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INTRODUCTION

The program of the academic discipline "Philosophical Foundations of Scientific
Knowledge" is compiled in accordance with the program of preparation for the third (educational
and scientific) level of higher education in the field of knowledge C Social Sciences, Journalism,
Information and International Relations, specialty C1 Economics and International Economic
Relations (by specialization) specialization C1.02. International Economic Relations, qualification
Doctor of Philosophy in Economics and International Economic Relations.

1. DESCRIPTION OF POSTGRADUATE PRACTICE

1.1. The purpose of teaching the academic discipline

Philosophy is the basis for any scientific activity. A modern scientist should be a person with a
humanitarian development, which is possible due to the appeal to the models of human intellectual
activity, which are represented by the development of world philosophical thought. Philosophy forms a
basic idea of the principles of being, interpersonal relations, raises questions about the meaning of
existence, the ways of developing the history of mankind, theoretical and methodological problems of
science. The development of modern science in general and socio-humanitarian sciences in particular is
associated with the expansion of disciplinary boundaries, the formation of interdisciplinary approaches.
Appeal to philosophy should help a scientist to problematize the theoretical and methodological
principles of his discipline, expand the subject field of research. Actually, philosophy helps a scientist,
teacher, employee of any field to navigate in rather complex problems of the development of scientific
knowledge.

The purpose of the course is to deepen knowledge of the philosophy of science, the philosophical
foundations of scientific research, current philosophical and methodological problems of the theory of
social / humanitarian knowledge and ways to solve them.

1.2. Main objectives of studying the discipline

Teaching the course "Philosophical Foundations of Scientific Knowledge" for the preparation of
Doctors of Philosophy involves:

(1 in-depth study by students of the most acute and relevant problems and main achievements of
modern philosophical thought, theoretical approaches to scientific research;

(1 creation of a theoretical basis for scientific activity;

(1 in-depth consideration of the theoretical and methodological foundations of scientific research;

(1 analysis of the connection between philosophical concepts and the problems of modern science.

1.3. Number of credits: 4

1.4. Total number of hours: 120

1.5. Characteristics of the academic discipline
compulsory
Full-time form of study
Year of preparation
1st
Semester
1st
Lectures
24 hours
Practical, seminar classes
12 hours
Independent work
84 hours
including essay
20 hours




1.6. List of competencies, the formation of which is facilitated by the discipline:

IC. The ability to solve complex problems of professional and/or research and innovation
activities in the field of international economic relations, to apply the methodology of scientific
and pedagogical activity, as well as to conduct one's own scientific research, the results of which
have scientific novelty, theoretical and practical significance

GC 01. The ability to abstract thinking, analysis and synthesis.

GC 04. The ability to identify, pose and solve problems of a

research nature in the field of international economic relations, to evaluate and ensure the
quality of the research performed.

PC 01. The ability to perform original research, achieve scientific results that create new
knowledge in the field of international economic relations and related interdisciplinary areas and
can be published in leading scientific publications.

PC 03. The ability to integrate knowledge from different fields, apply a systematic approach
and take into account non-economic aspects when solving complex problems of international
economic relations and conducting research.

PC 04. The ability to identify, pose and solve research problems in the field of international
economic relations, evaluate and ensure the quality of research performed.

1.7. Planned learning outcomes, the formation of which is facilitated by the discipline:

LO 01. Have advanced conceptual and methodological knowledge, research skills sufficient
to conduct scientific and applied research at the border of subject areas, taking into account modern
trends and trends in the latest achievements of world science.

LO 02. Think critically, summarize and analyze phenomena and problems under study, make
effective decisions based on modern decision-making methods, logical arguments and proven facts
in conditions of limited time and resources.

LO 04. Analyze and apply conceptual models, scientific achievements of domestic and
foreign scientists, fundamental postulates and theories, paradigms of global economic
development, new approaches to the functioning and development of the world economy and
international economic relations.

LO 07. Formulate and test hypotheses; use appropriate evidence to substantiate conclusions,
in particular, the results of theoretical analysis, empirical research (surveys, observations, etc.) and
mathematical and/or computer modeling, available literature data.

1.8. Prerequisites for the study: not required.

2. THEMATIC PLAN OF THE ACADEMIC DISCIPLINE
Section 1. Philosophical foundations of scientific thinking

Topic 1. The subject of philosophy and its place in human life and the structure of
university education/science

What is philosophy? The problem of defining the subject and place of philosophy.
Philosophical problematization of human existence. Philosophizing as a person’s questioning of
himself. Philosophy as “spiritual exercises”. How is philosophy possible? Philosophy as the co-
possibility of truths. Philosophical foundations of university education/science. Philosophy and
epistemology. Philosophy — science — politics.

