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1. Course title Architectural Criticism and Analysis  

2. Course number ARCH 0902735 

3. 
Credit hours (theory, practical) 3 credits/theory 

Contact hours (theory, practical) 3 hours 

4. Prerequisites/co-requisites  

5. Program title Architectural engineering 

6. Program code 2 

7. Awarding institution  University of Jordan 

8. School Engineering 

9. Department Architectural Engineering 

10. 
Level of course  

Masters 

11. Year of study and semester (s) First and second semesters 

12. 
Final Qualification 

 

13. Other department (s) involved in 
teaching the course 

 

14. 
Language of Instruction 

English 
 

15. Delivery Method ☐Face to face learning    ☐Blended        ☐Fully online 

16. Online platforms(s) 
☐Moodle    ☐Microsoft Teams  ☐Skype     ☐Zoom      
☐Others………… 

17. 
Date of production/revision 

2023/2024 

 
16. Course Coordinator:  
 
P ro f .  Sa leem M.  Dahabreh,  Phd  
Locat ion :  O f f i ce  33 ,  facu l t y  o f  Ar t  and Des ign   
Emai l :  sa leem.dahabreh@ju.edu. jo  

 
17.  Other instructors:  
 

O f f i ce  numbers ,  o f f i ce  hours ,  phone numbers ,  and emai l  addresses  shou ld  be l i s ted .  

 
18. Course Description: 
 

Th is  course  inves t iga tes  the  theore t ica l  founda t ions  and p rac t ica l  app l i ca t ions  o f  a rch i tec tura l  
c r i t i c i sm.  I t  addresses  the  d isc ip l ine  f rom th ree  d is t inc t  bu t  in terconnec ted perspec t ives .  
In i t i a l l y ,  the  course exp lo res  the  ph i losoph ica l  underp inn ings  o f  a rch i tec tura l  theory  
c r i t i c ism—address ing bas ic  te rmino log ies  such as  theory ,  ph i losophy,  fo rm,  func t ion ,  and 
aes thet ics  and then ques t ion ing what  c r i t i c ism is ,  i t s  purpose,  and i ts  u t i l i t y  no t  on l y  wi th in  
a rch i tec ture  bu t  across  var ious  f ie lds .  F ina l l y ,  the  d iscuss ion  ex tends  to  the  nuances o f  
judgment ,  d iscernment ,  and  d isc r im ina t ion  th rough the  ana lys is  o f  va r ious  case s tud ies .  
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Arch i tec tura l  c r i t i c ism is  b road ly  def ined as  the  ana lys is  and d iscuss ion  o f  a rch i tec tu ra l  
p ro jec ts ,  whether  bu i l t  o r  p roposed,  par t i cu lar l y  those o f  h is to r ica l  s ign i f i cance o r  innovat ive  
des ign .  Th is  f ie ld  encompasses  a  vas t  a r ray o f  top ics  inc lud ing  aes the t i cs ,  t heory ,  
func t iona l i t y ,  s t y le ,  cons t ruc t ion  mater ia ls ,  and contextua l  re levance,  a long wi th  
env i ronmenta l  cons idera t ions .  T wo  c lose l y  re la ted concep ts ,  a rch i tec tura l  ana l ys is  and 
arch i tec tura l  morpho logy,  wi l l  be  examined.  Arch i tec tura l  ana lys is  invo lves  d issec t ing  a  
pro jec t  to  unders tand i t s  e lements  and in f luences,  wh i le  a rch i t ec tura l  morpho logy  focuses  on  
the  s tudy  o f  the  s t ruc tu re  and form o f  a rch i tec tura l  e lements ,  i nves t iga t ing  the  pr inc ip les  tha t  
in form the i r  des ign,  cu l tu ra l  s ign i f i cance,  and prac t ica l  f unc t ions .  
 
Ut i l i z ing  semina l  tex ts  f rom arch i tec tura l  c r i t i c i sm a longs ide  in f luent ia l  works  f rom ph i losophy,  
l i t e ra ture ,  and var ious  c r i t i ca l  theor ies—inc lud ing media ,  a r t ,  and  economics—the course 
cons t ruc ts  a  comprehens ive  f ramework  fo r  ana lyz ing arch i tec tu re.  Th is  f ramework  i s  des igned 
to  address  both  the  in terna l  dynamics  o f  t he  d isc ip l ine  and the  ex terna l ,  cu l tu ra l  fo rces  tha t  
shape arch i tec tura l  p rac t ice .  S tudents  wi l l  engage wi th  a  var ie t y  o f  case s tud ies  to  hone the i r  
sk i l l s  in  c r i t i ca l l y  in te rp re t ing  arch i tec tura l  works  th rough es tab l ished ana ly t ica l  methods.   
They wi l l  l earn  to  a r t i cu la te  the i r  c r i t iques  e f fec t ive ly ,  emp loy ing  both  wr i t ten  and graph ic  
fo rms o f  commun icat ion .  
 
