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Appendix I

Convocation Address
delivered by Carolyn Thomas, Philosophy Teaching Assistant and recipient of the
Outstanding Teaching Assistant of the Year Award, 2008
17 May, 2008

Thank you. I’m honored to have the opportunity today to speak to you graduates,
to the faculty and staff, fellow students, friends, and parents.
In asking me to speak, Professor Taber asked me (cheekily) to think about I
would like to say to graduating philosophy majors who are about to leave the protective
nest of the University and try to make it in the harsh outside world. One of the things I’d
like to say today is this: overcome that distinction between the protective nest of the
university and the harsh outside world that Professor Taber cheekily characterized for us
to think about this afternoon. Overcome that distinction.
As Zen Buddhism teaches us, let go the distinction between the inside and
outside—the internal and external that may be a kind of intrinsic geometry or category of
our human minds. Let go the thought-construct that tries to deny the interpenetration and
interdependence of what is within and without. The Japanese philosopher Izutsu calls it
“a deep-rooted habit of our thinking”—this dialectic of inside and outside, of mind and
body, self and other, now and then, graduate and student, classroom and real world.
Unless we’re careful, this deep-rooted habit can become the only basis of images and
ideas that govern our thoughts, positive and negative.
We philosophers know dialectic as logical reasoning or as intellectual debate or,
simply, as the art of that conversation which presses our most fundamental questions to
the point of crisis, to that point where we are in danger of changing our minds. I’d like
today to think with you about dialectic and about history—dialectic first, history
second—and where they might situate you as you are about to leave the protective nest of
the University and try to make it in the harsh outside world.
If we think in terms of philosophical history, we philosophers know dialectic first
and most famously as Socratic dialectic, and then later, in another well known form, as
Hegelian dialectic—dialectical materialism, as it is sometimes called. In the Socratic
form, Socrates engages people in conversation and questions, not in a classroom, but
where he finds them, in the middles of their lives. In conversation, he leads them to
question and, inevitably, to deny the first premises of their opinions and actions. What
gave sense—meaning—to their lives is negated, and the result is a moment of great
emptiness, a moment of terror—the aporia, it’s called, which is that point in the
conversation where there is no way out. Reasoning is no help, for reasoning proceeds
from first principles and these have just been destroyed. At this moment of aporia,
Socrates calls for something else, a different and higher sense—nous, the Greeks called
it—which is the power of mind to know more than it had ever been taught. Dialectic,
then, is a power accessible to mankind that can accomplish a turning around of his mind,
a turning around of his very being, in order to be led by way of aporia’s darkness into a
new light. Accessing this power and its ability to turn us around is, I think, the essence of
education.
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Since the time of Socrates, dialectic has entered history. While the Socratic
dialogue took place in an afternoon or an evening, or a lifetime of afternoons, dialectic
now is an epic human conversation—an epic argument—that will be completed only over
the history of mankind, the lifetime of mankind. When dialectic entered into time, into
history, it became linear. Its argument builds, from generation to generation, age to age,
epoch to epoch. As philosophy majors, you’ve learned something of the historical course
of this dialectical argument.
Readers of Hegel have taught us to think of dialectic in three stages or moments,
which we know as thesis, antithesis, and synthesis. In Socratic dialectic, the thesis is
ordinary life itself, those ordinarily unexpressed views and premises that undergird our
daily lives and our behavior, domestic and political. Antithesis is that heartfelt, awful
recognition that this is not what we really meant life to be, and antithesis leads us into
aporia, where we see that we have been wrong and, blushing, admit it. Synthesis, for
Hegel and for Socrates, is that magic moment of the invocation of higher insight, when
the old way—a life that was in some way right, yet terribly wrong, is negated and through
this death, that old life is swept away in affirmation of the opposite principle, and
emerges resolutely as something seemingly new and, as we habitually think, something
better.
I’d like next to turn, taking Socrates and Hegel with us, to an American thinker—
to Ralph Waldo Emerson, who more than any other American thinker I know lets go the
habitual distinction between philosophy and poetry. I’d like us to think with him for a
moment about history, specifically history and our human mind, our human ideas, so we
might understand his version of how we might engage in dialectic, in the human
conversation, when we’re no longer at the university and why this matters.
In the modern view of history and history of human thought, there is not a unified
past but a set of distinct pasts, named as if they are entities: The Oriental, the Classical,
The Modern, Postmodern, and so on, each with its own spirit, values, and take on what it
means to be human. Emerson, in his essay called “History,” rejects this modern view.
Such a view, Emerson claims, deprives man of the challenge of trying to identify with the
men, minds, views, values, and ideas of the past. In his essay, Emerson’s provocative
claim is that history is the record of the works of the human mind, one universal mind
common to all individuals, such that, as he says, “Of the universal mind, each individual
man is [but] one more incarnation.”
If you’re still with me, you may see that Emerson wants to let go the sharp
distinction between past and present human, between what’s in ‘our time’ and what’s
outside of ‘our time,’ and thus, between what’s inside and outside. Emerson’s claim is
that even though history, the record of our works and ideas, is a temporal record—even
though it exists in time and its earlier works and ideas may seem to stand at some
temporal distance from a later man and later mind—these earlier ideas and the earlier
minds who made them are not ‘other.’ The earlier mind and the later mind share common
laws, may thus realize shared thought, may thus understand their sameness deeply, and
may finally understand deeply what is the universal human mind.
Emerson does not present conventional philosophical argument to justify his
metaphysical claim, though his reasoning appears to follow a kind of Kantian picture of
the human mind, its capacity for thought and works governed by cognitive laws—such as
the Kantian categories—and by the physiological conditions that we all share by virtue of
2
Carolyn Thomas—Convocation Address

being human. “Though there is,” as he writes, “at the surface, infinite variety of things; at
the centre there is simplicity of cause.”
Emerson asks in his essay that we become readers of this history, that we become
what he calls “authentic historians.” What he means by reading is thinking about,
engaging with, human works and their ideas. He wants us to put ourselves into dialectic
with them, to converse with their minds. He aims for us to be able to do this anywhere—
on our own or in company, inside the university or outside. Through this reading, we
come to know our own minds by ‘reading’ the great ideas and minds of human history.
They are great because they call us to “read as superior beings.” They are great, because
even when these works themselves bear flaws, because they call us to be better than we
are. They are great because they are an inlet to that one mind common to all individual
humans.
As philosophy majors, you have already dared to step into the human
conversation, the human dialectic. Inside the university, perhaps also outside it, you have
chosen to read the great ideas and minds of human history and have stepped toward the
call to try to read, as a superior being—a superior human being—your world. Emerson
takes his call one step further by asking us to become what he calls “authentic historians”
as we read. What he means by authentic historian is that to know this one mind, any one
human, must read, interpret, and know these works himself or herself, and not by merely
another’s account of these works, not merely by the lecture or commentary common to
modern ‘scholarship.’ Every mind must know the whole history for itself—must go over
the whole ground for itself. What each mind does not see—what it does not live—it will
not know. The authentic reader, in bringing his or her mind, his or her version of thesis,
to others’ minds and their antithesis, finds in this reading that he or she shares the
universal mind in synthesis with the great works and ideas; he or she finds that there isn’t
remoteness, no there and then, no inside or outside the university; he or she finds that
what was then and there is here and now and will be, can be ahead.
This process of knowing the whole history for itself, you have just begun as
philosophy majors, even though it might seem as if that process is finding a closure today
as you graduate. But our philosophy convocation—literally our calling together of
philosophers—comes after the graduation ceremony, perhaps to remind us that the real
dialectic of the world doesn’t happen only in classrooms or academic assignments and
doesn’t stop with graduation. What, then, I most want to say to you, after graduation and
before you step off this campus today, is don’t stop. Don’t stop now. As philosophy
majors, you have taken a bold step and stand against the constraints of the modern world
that might have you flee into pseudo-reality and material dialectic, which isn’t dialectic at
all. Your human being, like that of humanity, is in the course of a historical development
as long as you and it will let developing develop—as long as you will let its dialectic
dialect, its discussion discuss, its conversation converse, and so on.
Thank you.
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Outline for Philosophy 156
August 27, 2003
Week 1.

Introduction
Policies and Syllabus
Objective: To introduce students to (a) the very idea of an argument, (b) a taxonomy of
arguments, and (c) argument analysis.
Basic Concepts of Arguments
Required:
Argument, Premise, Conclusion (all declarative sentences)
Deduction, Induction
Validity and Soundness
Inductive Strength and Cogency
Analyzing an Argument
Understanding the statements (claims) made
Understanding how the premises support the conclusion
Assessing the premises (true? plausible?)

Week 2.

