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Course Aims 
Travel has recently become a complex phenomenon of unprecedented proportions. This course aims at providing a theoretical and historical framework to analyze and reflect upon the relationships between travel and culture through an interdisciplinary approach. Topics discussed include: globalization, gender, consumption, theme parks, ecology, heritage and authenticity, etc.  Travel writing will also be emphasized. 

	Course Intended Learning Outcomes (CILOs)

	Upon completion of this course students should be able to:

	CILO1
	state  the basic issues in the study of cultural tourism.

	CILO2
	articulate the relationship between culture and travel, culture and tourism.

	CILO3
	evaluate and criticize travel literature and travel writings with critical concepts.

	CILO4
	comment on and criticize cultural phenomena related to travel and tourism.

	CILO5
	Apply travel-related cultural concepts to daily life experience.


	Teaching and Learning Activities (TLAs)

	TLA1
	Lecture: introduction of relevant issues; explanation of critical concepts; illustration of important issues and critical concepts and issues with daily examples and multimedia materials; explanation of required readings

	TLA2
	Field trip or travel movie case study

	TLA3
	In-class discussions

	TLA4
	Tutorial: oral presentations on a specific topic by students

	TLA5
	Group project on field trip or an itinerary plan

	TLA6
	Peer comment on presentation and discussion


	Assessment Tasks (ATs)

	
	
	Group
	Individual

	AT1
	Online Assignments

Students are to answer five online assignments containing MC/ short questions.
	
	10%

	AT2
	Tutorial Participation 

Students are to raise questions and make comment on the content of other groups’ presentation.
	
	10%

	AT3
	Oral Presentation 

In groups of 3 or 4, students are to deliver an oral presentation on a selected topic. The length of the presentation will be around 30 minutes.
	10%
	

	AT4
	Group Project 
In groups of 3 or 4 students are to deliver an oral presentation on an aspect of heritage in HK. Alternatively, students may deliver an itinerary plan.  The length of the presentation will be around 10-15 minutes. Students may form different groups from those used for AT3.
	10%
	

	AT5
	Term Paper 

Students are to write a research paper (about 2000 words) related to travel and culture. They may choose their own topic. The assignment is due at the end of April.
	
	30%

	AT6
	Take Home Test
In mid-May, students are to answer a 2-hour test containing 2 essay questions and submit their answers to the Moodle.
	
	30%

	
	TOTAL
	100%


	Alignment of Course Intended Learning Outcomes, Teaching and Learning Activities and Assessment Tasks 

	Course Intended Learning Outcomes
	Teaching and Learning Activities
	Assessment Tasks

	CILO1
	TLA1,3,4,6
	AT1,2,4,6

	CILO2
	TLA1,2,3,4,5
	AT1,2,4,5,6

	CILO3
	TLA1,2,4,6
	AT1,2,4,5,6

	CILO4
	TLA1,3,4,6
	AT1,2,3,4,5,6

	CILO5
	TLA1,2,3,4,5,6
	AT1,2,3,4,5,6


Distribution of Notional Learning Hours/ QF Credits

	Activity
	Notional Learning Hours (NLHs)

	Contact Hours (a)

	Lecture 
	26

	Tutorial
	13

	Consultation
	1

	TOTAL:
	40

	Self-Study Hours (b)

	Online Assignments
	20

	Preparation for Presentations
	20

	Term Paper
	15

	Revision for Take Home Test
	25

	TOTAL:
	80

	
	


Course Outline:
(Tentative)
Week 1 Introduction: Archetypal Travel
Week 2 The Privileged Eye
Leed, E. (1991). The Mind of the Traveler: From Gilgamesh to Global Tourism. New York: Basic Books. 177-213.