By the  conc lus ion  o f  th is  course ,  s tudents  wi l l  have  mastered  the  methodo log ies  used to  
in terpre t  and c r i t ique arch i tec tura l  des igns  and  wi l l  be  adept  a t  commun icat ing  the i r  ana l yses  
th rough var ious  mediums.  They wi l l  employ research,  ana ly t ica l ,  and  c r i t i ca l  t h ink ing  sk i l l s  to  
assess  ex is t ing  arch i tec tura l  works  and exp lo re  new creat ive  poss ib i l i t i es  in  bo th  the i r  
academic  and pro fess iona l  p rac t ices .  

 
  
19. Course aims and outcomes:  
 

A- Intended Learning Outcomes (ILOs) 
 
  Cr i t i ca l  Ana lys is  Sk i l l s :  

Ana lyze and in terpre t  a rch i tec tura l  works  th rough var ious  lenses  inc lud ing 
h is to r i ca l ,  cu l tu ra l ,  soc ia l ,  and aes the t ic  contex ts .  
Cr i t i ca l l y  assess  the  impact  o f  a rch i tec tu re  on urban and rura l  env i ronments ,  
cons ider ing  fac tors  l i ke  sus ta inab i l i t y ,  func t iona l i t y ,  and cu l tu ra l  s ign i f i cance.  

  Theore t ica l  Knowledge:  
Demonst ra te  a  deep unders tand ing  o f  key theor ies  and methodo log ies  in  
a rch i tec tura l  c r i t i c ism,  inc lud ing  bu t  no t  l im i ted  to  s t ruc tu ra l ism,  
decons t ruc t ion ,  phenomeno logy,  and pos tmodern ism.  
Compare  and cont ras t  d i f fe ren t  c r i t i ca l  approaches and the i r  app l i cab i l i t y  to  
ana lyz ing a rch i tec tura l  des igns  and  concepts .  

  Research  Pro f ic iency:  
Conduc t  r igorous  academic  research,  employ ing appropr ia te  methodo log ies  to  
c r i t i que arch i tec tura l  works .  
Synthes ize  research  f ind ings  e f fec t ive l y  to  suppor t  a rguments  o r  hypo theses  in  
wr i t ten  c r i t i ques  o r  o ra l  p resenta t ions .  

  Communica t ion  Sk i l l s :  
A r t i cu la te  we l l - founded c r i t i ques  and in terpre ta t ions  o f  a rch i tec tura l  works  in  
bo th  wr i t t en  and verba l  fo rms.  
Engage e f fec t ive ly  in  academic  d iscuss ions ,  debates ,  and c r i t i ques ,  
demonst ra t ing  openness  to  d iverse  perspect ives  wh i le  de fend ing  one 's  
ana ly t ica l  s tandpo in t .  

  E th ica l  and Cu l tu ra l  Awareness :  
Eva luate  arch i tec tura l  works  wi th in  the i r  e th ica l ,  env i ronmenta l ,  and  
soc iopo l i t i ca l  contexts ,  recogn iz ing  the  respons ib i l i t i es  o f  a rch i tec ts  and c r i t i cs  
in  shap ing pub l i c  spaces  and soc ie ta l  norms.  
Apprec ia te  and c r i t i ca l l y  assess  the  ro le  o f  cu l tu ra l  i n f luences  in  arch i tec tu ra l  
des ign,  p romot ing  an unders tand ing o f  how g loba l  and loca l  contex ts  shape 
arch i tec tura l  p rac t i ces .  

