UGED 2901 Death and Immortality 23-24R2

Course Code: UGED 2901
Title in English: Death and Immortality
Title in Chinese: FET-BLRFG
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Kubler-Ross Elisabeth, Questions and Answers on Death and Dying, NY: Macmillan 1976.

Kubler-Ross Elisabeth, Death: The Final Stage of Growth, New Jessey: Prentice Hall, 1975.

Schneidman Edwin ed., Death: Current Perspectives, Palo Alto, Calf: Mayfield, 1980.

Wilcox Sandra and Sutton Mainlyin, Understanding Death and Dying: An Interdisciplinary Approach, Calf.,:
Alfred, 1985.

Charon Jacques, Death and Western Thought, NY: Macmillan, 1963.

Maquire Daniel, Death by Choice, NY: Image Book, 1984.

Grof Stanislew, Books of the Dead: Manuals for Living and Dying, London  Thames and Hudson, 1994.
Wein Robert F, Ethical issues in Death and Dying, NY: Columbia U.Press, 1986.

Davidson Glen; Living With Dying: A Guide For Relatives and Friends, Angsburg: Fortess, 1990.

Peachy Mark, Facing Terminal Illiness, Pennsylvania: Herald Press, 1981.
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Arnies, Philippe, Western Attitudes Towards Death, Baltimore:  Johns Hopkins UP, 1974
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Paragon House, 1987
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Harmony Books, 1997.

Kushner, Harold, When bad things happen to good people, New York : Schocken Books, 1981.

Thich Nhat Hanh, Living Buddha, Living Christ, New York : Riverhead Books, 1995.

Thich Nhat Hanh ,Peace is every step : the path of mindfulness in everyday life, edited by Arnold Kotler,
New York, N.Y. : Bantam Books, 1991

Thich Nhat Hanh, Creating true peace : ending violence in yourself, your family, your community, and the
world, New York : Free Press, 2004,

de Mello, Anthony, 7aking flight : a book of story meditations, New York : Doubleday, 1990

Nouwen, Henri, 7he wounded healer : ministry in contemporary society, Garden City,N.Y. : Image Books,
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Nouwen, Henri, 7he return of the prodigal son : a story of homecoming, London : Darton, Longman and
Todd, 1994

Frankl, Viktor, Man's search for meaning, Boston : Beacon Press, 2006

Pausch, Randy, 7he /ast lecture, New York : Hyperion, 2008.
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Albom, Mitch, For one more day, London: Sphere, 2007

Walsch, Neale Donald, Conversations with God, New York : G.P. Putnam's Sons, 1996

Eugene O'Kelly, Chasing Daylight: how my forthcoming death transformed my life : a final account, New
York : McGraw-Hil, 2007

Piper, Don and Murphey, Cecil, 90 minutes in Heaven, Grand Rapids, Mich. : Revell, 2000

Feedback for evaluation

Feedback for evaluation:

L.

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.

Teaching Lecturer

Name: PR

Office Location: FEREM A 417 = 0 (SFF 555k

Email: b391725@gmail.com

Teaching Venue: Wen, 2:30—5:15 p.m. 5 Fri 2:30—5:15 p.m.

Other information: Blackboard

Details of course website

P R
City of the Silent - - Timeline of Death:
http://www.alsirat.com/silence/cemtime/time1.html

Death - - the last taboo (Australian Museum):
http://www.deathonline.net/index.cfm

Death in art:
http://www.geocities.com/ppollefeys/main.htm

The International Organization for Near-Death Studies:
http://www.1ands.org/
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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. Details 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.

Grade Descriptors for Essays
Argument Theory Analysis Writing Style
[Excellent] A (85 - 92) or

[V ery Good] A- (80 - 84)

* 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 mostly repeating the material we have read.

* You defend your claims in a well-developed way by giving and explaining your reasons for your position.

» You identify likely objections, present them charitably and respond to them effectively.

* You carefully explain the theoretical and/or practical implications of your argument.

» 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.

» You quote relevant key passages with proper citations.

* You define key terms, and explain their role and how they relate to each other.

* You discuss what the thinker would probably have said about an issue by drawing on what he/she did say about other
related matters.

» You choose your words carefully. The language is precise rather than vague, natural rather than awkward, straightforward
rather than ostentatious.

+ Each piece of the essay is presented in a way that makes it clear to the reader how it 18 relevant to your thesis.

+ Where appropriate, you use real or hypothetical examples to help illustrate abstract points.

[Good]
B+ (76 -79), B (72 - 75) or B- (68 - 71)

+ Thesis statement is clear, but general and
unambitious.

*+ The reasons given to
support claims are occasionally weak or too brief. Some claims in need of defence are merely asserted.

+ Some key objections are not considered, or the response is weak or too brief.

