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1. About the program 

1.1 Higher education institution University of Bucharest 

1.2 Faculty Faculty of Interdisciplinary Studies 

1.3 Department Interdisciplinary School of Doctoral Studies – ISDS-UB 

1.4 Field of study - 

1.5 Study cycle Doctorate 

1.6 Study program / Qualification Broad Interdisciplinarity/ Mind, Language and Cognition 

 

2. About the discipline 

2.1 Name of the discipline Ethics and Academic Integrity 

2.2 Holder of the course Constantin Vică, Paul Vasos 

2.3 Holder of the seminar  

2.4 Study year 1 2.5 Semester 1 2.6 Evaluation type V 2.7 Discipline regime Oblig. 

 

3. Total estimated time 

3.1 Number of weekly hours 1 3.2 out of which course:  1 3.3 seminar/laboratory 0 

3.4 Total hours in the curriculum 28 3.5 out of which course: 28 3.6 seminar/laboratory 0 

Distribution of time: hours 

Study according to the textbook, course material, bibliography and notes 50 

Additional documentation in the library, on specialized electronic platforms and in the field 40 

Preparation of seminars/laboratory, assignments, papers, portfolios and essays 17 

Tutoring 10 

Examinations  5 

Others……………………………………  

3.7. Total hours of individual study 122 

3.8. Total hours per semester 150 

3.9. Number of credits 6 

 

4. Preconditions (where applicable) 

4.1 curriculum not applicable 

4.2 skills not applicable 

 

5. Conditions (where applicable) 

5.1 course delivery Room with multimedia equipment (video projector, smart 

board) 

5.2 conducting the seminar/laboratory  

 

 



 

 

6. Learning outcomes 

Knowledge LO1. Demonstrate understanding the principles of academic integrity, including honesty, 

transparency, and proper attribution of sources. They will be familiar with institutional 

policies and international standards regarding ethical conduct in research and scholarship. 

Skills LO1. Demonstrate independence in routine work including autonomous learning, reading 

widely, creative thinking, critical thinking, effective time management, collegiality, initiative, 

responsibility, problem-solving etc. 

LO2. Demonstrate the capacity to identify and avoid plagiarism, fabrication, and other forms 

of academic misconduct. Graduates will apply proper citation practices, manage data 

responsibly, and uphold the integrity of the research process in all their academic work. 

Responsibility 

and autonomy 

LO1. Demonstrate intellectual independence and academic integrity and the ability to make 

assessments of research ethics. 

LO2. Demonstrate independence in maintaining high ethical standards, even in challenging 

situations. They will be proactive in seeking guidance when ethical dilemmas arise and 

continuously reflect on their practices to ensure alignment with the values of academic 

integrity. 

LO3. Demonstrate accountability for their own work and contribute to a culture of integrity 

within their academic and professional communities. They will actively promote ethical 

behavior and address breaches of academic integrity when encountered. 

 

7. Contents 

8.1 Course Methods  Observations 

1.1. Frameworks for moral evaluation. How do we analyze 

an ethical problem? 

• Basic concepts of ethics 

• Moral argumentation 

• What are ethical theories and when are they 

useful? 

• Criteria for moral evaluation: intentions, 

consequences, and virtues 

• Moral dilemmas and moral disagreement 

• Moral principles, values, and duties 

1.2. Specifics of academic ethics 

• Unethical behavior in academic organizations 

(types and consequences) 

• Moral development in academia 

• The crisis of harassment and bullying – from 

individual misconduct to systemic ethical 

failures 

• Power asymmetries in academia 

• Integrity and responsibility of academics 

Lecture, explanation, 

conversation  
4 hours 

2.1. Teamwork ethics 

• Recruitment principles: transparency, fairness, 

representativeness 

Lecture, explanation, 

conversation 
3 hours 



 

 

• Ethics of contribution recognition 

• Collaboration, complicity, and whistleblowing 

• Science as a moral system – Mertonian norms 

of science 

2.2. Research ethics: contemporary challenges 

• On academic misconduct 

• Old challenges: plagiarism and self-plagiarism 

• Some new challenges: digital research on 

social media, electronic informed consent, and 

emerging technologies 

• Developing ethical reflexivity beyond moral 

intuitions and compliance 

• Ethics-by-design 

• Publication ethics: authorship, co-authorship, 

ghostwriting, and predatory journals 

• Ethical and regulatory challenges of being a 

European researcher 

• Open science tensions 

3.1. Academic integrity: institutional tools 

• Code of ethics and committees 

• The institutional virtues of an academic 

organization 

• Ethical evaluation and approval of research 

projects: why it is necessary and how it is 

done? 

• Who can help us solve moral issues within the 

university? 

3.2. Research ethics in the social sciences and humanities 

• Academic freedom and disagreement in 

science 

• Autonomy, human dignity and respect for 

persons 

• Expression, vulnerabilities, and the (non-)harm 

principle 

Lecture, explanation, 

conversation 
3 hours 

4. The ethics of using generative artificial intelligence in 

research  

• Do you really trust AI? Transparency, 

explainability and interpretability 

• The future of scientific authorship and new 

responsibilities 

• Guidelines, publishing norms, and automatic 

peer review 

• Involuntary plagiarism, hallucinations and 

academic fraud  

• New research skills and the risk of deskilling 

• Where is the limit of originality? From 

hypothesis generation to editing. 

Lecture, explanation, 

conversation 
4 hours 

• Introducing ethical concepts for basic  

sciences in the context they appeared in 
 7 hours 



 

 

• Citing correctly and giving credit in 

publications and scientific projects 

• Ethics in collaboration and competition 

• Ethical guidelines for Horison EU 

Scientific Projects (with specifics on handling data 

in medical sciences) 

 

• Examples of scientific conduct 

• Scientific ethics in the handling of tests for 

medical devices and medicine 

• Scientific ethics and big data in chemistry, 

biochemistry, biology, and medical sciences 

• Nobel prizes and interdisciplinarity: a 

discussion on relative contributions of different 

disciplines to addressing a scientific question 

• Papers that reveal various peer-review 

practices of editing houses in various fields 

 7 hours 
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8. Correlating the content of the discipline with the expectations of representatives of the epistemic 

community, professional associations and representative employers in the field related to the 

program 

The course tackles the most widely discussed theoretical problems in academic ethics, as well as their practical 

implications. 

Along with discussing more abstract arguments and theoretical stances, the course approaches the ethical 

infrastructure of academic organizations and moral decision tools that can be used and referred to by students in 

their future academic and professional life. 

 

9. Assessment 

Type of activity Assessment criteria Evaluation methods Weight in the final grade 

Course Final presentation and defense 

 

50% attendance threshold 

Project, verification 100% 

Minimum performance standard PASS 
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