  Innovat ive  Th ink ing :  
Propose innovat i ve  c r i t i ques  tha t  cont r ibu te  new perspec t i ves  or  theore t i ca l  
approaches  to  the  f ie ld  o f  a rch i tec tura l  c r i t i c i sm.  
Cha l lenge t rad i t i ona l  o r  ma ins t ream arch i tec tura l  nar ra t i ves  and p ropose 
a l te rna t ive  in te rp re ta t ions  tha t  encourage c r i t i ca l  thought  and d ia logue.  
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B- Aims: 

 
Deve lop  a  c r i t i ca l  unders tand ing  and  awareness  o f  some o f  the  bas ic  te rms and ideas  re la t ing  
to  arch i tec tura l  morpho logy and c r i t i c ism in  te rms o f  de f in i t ions ,  h is tory ,  theory ,  and methods .  
Th is  course  wi l l  a lso  supp lement  the  theore t ica l  knowledge  wi th  case s tud ies  tha t  i l l us t ra te  
the  p rocess  o f  a rch i tec tura l  morpho logy.  

 
  Deve lop an ab i l i t y  to  c r i t i ca l l y  read and in te rp re t  a rch i tec tura l  works  us ing exp l ic i t  

methodo log ies  and to  communicate  th is  us ing wr i t ten  and graph ic  means .  Upon the 
comple t ion  o f  t h i s  course ,  s tudents  wi l l  be  ab le  to :  

  Ana lyze  the  conten t  o f  c r i t i ca l  a rguments  in to  the i r  e lements  
  E f fec t ive ly  descr ibe  a  bu i ld ing  o r  env i ronment  
  Exerc ise  c r i t i ca l  j udgment  about  bu i ld ing  or  env i ronment  descr ip t ions   
  Deve lop a  c r i t i ca l  and  re f lec t ive  argument  bu i ld ing  on arguments  th rough d iagrams and 

pub l i shab le  c r i t i c ism 
  Prepare  arguments  in  the  fo rmat  o f  an  academic  essay  
  Demons t ra te  and deve lop fo rmal  sk i l l s  in  both  wr i t i ng  and  reason ing.  
  Unders tand fundamenta l  ph i losoph ica l  and arch i tec tura l  te rmino log ies  such as  wor ld  

v iews,  theory ,  h is to ry ,  f o rm,  des ign ,  s t y le ,  e tc .  
  D i f f e ren t ia te  be tween the  d i f f e ren t  modes o f  a rch i tec tura l  c r i t i c ism and app ly  them in  

appropr ia te  cases  and contex ts    
  Prov ide a  ra t iona l  morpho log ica l  ana lys is  o f  a rch i tec tura l  p ro jec ts  
  Wr i te  an  e lementa ry  c r i t i ca l  essay  o f  a rch i tec tura l  works .  

 
C- NAAB Student Performance Criteria 

 
  A1 .  Communica t ion  Sk i l l s :  Ab i l i t y  to  read ,  wr i te ,  speak  and l i s ten  e f fec t i ve ly  
  A5 .  Inves t iga t i ve  Sk i l l s :  Ab i l i t y  to  ga ther ,  assess ,  record ,  app ly ,  and comparat i ve ly  

eva luate  re levant  in fo rmat ion  wi th in  a rch i tec tu ra l  coursework  and des ign  processes.  
  A7.  Use o f  Precedents :  Ab i l i t y  to  examine and comprehend the fundamenta l  p r inc ip les  

present  in  re levant  precedents  and  to  make cho ices  regard ing  the  incorpora t ion  o f  
such pr inc ip les  in to  arch i tec ture  and u rban des ign  pro jec ts .  

  C1.  Co l labora t ion :  Ab i l i t y  to  work  in  co l labora t ion  wi th  o thers  and in  mu l t id isc ip l ina ry  
teams to  success fu l l y  comple te  des ign pro jec ts .  

 
 

20. Topic Outline and Schedule: 
 

Weeks topics subtopics instruc
tor 

References  

1 General 
introduction 

   

2 Definitions of 
theory, world 
views 

Worldview, frameworks, models 
theories 

 Lang, J. (1987). Creating Architectural Theory: 
The Role of Behavioral Sciences in 
Environmental Design. VNR, New York. Pp. 13-
21 
Lang, Jon. 1991. Design Theory from an 
Environment Behavior perspective. In: Zube, 
Ervin & Moore, Gary T. (editors), Advances in 
Environment, Behavior, and Design vol. 3. 
Plenum Press, New York & London, pp. 53-
101. 
Zube, Ervin & Moore, Gary T. (editors). 1991. 
Advances in Environment, Behavior, nnd 
Design vol. 3. Plenum Press, New York & 
London. pp.vii-ix 
 