Topic 2. Ancient philosophical foundations of modern education and science

“Greek miracle” — causes and consequences. Greek philosophy as mastery of the cosmos
(natural philosophy and cosmology from the lonian schools to the late Stoics). Formation of
rationalistic cognitive practices. The nature and role of ancient rationalism in the formation of



Western thinking. Philosophy in the structure of ancient society: political and pedagogical
dimensions of philosophy. From ancient to modern episteme.

Section 2. Current problems of the theory and methodology of socio-humanitarian
cognition

Topic 3: Scientist-positivist direction in modern European philosophy

Methodology of science as a reflection of methods. Postclassical characteristics of
scientificity. Modern methodological reductionism: anthropologization of science. Verification,
empirical and logical verification. Socio-cultural conditionality of scientific knowledge in post-
positivist constructions: the principle of falsification of K. Popper and methodological anarchism
of P. Feyerabend. Modern philosophical and methodological projects of science, rationality and
knowledge. Structuralism as an alternative to the humanization of scientificity. Methodological
strategies of modern analytical philosophy. Reflection on the methodology of the humanities.
Nomothetic and ideographic sciences. Methodological shift from the discovery of the laws of
society to the “production”/“construction” of the social” and ‘“genealogy”. Methodological
programs for the humanization of social knowledge: cultural centrism, axiologization, dialogism.

Topic 4. Being and language: phenomenology, hermeneutics and the “linguistic turn”

The philosophism of the transcendental subject as the basis of philosophizing in the classical
West. Phenomenology: conceptual order, method, operationality. Phenomenological principles of
socio-humanitarian cognition. Martin Heidegger’s fundamental ontology: problematization of
human being. “Linguistic turn” (linguistic turn): transformations of the philosophical
understanding of language. Three paths of the linguistic turn (hermeneutics, linguistic
structuralism, analytical tradition). Hermeneutic perspective in philosophy and social and
humanities. From the classical hermeneutics of the German historical school to modern
philosophical hermeneutics. Phenomenology and hermeneutics. Hermeneutics and deconstruction.

Topic 5. Methodological shift in the humanities of the second half of the 20th century:
from structuralism to poststructuralism

Linguistic foundations of structuralist methodology (F. de Saussure, E. Benveniste, K. Lévi-
Strauss). "Work™, "text" and "intertext" (R. Barthes). Genealogical method of M. Foucault. The
work of symbolic structure (J. Deleuze). Narratology: philosophy, history and literature.
Deconstruction, deconstructivism.

Section 3. Peculiarities of understanding modern society

Topic 6. Philosophical understanding of the development of society: culture, politics,
economics, discourse

Social ontologies and the specifics of social patterns. Theoretical and methodological
problems of understanding society. Archaic society. Classical society. Modern. Modern 1. (Post)
Modern 2. Social structure of archaic and classical society. Social structure of modernity and its
main stages. Modern developed society: different approaches to its understanding. Concept of
"other" ("second") modernity.

Topic 7. Philosophy of politics and problems of modern democracy

Prospects and problems of the development of democratic society. Modern philosophy and
methodology of politics. World-system analysis of 1. Wallerstein. Dynamics of cycles of world
hegemony. Procedural theory of democracy of M. Weber and J. Schumpeter. Debates of elitists
and pluralists in modern democratic theory. Radical democratic criticism of liberal democracy (Y.
Habermas, S. Mouffe).



3. STRUCTURE OF THE COURSE

Topic names Topic names
Topic including
names -
I S ind
Section 1.
Topic 1. 15 4 2 9
Topic 2 15 4 2 9
Section 2.
Topic 3 14 3 2 9
Topic 4 13 3 1 9
Topic 5 12 2 1 9
Section 3.
Topic 6. 15 4 2 9
Topic 7. 16 4 2 10
Essay 20 20
Total hours 120 24 12 84
4. TOPICS OF PRACTICAL CLASSES
Ne Topic names Number of
hours
1 | The subject of philosophy and its place in human life and the structure 2
of university education/science
2 | Ancient philosophical foundations of modern education and science 2
3 | Scientist-positivist direction in modern European philosophy 2
4 | Being and language: phenomenology, hermeneutics and the "linguistic 2
turn”
5 | Methodological shift in the humanities of the second half of the 20th 2
century: from structuralism to post-structuralism
6 | Philosophical understanding of the development of society: culture, 2
politics, economics, discourse.
Total hours 12




5. ASSIGNMENTS FOR INDEPENDENT WORK

*The applicant completes one written work with a free choice of topic (one of the three sections
of the course) and format (abstract - volume of 10,000 characters or more), which is submitted to
the Moodle platform.

