[bookmark: _GoBack]Critical Reflection Paper Assignment

The papers should be between 400 and 600 words or between 2 and 3 pages in length.  Papers should be double-spaced, have one inch margins, and typed in 12 point type.  Students should accomplish the follow three tasks: 

1) ARTICULATE THE AUTHOR’S THESIS: What is the author’s thesis? Clearly state in your own words the author’s thesis or central point. 

2) SUMMARIZE THE MAJOR SUPPORTING ARGUMENTS: What are the author’s supporting arguments?  List at least three of the main supporting arguments that the author uses to bolster his/her thesis.

CRITICAL REFLECTION: Does the author offer a compelling, strong argument?    Offer your own logical and compelling critical feedback.  Give reasons for your criticisms. Discuss the significance of the book.

Assignments are due at the beginning of class on the dates marked on the course schedule.   Students do well on these papers when they address each of the following three points.   Your paper should be formatted as follows (with each of the bold section headings): 
Please closely follow the format on the next page.




Your Name
Date
Course Name, Instructor Name

Title of the Book (Italicize Book Titles)
The Name of the Book Author

Thesis
	(Paragraph 1) The author’s thesis is …  Provide at least two additional sentences expounding upon your interpretation of the author’s thesis.

Summary
(Paragraph 2) - The first major point that the author offers to support his or her thesis 
is …
	A minimum of 3 - 4 Supporting Sentences

(Paragraph 3) – The second major point that the author offers to support his or her thesis is …  A minimum of 3 – 4 Supporting Sentences

(Paragraph 4) – The third major point that the author offers to support his or her thesis 
is … A minimum of 3- 4 Supporting Sentences

Critical Reflection
	(Paragraph 5)  -  Analyze the following questions.
 Is it true? Is the author’s argument and reasoning compelling? Why or Why not?  What is the significance of this book?

Stages of Analytical Reading

I. The First Stage of Analytical Reading: Rule for Finding What a Book is About
A. Classify the book according to kind and subject matter.
B. State what the whole book is about with the utmost brevity.
C. Enumerate its major parts in their order and relation, and outline these parts as you have outlined the whole.
D. Define the problem or problems the author has tried to solve.

II. The Second Stage of Analytical Reading: Rules for Interpreting a Book’s Contents
A. Come to terms with the author by interpreting his key words.
B. Grasp the author’s leading propositions by dealing with his most important sentences.
C. Know the author’s arguments, by finding them in, or constructing them out of, sequences of sentences.
D. Determine which of his problems the author has solved, and which he has not; and of the latter, decide which the author knew he had failed to solve.

III. The Third Stage of Analytical Reading: Rules for Criticizing a Book as a Communication of Knowledge
A. General Maxims of Intellectual Etiquette
a. Do not begin criticism until you have completed your outline and your interpretation of the book. (Do not say you agree, disagree, or suspend judgment, until you can say “I understand.)
b. Do not disagree disputatiously or contentiously.
c. Demonstrate that you recognize the difference between knowledge and mere personal opinion by presenting good reasons for any critical judgment you make.
B. Special Criteria for Points of Criticism
a. Show wherein the author is uniformed.
b. Show wherein the author is misinformed.
c. Show wherein the author is illogical.
d. Show wherein the author’s analysis or account is incomplete.

* Of the last four, the first three are criteria for disagreement.  Failing in all of these, you must agree, at least in part, although you may suspend judgment on the whole, in light of the last point.


Citation: Mortimer J. Adler and Charles Van Doren, How to Read a Book: The Classic Guide to Intelligent Reading (New York: Simon and Schuster, 1972, orig. 1940).
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