Subject Code CBS2904

Subject Title Academic and Technical Chinese Writing
Credit Value 3

Level 2

Pre-requisite/Co-requisite/ | Nil

Exclusion

Objectives

This subject aims at training students to master (1) high accuracy
with variations in Chinese expressions, (2) effective applications of
cognitive methods in presenting contents and thought relationships,
and (3) the format and some basic technical devices for writing and
presenting an academic paper.

Intended Learning
Outcomes

Upon completion of the subject, students will be able to:

Category A: Professional/academic knowledge and skills

(a) control over basic mechanics and grammatical accuracy
in the flow of expression;

(b) integrate facts, ideas, concepts from background sources
in a coherence manner;

(c) manipulate information in different formats such as
quotations, paraphrases, summaries, and references for
various purposes;

(d) produce Chinese text with good arguments that are
logically ordered, coherently related, in clear expressions,
and understandable to many;

Category B: Attributes for all-roundedness

(e) develop an ever-growing competence in academic writing
which focuses on active intellectualization;

think inductively and impose order on data or
information by wusing cognitive skills such as
categorization, equivalence, contrast and causality;

®

Subject Synopsis/
Indicative Syllabus

The contents of the syllabus include two major domains: academic
discipline, technical devices for presentation of academic papers. In
addition to the basic language, and the format and information
structure of academic paper, the syllabus will also treat the
embedded cognitive activities such as classification, generalization
and specifics, comparison and contrast, cause and effect, cycles and
chain reactions, analogy, prediction, definition, hypothesis, as well as
the competence of using basic statistical analysis and graphic
presentation for analyzing and presenting data.
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1. Academic: 1.1 Argumentation: hypothesis, reasons,
evidence, and coherence

1.2 Research Essay: literature review, design,
findings and conclusion

1.3 Power point presentation: theme, preciseness,
and the flow

2. Technical : 2.1  Worksheet / questionnaire design for data
collection

2.2 Statistical analysis of collected data

23 Graphic / multi-media presentation for
reporting

Teaching/Learning
Methodology

The training of each task will take a collaborative approach to
teaching and learning that integrates aspects of linguistic accuracy,
cognitive activity, and writing process in the training. As writing
process is a recursive one, emphasis should be put on evaluating and
re-viewing as the drafting develops.

Assessment Methods in
Alignment with Intended
Learning Outcomes

Specific assessment | % Intended subject learning outcomes
methods/tasks weighting | to be assessed

a b c d e f
1. Term Paper 60% N N N \ \ \
2. Oral presentation 20% N \ \ \
3. In-class exercises 20% N N N N \ \
Total 100 %

Explanation of the appropriateness of the assessment methods in
assessing the intended learning outcomes:

The subject will be assessed by the final product of a term paper
written in academic format (60%), and one presentation (20%) for
communication to laymen or for publicity. For each of the
assignment, there is a set of criteria for assessment which include (1)
the creativity of topic, (2) the reliability of data/materials for
reference, (3) the cognitive strategies employed in text structure, and
(4) accuracy of expression. In-class participation of discussion and
classroom exercises will also be counted (20%).

-03 .




Student Study Effort Class contact:
Expected
= Lecture 26 Hrs.
=  Tutorial 13 Hrs.
Other student study effort:
= Qutside class practice 3 x 13 = 39 Hrs.
= Self-study 3 x 13 = 39 Hrs.
Total student study effort 117 Hrs.
Reading List and Lawrence, M. S. 1975. ertlng as a thinking process. Ann Arbor,
MI: The University of Michigan Press.
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