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PREVIOUSLY COMPLETED 

DISCIPLINES 
 

 

OBJECTIVES*  1. Understanding the role that social knowledge paradigms play in the design and conduct of 

research. 

2. Understanding how research questions, theoretical framework, and methodological approach are 
articulated in a sociological investigation  

3. Knowing, explaining and interpreting the theoretical and practical contents of the studied topics 

4. Presentation and practice of ecosystem knowledge and communication strategies 

5. Assimilating and applying the specific elements of the life course paradigm 

SPECIFIC COMPETENCES GAINED AND LEARNING OUTCOMES 

PROFESSIONAL 

COMPETENCES 

**  

AND  

LEARNING  

OUTCOMES 

1. Competence: In-depth knowledge of theoretical developments and methodological approaches 

specific to the knowledge ecosystems and to the paradigm of life-course  

Learning Outcome: By the end of the program, the doctoral student will be able to explain and 

critically compare major theoretical developments and methodological approaches within 

knowledge ecosystems and the life-course paradigm. 

2. Competence: Appropriate use of professional language related to the knowledge ecosystems 

and to the paradigm of life course in communication with various entities during doctoral research  

Learning Outcome: By the end of the program, the doctoral student will be able to employ 

specialized terminology accurately in academic writing and oral presentations, ensuring effective 

communication with the scientific community and institutional partners. 

3. Competence: The use of highly specialized knowledge based on original thinking and research 

in the field of knowledge ecosystems and life-course paradigm  

Learning Outcome: By the end of the program, the doctoral student will be able to design and 

conduct original research, formulate hypotheses, and propose innovative solutions to complex 

problems in the field of knowledge ecosystems and the life-course paradigm. 

4. Competence: Integrated use of the actual and previous knowledges in the field of social 



sciences and those from the knowledge ecosystems  

Learning Outcome: By the end of the program, the doctoral student will be able to integrate 

concepts and methods from social sciences with those from knowledge ecosystems, producing 

interdisciplinary analyses and drawing relevant conclusions for doctoral research. 

 

TRANSVERSAL 

COMPETENCES  

AND  

LEARNING  

OUTCOMES 

1. Competence: To be able to consider issues related to personal and public vulnerabilities 

within his research activity  

Learning Outcome: By the end of the program, the doctoral student will be able to integrate 

awareness of personal and public vulnerabilities into research design and analysis, demonstrating 

sensitivity to ethical and social contexts. 

2. Competence: To be able to develop a tolerant, non-discriminatory and fair approach on 
various aspects and contexts of professional activity and inter-human relations  

Learning Outcome: By the end of the program, the doctoral student will be able to demonstrate 

tolerant, equitable, and non-discriminatory attitudes in professional interactions, respecting 

diversity across cultural and social contexts. 

3. Competence: To be able to apply longitudinal self-evaluations on the learned processes, the 

acquired skills and the professionalisation needs 

Learning Outcome: By the end of the program, the doctoral student will be able to conduct 

longitudinal self-assessments, identifying progress in acquired skills and defining future 

professional development needs. 

4. Competence: To be able to use and improve the digitalised and the multilinguistic skills in 

the doctoral studies and research in social work  

Learning Outcome: By the end of the program, the doctoral student will be able to effectively use 
advanced digital tools and multilingual resources to support documentation, analysis, and 

dissemination of doctoral research in social work. 

 

CONTENT OF 

COURSE  
Topics 1-3: Prof.PhD. Daniela Şoitu, 25% 
 

1. Knowledge Ecosystems. Social Work Ecosystems. 

2. Theoretical Perspectives in Social Work Research. Complexity Theory and the Life Course 

Paradigm. Social Resources, Risks and Vulnerabilities  

3. Research on Well-Being Across the Lifespan and Healthy Aging - Social Work Perspectives 

 

Topics 4-6: Prof. PhD. George Poede 20% 

 

4.Objectivity and subjectivity in political science 

5.Political theory and its problems. political science and the theory of knowledge 

6. Social and political reality and the political system 

 

 

Topics 7-9: Prof. PhD. Mihai Dinu Georghiu 20% 

 

7.The qualitative methods in the social sciences 

8. An introduction into the sociology of the elites and the field of power 
9. Social boundaries in communities 

 

Topics 10-12: Prof. PhD. Gheorghe Ilie Fârte, 20% 

10. Objectivist and hermeneutic approaches in social reality research 

11. Fundamentals of argumentative communicationn 

12. Types of evidence supporting the thesis of an argumentative communication 

 

 

Topics 13-14: Prof. PhD. Daniela Cojocaru, 20% 

13. Conducting research in the social science: theoretical perspectives and methodological 

approaches 

14. Triangulation in social research: meanings and applications 
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CONTENT OF 

