


 
 

Arizona State University Criteria Checklist for 
 

LITERACY AND CRITICAL INQUIRY - [L] 
 

 
Rationale and Objectives  
 
Literacy is here defined broadly as communicative competence—that is, competence in written and oral 
discourse. Critical inquiry involves the gathering, interpretation, and evaluation of evidence. Any field of 
university study may require unique critical skills that have little to do with language in the usual sense 
(words), but the analysis of written and spoken evidence pervades university study and everyday life. Thus, 
the General Studies requirements assume that all undergraduates should develop the ability to reason 
critically and communicate using the medium of language. 
 
The requirement in Literacy and Critical Inquiry presumes, first, that training in literacy and critical inquiry 
must be sustained beyond traditional First Year English in order to create a habitual skill in every student; 
and, second, that the skill levels become more advanced, as well as more secure, as the student learns 
challenging subject matter. Thus, two courses beyond First Year English are required in order for students 
to meet the Literacy and Critical Inquiry requirement. 
 
Most lower-level [L] courses are devoted primarily to the further development of critical skills in reading, 
writing, listening, speaking, or analysis of discourse. Upper-division [L] courses generally are courses in a 
particular discipline into which writing and critical thinking have been fully integrated as means of learning 
the content and, in most cases, demonstrating that it has been learned. 
Notes:  
 
1. ENG 101, 107 or ENG 105 must be prerequisites  
2. Honors theses, XXX 493 meet [L] requirements  
3. The list of criteria that must be satisfied for designation as a Literacy and Critical Inquiry [L] course 

is presented on the following page. This list will help you determine whether the current version of 
your course meets all of these requirements. If you decide to apply, please attach a current syllabus, 
or handouts, or other documentation that will provide sufficient information for the General Studies 
Council to make an informed decision regarding the status of your proposal.  
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Proposer:  Please complete the following section and attach appropriate documentation. 
 

ASU - [L] CRITERIA 
TO QUALIFY FOR [L] DESIGNATION,THE COURSE DESIGN MUST PLACE A MAJOR EMPHASIS 
ON COMPLETING CRITICAL DISCOURSE--AS EVIDENCED BY THE FOLLOWING CRITERIA: 

YES NO  Identify Documentation 
Submitted 

  

CRITERION  1:   At least 50 percent of the grade in the course should 
depend upon writing assignments (see Criterion 3). Group projects are 
acceptable only if each student gathers, interprets, and evaluates evidence, and 
prepares a summary report. In-class essay exams may not be used for [L] 
designation. 

 syllabus     

1. Please describe the assignments that are considered in the computation of course grades--and indicate the proportion of the 
final grade that is determined by each assignment. 

2. Also: 
 
 
 
 
 
        C-1 

  
CRITERION  2:   The writing assignments should involve gathering, 
interpreting, and evaluating evidence. They should reflect critical inquiry, 
extending beyond opinion and/or reflection. 

syllabus and two 
prompts for major papers     

1. Please describe the way(s) in which this criterion is addressed in the course design. 

2. Also: 
 
 
 
 

 
 C-2 

  

CRITERION  3:   The syllabus should include a minimum of two writing 
and/or speaking assignments that are substantial in depth, quality, and 
quantity. Substantial writing assignments entail sustained in-depth 
engagement with the material. Examples include research papers, reports, 
articles, essays, or speeches that reflect critical inquiry and evaluation. 
Assignments such as brief reaction papers, opinion pieces, reflections, 
discussion posts, and impromptu presentations are not considered substantial 
writing/speaking assignments. 

   syllabus and two prompts 
for major papers   

1. Please provide relatively detailed descriptions of two or more substantial writing or speaking tasks that are included in the  
course requirements 

2. Also: 
 
 
 
 
 
 C-3 

  

Please circle, underline, or otherwise mark the information presented 
in the most recent course syllabus (or other material you have submitted) 
that verifies this description of the grading process--and label this 
information "C-1".

Please circle, underline, or otherwise mark the information presented 
in the most recent course syllabus (or other material you have submitted) 
that verifies this description of the grading process--and label this 
information "C-2".

