in this area should help students become more expert in reasoning when they listen, read, think, evaluate, write, speak, and when they carry out plans of action.  To this end, the courses should have at least two of these four goals:

	Courses should help students become more skilled in making several kinds of distinctions: between arguments (chains of reasoning) and other information, between conclusions and premises, between the different patterns of arguments, between complete and incomplete presentations of arguments, between strong and weak arguments, and between cogent and ineffective ways of exposing weak arguments.
	

	Courses should help students become more skilled in resolving differences of opinion by locating common ground, by marshalling arguments, and by becoming sensitive to fallacies and other pitfalls of disputes.
	

	Courses should sensitize students to methods of overcoming differences that obstruct agreements to cooperate, so that the parties may come to an accord on how to interact with a minimum of dissatisfaction and a maximum consideration of the merits of each side.
	

	Courses should help students become more skilled in planning tasks involving choices and uncertainties. To develop these skills, students should learn techniques for analyzing and operationalizing the tasks, e.g., formulating objectives, flow-charting, programming, and assessing probabilities.
	


Recommendation:
( Approve

( Hold for full committee review
( Request additional information from dept.:
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