Language Use, Semantics, and Grammar Exercises
Objectives: To give students an appreciation of the various uses of language and means
of clarifying meaning through definition, and to diagnose problem areas in students’
writing.
Semantics and Language Use
Kinds of definition (lexical, stipulative, theoretical, precising, etc.)
Uses of Language (To assert, to command, to query, etc.)
Connotation/Denotation (roughly: sense/reference) distinction
Grammar
Typical Problem Areas
Sentences:
sentence fragments, comma splices and other run-ons, subjectverb agreement, pronoun and antecedent agreement, case, verbs
(form, tense), mood (esp. subjunctive), voice, modifier
placement, pronoun reference, clauses (coordinate, subordinate,
dependent, etc.)
Punctuation: commas (superfluous and omitted), semi-colon, colon
“Advanced” Topics
parallelism, diction
Writing Exercise: Students must perform a diagnostic writing exercise. It should be a
short paper, approximately one page. (See also week 3.) Students may also be asked to
correct the writing errors in a set of sentences provided by the instructor. The aim is to
achieve a preliminary diagnosis of the problem areas for each student’s writing.

Over
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Outline for Philosophy 156
August 27, 2003
Weeks 3-4.

Deduction
Objective: To introduce students to the forms of deductive arguments.
Review of the taxonomy of arguments from Week 1 (perhaps including abductive
(diagnostic) and normative (“should”) arguments—to be treated in weeks 5-6).
Deductive Arguments (Non-symbolic logic)
Required:
Must include a segment on logical form, either working through
a list of common forms (modus ponens, modus tollens,
disjunctive syllogism, etc.) or teaching categorical propositions
(A, E, I, O) and syllogisms (which may include Venn diagrams).
Counterexample Method
NOTE: Students who performed poorly on the diagnostic writing exercise should be
identified at this time and given extra help. They may be directed to OASIS or instructed
to attend office hours.

Weeks 5-6.

Probabilistic Arguments (Inductive and Abductive) and Normative Arguments
Objective: To introduce students to arguments whose premises do not entail, but provide
strong support for, their conclusions.
Inductive Arguments
Argument by example; argument by analogy; refutation by logical analogy. May
include cause and effect and Mill’s Methods (scientific induction).
Normative Arguments
At least a brief discussion of moral reasoning is important. This may be very
useful for the second half of the course, where many of the arguments analyzed
may have ‘ought’ conclusions. (See Professor Yaqub’s handout for a discussion
of normative arguments. It should be in the same folder as this document. If not,
please alert the department administrator.)

Week 7.

Informal Fallacies
Objective: To give an appreciation of the many ways a non-deductive argument can be
problematic.
Include most of the following: argument from ignorance, appeal to authority, ad
hominem, appeal to the people, appeal to emotion, appeal to pity, appeal to force, red
herring, slippery slope, irrelevant conclusion, complex question, false cause, begging the
question, accident, converse accident, equivocation, amphiboly, accent, composition,
division, false dichotomy, straw man, hasty generalization, post hoc, ergo propter hoc,
etc.
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Outline for Philosophy 156
August 27, 2003
Weeks 8-13.

Argument Analysis
Objective: To implement the analytical tools taught in the first half of the course, and to
show students how to use them.
Students will write two papers (2-3 pages) during this segment of the course. When the
first assignment is given, instructors should explain the basic mechanics of a thesis-andargument paper.

Weeks 14-15. Tutorials (Private Conferences) 1
Objective: Working with students one-on-one, to help them ‘put it all together’ in writing
solid, analytical thesis-and-argument final papers (4-5 pages).
Instructors should meet with each student, allotting at least 20 minutes for each session.
Grading: Requirements and Scale Guidelines (Deviations from the guidelines are okay, but it is best if all
sections work close to these parameters.)
Attendance:
Grammar Exercise:
Short Papers:
Quizzes/Exams:
Final Paper:
A
B
C
D

10%
Required for completion of the course. Instructors may choose
to include this as a small part of the grade.
30% (15% each)
30% (15% each)
30%

90-100
80-89
60-79
50-59

Required Logic Books (choose one)
Critical Thinking, Hughes and Lavery, 4/e (Broadview)
Critical Thinking, Parker and Moore
Required Grammar Books (choose one)
Strunk and White
Pocket Reference for Writers (Fulwiler, Hayakawa)
Student’s Guide for Writing College Papers (Turabian)
Useful Writing Source
http://webster.commnet.edu/grammar/index.htm

Over
Exam and Paper Topic File
1

If you have a large section, you may consider three weeks of tutorials.
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Outline for Philosophy 156
August 27, 2003
The department administrator will keep a file of exams and paper topics. You are welcome to
submit items to this file and to consult the file for ideas. When submitting items, please comment on the
success (or lack thereof) of the assignments.
Notes
1) The topics covered in weeks 2 through 7 may be covered in a different order.
2) Because we decided that specific attention to language uses and semantic issues is important,
there will be less time to teach grammar. This necessitates the diagnostic exercise, and at least
some time should be devoted to technical problem areas in the classroom.
3) Instructors should pick a single topic for weeks 8-13. It should be something that interests the
instructor, but be careful not to take sides! In selecting readings, start with one that is easy to
unpack—best if it includes at least one deductive and one inductive argument. It is better still if it
includes at least one informal fallacy (which is likely).
4) When analyzing arguments, demonstrate the importance of paraphrase and interpretation. Only
then can the argument be schematized (as deductive, inductive, and/or normative). (See the first
item under “Analyzing an Argument,” week 1.)
5) Be on the lookout for suppressed or tacit premises. They do a lot of work!
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I.3 Philosophy Service Positions
156 Coordinator
English-Philosophy Advisor
Graduate Director Timeline
Honors Advisor
Undergraduate Advisor

Basic Philosophy 156 Coordinator Tasks
The Coordinator for Philosophy 156 will hold an orientation of all instructors of Phil. 156 during
the week before fall term, and again at the beginning of spring term if there are new instructors.
At the orientations the Coordinator works through the “Outline for Philosophy 156” document
with the instructors to make sure they understand the central topics of the course, the main
concepts, required assignments and exams, grading policies, and approved texts. Sample syllabi
are checked to ensure conformity to course aims and principles. During the fall and spring terms
the Coordinator holds periodic meetings for discussion of issues and challenges that arise for the
instructors in teaching the course. The Coordinator also visits the classrooms of non-TA
instructors to evaluate their teaching and reports to the Chair. Other faculty visit sessions taught
by the TA’s and report to the Chair.
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Description of Duties of English-Philosophy Advisor
The English-Philosophy Major is associated with two different advisors, one in the
English Department and one in the Philosophy Department. Either of these advisors may
perform these tasks for English-Philosophy majors: sign major declaration forms and
other relevant documents; give advice regarding required and recommended courses (see
current catalog under English-Philosophy); and perform Degree Checks. The latter
involves looking at the student's transcript, determining how many credit hours toward
the major have been completed, and how many remain to be completed. The Degree
Check form is then signed by the advisor, as an official statement of the student's status
regarding progress toward graduation.

