CHAMINADE UNTVERS1TY OF LULU
DI VJSTON OF ACCELERATED FP  RAMS Intro Expos. Writing, 101

Mast er Syl | abus Instructor: 1,. Rozers

MASTER SYLLABUS FOR EN 101

Descri pt Lon

EN 101 (3) Practice in conposing, revising, and editing the personal

essay addressed to a general audience; course is structured by
rhetorical nodes of description, definition., analysis, conparison-
contrast, cause and effect, and argunent; enphasis on organization,

cl ear expression, and correct use of standard English

Objectives

This course is designed to inprove the clarity, correctness, and
organi zati on of student witing, to give practice in the basic
rhetorical nodes, and to develop the student's understanding of
witing as a process in composing, revising, and editing.

Minimum Requirements

Each student will conplete five revised and edited papers in different
modes and of 400-500 words each (or the equivalent in papers of

varying length) as well as a somewhat |onger argunent paper.
Instructors wll add exercises, in-class Witing assignnents, and
exam nations as individual need or class |evel requires. All courses

at Chaminade require a final examination.

Grading Palicies

Cham nade University grading policies cover all courses in the witing
program except EN 100.  The follow ng, comes fromthe current catal og:

A Qut st andi ng schol arshi p and an unusual degree of intellectual
initiative.
Superior work done in a consistent and intellectual manner.

C  Average grade i...ndicating a competent grasp of subject :natter.

D Inferior work of the | owest passing grade, the student having

| earned the bare minimum of subject matter

tter, no credit given.

F Failed to grasp even the m ni num subj ect ma

W Wt hdrew before published deadline."’

| Did not conplete a portion of the work or examinations, due to
ci rcunmst ances beyond the student's control



S

GENERAL GUI DELI NES FOR GRADI NG STUDENT PAPERS (written out ©0f class)

The fol | owi ng guidelines are ones Your i nstructor will use in grading

the formal papers you wite for this class. Renenber that content,
o?ganigation, and style work together to create a successful paper
N to be organized and free from error.

It is not enough for Yyewr Paper t rom e
Youlﬁust have something worth sa¥Ying. on the other hand, significant
be lost if they are p8OIly Piesented.

and creative i deas will _
Appropriate structure, granmar, usage, and docunmentation are nhecessary

for effective conmmuni cati on.

A- - Excel | ent
This paper has a clearly stated position {thesis) with sharp Zocus

consi stently mai nt ai ned. It is well organized into a coherent
structure. The evidence used clearly supports the position with
details arranged | ogically. Such evidence is specific and convinci ng.

| f outside sources have been used, they are carefully docunented with
all quotations and paraphrases incorporated snoothly into the text.
Sentences also are snooth and carefully constructed, containing
virtually no errors in punctuation, spelling, granmar, or usage. The
diction is clear, accurate, and precise. The paper avoids triteness
and unsupported generalizations. - The substance indicates sone
originality of thought and the' style is suited to both audience and

subj ect . The paper reflects critical thinking and cones to 1logical
concl usi ons. Finally, the paper holds the reader's interest.

B- - Good . .

Thi s paper also has a clearly stated position with sharp focus

mai ntained. It is generally well organi zed, but an occasi onal det ai
may be out of place or transitions between points may be ni ssing.
However, nothing detracts seriously fromthe coherence of the
present ati on. Supporting evidence is provided, but may not be
speci fi c enough or conpletely convincing. Qut si de sources are
careful ly docunented but their use may not be incorporated snoothly.
Sone sentences nay be awkwardly phrased with sone errors in mechaaics.
The diction may be too general or abstract; it may | ack precision.
Al t hough the substance may not be as original as that of the A paper,
the response indicates a thoughtful handling of the assignnent. None
of its weaknesses are glaring or distracting to the reader.

