UGED 2891 Philosophy of Love 2023-2024 ( FE8HH)

Course Code: UGED 2891
Title in English : Philosophy of Love
Title in Chinese : E[5FH#E

Teacher: Prof. Tao kwok cheung [aE3%%
Office Location: IEREMEIUE 417 = 54 5R(SHE
Email: taopaper2022@gmail.com

Teaching Venue: LSK514 Wed 15:30-18:15p.m.
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List of topics

Topic Contents/ fundamental concepts
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Leaming activities
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Course schedule
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5 SREEE 2 ERBIEZFY | Alain de Botton ¢ Essays in love #EE%
3B
6 BB YL R Richard Dawin : The Selfish Gene #EE%
Helen Fisher : Anatomy of Love #£E%
7 BE OB MEEE SR | The Psychoanalytic Contribution © What Freud
discovered about love
8 AR EEE 2 — 515 | Alain de Botton : Status Anexity #EES
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I Roland Barthes » A Lover’ Discourse Fragments #£E5%
13 HELE BRI (EAVERlT) BEER
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Erich Fromm, 7he Art of loving , London : Unwm 1975.
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Roland Barthes : A Lover's Discourse: Fragments > New York : Hill and Wang, 1978.
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Irving Singer, 7he Nature of love 3 Vols; Chicago : University of Chicago Press, 1984.

Irving Singer , 7he Pursuit of love , Baltimore : Johns Hopkins University Press, 1994 .

Erich Fromm, Zhe Art of loving , London : Unwin, 1975.

Alan Soble , The Structure of love , New Haven ; London : Yale University Press, 1990.

Alan Soble edited, Eros, agape, and philia : readings in the philosophy of love, New York : Paragon
House, 1989.

Mark Gibbard, Dynamic of love : an exploration into believing praying and being humand, London :
Mowbray, 1974.

Sue Miller, For Lover, New York : HarperCollins, 1993.

Chris John-Terry, For the love of wisdom : an explanation of the meaning and purpose of philosophy, New
York : Alba House, 1994

Robert C. Solomon, Love : emotion, myth, & metaphor / Robert C Solomon, Buffalo, N.Y. : Prometheus
Books, 1990

Jack D. Douglas, with the assistance of John Hillebrand Love, intimacy, and sex, Newbury Park, Calif. :
Sage Publicatin, 1988.




11. Encyclopedia of love & sex : a comprehensive guide to the physiology of sex, the art of loving, and the
psychology of love , New York : Crescent Books, 1984.

12.  Denis de Rougemont, Loye in the Western world / Denis de Rougemont transiated by Montgomery Belgion,
Princcton, [N.J.] : Princeton University Press, 1983.

13.  Constance Rover, Love, morals and the feminists, Routledge & K. Paul : London, 1970.

14. Jeffrey E. Ford, Love, marriage, and sex in the Christian tradition from antiguity to today, San Francisco :
International Scholars Publications, 1999

15.  William Reiser edited Love of learning : desire for justice : undergraduate education and the option for the
poor , Scranton, PA : University of Scranton Press, 1995

16.  Douglas N. (Douglas Neil) Morgan, Love . Plato, the Bible and Freud, Englewood Cliffs, N.J. : Prenticc

Hall, 1964

17.  Odile M. Liebard compiled , Love & sexuality Wilmington, N.C. : Consortium Books, 1978

Grade distribution

[Excellent] A

You provide a detailed and specific thesis
statement that clearly describes the main
claim(s) you will be arguing for and
indicates how what you plan to say adds
something to the discussion, rather than

You provide an accurate account of
the relevant parts of the theory.

You illuminate the relationship between
the theory’s conclusion(s) and its
arguments.

(85-92) or mostly repeating the material we have read. You quote relevant key passages with
You defend your claims in a proper citations.
[Very Good] well-developed way by giving and You define key terms, and explain their
explaining your reasons for your position. role and how they relate to each other.
A- (80-84) You identify likely objections, present them You discuss what the thinker would
charitably and respond to them effectively. probably have said about an issue by
You carefully explain the theoretical and/or drawing on what he/she did say about
practical implications of your argument. other related matters.
Thesis statement is clear, but general and
unambitious. There are minor inaccuracies in the
account of the theory. Some small
The reasons given to points are overlooked.
[Good] The theory’s arguments for its
B+ (76-79) ) ) conclusion(s) are described, but the
’ support claims are qccas1ona11y weak or too relationship between them is not
brief. Some claims in need of defence are explained, or the explanation is vague
B (72-75) or merely asserted. and imprecise.
Use of quotations is sometimes missing
B- (68-71) Some key objections are not considered, or or erratic or without proper citations.
the response is weak or too brief. Some key concepts are not defined, or
Theoretical and/or practical implications are are defined carelessly.
not explained, or the explanation is vague
and imprecise.
Thesis statement is absent or insignificant or| o ) o
[Fair] There are significant inaccuracies in the
C+ (64-67), confused account of the theory. Some major
’ points are overlooked.
C (60-63) or The reasons given to The theory’s conclusion(s) are
described without reference to its
C- (56-59) support claims are usually weak or too brief.

Many claims in need of defence are merely

arguments.




asserted.

e  Objections are not considered, or they are

only a straw-man version, or the response is

ineffective. . L .
e  Use of quotations is missing or erratic

or without proper citations.
e Key concepts are not defined, or are
defined incorrectly.

e Implications are not identified, or they are
asserted without explanation.

e  The argument is likely to contain
contradictions.

[Pass]

D+ (53-55) or ¢ You demonstrate an awareness of what an argument|e You grasp at least the main features of some of|

is, and try to make one. the theory’s most important points.
D (50-52)
* You fail to grasp any of the major features of
[Fail] * You show little awareness of what an argument is, |the theory. You have a fundamentally flawed and
F (0-49) fails to make an argument, and shows almost no effort/distorted understanding of the major points of the

to make one. theory. On the whole, you demonstrate almost no
effort in representing the theory accurately.

Academic honesty and plagiarism

Attention 1s drawn to University policy and regulations on honesty in academic work, and to the disciplinary guidelines and
procedures  applicable to breaches of such policy and regulations. Detaills may be found at
http://www.cuhk.edu.hk/policy/academichonesty/ .

With each assignment, students will be required to submit a signed declaration that they are aware of these policies, regulations,
guidelines and procedures. For group projects, all students of the same group should be asked to sign the declaration.

For assignments in the form of a computer-generated document that is principally text-based and submitted via VeriGuide, the
statement, in the form of a receipt, will be issued by the system upon students’ uploading of the soft copy of the assignment.
Assignments without the receipt will not be graded by teachers. Only the final version of the assignment should be submitted
via VeriGuide.

Feedback for evaluation:

1. Students are welcome to give feedback on the course at any time. They can do so by communication to teacher or tutor
in class, by email, posting comments and questions to the eLearing platform, or during tutorials.

2. As with all courses in General education, students evaluate the course through a survey and written comments at the end
of the term.


http://www.cuhk.edu.hk/policy/academichonesty/
http://www.cuhk.edu.hk/policy/academichonesty/p10.htm

	Prof. Tao kwok cheung 陶國璋教授