1

Graduate Director Timeline
Compiled by John Taber and Rikk Murphy, June, 2005
Revised by Kelly Becker, June, 2007
FALL SEMESTER
August (The week before the beginning of the semester)
Orientation for incoming graduate students
This should be announced in the general information email that goes out to students
admitted to the program in May (see below). A reminder should be sent out in July.
In this meeting, which is usually scheduled for the Wednesday preceding the start of the
semester and which lasts from approx. 9-11:30 or 12:00 – the GD may order catered box
lunches to enjoy in the Philosophy Dept. lounge when it is over – the following items
should be covered: M.A. plans I and II and Ph.D., deadlines and time constraints,
semester routines and practical matters (Lobo cards, registration, computer ID, etc.). See
attached outline.
In addition, it is important to set expectations very high during this first meeting. Ph.D.
students in particular should be encouraged to find an advisor to help them think about a
dissertation topic immediately, and should be advised to start their language studies right
away. They should also be told that they are expected to attend every class meeting for
which they are TAs.
Finally, encourage all students to seek external sources of funding. We’ve become more
and more successful at procuring scholarships, etc., which eases pressure on our budget.
Entrance interviews
These may be set up at the orientation for the afternoon of the same day. In this meeting
the GD reviews with the student his/her undergraduate and graduate transcripts (available
in application file) to determine: (a) which background core requirements have been
satisfied and which remain to be taken; (b) how many graduate credits may be transferred
to UNM, if any; (c) which of the latter will count toward satisfying DR’s; and (d) which
will count as 500-level courses. Use the form titled “Initial Meeting with the Graduate
Director” (attached). (Limits on transferable hours are given at the bottom of the M.A.
and Ph.D. Program Requirements Checklists, which are available from Rikk.) Also, the
GD should advise the student on course of study and which courses to take for fall. Keep
in mind that the GD is the principal advisor of all graduate students until they have
formed exam committees (but see above). The student should fill out and sign the
“Graduate Program Coursework Form” (also attached). The GD or student delivers both
of these forms to Rikk.
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Rikk will then type up a letter summarizing the information gathered in the entrance
interview. This letter is important because it tells the student which background core
courses and DR’s are outstanding and must be completed during his/her course of study.
The original of the letter is to be signed by the GD and sent to the student; a copy should
be placed in the student’s file. The GD may will to review the letter with GAC in a
meeting the first or second week of the semester before it is sent out.
Coursework forms
All graduate students are supposed to fill out coursework forms (see “Graduate Program
Coursework Form”) and have them signed by the GD before the semester begins. Usually
this happens in the week before the semester starts or the first week of the semester. Take
this opportunity to meet with students, review their progress toward their degrees,
discuss their teaching duties, remind them of outstanding requirements, warn them of
incompletes, etc., and advise them on their courses of study. (KB: I’ve found that this is
about the only way for the GD to get a handle on the diverse issues and problems that
arise for students. Use it. Require them to meet with you for 5 to 10 minutes.) Students,
especially veterans, tend to avoid meeting with the GD and just put their filled-out forms
in the GD’s mailbox, if even that. Don’t allow this. Once the GD has looked over and
signed the coursework form – he/she needn’t sign it if he/she wants to talk to the student
about his/her courses – it should be given to Rikk, who will place it in the student’s file.
Proseminar and faculty retreat
The GD is the teacher-of-record for the proseminar for incoming graduate students (Phil.
520). At the faculty retreat during the week before school starts the GD should ask for
faculty volunteers to participate in the proseminar – we need at least six. The GD should
set a day and time for the proseminar - roughly every other Thursday evening at 7:00 has
worked well in the past – and draw up a schedule for the semester. He/she should also
collect topics and assignments from the faculty volunteers and create a syllabus to be sent
out to the students. Ideally, this should be done by no later than the end of the first week
of the semester.
Also at the faculty retreat the GD should bring for discussion any new graduate program
initiatives that he/she thinks the department should take on during the upcoming
academic year.
September
Qualifying exams for Ph.D. students
Q exams are supposed to take place within the first six weeks of the semester. Students
should have flexibility in scheduling these exams with their committees. The GD should
be aware of when the exams are scheduled so that he/she knows when the evaluations
from the committee members will be coming in. The committee should be reminded to
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follow the Q-exam protocol (copy of “Qualifying Exam Evaluation Guidelines”); the GD
may do this by sending the committee members a copy of the protocol a few days before
the exam is to take place.
A copy of the announcement of the result of the exam to the student should go to Rikk.
Note that the Q-exam can also serve as an M.A. exam for Ph.D. students who want to
receive the M.A. degree en route to the Ph.D. If a student opts for this, the exam should
be announced as an M.A. exam to OGS 14 days in advance (see below, M.A. plan II
exams, etc.). The student also should have submitted a Program of Studies and an
announcement of intent to graduate by the last day of the preceding semester. Check with
Rikk for details.
October
M.A. plan II exams, thesis exams, and Ph.D. dissertation defenses
All paperwork for degrees, including finished theses and dissertations in “final form,”
must be submitted to OGS by Nov. 15. Since exams must be announced to OGS at least
14 days prior to the day they’re taken (Rikk does this, collecting all necessary
information and signatures, at the GD’s request), and committees need another two weeks
to assess whether the work is ready to be defended, students intending to graduate should
be made aware that their theses/papers/dissertations have to be, for all intents and
purposes, finished and delivered to all the members of their committees by Oct. 15. The
chair of the committee should notify the GD if he or she thinks an exam should be
scheduled. THE STUDENT DOES NOT SCHEDULE THE EXAM. THE GD DOES,
AT THE BEHEST OF THE COMMITTEE CHAIR. Report on examination forms must
be returned to OGS after these exams.
NB: OGS must also be notified of a student’s intent to graduate by the end of the
semester preceding the semester in which the student will graduate. There is a form for
this as well, which is processed by Rikk. Thus, the various tasks that must be completed
for exams to occur actually go all the way back to the previous semester.
By the way, it is the student’s responsibility to form his/her M.A. exam/thesis committee
or dissertation committee whenever he/she thinks he/she is ready to begin writing the
M.A. paper/thesis or dissertation. Ph.D. students must of course have formed their
dissertation committees prior to their prospectus exams, as the dissertation committee is
the examing committee for that exam. Rikk has the forms that must be filled out and
signed by students and faculty to establish these committees.
Dissertation prospectus exams
These may take place any time of the year. OGS, however, also must be notified of these
exams at least 14 days in advance, since they count officially as the “comprehensive
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exam” in our graduate program. Request Rikk to process the notification. A report on
examination form must be returned to OGS after the exam.
TA evaluations
Each TA should receive a class visit by the GD or a member of GAC. Written
evaluations should be placed in the TA’s file. We have been rather negligent about this in
recent years. The key is to do these evaluations in October, before things get too busy.
Also, Phil. 156 TA’s stop lecturing and begin individual tutorials toward the end of
November. If there are TAs who are not evaluated in the fall, then they must be
evaluated in the spring.
November
Spring admissions
The deadline for admission to the M.A. program in the spring (Ph.D. students are only
admitted in the fall) is Nov. 1. The Admission Committee, consisting of GAC and any
other faculty who want to participate – but who must have read all applicants’ files –
should meet to review the candidates. Usually there are just a few. Decisions are to be
conveyed to Rikk, who processes the official paperwork with OGS.
DRD assignments
When the departmental brochure with course descriptions for spring semester comes out,
GAC should meet to determine DRD’s based on the course descriptions. If the GD feels
that more information than provided in the course descriptions is needed, he/she may
contact individual faculty about their proposed courses. After the meeting the GD should
send an email out to faculty announcing the results. Faculty have one week to lodge
objections, after which the DRD’s become final. If an objection is raised, the faculty must
meet to resolve the matter. Once finalized, the DRD’s are to be sent out to the graduate
students by the GD, with a copy to Rikk.
Nov. 15
This is the deadline for submitting all paperwork for graduate degrees to OGS. Rikk does
this, but the GD might want to check to be sure everything is going smoothly.
In general, the GD should find out from Rikk sometime toward the beginning of the
semester which students plan to graduate, so that he/she can keep tabs on their progress.
December
TA student evaluations
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Toward the end of finals week the Chair should pass all the TA’s’ teaching evaluations
on to the GD. The GD should look them over, take notes if necessary, and then pass them
on to the TA’s.
Programs of Studies and announcements of intent to graduate
By the last day of the semester all students who plan to graduate in the spring must
submit to OGS, with Rikk’s help, a Program of Studies form and an announcement of
intent to graduate form, both signed by the GD.
SPRING SEMESTER
January
Coursework forms
Same as for fall. If you had a sit-down meeting with a particular student in the fall, the
approval of the form in the spring can be more perfunctory. If you missed the student in
the fall, make sure you take this opportunity for an advisement meeting.
January-February
Graduate student evaluations
GAC should meet in late January to go over the records of all graduate students in order
to evaluate them. (In the past we have done this at the end of spring semester, but now we
have a more substantive evaluation for all Ph.D. students at year end. We may decide to
expand it for M.A. students.) For this purpose Rikk puts together a data sheet (ask Rikk).
The GD should prepare, on the basis of the data sheet, a draft of the central paragraphs of
the evaluation letters to be sent out to the students. (See “Graduate Student Evaluations
Worksheet”—from Rikk.) This is an important but somewhat perfunctory review,
focusing on a students’ progress through program requirements. GAC discusses and
revises the draft, then forwards it to the Chair. Once approved, individual letters
containing the evaluations are printed up by Rikk, signed by the GD, and sent out to
students.
February
Graduate admissions
The deadline for Ph.D. applications for fall admission is Jan. 31.
The Admission Committee should meet before the end of February to review applications
and select Ph.D. and M.A. admittees for fall. (All applicants to the Ph.D. program are
automatically also considered for the M.A. if they do not already have an M.A. in
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philosophy.) THE GD MUST BE CLEAR ABOUT HOW MANY TA OPENINGS
THERE WILL BE IN THE COMING YEAR, IN ORDER TO KNOW HOW MANY
STUDENTS CAN BE ADMITTED TO THE PH.D., since students are admitted to the
Ph.D. only with TA-ships. The GD should consult with Sandy and the Chair about this.
Some candidates for the Ph.D. program will be able to be admitted outright if we know
we will have Philosophy TA-ships for them. Others will be admitted provisionally,
anticipating that they will receive English TA-ships. Yet others will be told we would like
to admit them, if funding becomes available. There are distinct letters to be sent to
students for these purposes, which Rikk has on his computer. The GD needs to stay in
close communication with Rikk during this period to be available for signing OGS forms
for admission/rejection and reassuring and responding to queries from students who have
contacted Rikk.
Students who applied to the Ph.D. program but were considered qualified only for the
M.A. program must unfortunately reapply to the M.A. program if they are interested.
Rikk will inform them of this. (This is usually a very simple matter.)
March
English TA-ships
In the past several years English TA-ships have been made available to philosophy
graduate students (as well as grad students from other programs). We typically have two
to four Ph.D. students on English TA-ships. Usually around Mar. 15 the Dean of Arts and
Sciences invites departments to submit nominations for TA-ships to the English
Department for the coming year. A form is provided for the students or the GD to fill out.
At this juncture the GD should do at least two things: 1) renominate for the coming year
philosophy students who are already on English TA-ships; for the TA-ships must be
renewed on an annual basis; 2) nominate 1-3 applicants to our Ph.D. program, for whom
there are no Philosophy TA-ships, for new English TA-ships. It is a good idea to have a
conversation with the Freshman English Advisor in the English Department before doing
this, to be sure that English is satisfied with our current TA’s and to get a sense of how
many it would be reasonable to nominate for new TA-ships. You might also want to
consult with the Chair of Philosophy about this. IT IS CRUCIAL THAT THE GD BE
ON GOOD TERMS WITH THE FRESHMAN ENGLISH ADVISOR. (For AY 06-07,
Chuck Paine handled these matters.)
English will notify those of our students to whom they are offering TA-ships before the
end of March, but for late applicants it may be mid-April.
TA Evaluations
Any graduate student TA who was not evaluated in the fall must be evaluated in spring.
M.A. admissions
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Some time in March the Admissions Committee should meet again to review applications
to the M.A. for fall. (Students who applied to the Ph.D. but were admitted to the M.A.
should have been sent letters at the end of February or at least by mid-March.) There will
only be a few students who apply directly to the M.A. program. The application deadline
is Mar. 1.
M.A. plan II exams, thesis exams, and Ph.D. dissertation defenses
Analogous to fall: the spring deadline to submit paperwork for degrees is Apr. 15, so
papers/theses/dissertations should be delivered to committees by Mar. 15 at the latest.
April
DRD assignments
As for fall.
Apr. 15
This is the deadline for submitting all paperwork to OGS for students who want to
graduate in spring semester.
Ph.D. program acceptances
Apr. 15 is also the date when students admitted to the Ph.D. program must tell us whether
they are accepting their offers or not. (This is a national policy; we cannot require
students to commit prior to this.) If students reject our offers and thereby turn down TAships, alternates should be notified and offered the available TA-ships (and given two
weeks at most to respond).
Barrett Fellowship
Traditionally, the department has determined whether and to whom the Barrett
Fellowship is to be awarded at its final faculty meeting of the year, during the last week
of class. The GD should be prepared to introduce the files of qualified candidates for
discussion.
Ph.D. Student Evaluations
Procedure. At the second last meeting of each academic year, we set aside time (up tow
two hours) to have a round-table discussion of each Ph.D. student—one student at a time.
Each faculty member is given the opportunity to make general comments on each
student’s performance. Only comments that are seconded (perhaps informally) by
another faculty member are included in the overall performance report. (This is to ensure
objectivity, or at least inter-subjectivity, and to avoid giving voice to problems that may
have come up due to specific interpersonal relations.)
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The GD must take careful notes of the proceedings. He or she will then draft letters of
evaluation for each Ph.D. student and circulate them to all faculty for comment. After
comments are incorporated, final letters are written, and they go out to students in early
summer.
Programs of Studies and announcements of intent to graduate
By the last day of the semester all students who plan to graduate in the summer must
submit to OGS, with Rikk’s help, a Program of Studies form and an announcement of
intent to graduate form, both signed by the GD.
Email to incoming graduate students
In mid-May the GD should send out an email to all incoming graduate students
containing information about registration, TA contracts, fall orientation, etc. See Rikk for
a sample.
3% (New Mexico Scholars) nominations
Departments throughout the university are each given an allocation of a fixed number of
credits of tuition waivers each year for M.A. and Ph.D. students combined. The main
criterion is that the student be a New Mexico resident. Since one may establish New
Mexico residency within one year of living in the state, it is important that incoming
graduate students be told in the fall to obtain a NM driver’s license as soon as possible to
begin establishing residency. The GD must assess the needs of eligible students and
allocate the credits fairly. Nominations must go in to OGS by May 31; the nomination
form is on their website. Students who have been nominated should be told formally to
apply for resident status with the UNM Registrar’s Office immediately if they have not
already done so. THE GD SHOULD BE SURE TO NOMINATE ANY RECIPIENT(S)
OF THE BARRET FELLOWSHIP FOR THE COMING YEAR, SINCE THE
BARRETT DOES NOT INCLUDE A TUITION WAIVER.
SUMMER TERM
July
July 15
This is the deadline for submitting all paperwork to OGS for students who want to
graduate in the summer.
Programs of Studies and announcements of intent to graduate
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All students who plan to graduate in the fall must submit to OGS, with Rikk’s help, a
Program of Studies form and an announcement of intent to graduate form, both signed by
the GD, by July 15.
Orientation reminder
Sometime mid-to-late July the GC should send out a reminder of the fall orientation to
incoming graduate students.