C - Adequat e
Thi s paper has a position, but |acks sharp focus. The work is basicall:

wel | organi zed though individual paragraphs may be di sunified or
m spl aced. Sone evidence may not support the thesis or details may be
| oosely rel at ed. Oten this evidence is insufficient, overly genera
gf unconvi nci ng. Qutsi de sources are documented but they are
awkwar dl y incérporated, poorly summarized, or relied upon too heavily.
The. writing is conpetent but ofta&R WOIdY; general, imprecise, or
trite. Sent ences may be awkward but their meaning is clear;
mechani cs will have sone errors but these are not highly distracting.
The witer denonstrates little original thinking. -Substance i s weak.
The paper may not cone to |ogical conclusions or conclusions may be
om tted altogether. The i deas, though understandable, are usually

self-evident and do not denpnstrate rmuch critical thought.



D- - Accept abl e ) )
Thi s paper may have a' recogni zable thesis, but poor organization

Supporti ng evidence is extrenely |Iimted and

obscures it. : : ]
is a nopsai c of quotations and

unconvi nci ng. Per haps t he paper m .
par aphrases from outsi de sources. The witing is general, vague, or
irrel evant; sone sentences may be confusing. Words may be inprecise,
m sused, or trite. I n general, however, the paper is understandabl e
even though content is weak and poorly devel oped. The reader suspects
+his is a first draft rather than a revised and edited paper.

F- - Unaccept abl e _ _ _
This paper lacks a clear thesis. Even if one is stated, the
presentation is generally di sorgani zed. Supporting evidence is

extrenely limted, vague, or unrelated. Sentence structure is weak or
overly sinplified; errors in nmechanics are highly distracting. The
| anguage is unclear; diction is inaccurate or inprecise. The content
| acks originality or significance. O the paper says very little.
Cccasi onally, the unaccept abl e paper does not conformto the
assignment's requirements such as length, format, or subject.

Some I nstructors allow students to revise unaccept abl e papers.

F--Plagiarized _ _
This paper has used outside sources--quotations, paraphrase, or

sunmary--w t hout properly documenting the source. Whether plagiarism
was intentional Or unintentional, the paper may not be revised. As
t he Cham nade catal og states, "The usual penalty for an overt act o:

academni ¢ di shonesty is failure in the course for the first offense and
di sci plinary action, not to exclude suspension fromthe University,

for the second of fense."”



CHAM NADE UNI VERS | TY OF HONOLULU
SCHOOL OF HUMANITTIES & FINE ARTS
DI VI SI ON OF ACCELERATED PROGRAMS
Course Qutline amd Syllabus

REQUI RED TEXTBOOKS:

1.
2.
3.

Witing with a Thesis (Figth Fdition)

The Scott,
Any standard dictionary,

Skwire and Skwire

MEETI NG DATE MATERIALS TO BE COVERED

1.

2.

3.

4,

F-1/11:

F-1/18:

F- 1/ 25:

F-2/1:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9.
10.
1
2 -
3
4
5
6
1
2
3

w NE A

Foresman Handbook for Witers (Sixth Edition), Hairston,
desk size or larger, for reference
Course Introduction: Welcone to a Credential Course.

." and the CUH CGeneral

Handouts: "Even on Death Row.
Catal og (49): "Academ c Honesty. .
"Gulde to 'Wiat about Your Witing?"' in Witing.

I n-class exam nation of "The Persuasive Principle" in
Witing, 1-15.

Description Paper witing technique in Witing, 65-69.
Sanple: "The Qorious Fourth” in Witing 69~/0,

I nportance of details and specifics exanples in "Good
Used Cars” in Witing, 91-95.

EN1O1 Introductory Survey.

Pr oof readi ng techniques for quality control.

Approved thesis statenent for Description Paper.

Appreci ative readi ng of Description Papers.

Definition Paper witing technique.

Correct formats for title page, outline page, and text.
Witing process: "Wat Does Witing Involve?" and "How
Do You Find and Explore a Topic?"

Class discussion: "Growing Up" in Witing, 258-59.

"What about Your Witing?" (Conclusions in Witing.

Definition Paper.
and "The

Approved thesis statenent for
Cl ass di scussion: "G oss Donestic Viol ence"

Handi cap of. Definition."”