Text: Bohls, E and Ducan, I. (2005). Travel Writing: 1700- 1830 An Anthology. Oxford; New York: Oxford University Press. (Excerpt)

Week 3 Tourist Gaze 
John Urry, The Tourist Gaze, (London; Thousand Oaks, Calif: Sage, 2002): 1-15

Week 4-5 Tourism and Postcolonial Discourse
Tucker, Hazel & Akama, John. (2009) “Tourism as Postcolonialism.” In T. Jamal and M. Robinson (Ed.), The Sage Handbook of Tourism Studies. London: Sage. 504-520.
Text: Jamaica Kincaid, A small place (Excerpt); Lonely planet (Excerpt)
Week 6 -7 Heritage and Authenticity
Meethan, Kevin. (2001) "Authenticity and Heritage." Tourism in Global Society: Place, Culture, Consumption. New York: Palgrave. 90-113.
Week 8 Field Trip
Week 9 Reading Week

Week 10 McDisneyization and Tourism  
Ritzer, George & Liska, Allan. (1997) "'McDisneyization' and 'Post-Tourism': Complementary Perspectives on Contemporary Tourism." Touring Cultures. 96-112. 
Week 11 Tourism and the Environment
Jarkko Saarinen, “Tourism and  Touristic Representations of Nature.” In A. Lew, C. M. Hall and Al. Williams  (Ed.) A Companion to Tourism. Malden, MA: Blackwell Publisher, 2004. 438-449

Week 12 Traveler and Backpacker

Siegel, K. and Wulff, T. (2002). “Travel as Spectacle.” In K. Siegel (Ed.), Issues in Travel Writing. New York: Peter Lang. 109-122.
Week 13 Gender:

Enloe, C. (2000). “On the Beach.” Bananas, Beaches, and Bases: Making Feminist Sense of International Politics. Berkeley: University of California Press. 19-41.
Movie: Queen (2014); Bill Bryson’s Neither here nor there: Travels in Europe (Excerpt)

Week 14 Group Presentation 
Week 15  Reading Week 
 Academic Honesty

You are expected to do your own work.  Dishonesty in fulfilling any assignment undermines the learning process and the integrity of your college degree.  Engaging in dishonest or unethical behavior is forbidden and will result in disciplinary action, specifically a failing grade on the assignment with no opportunity for resubmission.  A second infraction will result in an F for the course and a report to College officials.  Examples of prohibited behavior are:

· Cheating – an act of deception by which a student misleadingly demonstrates that s/he has mastered information on an academic exercise.  Examples include:

· Copying or allowing another to copy a test, quiz, paper, or project

· Submitting a paper or major portions of a paper that has been previously submitted for another class without permission of the current instructor

· Turning in written assignments that are not your own work (including homework)

· Plagiarism – the act of representing the work of another as one’s own without giving credit.

· Failing to give credit for ideas and material taken from others 

· Representing another’s artistic or scholarly work as one’s own

· Fabrication – the intentional use of invented information or the falsification of research or other findings with the intent to deceive.
To comply with the University’s policy, the term paper has to be submitted to both VeriGuide.  
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Rubric for Class Participation and Discussion

	Criteria
	Exemplary
	Satisfactory
	Developing
	Unsatisfactory

	Preparation

	Arrives fully prepared at every class session

4 points
	Arrives mostly, if not fully, prepared (ongoing)

3 points
	Preparation is

Inconsistent

2 points
	Rarely or never

Prepared

0 points

	Initiative


	Questions asked focus, clarify and summarize discussion

4 points
	Occasionally ask good questions

3 points
	Raise questions only when asked by lecturer

2 points
	Demonstrates a

noticeable lack of interest 

0 point

	Response


	Quality of response reflects knowledge, comprehension and application of readings

4 points
	Quality of response reflects knowledge, and some comprehension of readings

3 points
	Quality of response occasionally reflects knowledge of readings

2 points
	Quality of response shows a lack of knowledge of readings

0 point

	Discussion


	Quality of response extends the discussion with peers and reflects analysis, synthesis and evaluation

5 points
	Quality of response extends the discussion with peers 

3 points
	Quality of response is poor

2 points
	Unable to participate in discussion

0 point


Rubric for Presentation and Group Project
	Criteria
	Exemplary
	Satisfactory
	Developing
	Unsatisfactory

	Introduction
	Provided unique insight, relevance, and exceptional clarity introducing project and its place and significance within a field of study