GENERAL
GAC
The GD should meet with the Graduate Advisory Committee periodically during the
academic year. There are at least three items that must be handled by GAC every year:
the determination of DRD’s at the end of fall and spring semesters and student
evaluations at the beginning of spring semester. (In the past, the DRD’s and evaluations
have been done in the same meeting in the spring.) However, GAC must also approve
M.A. exam and Ph.D. dissertation committees, as well as consider various petitions
submitted by students over the course of the year, e.g., regarding exceptions to
requirements, etc. It is also advisable for GAC to review with the GD the transfer of
credits for entering students at the beginning of fall term, before letters are sent out.
Graduate Student Liaison
It is essential that the GD have a good working relationship with the Administrative
Assistant who oversees the graduate program, called the Graduate Student Liaison
(GSL). The GSL processes all forms and paperwork for the program, keeps files on
students, is the principal resource regarding rules and regulations of the program and the
principal departmental liaison with OGS, etc. The GSL assists the GD in carrying out
his/her functions and, especially, makes the GD aware when tasks need to be carried out.
It goes without saying that the GSL should be treated with courtesy and respect, as a
partner, not a peon. In general the GSL should be kept informed of all essential decisions
and policies made by the GD and GAC, unless they are of a highly sensitive nature. (The
GSL, however, has to be able to be trusted with much confidential information.) The
GSL in turn should anticipate the needs of the GD and catch his/her mistakes, keeping in
mind that the GD has many other responsibilities as a faculty member besides being GD.
The GSL, in short, is the goalie: if a mistake gets through, it’s as much his/her mistake as
the GD’s. He/she should, finally, recognize that the GD always, it is hoped, has the best
interests of the students at heart and should refrain from taking sides when disputes arise
between students and the GD, as they inevitably do. In summary, the management of the
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Philosophy graduate program is not the task of the GD or the GSL, but of the two
together as a team.
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Honors Advisor

Honors files:
The HA should have two honors files. One should be an up-to-date file of honors
application forms for all the honors students in progress. The second should be a file of
application forms for past (completed) honors students. (It seems that the department
was not keeping the application forms for past students. As of 2006-2007, however, we
should have a file for all past students.) The new honors advisor inherits these files from
their predecessor in the position – make sure you get them!

Beginning of each semester:
Canvass the faculty to find out who has students registered with them for 497 or 499 that
semester – update the list of honors students in progress accordingly. Confirm that these
students continue to meet eligibility requirements. If the HA does not have on file an
honors application form for a given student, ask that student’s advisor to remind their
student to get this to the HA ASAP.
During each semester:
Throughout the semester, individual students will be referred to the HA for one-on-one
meetings to discuss doing honors. In these meetings:
find out if the student meets eligibility requirements,
discuss possible topics and advisors,
refer the student to an appropriate advisor, and
e-mail the prospective advisor.
Between fall and spring semesters:
1. Identify prospective honors students (this may be done from GPA alone, or by
soliciting honors candidates from the faculty).
2. Send out a group mailing and e-mail invitations to prospective honors students.
End of the semester:
By the 8th week, find out from the registrar the deadlines for having honors listed on (1)
the graduation program and (2) the academic transcript, and send out e-mails to the
students registered for 499 and their advisors reminding them of these dates. Also
remind the faculty:
to have their advisees fill out the honors application form and give it to the HA
(if they have not already done so).
to notify the HA once their student’s thesis is completed and a thesis committee is
ready to be formed.
Upon notification that the thesis is finished, the HA should, in consultation with the
student and his/her advisor, arrange for a second reader for the thesis. The committee
decides the level of honors, and notifies the HA in a timely manner. (The HA may need
to remind the committee if the result does not come in in a timely manner.) After
receiving the result, the HA should do a final confirmation that the student meets

eligibility requirements, and complete the box at the bottom of the student’s honors
application form. Finally, the HA needs to send a memo notifying the registrar of the
result:
The registrar needs: Student Name
ID #
Level of Honors
(cum laude /magna cum laude/ summa cum laude)

