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Objectives and Contextualisation

This subject provides the student with the argumentative bases and the basic knowledge necessary to address
some central issues and problems of philosophy and ethics, such as knowledge, freedom, good, justice and
life.

The objective is for the student to acquire introductory philosophical knowledge, but also to develop the
necessary skills to undertake the interdisciplinary study of science, technology and the humanities from a
philosophical perspective.

Competences

® Act with ethical responsibility and respect for fundamental rights and duties, diversity and democratic
values.

® |dentify the various philosophical, ethical and sociological conceptions of science and technology and
recognise their evolution throughout history.

® Make critical use of digital tools and interpret specific documentary sources.

® Produce written papers and give effective oral presentations, adopting the appropriate register in
different languages.

® Students must be capable of collecting and interpreting relevant data (usually within their area of study)
in order to make statements that reflect social, scientific or ethical relevant issues.

® Students must have and understand knowledge of an area of study built on the basis of general
secondary education, and while it relies on some advanced textbooks it also includes some aspects
coming from the forefront of its field of study.

Learning Outcomes

1. Construct philosophical arguments with rigour.



2. Correctly, accurately and clearly communicating the acquired philosophical knowledge in oral and
written form.

Explain aspects of philosophy and ethics using the terminology specific to the discipline.

Express ideas in specific vocabulary appropriate to the discipline.

Produce organised, correct discourse, oral and written, in the corresponding language.

Recognise the ethical dimension of scientific and technical development.

Recognise the principal philosophical debates on the nature of ethics.

Search for, select and manage information independently, both from structured sources (databases,
bibliographies, specialist journals) and from the web.

9. Use digital tools to collect, classify, analyse and interpret significant data related to philosophy studies.
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Content

. What is philosophy?

. How do we know something?

. The problem of freedom.

. Goodness and happiness.

. The meaning of life.

. Justice and the common good.
. Applied ethics.

. Ethics and science.
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Activities and Methodology

Title Hours ECTS Learning Outcomes

Type: Directed

Lectures 33 1.32 3,7,6

Practicum 16 0.64 8,2,1,5,3,4,9,7,6

Type: Supervised

Tutorials and work supervision 4.25 0.17 8,2,4,9

Type: Autonomous

Concept work and terminology 30.75 1.23 8,2,1,5,3,4,9,7,6

Reading and discussion of texts 35 1.4 8,2,1,5,3,4,7,6

1. Lectures: these are master lectures in which the teacher will present the overall thought of the author of the
text and will frame it within the history of philosophical thought. At the same time take the opportunity to
comment on the fundamental characteristics of the text to be read.

2. Reading of the texts: it is necessary that the student makes a first individual reading of the texts that will be
worked on in class collectively (the day indicated by the teacher), pointing out the ideas that he has understood
and the difficulties he has encountered

3. Collective rereading in class of the most relevant fragments, or that have presented some difficulty, and
discussion of key concepts. The teacher will guide the class based on the contents and doubts that arise from
the reading made by the students.

4. Critical analysis of the fundamental ideas of the global text: the students will present in the classroom a



critical analysis of the texts, an activity that will be valued, and which in turn will allow a collective discussion
supervised by the teacher. The ability to argue clearly, ordered and with some difficulty will be assessed.

5. Critical thematic debate: the ability to substantiate the arguments themselves will be valued, as well as
respect for the diversity of opinions, that is, they must be criticized with respect but with solid reflections.

Details, materials and dates of the various activities proposed throughout the course will be provided on the
Campus virtual.

Annotation: Within the schedule set by the centre or degree programme, 15 minutes of one class will be
reserved for students to evaluate their lecturers and their courses or modules through questionnaires.

Assessment

Continous Assessment Activities

Title Weighting Hours ECTS Learning Outcomes
Exam 1 25% 3 0.12 2,1,5,3,4,7,6
Exam 2 25% 3 0.12 2,5,3,4,7,6
Monograph 25% 15 0.6 8,2,1,5,3,4,9,7,6
Oral presentation 25% 10 0.4 8,2,1,5,3,4,9,7,6

The evaluation of the subject will consist of four items:

Written tests (x2): Two synthesis activities throughout the course, which will consist of a questionnaire (50%)
and a text commentary (50%), one in the middle of the course and the other at the end of the course.

The oral presentations: Identification, analysis and deepening by groups of a concrete thematic in the work of
the author worked. The script presented and the realization of the exhibition in class will be evaluated.

The written work: Monograph with cooperative work (by groups).

Final note: you must take all the tests to be evaluated. The final grade will be the result of the sum of all tests.
The course will be approved from 5 out of 10.

The reviews of the evaluation activities will be done in class, in sessions designed for this purpose.

On carrying out each evaluation activity, lecturers will inform students (on Moodle) of the procedures to be
followed for reviewing all grades awarded, and the date on which such a review will take place.

Recoveries: those students who have not passed some of the four tests, carried out or delivered in the
established term can be presented. Only for major reasons (formally justified) will be able to present to the
recovery those students that have not presented in or delivered some of the proofs of evaluation. In this case,
the average mark must be higher than 3,5. In all other cases, the student will be evaluated of the contents with
a not passed.

Remember: in the event that a student has not been able to be evaluated in at least 30% of the tests of this
subject, his / her file will include a NON-EVALUABLE one.

Plagiarism: In the event that the student commits any irregularity that could lead to a significant variation in the
grade of an assessment act, this assessment act will be graded with 0, regardless of the disciplinary process
that may be instructed. . In the event of several irregularities in the evaluation of the same subject, the final
grade for this subject will be 0.



At the time of carrying out each assessment activity, the teacher will inform the students (Moodle) of the
procedure and the date of review of the qualifications.

Unique assessment

The single assessment will be organized based on three tests that will take place during the same day. The
evidence for each test is as follows:

Two partial exams with a value of 35% each

A written assignment worth 30%
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Language list

Name Group Language Semester Turn

(PAUL) Classroom practices 1 Spanish first semester morning-mixed

(TE) Theory 1 Spanish first semester morning-mixed