: Number
Ne Types, content of independent work of hours
1 | Critical generalization of recommended literature on the topic: the subject 9
of philosophy and its place in human life and the structure of university
education/science
2 | Independent study and preparation for a discussion on the topic Ancient 9
philosophical foundations of European education and science
3 | Abstracting of recommended literature on the topic: Scientist-positivist 9
direction of
4 | European philosophy 9
5 | In-depth search for information using the abstract, recommended literature 9

and reference books on the topic: Being and language: phenomenology,
hermeneutics and the "linguistic turn"

6 | Independent study of literature on the topic Methodological shift in the 9
humanities of the second half of the 20th century: from structuralism to
post-structuralism

7 | Study of the abstract, literature and preparation for a discussion on the topic 10
Social philosophy. Philosophical understanding of the development of
society: culture, politics, economics.

8 | Independent deepening of knowledge on the topic Philosophy of politics 20
and problems of modern democracy.
Total hours 84

6. INDIVIDUAL TASKS

Individual work involves writing an essay.

Recommendations and requirements for writing essays

Postgraduate students independently choose a philosophical topic, coordinating it with the teacher.
It is desirable that the chosen topic intersects with the topic of the performer's dissertation research. After
determining the topic, it is necessary to select appropriate literature, which consists of primary sources and
critical works, articles (not less than 10 titles). The essay must be submitted for review to the teacher or to
the Department of Theoretical and Practical Philosophy within the established deadline (no later than 10
days before the start of the session).

Structure and content of the essay. It is necessary to draw up a plan for writing an essay, the main
purpose of which is the logical disclosure of the chosen topic. In terms of structure, the essay should have
the following components:

1) title page;

2) abstract plan

3) introduction;

4) main part;

5) conclusion;

6) list of references.

In the introduction, you should determine the relevance of the problem, formulate the goal and
objectives of the abstract. In the main part of the abstract, points (paragraphs) should be highlighted,
according to which the topic is consistently revealed. In addition to summarizing and analyzing primary
sources and relevant literature, you should also indicate your own understanding of the issues raised. In the
text of the abstract, a reference to relevant literature is mandatory, which is carried out in accordance with
the Requirements for the design of the dissertation (point 11 of section Il1). In the final part of the abstract,



you should summarize the results and indicate the conclusions of this work, which should correspond to
the goals and objectives set in the introduction.

Format and volume of the abstract. The volume of the abstract should be 1 printed sheet (25 pages),
printed in 14 point with one and a half spacing. The pages should be numbered and bound.

The abstract is evaluated up to 25 points according to the following criteria:

« relevance of the chosen topic, clarity of the problem statement, its consonance with the topic of the
postgraduate dissertation research (2 points);

« correspondence to the topic and exhaustiveness of the selected literature, which consists of primary
sources and modern critical works, articles (at least 10 titles) (2 points);

* logical construction, clear structure and content of the abstract (2 points);

* representativeness of the abstract plan, the purpose of which is the logical disclosure of the chosen
topic (2 points);

» presence of such structural components as a title representing the chosen problem, plan,
introduction, conclusion, list of references (2 points);

« well-argued relevance of the problem, formulated goal and objectives (3 points);

* sequence of disclosure of the topic (2 points);

* in addition to summarizing and analyzing primary sources and relevant literature, one's own
understanding of the issues raised is presented (4 points);

» there are citations/references to relevant literature (2 points);

« there are own conclusions that correspond to the goals and objectives set in the introduction (2
points);

* compliance with formal requirements for the design and volume of the abstract (2 points).

7. TEACHING METHODS
Frontal and individual, reproductive, problem-finding and research teaching methods.
Problem-oriented learning. Consideration of problematic issues, written assignments (review of
the article). Discussions and brainstorming. Oral survey method. Technologies for the
development of critical thinking.

8. CONTROL METHODS

Current control

« assessment of the degree of activity of postgraduate students and the quality of their presentations
with reports and comments during discussions at seminar classes;

« assessment of creative individual tasks (essay);

» checking reviews of philosophical sources;

» checking the understanding of postgraduate students of theoretical and practical program material
as a whole, the ability to creatively use the accumulated knowledge and skills.