Main Duties of the Undergraduate Advisor
Department of Philosophy
University of New Mexico
Composed by Mary Domski (April 2007)
General Description
The job of Undergraduate Advisor (UA) requires contact with both students and paperwork. The
paperwork side of the job can be mundane, but once you have a handle on our major and minor
requirements and general course offerings, it’s easy to get through. Thus, my suggestion for any
new UA is to carefully read over our major and minor requirements. Remember, we offer a
minor and four different majors: the general major, the Pre-Law major, English-Philosophy, and
Econ-Philosophy. Currently, Barbara Hannan is the English-Philosophy advisor.
The advising side can be more difficult than the paperwork. Certainly, how one chooses to
interact with students will vary from person to person, so what I offer below in regard to the
advising part of the job is intended as a guide to help with the more common issues the UA will
face.
I. Keeping in touch with students
A. Meetings
Very often, students stop by your office to have paperwork signed (covered in II below),
discuss an issue with a course, or get advice on courses and graduate school. Be sure to
have at least 2.5 hours of general office hours each week, and be warned that students
will stop by when your office door open.
B. The PHILMAJORS Listserv
Aside from one-on-one personal encounters with our students, you can also reach them
via the PHILMAJORS listserv. I send out announcements about course offerings,
upcoming lectures, calls for papers, and other departmental issues that might be of help or
interest to our students.
The list of recipients includes majors, minors, and faculty members, and currently, the
listserv is set up so that only I can post messages. When I pass the baton, I’ll set things
up so that the new UA will be able to post messages. It’s best not to let students post
messages, because I suspect we’d have several unwanted announcements come through
our inboxes. (For instance, a student made a request last year to post a message about
being an extra in “Beer Fest.” I didn’t post the message.)
II. The papers that will fly over your desk and desktop
A. Recruitment letters
Near the beginning of each term, we send a recruiting letter to each student who, in the
previous term, received a grade of A- or better in PHIL 101. One of the administrators
will request the list of students from the Records Office on your behalf, and once the
letters are ready, they are signed by the UA and Chair before going in the mail.
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B. Major and Minor Declaration Forms
The College of Arts and Sciences requires the UA to sign major declaration forms.
Students in their second (sophomore) year need to have these signed to transfer into the
College of Arts and Sciences; if students don’t, they won’t be able to register for classes.
Some students will also come in with questions about the major requirements, but most
just want a signature. Whatever the case, be sure to get the student’s name and email
address so you can add them to the PHILMAJORS listserv (see I B above).
Also, as a note, students may switch from one of our majors to another after having
declared. They must sign a new declaration form or fill out a new graduation application
form (see immediately below).
C. Graduation Applications
The UA needs to complete graduation applications for philosophy majors and minors
who are in their third or fourth years. The student must bring the application (which
he/she can get from the CAS Advising Office in Ortega Hall 251) as well as an unofficial
copy of their transcript (which he/she can get by logging into LoboWeb). The UA’s job
is to look over which philosophy courses the student has taken and then list on the
application form the courses he/she must still take to complete the major requirements.
Remember, a student must earn a C or better in a course for it to count towards the major
or minor. You can also make substitutions, e.g., you can count MATH 356 as PHIL 356
Symbolic Logic. Usually a handwritten note on the degree application form suffices for
substitutions, but, on occasion, the College of Arts and Sciences may require a signed
note to verify an allowable substitution.
Students are often confused about the administrative structure of the university. Make
sure they understand that the degree application is only for the major or minor, and does
not include other courses they may need for their degree.
There is usually a big influx of students who need these forms completed at the end and
beginning of each semester; for many of them, a hold has put on their student accounts
and it can only be removed if the grad app is submitted.
D. Transfer Equivalency Forms
Students who have taken philosophy courses at other institutions sometimes want these
courses to count as a UNM philosophy course. For instance, if a student has taken a 3credit intro to philosophy course at NM State or a community college, they’d like to get 3
credits for UNM’s PHIL 101. In most cases, the transfers are rather easy to determine.
In some cases, though, there may not be an equivalent class at UNM. For instance,
several other schools offer an introductory logic course that is not writing-intensive.
These courses will not count as UNM’s PHIL 156, because our course is writingintensive and fulfills a CAS writing requirement. Another common example of a nontransfer occurs when a student has taken a course that has the same title but is at a
different level. For instance, if another school offers ethical theory at the 200-level, it
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will not count as UNM’s PHIL 358 but would instead count as PHIL 258. The general
rule of thumb is to not transfer courses to a higher level.
As a note, in the more typical case where the course is deemed equivalent, it will be put
into the Admissions Office’s system, and all subsequent students will get that credit
automatically. For example, Albuquerque CNM’s 101 and 156 courses are transferred
directly as UNM 101 and 156. (NB: CNM is the school formerly known as TVI.)
These transfer equivalency forms
https://starrs.unm.edu/index.html

are

on-line

at

the

Singularity

site:

The UA should log in every couple weeks and complete the forms that are on-line. First,
though, a new UA should contact Amelia Jackson (277-2289, ajackson@unm.edu) in the
Office of Admissions to set up an account. She is currently the main contact for
questions with the equivalency memo system, and you can contact her for any questions
regarding Singularity.
III. Advising
A. Questions about the major and minor
When students come in to declare their majors or minors, they tend to ask about the
courses they have to take. Encourage them to get the 100-level (PHIL 156) and 200-level
courses (PHIL 201 and 202) done first. Otherwise, they might be in these lower division
courses during their senior year and feel bored because they’ve already taken classes at
the 300-level or above.
You should also remind students that not all major and minor courses are taught each
semester. We tend to offer PHIL 101, 201, 202, and 358 every semester. Other courses,
such as PHIL 356, 371, 372, 381, and 480 are usually taught once a year. Students
should be reminded of this so they don’t wait until their last semester to take a course and
then find out it’s not being offered. This actually happens a lot.
B. Questions about courses and instructors
Sometimes students will come to the UA for advice about which courses to take in the
up-coming semester. Look over what they’ve done so far and use your best judgment
when advising them on which courses to take next (see III A above for more specific
advice).
The students will sometimes ask about particular instructors and want to know whether
Prof. X is good, fair, and/or an easy grader. My rule of thumb: never, ever, ever say
anything disparaging about a colleague or his/her classes or teaching style. I’ll use
myself as an example. I teach a pretty demanding version of PHIL 202 that requires a
bunch of reading and writing as well as quizzes and exams. If I were a UA talking about
my course, I’d say something like “Domski’s class is demanding and will require a good
deal of time and energy. If the work load scares you, then attend her class the first week
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and see how you feel about the class and her teaching style.” Sometimes I’ll also advise
students to contact professors directly to get more info about course requirements.
C. Questions about doing an Honors thesis
Our majors have the option of doing honors work during their last two semesters if they
have earned high enough grades in their philosophy courses. See our departmental web
site for the Honors Program requirements.
As UA, you should tell any student interested in Honors to talk with the Honors Advisor
(currently Brent Kalar). Our departmental policy is to have students talk first to the
Honors Advisor so that every student gets the same advice about how best to complete
Honors work.
D. Questions about graduate school (most of this section is courtesy of Kelly Becker)
1. An initial discussion of the student’s prospects for graduate work sometimes
takes place at the time of major declaration. Most times, though, students will
speak with you during their junior or senior year.
2. Determine the student’s likelihood of success in being placed in a graduate
program. Kelly Becker’s rules of thumb:
 Student’s grades less than 2.75: The student should know that graduate
school is a long shot.
 Student’s grades between 2.75 and 3.5: Perhaps suggest that a terminal
M.A. would be good preparation for Ph.D. work.
3. Make sure the student understands that GREs, letters of recommendation, and
writing sample are all-important. Put them on the right track, and encourage
them to talk to UNM faculty with whom they’ve had several classes. Faculty
familiar with the student’s work will be able to give more solid advice about
whether he/she have the requisite talent and determination to succeed in a
graduate program.
4. Direct the student to resources for choosing a graduate program, such as the
Philosophical Gourmet. However troubled we may be by Brian Leiter’s site,
it at least gives the student an idea of the strengths of various departments and
links to their websites.
5. For all but the truly exceptional students, urge them to apply to many schools,
and to schools that may not have the best reputations, but have good people
working in the student’s chosen area anyway.
IV. Other stuff (including helpful hints)
The bulk of this section is courtesy of Kelly Becker.
A.

Every year, the printing office updates the glossy pamphlets describing each
department’s programs. They will ask you to suggest any changes and to review
and proofread the pamphlet. (Note from Mary Domski: I’ve never been asked to
do this in my two years as UA.)
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B.

