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a.What can we learn from the title of the text?

b.Who is the writer?

c¢.When and where was the text published?

d.What is the issue discussed in the text?

e.What’ s the author’ s position on this issue?

f.Who is the intended reader?

¢.What’ s the purpose and tone of the writer?

h.How does the author support his/her position
in the argument?

i. How does the author develop his/her ideas
throughout the text?

j-What is the conclusion?
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% 1 “Rising to the Occasion of Our Death” IEE %

RS LEESkS
Fak On the whole, our social policy should allow terminal patients to die, but it should not regularize killing for mercy.
(1) Those forewarned of death and given time to prepare for it have time to engage in acts of reconciliation.
dvanced grievin, those about to be bereaved may ease some of their pain.
(2)Ad g g by th b be b d may f their p:
R E (3) The community may need its aged and dependent, its sick and its dying, and the virtues of humility, courage and patience
they sometimes evince.
(4)The community needs the virtues of justice and love manifest in the agents of care.
1 e best death 1s not always the sudden death.
{RIE The best death 1 Iways the sudden death
PR 17 on the whole
(1) Psychiatrists have observed that those who lose a loved one accidentally have a more difficult time recovering from the loss
XiE than those who have suffered through an extended period of illness before the death.
2) Those who have lost a close relative by accident are more likely to experience what Geoffrey Gorer has called limitless grief.
y y p y g
(1) Advocates of active euthanasia appeal to the principle of patient autonomy—-voluntary euthanasia. ( counterargument) But em-
phasis on the patient’ s right to determine his or her destiny often harbors an extremely naive view of the uncoerced nature of the
8% decision. ( refutation )

(2) When the patient is utterly beyond human care, terminal, and in excruciating pain, killing for mercy is permissible. ( excep-

tion) But hard cases do not always make good laws or wise social policies. ( strategic concession )
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k. How well does the warrant connect the
grounds and claim?

1. How effective is the backing in supporting the
warrant and grounds?

m.Is the author sufficiently precise in providing
details and specifics when they are relevant?

n.Does the author introduce irrelevant material ,
thereby wandering from his purpose?

o.Can you find evidence of emotive language for
the author to manipulate the reader?

p-Does the author display fairness, or does he
take a one-sided, narrow approach?
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Incorporating Toulmin’s Model of Argument
in the Course of Critical Reading for English Majors

ZHU Yunyi
(School of Foreign Studies, Anhui University, Hefei 230601, China)

Abstract: The cultivation of critical thinking ability has become a focus of undergraduate teaching reform
of English majors in China. Critical reading teaching is one of the important approaches to cultivate students”
critical thinking ability. This paper discusses how to incorporate Toulmin’s model of argument via interactive
and heuristic learning mode in different phases of critical reading teaching, including pre-class section, class-
room discussion, extracurricular development and reflection as well as curriculum assessment. Through the a-
nalysis of a particular teaching case, it is shown that Toulmin’s model of argument, a practical tool in critical
reading teaching, can help teachers carry out high-level reading activities more explicitly and thus cultivate
and improve students’ critical thinking ability.

Key words: Toulmin’s model of argument; critical reading; critical thinking ability
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