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Course Syllabus**
CRITICAL THINKING IN SOCIAL SCIENCE
I. Course Information:
Credit point: 1
Section: 30 periods/6 weeks
Course Level: Fourth Year
Location:  Thu Duc Campus
Class meets: Monday-Wednesday 07:00-11:30 

II. Course Instructors:
Dr. Hoang Thach Quan – hoangtquan@yahoo.com
Mr. Doan Ngoc Anh Khoa – doanngocanhkhoa@hcmushh.edu.vn

III. Course Description: 
In everyday life we try to assess events in order to gain logical conclusions; distinguish whether this argument is solid or weak; determine the value of claims to figure out whether or not we should believe based on the given evidence? Sometimes we gauge the probability of whether something might or might not occur and thoughtfully construct arguments to present to others in various situations. Rather than focusing on making you more skilled in these kinds of everyday reasoning, the purpose of this course is to explores issues about the nature and techniques of critical thought, viewed as a way to establish a reliable basis for our claims, beliefs, and attitudes about the social science. We explore multiple perspectives, placing established facts, theories, and practices in tension with alternatives to see how could be otherwise. Views about observation and interpretation, reasoning and inference, valuing and judging, and the production of knowledge in its social context are considered. 

III. Course Materials
Swatridge, Colin. 2014. Oxford Guide to Effective Argument & Critical Thinking. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

IV. Requirements 
Come to class prepared: Do all the assigned readings before class. This is important in order for you to be able to follow the lectures, which will build on (rather than just review) the readings, and for participation in your conferences. 
Attend class and take notes: The lectures will go far beyond the materials, so you will need to absorb and retain the lecture contents in order to succeed. 
Check the email regularly: I will post announcements and other key features of the course. I will remind you about this in class, but it is your responsibility to keep up with any and all online aspects of the course. 
Keep up with the news: One of the most useful things about political science is that it helps us to understand current events. You’ll get much more out of this class if you read the news regularly. Good news sources include CBC, Globe and Mail, New York Times, BBC World, the Nation, the Financial Times, Al-Jazeera, the Washington Post, the Economist, Foreign Policy, among others.

Course Requirements:
The final grade will be determined as follows:
Midterm	30%
· Class Participation	5%
· Group Presentation	25%  (Presentation plus Critique)
                                                                                             
Final Exam                                         70% 
· Final Project                            30%
· Final Examination                   40%  

Description of Grade Components:

Class Participation (5%): In most class sessions, students will discuss the readings. If you cannot attend the class for any reason, you can make up this part of the participation grade by discussing the questions posed by the Group Presentation. Participation in the class will comprise 5% of the course grade..

Group Presentation (25%):  Students will lead a class discussion. This requires submitting a critique concerning the issues covered in the assigned readings on	 a particular week. Unlike group presentation review, critiques focus on strength and weakness of assigned readings. There is no summary of readings unless necessary to illustrate your comments. Critiques will only be accepted in Word version (Times New Roman, 12, double-spaced) sent by noon the day before group presentation’s day because their	 other purpose is to enhance the quality of class discussions. No extension or incompletes will be given. Within the critiques, students need to provide list of discussion questions to the class the night before the presentation --- along with actively leading the discussion in class. 

Both quantity and quality of the presentation and engagement in the discussion of other groups’ presentations will be marked for the midterm assessment. Each group has 60 to 75 minutes to do, including Q&A. Remember your classmates’ attention and participation are very important to your overall results!

Final Project (30%): Each student will participate into a logical reasoning assignment. The assignment has several parts, including arguments, logic games, reading comprehension, and writing. Students have 120 Minutes to finish this assignment in class. The lecturers will discuss in the first week of the course. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Final Examination (40%): To be scheduled by the University during the exam period.


Schedule of Lectures and Readings

	DATE
	CONTENT

	Week 1

	Introduction. Expectations, assignments, structure of the course. 
What is Critical Thinking? Methodology. Rationale for studying. Empirical Overview. Concepts and Revision

Readings:
· Swatridge, Colin. Oxford Guide to Effective Argument and Critical Thinking. Chapter 1 to Chapter 4.

