& GAVILAN COLLEGE

5055 Santa Teresa Blvd
Gilroy, CA 95023

Course Outline

COURSE: PHIL2 DIVISION: 10 ALSO LISTED AS:

TERM EFFECTIVE: Summer 2025

SHORT TITLE: INTRO TO LOGIC

LONG TITLE: Introduction to Logic

Units Number of Weeks Type

CURRICULUM APPROVAL DATE: 03/11/2025

Contact Hours/Week Total Contact Hours

3 18 Lecture: 3 54
Lab: 0 0
Other: 0 0
Total: 3 54
Out of Class Hrs: 108.00

Total Learning Hrs: 162.00

COURSE DESCRIPTION:

Logic is the study of how we reason. This course explores two important types of reasoning: deduction and
induction. We will cover the form and matter of arguments by examining the importance of facts,
observations, and assumptions. This course will cover formal and informal fallacies, which are mistakes in
reasoning that apply to every part of life, education, and understanding of the self. Practical application of
logic outside the classroom will be emphasized. (C-ID PHIL 110).

CREDIT STATUS: D - Credit - Degree Applicable

GRADING MODES
L - Standard Letter Grade

REPEATABILITY: N - Course may not be repeated

SCHEDULE TYPES:

02 - Lecture and/or discussion

05 - Hybrid

71 - Dist. Ed Internet Simultaneous

72 - Dist. Ed Internet Delayed
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STUDENT LEARNING OUTCOMES:
By the end of this course, a student should:
1. Learners will evaluate the soundness of an argument by first assessing what counts as a valid argument.

2. Learners will identify parts of an argument and distinguish between deductive and inductive arguments by
identifying logic indicators and the form of premises to

conclusion.

3. Learners will learn to self-critique and then assess other opinions by analyzing how their arguments and
other arguments conform to valid and cogent forms of

argument.

4. Learners will demonstrate an understanding of the distinctions between emotional, persuasive, and
logical arguments.

5. Learners will identify formal and informal fallacies, paying special attention to the fallacies that they find
themselves tending to use.

6. Learners will question the basic concepts of philosophy.

7. Learners will produce unique logical judgments that are specific to their experience and understanding of
marginalization.

COURSE OBJECTIVES:

By the end of this course, a student should:

1. Evaluate the strength of inductive arguments and the soundness of deductive arguments.
2. ldentify arguments in news articles, speeches, and political rhetoric.

3. Create arguments that reflect their cultural and individual perspective on the world.

4. Judge a variety of opinions to determine their relationship to observable facts.

5. Differentiate emotional and logical statements.

6. Collaborate with others on how to employ logic to understand the opinions of others
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COURSE CONTENT:
Curriculum Approval Date: 03/11/2025
HOURS

Topic: Introductions to basic concepts of logic and how they connect to the discipline of philosophy and how
they are used in life.

Weekly Discussion: Discussing the reasons Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. gave to justify his practice of civil
disobedience. Do you think he gave good reasons? Do you think he gave bad ones? A little bit of both? He
obviously believes in that he is doing the right thing by practicing civil disobedience. Do you think he's using
logic when he justifies why he practiced civil disobedience?

Quiz
2 HOURS
Topic: Analyzing the requirements of effective communication: Subjective facts versus Objective facts

Weekly Discussion: The class reviews current articles on California's continued response to COVID to
assess what in the article qualifies as an objective versus subjective fact. The students must evaluate
whether any of the facts changes their minds on the issue.

Quiz

3 HOURS

Topic: Reviewing our attempts to clearly express ourselves.
Weekly Discussion:

1) Read the following:

"It is impossible to have clear communication without clear thinking. How can | give you a clear idea of
something if it is not first clear in my own mind? However, clear ideas do not guarantee clear
communication. | may have a perfectly good idea of what I'm trying to say but can't succeed in getting my
ideas across clearly and effectively" (Mclnerny, 14).

2) Answer the following questions?

Do you agree with the first sentence? In other words, do you think it is impossible to have clear
communication without clear thinking?

When was a time in which you had a clear thought, a perfectly innovative idea in your mind, but you
struggled to succeed in getting that idea across in a clear and effective manner? For this part, it could be
anything. It could be that you struggled to explain yourself in an argument. Maybe you struggled to explain
an issue at work to your boss or a co-worker.

Quiz

3 HOURS

Topic: Identifying ontological truth and a logical truth

Weekly Discussion: What is an ontological truth and what is a logical truth? Do you think all your beliefs
must be founded upon ontological truth? Whether you answer yes or no, please explain why. If possible,
provide an example. Furthermore, do you think all your beliefs must be logical? Whether you answer yes or
no, please explain why. Once again, provide an example.