Please circle, underline, or otherwise mark the information presented 
in the most recent course syllabus (or other material you have submitted) 
that verifies this description of the grading process--and label this 
information "C-3".
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ASU - [L] CRITERIA 
YES NO  Identify Documentation 

Submitted 

  
CRITERION  4:   These substantial writing or speaking assignments should 
be arranged so that the students will get timely feedback from the instructor 
on each assignment in time to help them do better on subsequent assignments. 
Intervention at earlier stages in the writing process is especially welcomed. 

  syllabus and  prompts for 
papers   

1. Please describe the sequence of course assignments--and the nature of the feedback the current (or most recent) course 
instructor provides to help students do better on subsequent assignments 

2. Also: 
 
 
 
 
 
 C-4 

 
  

Please circle, underline, or otherwise mark the information presented 
in the most recent course syllabus (or other material you have submitted) 
that verifies this description of the grading process--and label this 
information "C-4". 
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Course Prefix Number Title General Studies 
Designation 

   CHI     333       Interpreting China's Classics    Literacy & Critical 
Inquiry ( L)   

 
 

Explain in detail which student activities correspond to the specific designation criteria. 
Please use the following organizer to explain how the criteria are being met. 

 
Criteria (from 
checksheet) 

How course meets spirit
(contextualize specific 

examples in next column) 

Please provide detailed evidence of how course 
meets criteria (i.e., where in syllabus) 

    C-1    55% of grade is from two major 
papers.    

 Page 4 Grading in Syllabus: Paper on Chinese methods 
of learning and reading the Classics: first version 5%; 
revised version 15%; Mencius paper 35%. Total for 
major papers: 55%   
See one-page prompts for each of these assignments.   

  C-2       Two major papers require 
gathering, interpreting and 
evaluting evidence.   

   See brief descriptions of paper in Syllabus under 
Requirements, especially p. 3, but particularly the two 
one-page writing prompts for the papers.  Core 
materials are translated Chinese documents of 
converations, etc. Students must gather and reorganize 
diverse Chinese material into format and order for 
modern American thesis driven organization and 
evaluation of  evidence.    

 C-3       Two substantial essays are 
required after sustained 
discussion of the Chinese Classics 
in their historical and cultural 
contexts with comparisons to the 
history, culture and worldviews 
elsewhere, especially in 
America.    

 See especially the two one-page prompts for the major 
writing assignments. We also discuss the content and 
contexts of these Classics in comparative perspective 
for weeks before the students write their papers on each 
topic and Classic.     

   C-4      At the beginning of the second 
week, students turn in their 
preliminary essay. Their second 
essay requires a rewrite after my 
critical suggestions. After these 
two intensive editing and 
correcting experiences, students 
are better prepared to write the 
Mencius third essay.   

   I almost always correct and return student papers after 
seven to ten days of intensive corrections while the 
assignment is fresh in memory and long before the next 
writing assignment. I correct not only their organization 
and  grammar, etc., but also correct misunderstandings 
of the content and context of the Classics, as well as use 
of evidence and line of argument.   

 















Essay # 2.   Due:  2/17/2015   
HST 386 and CHI/SLC 333, Interpreting China’s Classics; Dr. Hoyt Tillman 
Length:  about 1500 words, or 5 pages, doubled space in 12 font, plus Bibliography.  
Place word count at the end of your paper within brackets:  [1602] 
 

This assignment is designed to help you to think rigorously about what traditional 
Chinese, particularly Confucians, meant by “learning” (hsueh or xue), as well as how and why 
they read.  You will need to wrestle with Chu Hsi’s (Zhu Xi’s) own comments about learning and 
reading, as translated by Dan Gardner.  Focus on the chapters of primary sources instead of 
Gardner’s Introduction.  (Of course, you will want to read Gardner’s Introduction, but do NOT 
simply regurgitate it.  Think for yourself.)  You need to confront Chu Hsi directly (howbeit 
mediated through translation).  If you have listened and participated actively in class, you should 
have a head start on this project.  Just as we have sought to do in class discussions, you are 
expected to get beyond the mere literal or surface meaning of isolated passages.  Try to probe the 
texts and see how the passages relate to or shed light on one another.  Use Chu’s text, as context, 
to interpret or contextualize what he is saying.   

In specific terms, in thinking about your paper, consider the questions that we are 
discussing in class.  Here are several important ones.  What basic divisions was Chu making in 
regards to kinds of “learning.”  In philosophical terms, what was one looking for while reading?  
How did reading fit into his agenda of learning?  What was the relationship between reading and 
experience?  What were his priorities in reading?  What was his curriculum?  In what order did 
one read texts?  How did one read different kinds of texts, and why did he make such 
differentiations?  What were the major problems and pitfalls one should avoid in reading?  Think 
critically.  For example, how do Chu’s statements reflect his struggle to replace Wang An-shih in 
the exam system?  Or, what problems do you see in Chu’s view of reading and learning?  What 
was Chu’s method of reading?  What role did teachers and friends have in one’s reading 
program?  What was one suppose to do with what one learned?  You don’t have space to cover 
this whole list of questions, but working through these questions should get you onto the ‘Way.’  
Most importantly, through these questions, evaluate what you are reading and what it says to you.   
You will be graded primarily on your demonstrated mastery of the material and secondarily on 
your writing. 