Theory definitions, theory types 
e.g. substantive, procedural, etc… 

3 methodology Definitions, types,    
The 8 step synoptic methodology 

4 Form and 
function 

Definitions by different 
philosophers, Plato, Aristotle  

 Arnheim, Rudolf, The Dynamics of Architectural 
Form. 
Eisenman, Peter, (1963). The formal Basis of 
Modern Architecture. PhD dissertation 
Cambridge form (ETH Zurich 1995). 
Forty, Adrian. (2000). Words and Buildings: A 
Vocabulary of Modern Architecture. New York: 
Thames & Hudson 

Types of architectural form 
Function and performance  
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Hendrix, John Shannon, The Contradiction 
Between Form and Function in Hendrix, 
John, Architectural Forms and Philosophical 
Structures (New York: Lang, 2003) 
Madrazo, L. The concept of type in 
architecture: An inquiry into the nature of 
architectural  
 

5 Style, formal 
languages  

Architectural types, definitions, 
categorization etc… 

 Akerman, J. S. (1962). A Theory of Style. The 
Journal of Aesthetics and Art Criticism. Vol. 20, 
No. 3. pp. 227-237.  
Knight, Terry (1994). Transformations in 
Design: A Formal Approach to Stylistic Change 
and Innovation in the Visual Arts. Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press  
 
 

6 Aesthetics  General introduction. The good, 
the beautiful, and he truthful  

 Winters, Edward, Aesthetics and Architecture 
(London: Continuum, 2007) 
 

7 Analysis  What is analysis, what is a 
precedent i.e. the five basic 
components of a precedent 

 CLARK, R. H., PAUSE, M., 1996. Precedents 
in Architecture. 2nd edition 
UNWIN, S., 2003. Analyzing Architecture. 2nd 
ed. London and New York: Routledge.  
UNWIN, S., 2008. An Architecture Notebook. 
3rd ed. London and New York: Routledge. 

8 Morphology Etymology and history, definitions, 
types; relational, constructive, 
transformative, value and aim of 
morphology 

  

  Midterm exam    
9 criticism Etymology and definition. literary 

and art criticism  
 Raymond Williams, Keywords: a vocabulary of 

culture and society. Fontana, 1976, pp. 74–76. 
10+11 Architectural 

criticism 
The ten types of architectural 
criticism  

 Attoe, Wayne. (1987). Architecture and Critical 
Imagination 
 

12+13 Case study 
presentations 

Visual and written examples of 
architectural criticism (local, 
regional and international 

  

14+15  student 
presentations 

   

 
21. Teaching Methods and Assignments:  
 
 
Th is  course  is  theore t ica l  i n  na ture ,  as  such,  i t  wi l l  be  run  as  a  seminar  tha t  depends  on lec tures  
and l i t e ra tu re  rev iews .  Run as  a  seminar ,  t he  de l ive ry  is  in tended to  be  open-ended,  we l l
s t ruc tu red,  and d i rec ted.  Never the less ,  to  max im ize s tudents  benef i t  o f  the  course,  the  course  
wi l l  i nc lude and app l i ca t ion  par t  where  s tudents  wi l l  ana l yse and present  case s tud ies  in  c r i t i c ism 
and  morpho logy.  The  c lass  wi l l  meet  twice  week ly .  In  the  f i r s t  th i rd  o f  the  semester ,  l ec tures  wi l l  
depend on  mater ia l  p repared by the  lec tu re r ,  wh ich  wi l l  p rov ide  s tudents  wi th  bas ic  knowledge 
requ i red fo r  the  second and  th i rd  par ts  o f  the  course.  Dur ing  the  second th i rd  o f  the  semester ,  
lec tu res  wi l l  take  more the  fo rm o f  a  seminar  where  s tudents  wi l l  pa r t i c ipa te  more  th rough  
prev ious ly  summar ized  read ing  mate r ia l  and  essays .  In  the  th i rd  par t  o f  t he  semester ,  s tudents  
wi l l  t ake  the  lead th rough present ing  a  group  pro jec t .  A l l  th rough the  course ,  s tudents  wi l l  be  
encouraged  to  d i rec t  the  ob jec ts  o f  d iscuss ion,  to  d iscuss  and workshop the i r  own c r i t i ca l  wr i t i ng ,  
and to  comment  c r i t i ca l l y  on  the  work  o f  the i r  peers .  There  wi l l  be  an emphas is  on bo th  wr i t i ng  
as  a  c ra f t ,  and  arch i tec tu ra l  mode l l ing  sk i l l s .  D i scuss ions  wi l l  cent re  around the  ana lys is  o f  tex ts  
as  we l l  p recedents .  
 