Quiz

3 HOURS

Topic: How do we logically handle grey areas of life? How do we find out their causes?

Weekly Discussion: The student must pick a social issue that interests them and figure out what they think is
the cause of that issue? Do these causes show a series of events that lead to the current situation as they
observe it right now? For example, if you were to pick the issue of immigration, what do you think the cause
or causes are? Would it be US policy? Would it be the policy of countries whose citizens enter the US?

Quiz
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COURSE CONTENT(CONTINUED):

3 HOURS

Topic: Distinguishing between universal and particular statements

Weekly Discussion: Using your social issue that you submitted last week for your main post, identify general
statements made about that social issue: General statements that either you made or others have made
about any part of that social issue. General statements can made be in both a universal and particular way.
The next thing | want you to do is provide a particular statement(s) about that issue. The whole point of this
discussion is to identify general statements and how they can be universal and particular when it comes to
examining social issues.

Quiz

3 HOURS

Topic: Relating Parts to Whole

Weekly Discussion: Think about any issue/topic in which people will say that if something is true about one
part of a group then it must be true about the whole group. Example: | asked someone to get me a
chocolate donut from the box of donuts; therefore, all the donuts in the box must be chocolate. That's
obviously a bad way to think, but what if we use this way of thinking on groups of people? Then we have
problems. A logical approach would be more like the following: "If | know something to be true about an
entire group, then it must also be true about any portion of the group.”

Explain any issue/topic in which you find people saying that if something is true about one part of a group
then it must be true about the whole group. Do you agree with the statement, "If | know something to be true
about an entire group, then it must also be true about any portion of the group"? Why or why not?

Quiz

3 HOURS

Topic: Coherent versus incoherent comparisons: How some comparisons are foundational while others are
trivial.

Weekly Discussion: Analyze this 1965 interview with Malcolm X. Please use all the knowledge that you've
gathered from past discussions and the reading to identify how Malcom X makes his points. For instance,
you might evaluate if he uses universal and/or particular statements. You might look at if he matched ideas
to facts and/or ideas/facts to words. Does he express ontological and/or logical truths? Use what you've
learned and apply it to this interview.

CUMULATIVE MIDTERM

3 HOURS

Topic: Practicing forms of argument by analyzing each other?s arguments.

Weekly Discussion: Practice 4 kinds of forms: Conjunctive, Disjunctive, Conditional, and then give a
Syllogistic Argument. Instead of putting letters, write out an example of each form. For example, this is your
book's example of a Conjunctive form: "Anne is a sophomore at the University of Minnesota and she is
majoring in biology," (page 61).

Quiz

3 HOURS

Topic: Value statements:

Weekly Discussion: Present at least one example of a value statement that some people either currently
make about other groups of people or value statements that have been made about people throughout
history. These could be positive or negative value statements. They could be value statements that are
about morality or ethics. These statements can come from politics. They can come from sports. | mean, just
the other day, my friend said, "Raider fans are way more loyal than Niner fans." That's a value statement.
After you present the value statement, identify the problems with making such value statements and pose
some questions that you would have to ask to gain more clarity about such a value statement. For example,
| asked my friend, "What do you mean by loyal? Do Raider fans cheer harder? Are their tailgate parties
better? What do you mean?"

1) Provide a value statement.

2) Present the problems that come along with such a value statement.

3) Provide questions that you would ask when such a value statement is made.

Quiz
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COURSE CONTENT(CONTINUED):

3 HOURS

Topic: Identifying logical and illogical points

Weekly Discussion: Evaluate the following conversation: It is Mike Wallace interviewing the philosopher and

author, Ayn Rand, back in 1959. She discusses her philosophy and morality. For this week, answer the
following questions:

1) Just like you did with the Malcolm X video a few weeks back, what kind of logic concepts/terms does she
use?

2) What do you think about the points she's making?
Quiz

3 HOURS

Topic: Religion, faith, nihilism, and reason

Weekly Discussion: Use your proficiency with logic concepts on the following film clips. The film clips are
from "The Sunset Limited." It stars Tommy Lee Jones as "White" (a professor) and Samuel L. Jackson as
"Black" (a man who stops White from committing suicide). After Black stops White from jumping in front of
the Sunset Limited train, he brings White back to his place, and they discuss God and the meaning of life
and death.

The "Sunset Limited" was originally a play written by the late Cormac McCarthy.

Quiz

3 HOURS

Topic: Formal and informal fallacies

Weekly Discussion: Understand how to find fallacies by trying to locate them in news sources.
Quiz

3 HOURS

Topic: Fallacies continued.