The College of Arts and Sciences holds meetings for Undergraduate Advisors
once or twice a year. Ask a department administrator whether your attendance is
required. (Note from Mary Domski: I’ve never attended such a meeting in my
two years as UA.)

C.

Students often try to get something for nothing regarding course equivalencies,
degree requirements, and substitutions. Two examples: one may want a
community college moral problems course to satisfy our ethical theory
requirement; one may want a UNM elective to satisfy a requirement. When in
doubt, go by the book. (In the first example, you can say that a lower-level course
cannot satisfy our upper-level course. This sometimes works better than
explaining how the courses are different. In the second example, the requirements
clearly state which courses must be taken.) They may be disappointed, but they
respond well to rules that are in place.

D.

Ask Mary Domski, Kelly Becker, or any advisor at the College of Arts and
Sciences if you have a question. Note from Mary Domski: Start with local help
(e.g., past UAs or the Chair), since we might have quick solutions to offer.

E.

During the school year, most of your duties can be handled during normal office
hours. In the summer, however, students’ schedules are less regular. You’ll get
lots of emails asking for appointments, so it’s best to try to schedule as many as
possible at a single time. Otherwise, you’ll find yourself having to come in many
times, each for a two minute session.

F.

We have an undergraduate Philosophy Club as well as a chapter of Phi Sigma
Tau, a Philosophy honors society. Mary Domski is the advisor for the Phil Club,
and Andy Burgess has a keen interest in keeping Phi Sigma Tau viable and active.
See these faculty for suggestions on recruiting.

G.

This is an easy and enjoyable job, but it is also our main line of communication
with undergraduates. Always look for opportunities to get the students involved
with the life of the department and enthused about their studies.
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Ph.D. Qualifying Exam Reading List

















Mencius (Hinton translation)
Plato, Republic
Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics: Bks. 1, 2, 6, 10.7-9
Descartes, Meditations
Hume, Treatise of Human Nature: Bk. 1; Bk. 2, pt. 3; Bk. 3, pts. 1 and 2
Kant, Critique of Pure Reason: everything up to B169, except for B 46-59; B 232256 (Second Analogy), 274-279 (Refutation of Idealism), 406-432 (Paralogisms),
472-481, 560-587 (Third Antinomy)
Kant, Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals
Hegel, Phenomenology of Spirit: Preface, Introduction, “Consciousness,” “SelfConsciousness”
Kierkegaard, Concluding Unscientific Postscript: through “Subjective Truth,”
including appendix, “A Glance at a Contemporary Effort in Danish Literature”
Mill, Utilitarianism
Nietzsche, On the Genealogy of Morals
Heidegger, Being and Time: through sec. 63
Wittgenstein, Philosophical Investigations
Quine, Word and Object: chap. two
Kripke, Naming and Necessity
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Graduate Program Details
General Policies and

M.A. Program

Ph.D. Program

Reading List

Requirements

The graduate program in philosophy at UNM is a two-track program: one track leads to the M.A. degree and the other to
the Ph.D. degree. The two programs are independent of each other in admission and conception. Successful completion of
the M.A. program is neither required for admission to the Ph.D. program nor entitles the applicant to admission to the
Ph.D. program. Thus, those who wish to pursue the Ph.D. degree in philosophy at UNM should apply directly to the Ph.D.
program. Ph.D. applicants who are not accepted to the Ph.D. program and do not yet have an M.A. degree in Philosophy
will automatically be considered for the M.A. program. This document describes the department's policies and requirements
for both programs; it should be read in conjunction with the relevant sections of UNM Catalogue.

For UNM graduate regulations and information, please contact: The Office of Graduate Studies MSC 03 2180 1 University
of New Mexico Albuquerque, NM 87131-0001 Phone: (505) 277-2711 Fax: (505) 277-7405 For UNM graduate regulations
and information, please contact:
The Office of Graduate Studies
MSC 03 2180
1 University of New Mexico
Albuquerque, NM 87131-0001
Phone: (505) 277-2711
Fax: (505) 277-7405
To order a UNM catalogue, please write to:
Bookstore
MSC 04 2550
1 University of New Mexico
Albuquerque, NM 87131-0001
(505) 277-5451
(Each catalogue is $10.50, which can be put on Visa or MasterCard.)

I.

General Policies and Requirements

A.

Background Core in Philosophy

http://www.unm.edu/%7Ethinker/grad%20details.html
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Background Core in Philosophy

All graduate students are expected to have, by the time they advance to candidacy (but preferably earlier), a background
core in Philosophy consisting of UNM Philosophy courses numbered 201 (Greek Philosophy), 202 (Modern Philosophy), 352
(Theory of Knowledge), 354 (Metaphysics), 356 (Symbolic Logic), and 358 (Ethical Theory). Equivalent courses taken at
other institutions may substitute for theses courses. Ph.D. students must have passed Phil. 356 or its equivalent with a
grade of A- or better.
B.

Graduate Advising
1. Every graduate student is required to meet with the Graduate Director as soon as possible upon arrival at UNM to
begin his or her graduate studies in philosophy.
2. The Graduate Director will serve as the student’s advisor until he/she forms an MA Exam or Thesis Committee or a
Dissertation Committee. Students, however, are also encouraged to consult with other members of the department
regarding their course of study.
3. After forming an Exam, Thesis or Dissertation Committee, the student should have an informal meeting with his or
her committee once every semester (excluding summer).
4. Every graduate student must have each semester’s course of studies approved by GAC prior to registration.

C.

Distribution Requirement Designations (DRD's)
1. Each semester GAC, with the approval of the department, will designate appropriate courses as H(A) (history of
ancient philosophy), H(M) (history of modern philosophy), H (history of philosophy), Et (ethics), M (metaphysics), or E
(epistemology). These labels are referred to as Distribution Requirement Designations (DRD’s); they indicate the
distribution requirements that may be fulfilled by taking those courses (see II.D1, II.D2, and III.E).
2. Ccourses designated as H are devoted mostly to works completed before 1950 by major figures of Western
philosophy. Courses designated as H(A) are devoted mostly to the work of the Pre-Socratics or the work of Socrates,
Plato, or Aristotle. Courses covering other major philosophers of antiquity may also be designated as H(A) subject to
approval by the department. Courses designated as H(M) are devoted mostly to the work of one or more of the
following philosophers: Hobbes, Rousseau, Descartes, Spinoza, Leibniz, Locke, Berkeley, Hume, and Kant. Courses
covering other major philosophers of the seventeenth and eighteenth century may also be designated as H(M) subject
to approval by the department. A Course receiving M, E, or Et designation will focus on issues in ethics, metaphysics,
or epistemology, rather than on historical movements or contexts, and will include substantial attention to
contemporary discussions of these problems.
3. A course cannot satisfy both a DRD and a background core requirement.
4. No course shall bear more than one DRD.
5. Courses taken at another institution may fulfill a distribution requirement only if they have been accepted for transfer
as graduate credit.
6. Only 500-level courses which are NOT also listed at the 300-level will count as 500-level courses.

D.

Proseminar Requirement

All entering graduate students are required to take the Graduate Proseminar in Philosophy (520) within their first year in
residence. This course will serve the students as an introduction to graduate study in philosophy at UNM. This includes
introduction to the faculty and to their research programs, as well as an opportunity for scholarly interaction with fellow
graduate students. The course is offered once a year.
http://www.unm.edu/%7Ethinker/grad%20details.html
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Grade Requirement

Any course that fulfills a distribution, logic, or language requirement must be passed with a grade of B or better. Also,
students must maintain a cumulative grade point average of at least 3.0 for all graduate-level courses taken while in
graduate status.

II.

The M.A. Program

The M.A. program is designed to give the student a solid foundation in philosophy beyond the undergraduate level,
whether the student's goal is further graduate work in philosophy, graduate work in other disciplines, employment in some
field related to philosophy, or simply the satisfaction of intellectual curiosity. All M.A. students will be accepted into the
program as Plan II students. In special circumstances, a student may petition the Faculty to take the Plan I option. The
student should explain in this petition why he or she thinks that Plan I would be in his or her case a more appropriate
program of studies than Plan II. Requirements specific to Plan I are marked with the superscript '1', and requirements
specific to Plan II are marked with the superscript '2'.
A.

Time Limit

All work toward the M.A. degree (including coursework transferred from another institution) must be completed within a
seven-year period. This seven-year period commences with the first graduate course counted toward the degree.
B1.

Graduate Credit Hour Requirements (Plan I)

An M.A. student under Plan I must complete a minimum of 24 graduate hours of coursework credit: at least 6 hours must
be at the 500-level, no more than 6 hours can be independent-study credit (498/551/651), and no more than 3 hours can
be workshop credit. If a minor is declared, at least 14 graduate hours of coursework credit must be in the major and 7
such hours must be in the minor. Thesis (599) hours do not count as coursework credit, and hence they cannot be used
toward fulfilling these requirements.
B2.