S tudents  wi l l  be  prov ided wi th  the i r  read ing mater ia l  two weeks  before  i t s  due t ime.  S tudents  wi l l  
work  in  g roups  o f  2 -4  s ta r t ing  the  second th i rd  o f  t he  semester .
 
 
22. Evaluation Methods and Course Requirements:  
 
For  the  f ina l  g rades o f  th i s  course,  ac t ive  invo lvement  in  the  course  dur ing  the  seminars ,  exams 
and qu izzes  scores ,  the  qua l i t y  o f  t he  te rm paper  wr i t ing ,  as  we l l  as  verba l  and v isua l  
p resenta t ion  and the  wi l l  be  assessed.  Par t i c ipa t ion  there fo re  does  not  mean pure  presence in  
the  c lass  room but  ac t i ve  cont r ibu t ions  to  the  seminar  d iscuss ,  there fore ,en ts  who haven ’ t  made 
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any quest ion  o r  comments  to  the  content  o f  the  course  dur ing  the  seminars  cannot  ach ieve a  
par t i c ipa t ion  g rade o f  B  or  above.   
 
The mid te rm exam as  we l l  as  the  f ina l  exam wi l l  eva lua te  fac tua l ,  p rocedura l ,  and conceptua l  
knowledge deve loped by s tudents  ac ross  the  semeste r .   For  the  te rm paper ,  t he  in te l lec tua l  
s t rength  o f  the  argumenta t ion  and the  proper  s t ruc tur ing  o f  the  paper  are  va lued mos t .  
Never the less ,  a  good o r  exce l len t  g rade (B  o r  above)  can  on ly  be  ach ieved i f  t he  paper  i s  based  
on a  so l id  research on the  spec i f i c  top ic  and a  pro fess iona l  p resenta t ion .  Texts  wh ich  fa i l  t o  
name a l l  sources  o f  t he i r  i n format ion  ( inc l .  image sources)  p roper l y  wi l l  no t  be  cons idered fo r  
g rades  in  the  B  range  or  above.  To be ab le  to  invo lve  in  the  d iscuss ions  and get  a  broader  
theore t ica l  unders tand ing s tudents  are  expec ted to  read the  seminar  tex ts  fo r  each  
sess ion  prov ided fo r  the  s tudents .   
 
ASSESSMENT:  
 
M id te rm exam 30%  
Paper  15% (An arch i tec tura l  c r i t i que,  4  A4 pages  inc lud ing  par t i c ipa t ion)  
Ac t i ve  d iscuss ion and par t ic ipa t ion  5%  
F ina l  Paper  exam 50% 
 
Grade Scale: 
Approx imate  d is t r ibu t ion  o f  s tudents  wi th in  sca le  
 

A A- B+ B B- C+ D- F
88-
100 

84-87 79-83 75-78 71-74 66-70 62-65 0-61 

 

 
F Inadequate  Min ima l  ach ievement  is  observed  in  te rms  o f  meet ing  the  ob jec t i ves .  Insu f f i c ien t  
ev idence o f  unders tand ing o f  the  sub jec t  mat ter ;  weakness  in  c r i t i ca l  and  ana ly t i ca l  sk i l l s ;  l im i ted  
o r  i r re levant  use  o f  the  l i t e ra tu re .  
 
D-The s tudent  exh ib i t s  ve ry  l im i ted  ach ievement  across  a l l  ob jec t ives ,  s t rugg l ing  to  g rasp  the  
requ i red knowledge and sk i l l s  and fac ing cha l lenges  in  app ly ing  them adequate ly  even wi th  
suppor t .  
 
D/D+    Marginal  Pass -  The  s tudent  d isp lays  l im i ted  ach ievement  ac ross  mos t  ob jec t ives ,  o r  
encounters  c lear  d i f f i cu l t i es  in  spec i f i c  a reas .  There  is  a  res t r ic ted  unders tand ing  o f  the  requ i red  
knowledge and sk i l l s ,  w i th  fu l l  app l ica t ion  poss ib le  on ly  in  t yp ica l  s i t ua t ions  wi th  ass is tance.  
 
C+/C/C-  Sat is factory    The s tudent  demons t ra tes  a  good overa l l  unders tand ing o f  the  requ i red  
knowledge and sk i l l s ,  e f fec t ive l y  app ly ing  them in  s tandard  s i tua t ions .  Occas iona l  ins tances  o f  
ana lys is ,  synthes is ,  and eva luat ion  a re  ev ident .  
 