After organizing passages along such specific issues, read and reread the relevant 
passages until you see connections between the parts of the picture.  Then formulate a thesis 
statement and outline your material under major points to support your argument.  Work toward 
achieving a conclusion.  Use your computer program to check your spelling and grammar.  After 
you have written your paper, print it out and read it (preferably aloud), and you may ask your 
course buddy to read your draft, too.  Correct your obvious mistakes and typos.  Print it out and 
proofread it again.  You will have to turn off your “auto correct” system for “his”; otherwise, 
your computer program will not allow you to write “Hsi.”  If you do not know how to do this, you 
may type “Hsii” and then go back to erase the extra letter.  Or, you can use pinyin (Zhu Xi, etc). 

Your paper on Feb. 17 will count 5%. After the professor returns your paper, you will 
have two weeks to revise your paper and resubmit. The revised paper will count 15%. 

You need to have citations in this paper.  The first time you cite the Chu Hsi book, you 
need to have a footnote or an endnote in full form: 
Chu Hsi, Learning to be a Sage: Selections from the Conversations of Master Chu, arranged 
topically, translated with a commentary by Daniel K. Gardner (Berkeley:  University of 
California Press, 1990), 1.4, page 90.   
Afterwards, you may use footnotes or endnotes or in-text citations (within parentheses).  Your 
short form may simply be:  (Chu Hsi, 1.4, p. 90). To cite Gardner’s Intro, (Gardner in Chu, p. 37). 
You are also required to have a Bibliography.  How would you modify the footnote form above to 
become a bibliographic entry?   



CHI/SLC 336 & HST 386 Third Paper Assignment              Due:  April 17, 2014 
 Your third paper for this course must be an analysis and explication of the 
Mencius.  There are two basic options:  you may address a particular group of passages; 
OR, you may focus on a particular theme or term throughout the work.  This is your 
ultimate opportunity to wrestle with the Mencius, a text that Chinese for centuries 
considered crucial to commit to memory, understand, and apply to their lives.  What you 
are being asked to do falls short of what many generations of Chinese did with the text; 
however, your exercise with the text should, at least, strengthen your intellectual muscles 
and demonstrate your level of mastery of the text. 
 In either option, you must demonstrate that you understand the passages, theme, 
and/or concept in the context of the Mencius taken as a whole.  In other words, you are 
NOT to look at a particular passage in isolation from what is relevant in the rest of the 
work.  Especially if what you say about a passage runs counter to ideas and views 
discussed in class, you would be well advised to address the difference(s).  You are 
perfectly free, even encouraged, to disagree with what was said by the professor or by 
one of the secondary “authorities” whose interpretations you read for the course.  But, do 
not ignore our class discussions and your assigned readings; otherwise, the professor will 
assume that you are insufficiently reflective and/or inadequately informed about course 
materials and class discussions.  You are reminded of the several Appendices to the 
Lau’s book, too, that might be relevant to your argument. 
 Keep in mind that your assignment is to wrestle with Mencius directly and 
rigorously.  Although you are responsible for addressing the background readings and 
secondary “authorities” where relevant, particularly where you disagree with something 
of substance, you should NOT rely the background readings, introductions, notes, etc., 
to do your thinking for you.  Do NOT resort to summarizing some secondary 
summary of something in the Mencius.  Your own efforts to read and interpret the 
Mencius for yourself should be evident in your paper.  To avoid the temptation to rely 
on internet sources to do your thinking, you should not use any internet sources for this 
paper. However, please do not simply proclaim your personal background and how you 
“feel” about the Mencius.  This is not an injunction to ignore your feeling, but focus on 
dealing seriously, rigorously, and analytically with the Mencius itself.  
 In addition to your Notes and Bibliography, your paper should be roughly 
2,000 words, i.e., approximately eight double-spaced, typed pages.  (You can easily 
use your computer’s word-processing program to count the words quickly for you.)  
When you cite the Mencius, put within your text an indication, e.g., (Mencius 2A:2).  
Unless you are providing your own translation of a passage, your indirect references and 
direct quotations should include the translator for the passage, for example, (Mencius 
2A:2, tr. Lau, 76).  Your Bibliography should give full citations, including place, 
publisher, and date.  Even if you don’t specifically refer to Schwartz, Mote or Chu Hsi, I 
would assume you are bringing to your reading of Mencius what you have learned in 
some general way from those books, so please include them in your Bibliography.  
 I hope that I will see results from what you have learned about essay writing from 
your two earlier papers.  Thus, this third paper will count 30% of your total grade.  This 
is an opportunity to improve your grade significantly. 
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