THE WORKS OF 

SEMINAR / 

LABORATORY  

Topics 1-3: Prof. PhD. Daniela Şoitu, 20% 

 

1. Knowledge square – how to study education, research, innovation and services to society? 

Holistic knowledge strategies and communication in systems  

2. Science with and for citizens / Citizen science. Actors and resources for learning, research and 
transfer in social work. Tools for studying social resources, risks and vulnerabilities 

3. Researching ageing. Micro, mezzo and macro approaches for research in social work  

 

Topics 4-6: Prof. PhD. George Poede 20% 

 

4.Objectivity and subjectivity - general meanings the problem of the subject in 

political science 
5.The general theory of the political problem. ways to approach problems. Landmarks 

for an epistemology of political science. the structure of the objects and subject of 

political research. intelligibility schemes. 
6.Socio-political reality and its knowledge. analogies and interferences of political science 

with other social sciences. politics - a defining element of social life. 
 

Topics 7-9: Prof. PhD. Mihai Dinu Georghiu 20% 

 

7. Qualitative methods: observation, interview, case study, biographical method, documentary 

analysis 

• A preliminary exercise on the semantic field of observation. Participatory observation. The main 
stages of qualitative observation. 

• Types of observation. Observation practice. 

• Fundamental conditions of observation. What is observed? Observation device, access conditions 

on the field, organization of observation, sampling, data collection 



• Recording and classification of observations 
• Field diary. Analysis of observations, coding, presentation of results 

• Exercises for mastering the observation method 

• Observation grid. Recommendations for development 

 

Topics 10-12: Prof. PhD. Gheorghe Ilie Fârte, 20% 

 

10. Present a scholarly work relevant to the intended doctoral dissertation (article, book chapter, 

authored volume) highlighting (a) the nature of the objects investigated (individual, infra-

individual or supra-individual; material or immaterial), (b) the approach (predominantly 

descriptive or predominantly normative), (c) the language used (predominantly denotative or 

predominantly connotative), (d) the type of explanations offered (causal or teleological) and (e) the 

theories that form the basis of the research. Rank in an argumentative manner the theories invoked 
by the author(s) on the interpretivism-objectivism axis using a scale from 1 to 5, where 1 indicates 

a strictly hermeneutic theoretical approach, and 5 indicates a strictly objectivist approach 

11. State three propositions (clear, contestable, and falsifiable) argued in a scholarly work relevant 

to your intended dissertation (article, book chapter, authored volume). Formulate three simple 

sentences and three compound sentences that could be argued in your dissertation. Specify the 

logical structure of these sentences and the types of evidence that could be used in their 

argumentation 

12. Relate a claim to evidence, warrant, backing and rebuttal in a scientific context 

 

Topics 13-14: Prof. PhD. Daniela Cojocaru, 20% 

 
13. Conducting research in the social science: theoretical perspectives and methodological 

approaches 

14. Triangulation in social research: meanings and applications 
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METHODOLOGI

CAL 

LANDMARKS 

***  

  Lecture, creative teaching and learning approaches, problem-based learning, research based 

learning, critical thinking, group works, learning using new media 

 

EVALUATION 
methods 

Dialogic and practical evaluations to verify knowledge and skills; 

Preparation and participation at seminars and courses; 

forms Formative and summative assessment  

Weight of 

evaluation 

forms in the 

formula of 

final grade 

Participation in seminars and completion of the indicated papers. 
Final evaluation: participation in the final exam and obtaining at least 50% of the 

score. 

The final exam will consist of four papers, one for each part of the course. 

The final grade is the average of the evaluations for the course and seminar. 

For the T10-T12 part of the course, the seminar grade accounts for 30% of the 

final grade, and the final paper grade accounts for 70%. The seminar mark is 

awarded based on the presentation of a seminar paper on one of the topics T10-

T12.  



Minimal 

standards of 

performance 

**** 

Completion of papers for the chosen research topic. 
Participation in the exam and obtaining a minimum of 50% of the score for each 

of the four parts of the course. 

Correctly determining the differences between the theoretical and practical 

implications of concepts in doctoral research. 

Knowledge of fundamental concepts and theories; 

Coherence and scientific relevance of analyses and interpretations. 

Ability to design community space research; 

Ability to analyse and interpret community research data; Ability to generate 

strategies and policies to solve community problems. 

*  objectives are made according to the chart of professional competences for the program of studies  

** at the level of description  

*** didactical strategy, materials, resources  

**** reported to the competences made in Objectives or at the Minimal standards of performance from the chart 1L / 

1M, according to case  
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