B+/B/B-  Good     The s tudent  cons is tent l y  and  comprehens ive ly  grasps  the  requ i red knowledge  
and sk i l l s ,  app ly ing  them pro f i c ien t l y  in  d ive rse  contexts .  Ev idence  o f  ana lys is ,  syn thes is ,  and  
eva luat ion  i s  t yp ica l l y  p resent ,  wi th  occas iona l  d isp lays  o f  o r ig ina l i t y  and ins igh t .  
 

A-  Very Good The s tudent  exh ib i t s  a  cons is tent  and thorough unders tand ing o f  the  requ i red  
knowledge and sk i l l s ,  app ly ing  them adept l y  across  a  wide  range o f  scenar ios .  There  i s  
cons is ten t  ev idence o f  ana lys is ,  syn thes is ,  and  eva lua t ion ,  o f t en  accompanied by d isp lays  
o f  o r ig ina l i t y  and ins igh t .  

 
A+/ A Excel lent  The s tudent  demonst ra tes  a  f lawless  and  comprehens ive  unders tand ing o f  t he  
requ i red knowledge and sk i l l s ,  execut ing  them impeccab ly  ac ross  var ious  s i tua t ions .  Cons is tent  
ev idence o f  ana lys is ,  synthes is ,  and eva luat ion  i s  apparent ,  a longs ide f requent  d isp lays  o f  
o r ig ina l i t y ,  i ns igh t ,  and cons is ten t l y  h igh-qua l i t y  work .  
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23. Course Policies: 
 
All university rules and regulations will be strictly followed in evaluating students. 
 
A-  At tendance pol ic ies:  
 
Absence percentage wi l l  no t  exceed 15% of  the  to ta l  l ec tu res  o f  t he  semester ,  wh ich  means  tha t  
by  the  s ix th  absence,  the  s tudent  wi l l  no t  a t tend  the  f ina l  exam.  Leav ing  c lass  be fo re  i t  ends ,  o r  
tak ing  an extended bathroom or  wate r  break  tha t  las ts  1 /3  o f  t he  c lass  t ime or  longer ,  wi l l  be  
cons idered an unexcused absence.  
 
Absences f rom exams and hand ing  in  ass ignments  on t ime:  
 

  ass ignments  are  to  be  handed in  on  the  dates  and t imes schedu led  
  incomple te  work  is  accepted wi th  the  h ighest  g rade be ing  a t  a  C  
  la te  work  is  no t  accepted  
  work  submi t ted  by o thers  is  no t  accepted  
  ex tens ions  are  not  g ranted  
  make-ups a re  no t  g ranted  

 
I f  a  s tudent  i s  unab le  to  submi t  a  p iece o f  coursework  o r  a t tend  an exam by the  
pub l i shed dead l ine  due to  c i rcumstances beyond cont ro l  such  as  an emergency or  o ther  
m i t iga t ing  reasons  tha t  i s  accepted by the  Un ivers i t y  (The c i rcumstances must  be  fu l l y  and  
o f f i c ia l l y  documented) ,  the  s tudent  has  to  hand  i t  in  as  soon as  he/she can a f te r  tha t .  There  wi l l  
be  no  ad jus tment  made fo r  absence,  la te  work ,  o r  incomple te  work  due to  cont ro l lab le  events  
(such as  v is i ts  to  the  Student  Hea l th  Center ,  job  in te rv iews ,  ho l iday f l igh ts ,  and  work  schedu les) .
 
The grade o f  I  ( I ncomple te)  i s  ass igned ONLY in  accordance wi th  the  c r i te r ia  se t  ou t  in  the  
Schoo l  o f  eng ineer ing  Bu l le t in  and Univers i t y  regu la t ions .  A  g rade o f  Incomple te  may be  g iven  
on ly  when the  work  o f  the  course is  subs tant ia l l y  comple ted when the  s tudent ’s  work  is  o f  
pass ing qua l i t y .  
 