The above types and forms of mastering the academic discipline make it possible to score 60 points.

« final control (exam);

Final control involves a written test with open questions.

It is recommended:

- write a scientific review of any source text (articles or monographs) from the list of recommended
literature;

- prepare theses and deliver a report on the problems considered at the seminar classes;

- prepare problem questions and/or reasoned comments on the problems raised in the seminar
classes in order to take an active part in the discussion of philosophical problems;

- prepare an abstract.




9. CXEMA HAPAXYBAHHS BAJIIB

Current control, independent work, individual tasks
Section 1 Section 2 Section 3 Total | Exam Sum
Abstract
Tl T2 T3 | T4 | TS T6 T7
5 5 5 5 5 5 5 25 60 40 100

T1, T2 ... —those divisions.
Note. Withdrawal of 20 points throughout the semester and individual assignments with the
necessary minds for the admission of the graduate student to the sub-semester control.

Assessment criteria:

Participation in seminar classes involves presentations with reports, reasoned comments on the
problems discussed at the seminar, and provides the opportunity to receive up to 5 points for the seminar.
The criteria for receiving a high score are as follows:

* knowledge and use of philosophical sources, various approaches to the analysis of current problems
of philosophy and methodology of scientific research — 1 point;

* creative nature of analysis and generalization of various philosophical approaches — 1 point;

« skills of concise, clear, logical, consistent and competent presentation of the material, formulation
of one's own conclusions — 2 points;

« ability to conduct polemics on theoretical and practical issues of philosophy, ability to illustrate
theoretical positions with relevant examples — 1 point.

Separate points are awarded for the review of the source, which is estimated at 5 (article) and 10
(monograph) points. Evaluation criteria:

* logical structure of the plan-summary, which reveals the features of the construction and
components of the content of the primary source text (1 (article), 2 (monograph) points);

» isolation of key concepts, methods, features of the author's theoretical research strategy (1 (article),
2 (monograph) points);

« selection of relevant quotes that highlight and specify the content of the primary source (1 (article),
2 (monograph) points);

* highlighting of conclusions, key conceptual theses of the author of the text (1 (article), 2
(monograph) points);

* presence of reasoned own comments and conclusions (1 (article), 2 (monograph) points).

Note: academic fraud is not permissible.

The exam paper consists of three questions, each of which is evaluated according to the following
scoring system, after which the arithmetic average is calculated:
34-40 points — the postgraduate student demonstrated deep knowledge of the content of the examination
question, conducted a deep philosophical analysis of the specified problem;
deeply and comprehensively covered knowledge of the main provisions of philosophical primary
sources and recommended literature;
the answer fully represents a certain philosophical problem;
the answer is constructed concisely, clearly, logically and consistently with the formulation of one's
own conclusions;
the answer contains a comparison of different approaches to solving a certain problem, their critical
analysis;
the answer demonstrates a high level of mastery of the educational material
29-33 points — the postgraduate student demonstrated knowledge of the content of the examination
question, presented the specified problem in a reasoned manner;
the answer as a whole represents a certain philosophical problem;
an analysis of different points of view on the specified issue was carried out;



the answer is concise and consistent, but there are certain inaccuracies and errors in the logic of the
presentation of the material, the own conclusions are not substantiated;
the answer contains a comparison of different approaches to solving a certain problem without their
own analysis

21-28 points — the postgraduate student demonstrated some knowledge of the content of the examination
question, outlining the main provisions of the specified problem;
the knowledge covered is fragmentary;
there is no analysis of different points of view on the specified issue;
the answer is not sufficiently consistent and logical;
there are no own conclusions

10-20 points — the postgraduate student demonstrated an understanding of the examination question;
there is no analysis of the specified issue;
the answer is fragmentary, conclusions and generalizations are missing, or do not correspond to the
content of the question

1-9 points — the answer is partial;
there is no analysis of the specified issue;
the conclusions are missing or not relevant.

0 points — the answer is missing, or does not correspond to the content of the question

Assessment scale

Total points for all types of learning activities Exam grade
during the semester
90 - 100 Excellent
70-89 Good
50-69 Satisfactory
0-49 Unsatisfactory

The evaluation criteria for all types of tasks (current and final control) are given in the relevant
sections of the distance learning course "*Philosophical Foundations of Scientific Knowledge':
https://moodle.karazin.ua/course/view.php?id=7113.