Witingprocess: "How Do You Focus and Organize a Wit-
ing Project?" "Wat Mkes Paragraphs Wrk?" "How Do You
Manage Openi ng and O osi ng Paragraphs?" "Questions about
Commas?" and "Questions about Senicol ons and Col ons?"

In-class witing: Rough drafts for Definition Papers.
Appreci ative reading of Definition Papers.
Classification Paper witing technique.

Witing, process: "How Do You Wite a Draft?" "How Do
You Revise, Edit, and Proofread?" and correct title

We v

EN101l: Intro, to Expository Witing

Senmester: Wnter 2002
Location: Schofield, F-17=230 to 21:40
Instructor: Robert A Rogers

Hit: (808) 621-2878

Ruszki ewi cz and Fri end

ASSI GNMENT FOR NEXT CLASS MEETI NG

1.
2.
3.

Witing 255-59, 170-72.

Handbook, 2-28.
DESCRI PTI ON PAPER with two revi sed and
edi ted rough drafts.

Handout: Sanpl e Description Paper.

Prepared Definition thesis statenent(s)
for approval.

Witing, 258-62, 269-74e

Handbook, 194-228, 559-74, 576-83.
Handout: Sanple Definition Paper.

DEFI NI TI ON PAPER with two revised and
edi ted rough drafts.

Witing, 224-28.
Handbook, 50-82, 608 (#41.1).

Prepared C assification thesis state-
ments) for approval.

Witing, 226-30, 234-39,

Handbook, 99-115, 193-210,

Handni'rs



6. F-2/15:
7. F-2/22:
8. F-3/1:

9, F- 3/ 8:
10. F- 3/ 15:

Pk~

O ass discussion: "Gve Thema Little Credit'" "Mother-
i n-Law' and handout s.

Witing pxocess: "How Do You Wite in College?" and
"What Makes Paragraphs Work?"

I n-class writing: Rough draft of Cassification Paper.

Appreci ative reading of Cassification Papers.
Conparison/ Contrast witing technique.

Cl ass di scussi on: Handouts.
Witing technique for optional extra credit Argumenta-

tion Paper.

Approved thesis statenent for Conparison/ Contrast Paper.
Cl ass discussion: "Coming in Last,"” "Chick Myvies and
GQuy Movies,” "That Mean and Hungry Look" and handouts.
Witing process: "Wuat Kinds of Language Can You Use?"
and "How D o You Construct Effective Sentences?" (Part 1)
In-class writing: Rough draft for Conparison/ Contrast
Paper.

Appreci ative readi ng of Conparison/ Contrast Papers.
Approved thesis statenent for optional extra credit
Argumentatdon Papers.

Cause and Effect witing technique.

Witing process: "How Do You Wite Powerful Argunents?"
and "How Do You Construct Effective Sentences?" (Part 2)

Fi nal approval of thesis statement for optional extra
credit Argunentation Paper.

Approved thesis statenent for Cause and Effect Paper.
Cl ass discussion: "A Few Short Wrds," "Wy W Crave

Horror Movies," "The Best Years of My Life" and handouts.

Witing process: "How Do You Wite Stylish Sentences?"
In-class writing: Rough draft of Cause and Effect Paper.
In-class witing: Rough draft of optional, extra credit
Argunent ati on Paper.

Lasting value of a credential course in students' aca-
denmi ¢ and professional careers.

Identification and | abelling of various witing tech-
ni ques and strategi es on Cause and Effect Papers.
FINAL EXAM: Appreciative reading of Cause and Effect
Papers.

Powmwn

and revi sed rough drafts.
Witing, 157-63; also optional 2 79-83.

Prepared Conparison/ Contrast thesis
statenent (s) for approval.

Witing, 164-67.

Handbook, 229-81.

Handout : Sanpl e Conpari son/ Contr ast
Paper .

COVPARI SON/ CONTRAST PAPER with two re-
vi sed and edited rough drafts.

Witing, 193-97.