*** Group Presentations Assigned ***

	Week 2
	Logic Reasoning in Arguments, Logic Games, Reading Comprehension

Psychology of Misinformation (Analytic Thinking,
Anchoring)

Readings:
· Pennycook, Gordon, and David G. Rand. 2019. “Lazy, Not Biased: Susceptibility to Partisan Fake News Is Better Explained by Lack of Reasoning than by Motivated Reasoning.” Cognition 188: 39–50;
· Miller, Joanne M., Kyle L. Saunders, and Christina E. Farhart. 2016. “Conspiracy Endorsement as Motivated Reasoning: The Moderating Roles of Political Knowledge and Trust.” American Journal of Political Science 60(4): 824–44;
· Wood, Thomas, and Ethan Porter. 2018. “The Elusive Backfire Effect: Mass Attitudes’ Steadfast Factual Adherence.” Political Behavior: 1–29;
· Ecker, Ullrich K. H., and Li Chang Ang. 2019. “Political Attitudes and the Processing of Misinformation Corrections.” Political Psychology 40(2): 241–60.

	Week 3

	Logic Reasoning in Arguments, Logic Games, Reading Comprehension (Continued)

Immigration

Readings: 
· Dustmann, C., Vasiljeva, K., & Piil Damm, A. 2019. “Refugee migration and Electoral Outcomes.” The Review of Economic Studies 86(5): 2035-2091;
· Mayda, A. M. et al. 2018. “The Political Impact of Immigration: Evidence from the United States.” National Bureau of Economic Research No. w24510;
· Tabellini, M. 2020. “Gifts of the Immigrants, Woes of the Natives: Lessons from the Age of Mass Migration.” The Review of Economic Studies 87(1): 454-486.

	Week 4
	Fallacy. Logical Reasoning in Writing

Gender and Inequality

Readings:
· Sen, Amartya. 2001. “Many Faces of Gender Inequality.” Frontline 18 (22): 1-18;
· Kabeer, Naila. 2011. “Between Affiliation and Autonomy: Navigating Pathways of Women’s Empowerment and Gender Justice in Rural Bangladesh.” Development and Change 42 (2): 499-528;
· Chun, Heeran et al. 2006. “Understanding  Women, Health, and Social Change: The Case of South Korea.” International Journal of Health Services 36(3): 575-592.

	Week 5

	Logical Reasoning in Public Speaking

The Market

Readings:
· Huntington, Samuel P., 1965. “Political Development and Political Decay.” World Politics 17: 386-430;
· O’Donnell, Guillermo. 1978. “Reflections on the Patterns of Change in the Bureaucratic Authoritarian State.” Latin American Research Review 13(1): 3-38;
· Kross, Karmo. 2013. “Developmental welfare capitalism in East Asia with a Special Emphasis on South Korea.” Diskurs 3: 1-44.

	Week 6
	Conclusion

International Development

Readings:
· Treisman, Daniel. 2007. “What Have We Learned about the Causes of Corruption from Ten Years of Cross-National Research?” Annual Review of Political Science 10: 211-244;
· Fisman, Raymond and Edward Miguel. 2008. “Nature or Nurture? Understanding the Culture of Corruption.” in Economic Gangsters: Corruption, Violence, and the Poverty of Nations. Princeton: Princeton University Press. Chapter 4. 76-110;
· McCann, James and David Redlawsk. 2006. “As Voters Head to the Polls, Will they Perceive a ‘Culture of Corruption?’” Political Science and Politics 39: 797-802;
· Dininio, Phyllis. 2005. “Explaining Patterns of Corruption in the Russian Regions.” World Politics 57(4): 500-529.



**This syllabus is subjected to change due to the real conditions of the class. The instructors reserves the rights to edit syllabus at any time needed. Modifications will be announced to class directly or via email prior to the application of those changes**
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