Use of artificial intelligence (Al) technologies

During the study of the academic discipline, the use of artificial intelligence (Al)
technologies is carried out in accordance with the Policy on the use of artificial intelligence
technologies of the Kharkiv National University named after V. N. Karazin.

Within the discipline, the following models of using Al are used:

1. The "No AI" model.

The use of artificial intelligence technologies is not allowed during the performance of
control measures aimed at checking individual knowledge and the formation of competencies of
the student of education, in particular: oral survey, modular control works, exam (credit), unless
otherwise determined by the teacher, other types of assessment for which the teacher has set
restrictions on the use of Al.

2. "Al as an assistant” model.

During preparation for practical classes, completion of individual tasks, essays, analytical
reviews and other written works, the use of Al is allowed for: searching and systematizing
information, selecting and primary analysis of scientific sources, explaining complex concepts,
improving the structure of the text, checking grammar, style and design, generating ideas, work
plans or examples.

The final text of the work, conclusions, analysis, interpretation of the results and decisions
made must be independently prepared by the student.

3. "Al as a tool" model.


https://moodle.karazin.ua/course/view.php?id=7113

For certain laboratory, practical, project or research works, the use of artificial intelligence
technologies can be a mandatory component of the task. In such cases, students can use generative
Al models to: analyze and prepare data, generate, analyze and optimize software code, compare
the results of different Al models, create visualizations, diagrams or images, analyze large data
sets. conducting experiments using modern artificial intelligence tools.

All results obtained with the help of Al are subject to critical analysis, verification and
revision by the student of education.

Declaration of use of Al.

In the case of using artificial intelligence technologies, the student must specify: the name
of the Al service or model; date of use; nature of assistance (idea generation, information retrieval,
data analysis, code generation, text editing, etc.).

At the teacher's request, the learner must provide the prompts used or explain how to use the
Al tools.

The undeclared use of artificial intelligence technologies or the presentation of Al-generated
material as one's own educational activity is considered a violation of the principles of academic
integrity in accordance with the University's internal regulatory documents.

Enrollment of non-formal education

Applicants can receive additional points for successful completion of distance courses or
trainings on leading educational platforms, which are thematically related to the content of the
discipline and correlate with the total number of credits.

Examples of relevant non-formal education can be:

—online courses (Coursera, Prometheus, etc.) on topics related to the content of the academic
discipline;

- participation in certified trainings and seminars devoted to topics related to the content of
the academic discipline;

- certified programs on topics related to the content of the academic discipline, conducted
by international organizations or universities.

Enrollment conditions:

— The applicant must provide the teacher with an official document (certificate or certificate)
confirming the successful completion of the course.

- The course must be agreed with the teacher. It is recommended to discuss the choice of
course in advance.

Each application is considered individually. The procedure for recognizing the results of
non-formal education is carried out in accordance with the Procedure for recognizing the results
of training obtained in non-formal education at Kharkiv National University named after V.N.
Karazin. The decision is adopted by the scientific and methodical commission of the NNI
"Karazinsky Institute of International Relations and Tourism Business" on the basis of the
submitted package of documents from the student of education
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11. LINKS TO INFORMATION RESOURCES ON THE INTERNET, VIDEO
LECTURES, OTHER METHODOLOGICAL SUPPORT

1. HapuanbHi mporpamu kadeapu TeOpeTHIHOI 1 mpakTHaHOi (imocodii imeni mpodecopa
I1.B. Illaza: http://philosophy.karazin.ua/ua/kafedra/tpf_program.html

2. Caiit xypuany «CrinbHey: https://commons.com.ua/uk/

3. Caiit xypHainy «®inocodcbka gymkay: http://journal.philosophy.ua/news

4. Jstor mudpoBa MOBHOTEKCTOBA 0a3a JaHUX aHTIIOMOBHHUX HAYKOBHUX JKYPHAIIB:

http://jstor.org
5. The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy: https://plato.stanford.edu/

12. FEATURES OF FULL-TIME STUDYING IN THE CONDITIONS OF
EXTENSION OF FORCE MAJEURE

In the conditions of force majeure, the educational process at the university is carried out in
accordance with the orders/instructions of the rector/vice-rector or in a blended form of education
or completely remotely in a synchronous mode.

Taking the final semester test: in the event of the introduction of strict restrictions with a ban
on visiting the HEI, full-time students are given the opportunity to take the exam remotely on the
Moodle platform in the distance course "Philosophical Principles of Scientific Knowledge™:
https://moodle.karazin.ua/course/view.php?id=7113.
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