Handbook, 153-75, 282-302.

Prepared thesis statenent(s) for option-
al extra credit Argunentati on Papwer.

Prepared Cause and Effect thesis state-
nments) for approval.

Witing, 197-98, 202-14.

Handbook: 303-28.

Handout: Sanpl e Cause and Effect ZPaper.
Handout: Sanple Argunentation Papeer.

CAUSE AND EFFECT PAPER with two re-
vi sed and edited rough drafts.
Optional extra credit ARGUMENTATI ON
PAPER with two revised and edited
rough drafts.

A large, self-addressed, stanped.
envel ope.

End of course: Enjoy a well deserved

senest er break:



NOTE #1: A UN VERSITY PERFORMANCE STANDARD - Students are expected to make a very serious acadenmic commitnent to

NOTE #2:

NOTE {#3:

NOTE #4:

NOTE #5:

NOTE #6%

their success in this course. This is denonstrated by mai ntaining the syllabus schedule as a mni mum or
wor ki ng ahead of it, with respect to all. readings and by subnmitting all papers on tine as indicated above
wi t hout fail. It is always strongly reconmmended that students work slightly ahead of the syllabus yhenever
possible to conpensate for the unexpected. Students on verified deploynent or nedical or energency |eave

will receive consideration and full credit for work nail ed and postnmarked by the due date to the follow ng
address: P.O. Box 860135, Wahiawa, H 96786-0135.

A UNI VERSITY WRI TI NG STANDARD - Successful conpletion of this couxse requires that all papers must neet
commonly accepted university standards of grammar, punctuation, selling, format, structure, style and
substance as indicated on the Master Syll abus. The Scott Foresman Handbook for Witers is an invaluable
source of information, and students with weakness in the above basics of the | anguage need to make .con-
tinued and extensive use of this reference beyond the assignnents . Successful students must be willing to
do everything necessary to neasure up to these university witing standards.

THE ATTENDANCE PQICY - It is the students' responsibility to be in class and on tinme as nuch as humanly
possi bl e. Students are not allowed to sign in for a particular class neeting unless they are present for
the entire instructional period or unless they have the instructor's permission at |east 24 hours before
the class neeting. Students are requested not to forget this applies to everyone. Because of the critica
i nportance of class discussions and in-class witing, excessive absences, nore than 107 of schedul ed cl ass
nmeeti ngs, would have a significant negative inpact on the course grade.

THE GRADING PO ICY - Course grades are based on the format accuracy and the substantive quality of the five
maj or witten assignnents and the optional Argunentation Paper. Al so, consideration will be given for
students' consistently proactive class participation as well as for perfect attendance and for the com

pl et eness and accuracy of the final exam

_ 0 subnit a stanped, self-addressed envel ope together
with their Cause and Effect Paper so that it can be returned corrected within a reasonably short tine. In-
cluded also will be the optional Argunentation Paper and the course grade.

A FI NAL WORD: THE LASTI NG VALUE OF A CREDENTI AL COURSE - A credential course is distinct froma typical
stand-al one three credit university course in that its purpose is to provide a substantive body of
know edge, in this case know edge of witing for acadenic purposes, that will prove valuable to every
other university course a student mght take. Please maxim ze the value of this credential course for
your academ c career.

The value of this credential for ENLQOL can be related to the final grade for this course as follows:

. An "A" signifies an unqualified credential which indicates a high |level of academic witing
ability. Students should be able to neet the witing xequirements of any undergraduate class
with much success.

2. A"B" signifies a provisional credential which indicates a conpetent ability to wite for acadenic
pur poses. The provision of this credential is that stmdents continue to make sustai ned progress
in their command of formal witten English

3. A"C' signifies a mininumcredential which indicates that probably several areas of margina
ability in witten English for academ ¢ purposes need to be addressed systematically to ensure
success in the witten conponent of other undergraduate classes.

4. A "D indicates no credential because this grade does not neet the Chani nade University pre-
requisite of a "C' or better for students to advance t-o EN102 and beyond