B-  Heal th  and safety procedures:  
 
C-  Honesty  pol icy regarding cheat ing,  p lagiar ism,  misbehaviour :  
 
M isbehav iour :  
 
Ins t ruc to r  may re fuse a  s tudent  admiss ion  to  a  lec ture ,  a  tu tor ia l  o r  learn ing ac t iv i t y  se t  ou t  in  
the  course  out l i ne  because o f  la teness ,  m isconduc t ,  i na t ten t ion  o r  fa i lu re  to  meet  the  
respons ib i l i t ies  o f  t he  course  se t  ou t  in  the  course ou t l i ne .  S tudents  who neg lec t  the i r  academic
work  may be ass igned a  f ina l  g rade o f  N  or  debar red  f rom f ina l  examinat ions .  
Behav iours  tha t  inh ib i t s  o ther  s tudents ’  ab i l i t y  to  learn  and an ins t ruc tor ’s  ab i l i t y  to  teach  
pers is ten t l y  or  g ross ly  in te r fe res  wi th  c lass room ac t i v i t i es  is  cons idered  d is rupt ive  and  i s  sub jec t  
to  d isc ip l inary  ac t ion .  A  s tudent  respons ib le  fo r  d is rupt i ve  behav iour  may be requ i red to  leave  
c lass  pend ing  d iscuss ion  and reso lu t ion  o f  t he  p rob lem and may be repor ted  to  the  Of f i ce  o f  
S tudent  Jud ic ia l  A f fa i rs  fo r  d isc ip l inary  ac t ion .  
Academic  d ishones ty  inc ludes  but  i s  no t  l im i ted  to  ac ts  such  as  cheat ing  on  exams or  
ass ignments ;  p lag ia r i z ing  the  words  or  ideas  o f  o thers ;  fabr ica t ing  mater ia l  o r  c i t a t ions ;  
fac i l i t a t ing  ac ts  o f  academic  d ishonesty  by  o thers ;  c la im ing au thorsh ip  o f  works  done by  o thers  
whether  s tudents  or  p ro fess iona ls ;  submi t t ing  work  comple ted prev ious  works  by se l f  o r  o thers ;  
and/or  submi t t ing  the  same work  to  mul t ip le  c lasses  in  wh ich  a  s tudent  i s  enro l led  
s imu l taneous ly .  A l l  these cases  wi l l  be  dea l t  wi th  accord ing to  the  ru les  and regu la t ion  s ta ted ou t  
in  the  ru les  and regu la t ions  app l ied  a t  the  Un ivers i t y  o f  Jordan  as  posted on  the  Un ivers i t y  
webpage 
 
D-  Grading pol icy:  
 
M id te rm exam 30%  
Paper  20% (An arch i tec tura l  c r i t i que,  4  A4 pages  inc lud ing  par t i c ipa t ion)   
F ina l  Paper  exam 50% 
 
E-  Avai lab le  univers i ty  services that  support  achievement  in  the  course:  
 
Access  to  Wi -F i  i n ternet  
Proper  e lec t ron ic  l i b rary  
Ma in  L ib ra ry /Depar tment  L ib rary  
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F -Lecture room courtesy 
 
Academic  and soc ia l  manners  and c iv i l i t y  a re  not  t r i v ia l ;  they he lp  to  es tab l ish  and ma in ta in  the  
qua l i t y  o f  re la t ionsh ips  between ind iv idua ls  invo lved in  the  academic  exper ience  and they in form 
proper  everyday behav iors .  To  tha t  end,  k ind l y  observe the  fo l lowing gu ide l ines  fo r  ma in ta in ing  a  
c iv i l  educat iona l  env i ronment  (adopted f rom copyr igh t  2004 Janet  L .  Har t ran f t ) :  
 

  Punctual i ty  in  a t tendance and leav ing:  I t ' s  cour teous  to  be  on t ime and to  no t  leave c lass  
ear l y .  S tudents  who a r r i ve  la te  d is rupt  c lass  unnecessar i l y .  S tuden ts  who wa lk  out  o f  
c lass  ear l y  r i sk  g iv ing  an  un in tent iona l l y  nega t ive  impress ion  by ex i t ing  unexpec ted l y .  I f  
c i r cumstances requ i re  you  to  be la te  fo r  c lass ,  o r  requ i re  you  to  leave ear l y ,  p lease a le r t  
the  ins t ruc to r  e i ther  be fore  or  a f te r  c lass .  Punc tua l i t y  i s  h igh l y  apprec ia ted ;  hab i tua l  
la teness  is  l i ke l y  to  have a  negat ive  impact  on  one 's  g rade.  

  In  dec id ing  whether  or  no t  to  a t tend  c lass :  P lease do  no t  ask  your  ins t ruc tor  i f  she  i s  
cover ing  anyth ing  “ impor tan t ”  on  tha t  day.  Th is  course  is  care fu l l y  p lanned  out  –  every  
lec tu re  is  impor tan t .  