4 points
	Provided basic introduction and background information related to the project

3 points
	Present but not clear or informative
2 points
	No introduction or background

1 point

	Research Question/ Objectives/ Hypothesis
	Hypothesis/RQ was clear, wellconstructed, and the student effectively argued that it addressed a pressing question in the field

4 points
	Hypothesis/RQ was clearly presented and well constructed

3 points
	Hypothesis/RQ was not clear or well constructed

2 points
	No hypothesis/RQ given or was exceptionally weak

1 point

	Explanation of Methodology
	Appropriate, clear, well-connected to the hypothesis/RQ /objectives, and showed exceptionally creative and/or meticulous investigation

4 points
	Adequate and clearly explained

3 points
	Explained, but seemed inadequate for the study goals/purpose

2 points
	Not or poorly explained

1 point



	Presentation and Interpretation of Results
	Results clearly presented, discussion hits major points and nuanced interpretations, conclusions clearly flow from results and relate back to hypothesis/ RQ/objectives, exceptionally clear take-home message

4 points
	Results clearly presented, conclusions clearly flow from results and relate back to hypothesis/RQ/objectives

3 points
	Results/conclusions presented, but unclear or not fully developed

2 points
	Results/conclusions not presented

1 point

	Overall Design and Use of Images/Text
	Professional appearance and organization. Images and text arrangement exceptionally well done and greatly enhanced understanding.

4 points
	Well organized. Images added to the understanding. Text easily readable. Appropriate image size and amount of text.

3 points
	Adequate organization, but somewhat hard to follow. Images did not add or detract from effectiveness. Some spelling/grammatical errors.

2 points
	Disorganized and hard to follow. Images and/or text unreadable or detracts. Gross spelling/grammatical errors.

1 point

	Verbal Delivery and Engagement with the Audience
	Movement and expression conveyed poise and enthusiasm while explaining the project. Audience well engaged.

4 points
	Verbal delivery added to presentation. Engaged audience. Made good eye contact.

3 points
	Delivery & expression did not add or take away from the presentation. Didn't engage audience.

2 points
	Did not engage audience; movements, expression detracted from the presentation

1 point

	Demonstration of the Value
	Illustrated exceptional understanding, persuaded the listener of critical significance of the project

4 points
	Illustrated clear understanding; argued the topic was important

3 points
	Communicated minimal understanding of project significance

2 points
	Student understanding was not evident, did not explain the significance of the topic

1 point

	Answers to Questions
	Answers showed exceptional insight into the field

4 points
	Answers added to and ex-tended the topics discussed

3 points
	Able to address most of the questions

2 points
	Able to partially address some of the questions

1 point


Term Paper Rubric 

6-7 = excellent

5  = good

4 = satisfactory

3- 2 = marginal

1 = poor

	Content is inspiring and intriguing
	7

12points

6

11points

5

10points

4

7points

3

5points

2

2points

1

1points



	Original insights are offered
	7

12points

6

11points

5

10points

4

7points

3

5points

2

2points

1

1points



	Topic is focused and narrow enough
	7

12points

6

11points

5

10points

4

7points

3

5points

2

2points

1

1points



	Highly appropriate sources are identified; materials are rich and thick.
	7

12points

6

11points

5

10points

4

7points

3

5points

2

2points

1

1points



	Concepts learned in the course successfully applied and integrated into your own insights
	7

12points

6

11points

5

10points

4

7points

3

5points

2

2points

1

1points



	Good cohesiveness. Information ties together effectively.
	7

7points

6

6points

5

5points

4

4points

3

3points

2

2points

1

1points



	Well- structured
	7

7points

6

6points

5

5points

4

4points

3

3points

2

2points

1

1points



	Spelling, grammar and sentence construction
	almost no, or few spelling and/ or grammar mistakes

4points

some spelling and/ or grammar mistakes

3points

numerous spelling and grammar mistakes

2points

unaccepted number of spelling and grammar mistakes

1points



	Citations
	Sources acknowledged with full reference details

7points

Sources acknowledged with few or bare reference details

4points

Plagiarism

0points
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