Weekly Discussion: Review the fallacies section where you will find illogical sources of thinking like "begging
the question" and the "straw-man fallacy." Next, think back to the issue you shared with the class during
Week 5. | would like you to share the fallacious ways that other people talk about the issue you shared.
Research a news source or an editorial and share a quote in which someone is using fallacious reasoning
when discussing the issue you chose to discuss in Week 5.

Quiz
3 HOURS
Topic: Fallacies in comedy.

Weekly Discussion: Watch Simpsons clips and identify any fallacies we've read about so far. See if you can
recall other comedic sources that employ fallacious reasoning for persuasive ends.

Quiz
3 HOURS
Topic: Concluding fallacies

Weekly Discussion: In what ways do you find yourself thinking fallaciously? Is there any positive sides to
using fallacies? Is it all negative?

Quiz

3 HOURS

Topic: Logic takeaways

Weekly Discussion: What part of studying logic do you think is the most relevant and important to your life?
Quiz

1 HOUR

Submit a reflection paper on how you would use logic in your future career.

1 HOUR

Submit a term paper examining a political/moral/cultural issue that speaks to the student's experience.
2 HOURS

Final Exam
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METHODS OF INSTRUCTION:

Modes of instruction include, but not limited to: Lecture Discussion about practical life applications of logic
Quizzes about the basics of logical thinking Reflection papers about the use of emotion and reason Exams
Video clips of movies discussing religious arguments employing logic and arguments over political issues
(medical ethics, immigration, and political speeches

OUT OF CLASS ASSIGNMENTS:

Required Outside Hours 108

Assignment Description

48 HOURS: A student should spend at least 3 hours per week of active reading for each assignment.

16 HOURS: Study time for exams should be at least one hour each. There are 16 quizzes for the semester.

22 HOURS: There are discussions that require at least 1.5 hours per week to post and create replies (18
weeks for the semester). Weekly writing accounts for 2500 words.

6 HOURS: Students should spend at least 2 hours preparing and researching to write a reflection paper
(300 words) on the value of good reasoning versus the consequences of bad reasoning. The writing of the
paper itself should be at least 6 hours of commitment.

16 HOURS: Students should spend 4 hours preparing, researching, outlining, and writing a term paper of
2500 words. This paper requires the student to analytically assess a political/moral/cultural issue that
speaks to their experience. They will apply logical concepts to evaluate their arguments and the arguments
from the opposition.
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METHODS OF EVALUATION:

Writing assignments

Evaluation Percent 5

Evaluation Description

Percent range of total grade: 5 % to 10%
Written Homework.

If this is a degree applicable course, but substantial writing assignments are not appropriate, indicate
reason: Course primarily involves skill demonstration or problem solving

Problem-solving assignments

Evaluation Percent 75

Evaluation Description

Percent range of total grade: 75 % to 80 %
Homework Problems;

Quizzes;

Exams;

Other: group work

Skill demonstrations

Evaluation Percent 15

Evaluation Description

Percent range of total grade: 0 % to 10 %
Class Performance/s;

Performance Exams

Objective examinations
Evaluation Percent 5

Evaluation Description

Percent range of total grade: 5 %
Multiple Choice;

True/False;

Completion

REPRESENTATIVE TEXTBOOKS:

The Art of Reasoning , David Kelley & Debbie Hutchins, W. W. Norton & Company, 2020 or a comparable
textbook/material.

ISBN: 0393421716

Rationale: This book is a comprehensive guide to deductive and inductive argument, along with thorough
explanations of fallacies.

14 Grade Verified by: Jesus Ramirez
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ARTICULATION and CERTIFICATE INFORMATION
Associate Degree:
GAV C2, effective 202530
GAV Area 1B = Oral Com & Crit, effective 202530
CSU GE:
CSU A3, effective 202530
IGETC:
CSU TRANSFER:
Transferable CSU, effective 202530
Not Transferable
UC TRANSFER:
Transferable UC, effective 202530
Not Transferable

SUPPLEMENTAL DATA:

Basic Skills: N

Classification: Y

Noncredit Category: Y

Cooperative Education:

Program Status: 1 Program Applicable
Special Class Status: N

CAN: PHIL6

CAN Sequence: XXXXXXXX

CSU Crosswalk Course Department: PHIL
CSU Crosswalk Course Number: 110
Prior to College Level: Y

Non Credit Enhanced Funding: N
Funding Agency Code: Y

In-Service: N

Occupational Course: E

Maximum Hours:

Minimum Hours:

Course Control Number: CCC000090417
Sports/Physical Education Course: N
Taxonomy of Program: 150900
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