+ Theoretical and/or practical implications are not explained, or the explanation is vague and imprecise.

+ There are minor inaccuracies in the account of the theory. Some small points are overlooked.

* The theory’ s arguments for its conclusion(s) are described, but the relationship between them is not explained, or the
explanation is vague and imprecise.

+ Use of quotations is sometimes missing or erratic or without proper citations.

+ Some key concepts are not defined, or are defined carelessly.

+ The language is generally clear, but occasionally lacks precision or naturalness or desirable simplicity.
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+ The relevance of small parts of the essay is not made clear.
+ Jllustrative examples are used rarely or not at all.
[Fair]
C+ (64 - 67), C (60 - 63) or C- (56 - 59)
+ Thesis statement is absent or insignificant or
confused.
* The reasons given to
support claims are usually weak or too brief. Many claims in need of defence are merely asserted.
» Objections are not considered, or they are
+ There are significant inaccuracies in the account of the theory. Some major points are overlooked.
* The theory’ s conclusion(s) are
described without reference to its arguments.
» The language is often unclear, due to being vague or awkward or ostentatious.
+ The relevance of significant parts of the essay is not made clear.
+ IMustrative examples are used incorrectly or not at
all.
only a straw-man version, or the response is ineffective.
+ Implications are not identified, or they are asserted without explanation.
+ The argument is likely to contain contradictions.
+ Use of quotations is missing or erratic or without proper citations.
+ Key concepts are not defined, or are defined incorrectly.
[Pass]
D+ (53 - 55) or
D (50 - 52)
* You demonstrate an awareness of what an argument 1s, and try to make one.
* You grasp at least the main features of some of the theory’ s most important points.
+ The language is intelligible more often than not.
[Fail]
F (0-49)
+ You show little awareness of what an argument 1s, fails to make an argument, and shows almost no effort to make one.
* You fail to grasp any of the major features of the theory. You have a fundamentally flawed and distorted understanding of
the major points of the theory. On the whole, you demonstrate almost no effort in representing the theory accurately.
+ The language is more unintelligible than not and the meaning of the language is very hard to discern. The essay is
thoroughly unorganized.

Grade Descriptors for Essay Examinations
[Excellent]
A (B5-92) or
[V ery Good]
A- (80 -84)
Argument
+ You faithfully reconstruct the author’ s positions, and prove this knowledge by knowing the argument(s) supporting the
theses in the text.
* You evidence independent and self-initiated thinking and understanding of the arguments and philosophical problems
through your ability to present your own counter-arguments and possible replies to counter-arguments.
Theory Analysis
» You exhibit thorough understanding of the relations of the themes presented in the various texts.
* You demonstrate a comprehensive understanding of the relations between the various subjects and authors discussed in the
course.
* You demonstrate an above-average facility in judgment by applying the various theories to cases and situations presented in
the course of the exam.
[Good]
B+ (76 - 79),
B (72 -775), or



B- (68 - 71)
Argument
* You can faithfully reconstruct the author’ s positions, and demonstrate a basic comprehension of the arguments supporting
those positions.
» You show some independence in thinking, but have difficulty developing your own criticisms and rebuttals to criticism.
Theory Analysis
* You exhibit relatively complete understanding of the relations between the authors and the themes presented in the various
texts.
» You show some basic, though average, facility in judgment by applying the various theories to cases and situations
presented in the course of the exam.
[Fair]
C+ (64 - 067),
C (60 - 63), or
C- (56 - 59)
Argument
» You demonstrate an ability to properly relay information about the various texts and the positions contained therein, but
have difficulty re-constructing the arguments, presenting counter-arguments, and criticism.
* You can faithfully relay information, but you show no independence in philosophical thinking, fail to show basic
competence in philosophical argumentation and have a difficulty understanding arguments.
Theory Analysis
* You show an incomplete understanding of the relations between the authors discussed in the course as well as the themes
presented in the various texts.
* You demonstrate competence to memorize information, but you have some difficulty applying various theories to cases and
situations presented in the course of the exam.
[Pass]
D+ (53 - 55), or
D (50 - 52)
Argument
+ You demonstrate some understanding of the course content, but have difficulty relaying accurate information about the
positions and the arguments for such positions in the text.
Theory Analysis
+ Although the answers are readable, you exhibit seriously incomplete understanding of the content as well as the
relationships between authors and themes covered in the readings and discussed in class.
+ You fail to demonstrate facility in the application of various theories to cases and situations presented in the course of the
exam.

[Fail]
F (0-49)
Argument

* You demonstrate no understanding of the course content. You relay inaccurate information about the positions and
arguments for those positions in the text.
Theory Analysis

» The answers are unreadable, and your answers exhibit a complete lack of understanding of the relationships between
authors and themes covered in the readings and discussed in class.
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