Graduate Credit Hour Requirements (Plan II)

An M.A. student under Plan II must complete a minimum of 32 graduate hours of coursework credit: at least 12 hours
must be at the 500-level, no more than 6 hours can be independent-study credit (498/551/651), and no more than 3
hours can be workshop credit. If a minor is declared, at least 18 graduate hours of coursework credit must be in the
major and 12 such hours must be in the minor. Thesis (599) hours do not count as coursework credit, and hence they
cannot be used toward fulfilling these requirements.
C1.

Philosophy Credit Hour Requirements (Plan I)
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An M.A. student under Plan I must complete a minimum of 19 graduate credit hours of coursework in philosophy: at least
9 hours must be at the 500-level, and no more than 3 hours can be independent-study credit (498/551/651). Graduate
credit hours in philosophy are hours in graduate courses offered by or cross-listed with the philosophy department or
courses approved by GAC as carrying graduate credit in philosophy. Thesis (599) hours do not count as coursework credit,
and hence they cannot be used toward fulfilling these requirements.
C2.

Philosophy Credit Hour Requirements (Plan II)

An M.A. student under Plan II must complete a minimum of 25 graduate credit hours of coursework in philosophy: at least
15 hours must be at the 500-level, and no more than 3 hours can be independent-study credit (498/551/651). Graduate
credit hours in philosophy are hours in graduate courses offered by or cross-listed with the philosophy department or
courses approved by GAC as carrying graduate credit in philosophy. Thesis (599) hours do not count as coursework credit,
and hence they cannot be used toward fulfilling these requirements.
D1.

Distribution Requirements (Plan I)

Plan I students must take a minimum of 4 courses designated as H(A), H(M), H, Et, M, or E (see I.C): at least one is
designated as H(A) or H(M) at the 500-level, and at least one is designated as Et, M, or E.
D2.

Distribution Requirements (Plan II)

Plan II students must take a minimum of 4 courses designated as H(A), H(M), H, Et, M, or E (see I.C): at least one is
designated as H(A) or H(M) at the 500-level; at least one is designated as H(A), H(M), or H; and at least two are
designated as Et, M, or E.
E1.

M.A. Thesis (Plan I)

1. Before beginning work on the M.A. thesis, a Plan I student must select, in consultation with the Graduate Director
and suject to approval by the department Chair, a thesis committee consisting of three members, a majority of whom
must be from the philosophy department.
2. A copy of the final draft of the student's M.A. thesis, which ust not exceed 25,000 words of main test, shall be
sidtributed to each member of the thesis committee at least two weeks before the scheduled date of the thesis
defense. This date shall be fixed in consultation with the Graduate Director.
3. Every M.A. Candidate under Plan I is required to pass successfully a master's exam, which is an oral defense of the
student's thesis before his or her thesis committee. An M.A. candidate may take a master's exam at most twice.
E2.

M.A. Paper (Plan II)

1. A Plan II student must select, in consultation with the Graduate Director and subject to approval by the department
Chair, a master's exam committee consisting of three members, a majority of whom must be from the philosophy
department.
2. A copy of the final draft of the student's M.A. paper, which must not exceed 12,500 words of main text, shall be
distributed to each member of the student's master's exam committee at least two weeks before the scheduled date of
the exam. This date shall be fixed in consultation with the Graduate Director.
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the exam. This date shall be fixed in consultation with the Graduate Director.
3. Every M.A. candidate under Plan II is required to pass successfully a master's exam, which is an oral exam focused
on the student's M.A. paper. An M.A. candidate may take a master's exam at most twice.

III.

Ph.D. Program

The Ph.D. program is designed to prepare the student for an academic career in philosophy as scholar, researcher, and
teacher. The requirements described below structure a Ph.D. program of 5 years, for which students will normally receive
full financial support. Graduate work in philosophy completed prior to entering the Ph.D. program may be counted toward
the Ph.D. degree in philosophy at UNM, subject to approval by GAC and to UNM Office of Graduate Studies regulations
(see UNM Catalogue). All students, however, must complete the following requirements at UNM: Proseminar (I.D),
Qualifying Examination (III.F), Dissertation Prospectus (III. J), Dissertation (III.K), and other requirements specified by the
UNM Office of Graduate Studies (see UNM Catalogue). [Semester number enclosed in brackets next to the title of a
requirement indicates the deadline for completing that requirement.]
A.

Funding
1. All applicants for the Ph.D. program (both with and without requests for financial aid) will have the same application
deadline. All applicants will be judged by the same standards, independently of funding status.
2. No applicant will be granted admission unless the department has a reasonable expectation that the student will
receive five years of funding, which the department may pro-rate for those applicants who have already completed
some graduate work. Continued funding will be contingent on satisfactory performance in the program.

B.

Student's Teaching
1. Beginning with the entering class of 1998, all Ph.D. students are required before graduating to teach at least one
course independently, which will be observed at least once by a full-time, tenured or tenure-track faculty member who
will enter a written evaluation in the student's file, as well as meet with the student to discuss her or his teaching
performance. Normally, teaching an independent course will happen automatically during the course of a student's time
here. In the special case of an outside-funded student, the department is committed to giving that student a course to
teach during a term decided at the department's discretion (which may be the Summer term).
2. Each student will have each of her or his courses observed at least once, and the observer will write at least one
letter of evaluation for that student. (A separate letter of evaluation for each course observation is not required.)
Letters of evaluation are placed in the student's file prior to such time as the student is seeking employment and
submitting job applications.

C.

Graduate Credit Hour Requirements [8th Semester]

Every Ph.D. student must complete a minimum of 48 graduate hours of coursework credit, of which at least 24 hours
must be at the 500-level. Dissertation (699) hours do not count as coursework credit, and hence they cannot be used
toward fulfilling these requirements.
D.

Philosophy Credit Hour Requirements [8th Semester]

Every Ph.D. student must complete a minimum of 34 graduate hours of coursework credit in philosophy, of which at least
24 hours must be at the 500-level, and no more than 9 may be independent-study credit (498/551/651). Graduate credit
hours in philosophy are hours in graduate courses offered by or cross-listed with the philosophy department or in courses
approved by GAC as carrying graduate Philosophy credit. Dissertation (699) hours do not count as coursework credit, and
hence they cannot be used toward fulfilling these requirements.
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hence they cannot be used toward fulfilling these requirements.
E.

Distribution Requirements [6th Semester]

Ph. D. students must take a minimum of three courses designated H(A), H(M), and H. No more than two may be taken in
any one of these areas to satisfy this requirement. Ph.D. students must also take one course in M or E and one course in
Et.
F.

Qualifying Examination [5th Semester]
1. All Ph.D. students will be examined on their general knowledge of the history of philosophy, metaphysics,
epistemology, and ethics. The exam will cover the readings on the qualifying exam reading list.
2. The qualifying exam shall be either a three-hour oral exam or a four-hour written exam administered by a
committee of three philosophy faculty. Students shall choose whether the exam will be oral or written. The committee
shall be appointed by GAC in consultation with the student.
3. The exam must be taken within the first six weeks of the beginning of the fifth semester. The exam committee will
be appointed by the end of the preceding semester.
4. At the committee's discretion, under exceptional circumstances, students may be asked to answer further questions
orally or in writing.
5. The examination committee shall issue one of three possible grades as a result of the exam: Ph.D. pass, M.A. pass,
or fail. Students are required to pass the qualifying exam with a Ph.D. pass to continue in the Ph.D. program.
6. Students who receive an M.A. pass or fail the exam will be allowed to retake the exam once within the first six
weeks of the beginning of the following semester.
Criteria for an M.A. Pass on the Qualifying Examination:

The Student must demonstrate basic knowledge and expository ability: he or she should show an acquaintance with the
main ideas of most of the readings on the reading list and an ability to explain them in a manner that would be
appropriate for an introductory philosophy course.
Criteria for a Ph.D. Pass on the Qualifying Examination:
In addition to meeting the criteria for an M.A. pass, the student should demonstrate comprehensive knowledge and
analytical ability. He or she should show a firm grasp of the Philosophical problems addressed in most, if not all, of the
readings and their broader significance, a comprehension of the main arguments presented therein, and an ability to
analyze and critique them.
G.

Requesting an M.A. Degree

A doctoral student who receives a Ph.D. pass or an M.A. pass on the qualifying exam and completes the coursework
requirements described in II.B², II.C², and II.D² above will be awarded, upon request, an M.A. degree in Philosophy.
H.

