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Position of the course

This basic course wants to help students gain basic knowledge of the most
important schools in normative ethics.

Contents

A thorough analysis is given of the major theories including utilitarianism and
consequentialism, virtue ethics, feminist ethics and Kantianism. These theories are
studied on the basis of the writings of philosophers who represent the different
schools. The 'meta theme' of this course is about 'centric' assumptions within
normative ethics: which perspectives and moral experiences are over- and
underrepresented in ethical-normative theorizing?

Initial competences

To have some knowledge about ethics.

Final competences

1  To have knowledge of the strengths and weaknesses of the different normative
1  theories.
2  To be able to apply the perspectives on concrete ethical problems.
3  To be able to read mainstream articles on ethics in scholarly journals.

Conditions for credit contract

Access to this course unit via a credit contract is unrestricted: the student takes into consideration the conditions mentioned
in 'Starting Competences'

Conditions for exam contract

Access to this course unit via an exam contract is unrestricted

Teaching methods

Group work, Lecture, Independent work, Peer teaching

Extra information on the teaching methods

•  Lectures
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•  Seminars: interactive discussion of articles.
•  Mini symposium: students present in pairs a concise analysis of a theme of their
•  choice from the domain of practical normative ethics from the perspective of the
•  course's meta theme (exclusion/centric thought in ethics); this is modeled as a
•  scientific conference contribution.

Study material

Type: Slides

Name: Normatieve Ethiek
Indicative price: Free or paid by faculty
Optional: no
Language : Dutch
Available on Ufora : Yes
Online Available : Yes
Available in the Library : No
Available through Student Association : No

Type: Reader

Name: Normatieve Ethiek
Indicative price: Free or paid by faculty
Optional: no
Language : English
Available on Ufora : Yes
Online Available : Yes
Available in the Library : No
Available through Student Association : No
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Course content-related study coaching

The lecturer is available for additional support in case of problems and questions.

Assessment moments

end-of-term assessment

Examination methods in case of periodic assessment during the first examination period

Written assessment with open-ended questions

Examination methods in case of periodic assessment during the second examination period

Written assessment with open-ended questions

Examination methods in case of permanent assessment

Presentation

Possibilities of retake in case of permanent assessment

not applicable

Extra information on the examination methods

Written exam with 3 or 4 open questions (80%). Students are supposed to know
the content of the course book. The oral presentation counts for 20% of the
evaluation. 

Calculation of the examination mark

Written exam (80%).
Oral presentation (20%).

Facilities for Working Students

Facilities:
1  Possible exemption from educational activities requiring student attendance
2  Possible rescheduling of the examination to a different time in the same
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1  academic year
3  Feedback can be given by telephone or during an appointment during or after
1  office hours
4  Possibility of a substitute assignment 
For more information contact the monitoring service of the faculty of Arts and
philosophy: https://www.ugent.
be/lw/nl/student/studiestudentenbegeleiding/trajectbegeleiding.htm
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