  Respect  for  others:  t rea t ing  op in ions  and  ideas wi th  respec t  i s  a  bas ic  cour tesy  tha t  i s  
apprec ia ted  by a l l .  I t ' s  impor tant  tha t  each o f  us  extend th is  cour tesy to  each o ther  as  
par t  o f  our  everyday c lass  in terac t ions .  Respect fu l  behav iors  i nc lude l i s ten ing care fu l l y  
and a t ten t ive l y  to  what  o thers  have  to  say ,  o f fe r ing  comments  and cha l lenges  to  ideas  in  
ways  tha t  address  issues  ra ther  than persona l i t i es ,  coming  to  c lass  on t ime,  be ing  
prepared fo r  the  day 's  read ings  and ac t i v i t i es ,  and re f ra in ing  f rom ta lk ing  or  read ing wh i l e  
o thers  are  speak ing.  

  Class Rules:  lec tu re  ha l ls  a re  communal  spaces .  A l l  s tudents  are  expec ted to  be  
respec t fu l  to  o thers  who share  the  space,  no  beverages  or  food is  a l lowed in to  the  lec ture  
room.  Keep the  room t idy  and c lean ,  and g ive  u tmost  care  to  the equ ipment .  

  Work ing  on  the  lab  computers  dur ing  presenta t ions :  a l l  s tudents  are  expected to  pay  
a t ten t ion  and  take no tes  dur ing  lec tures .  P lease re f ra in  f rom work ing  on  the  ind iv idua l  
computers  dur ing  c lass ,  p resenta t ions  or  d iscuss ions  un less  you take permiss ion o r  do ing  
so  is  an  exp l i c i t  component  o f  t he  c lass  exerc ise .  Work ing  on anyth ing not  re la ted to  
lec tu re  top ic  wi l l  l ead  to  immed ia te  d ismissa l  f rom c lass .  Repeat ing  such ac t ions  wi l l  
even tua l l y  a f fec t  the  f ina l  g rade  

  Mobi le  phones:  the  use o f  phones  in  any manners  is  s t r i c t l y  p roh ib i ted .  A l l  P lease make 
cer ta in  tha t  a l l  e lec t ron ic  dev ices  are  tu rned o f f  be fo re  c lass  beg ins .  

  Br ing ing a  newspaper  or  s tudy mater ia ls  ( f rom other  c lasses)  t o  c lass :   do  no t  s tudy 
mater ia l  f rom other  c lasses  dur ing  th is  c lass .  I f  you  fee l  tha t  you  mus t  spend our  c lass  
t ime s tudy ing o r  do ing homework ,  p lease go to  the  l ib ra ry .  

  The content  o f  the  sy l labus ,  lec tures ,  and p resenta t ions ;  the  des ign o f  the  ass ignments ;  
and  ca lcu la t ion  o f  t he  grade you  earn  a re  not  s tar t ing  po in ts  fo r  negot ia t ion .  Whi le  the  
ins t ruc tor  i s  a lways  wi l l ing  to  work  wi th  s tuden ts  on a  one-on one-bas is ,  i nd iv idua l  te rms 
cannot  be  negot ia ted wi th  each s tudent .  

  Br ing ing  gues ts  to  c lass :  I f  you  wish  to  b r ing  a  gues t  to  c las s  e .g .  f r i end,  re la t ive ,  
s ib l ingp lease consu l t  w i th  the  ins t ruc tor  p r io r  to  the  v is i t .  V is i t o rs  are  genera l l y  we lcome 
in  c lass ;  however ,  t he  ins t ruc to r  does  reserve the  r igh t  to  dec l ine  accommodat ing  
reques ts  fo r  v is i t s .  

 The ins t ruc tor  reserves  the  r igh t  to  reques t  tha t  a  s tudent  (o r  v i s i t o r )  l eave the  c lass room 
in  the  even t  tha t  h is  o r  her  behav iour  becomes undu ly  d is t rac t ing  or  d is rupt i ve  to  the  
purposes  o f  the  c lass  o r  to  ma in ta in ing  the  c i v i l i t y  o f  the  c lass room env i ronment .  

 
 
 
 
24. Required equipment: (Facilities, Tools, Labs, Training….) 

 
Proper ly  equ ipped lec ture /seminar  room 
Data  show 
lab  tops /works ta t ions  
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