Language Requirement [8th Semester]

A Ph.D. student must demonstrate reading competence in French, German, or a classical language, subject to approval by
GAC. Such competence must be demonstrated by passing a translation exam arranged by GAC. A student may, with the
approval of the department, substitute a course in metalogic (Phil. 456 or the equivalent) for the language requirement;
the student must receive a grade of at least A- in the course. (Note: Students who entered the Ph.D. program prior to
Fall 2006 may fulfill this requirement by taking courses approved by GAC.)
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Dissertation Committee [7th Semester]

Every Ph.D. student must select, in consultation with the Graduate Director and subject to approval by the department
Chair, a dissertation committee of at least four members, a majority of whom must be from the philosophy department,
and one of whom must be an external member.
J.

Dissertation Prospectus Examination (DP) Exam [8th Semester]

The DP Exam will be an oral exam of 2-3 hours based on a written dissertation prospectus. The examining committee
shall consist of the three departmental members of the student's dissertation committee. The dissertation prospectus must
contain the following elements:
a definition of the problem of issue that will be the focus of the dissertation (5-15pp.),
a review of the literature relevant to the problem or issue in question (10-20 pp.),
a coherent explanation of the approach to the problem or the historical-interpretive thesis that will be proposed,
including an overview of the anticipated artument (10-15 pp.),
an outline of the dissertation broken down into chapters (2-5 pp.),
a bibliography reflecting a grasp of the essential literature relevant to the problem or issue (no fewer than 20 items).
The prospectus should have the format of a paper, including footnotes or endnotes, broken down into the above
mentioned sections. The total length shoulc be approx. 27-55 pp.
Every Ph.D. student entering the program after 2006 is expected to complete the DP exam by the end of his/her eighth
semester in residence. Otherwise, he/she will be deemed to be making unsatisfactory progress toward the degree.
K.

Dissertation

Once the dissertation is completed, it must be submitted to an oral defense before and be approved by the student's
dissertation committee. The dissertation must not exceed 75,000 words of main text.
L.

Satisfactory Progress

A doctoral student is considered to be making satisfactory progress toward the Ph.D. only if he or she successfully
completes each requirement by the specified deadline and maintains a GPA of 3.15 at the end of each academic year.
Projected failure to meet any requirement by the specified deadline may also count as failure to make satisfactory
progress. A student who is not making satisfactory progress by the end of the academic year may be disqualified from
continuing in the Ph.D. program and, thereby, no longer be entitled to financial support.

IV.

Reading List for the Qualifying Examination

The Department of Philosophy reserves the right to make reasonable changes to the reading list below provided that
sufficient advance notice is given to students yet to take the qualifying exam, if such changes will better serve the
educational goals of the exam.
Mencius (Hinton translation)
Plato, Repbulic
Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics (Bks. 1, 2, 6, 10.7-9)
Descartes, Meditations
Hume, Treatise of Human Nature (Bk. 1; Bk. 2, pt. 3; Bk. 3, pts. 1 and 2)
Kant, Critique of Pure Reason (Everything up to B 169, except for B 46-59; B 232-256 [Second Analogy], 274-279
{Refutation of Idealism], 406-432 {Paralogisms], 472-481, 560-587 [Third Antinomy])
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{Refutation of Idealism], 406-432 {Paralogisms], 472-481, 560-587 [Third Antinomy])
Kant, Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals
Hegel, Phenomenology (Preface, Introduction, "Consciousness," "Self-Consciousness")
Kierkegaard, Concluding Unscientific Postscript (through "Subjective Truth," including appendix, "A Blance at a
Contemporary Effort in Danish Literature")
Mill, Utilitarianism
Nietzsche, On the Genealogy of Morals
Heidegger, Being and Time (through sec. 63)
Wittgenstein, Philosophical Investigations
Quine, Word and Object, Chap. two
Kripke, Naming and Necessity
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II.2 OA Plan for Core Courses
Outcomes Plan 101 and 156
Outcomes Plan 201 and 202
Philos. Paper rubric

Outcomes Assessment Plan for Philosophy 101 and 156
26 Sept., 2007


For one assignment each term – preferably in the second half of the term – faculty
in sections of 101 and 156 will collect outcomes data, using either the
“Philosophy Paper Rubric” (for 101) or the “156 Essay Rubric” (for 156). They
will record the data on the “Data Summary Sheet.” In smaller sections they should
enter the scores for every paper; in larger sections, they should enter scores from a
representative sample of papers. Approximate 20 papers per section should be
used. Faculty should also record any observations about strengths or weaknesses
in the students’ performance on the assignment as revealed by the data (the back
of the data summary sheets may be used for this).



During the week before classes at the start of spring term faculty who have taught
sections of 101 and 156 over the course of the year (i.e., the preceding spring and
fall terms) shall meet to analyze and discuss the outcomes data gathered. At this
meeting trends in student performance will be noted and persistent difficulties in
student learning and ways to address those difficulties will be discussed.
Recommendations for improving areas of weakness in student learning and the
assessment process itself will also be considered. The discussion will be recorded
and summarized by the departmental Outcomes Assessment Coordinator. The
summary, together will all data collected, will be presented to the Philosophy
faculty for examination and further discussion at the first faculty meeting of the
term and thereafter be kept in a file in the Departmental Administrator’s office.

Outcomes Assessment Plan for Philosophy 201 and 202
19 Sept., 2007


For one assignment each term – preferably in the second half of the term – faculty
in sections of 201 and 202 will collect outcomes data, using either the
“Philosophy Paper Rubric” or a modified rubric of their own. They will record the
data on the “Data Summary Sheet.” In smaller sections they should enter the
scores for every paper; in larger sections, they should enter scores from a
representative sample of papers. Approximate 20 papers per section should be
used. Faculty should also record any observations about strengths or weaknesses
in the students’ performance on the assignment as revealed by the data (the back
of the data summary sheets may be used for this).



During the week before classes at the start of spring term faculty who have taught
sections of 201 and 202 over the course of the year (i.e., the preceding spring and
fall terms) shall meet to analyze and discuss the outcomes data gathered. At this
meeting trends in student performance will be noted and persistent difficulties in
student learning and ways to address those difficulties will be discussed.
Recommendations for improving areas of weakness in student learning and the
assessment process itself will also be considered. The discussion will be recorded
and summarized by the departmental Outcomes Assessment Coordinator. The
summary, together will all data collected, will be presented to the Philosophy
faculty for examination and further discussion at the first faculty meeting of the
term and thereafter be kept in a file in the Departmental Administrator’s office.

Philos.
paper
rubric

1. Comprehension of main idea
of subject position
2. Comprehension of
main reasons in support
of subject position
3. Analysis of argument

Excellent

Good

Acceptable

Not acceptable

The student
articulates the
main idea (thesis)
of the subject
position clearly
and precisely in
his/her own
words, in a way
that enables the
reader to
comprehend it
easily.
The essay
identifies the
main reasons the
author uses in
supporting his/her
position in a way
that enables the
reader to see their
plausibility.

The student
articulates the
main idea of the
subject position in
his/her own words
so that the reader
can comprehend it
with minimal
effort.

The student does not
articulate the main
idea of the position.

The student
presents the
author’s argument
for the subject
position in a way
that illuminates its
structure. He/she
identifies all the
premises,
formulating them
in his/her own
words. He/she
provides support
for the premises.

The student
identifies all the
premises,
reformulated in
his/her own
words, so that
they entail the
conclusion;
he/she provides
evidential support
for the premises

The student
articulates the
main idea of the
subject position
partially; he/she
formulates it in
his/her own words
but must to a
significant extent
rely on the
language of the
author.
The student
identifies the
main reasons ...
partially in his/her
own words;
he/she must to a
significant extent
rely on the
language of the
text.
The student
identifies some of
the premises.
He/she must rely
to a significant
extent on the
author’s words;
he/she provides
evidential support
for some of the
premises.

The student
identifies the
main reasons the
author uses ... in
his/her own
words.

The student does not
identify the main
reasons the author
uses in supporting
his/her position.

The student identifies
none or only a few of
the premises. He/she
does not provide
support for the
premises.

4. Language
5. Critique
6. Developing a counter-position

The student uses
philosophical
terminology
correctly. He/she
writes clearly and
precisely so that
the reader is able
to follow his/her
meaning easily,
and makes no
obscure,
nonsensical, or
incoherent
statements.
His/her
statements are
consistent with
each other.
The student raises
“interesting” –
i.e., cogent,
challenging –
objections to the
subject position
and the
argument(s) for it,
which are
supported fully.
The student
develops his/her
own position on
the problem that
either modifies
the subject
position and
argument(s) in
light of the
objections raised
or is a new
proposal. The
proposal is clearly
stated and
supported by a
plausible
argument whose
premises are well
supported.

The student uses
philosophical
terminology
correctly. He/she
writes so that the
reader is able to
follow his/her
meaning with
minimal effort.
He/she
occasionally
makes obscure
statements but no
nonsensical or
incoherent ones.
His/her
statements are
consistent.
The student raises
objections to the
position and
argument(s) that
are at least
partially
supported.

The student
mostly uses
philosophical
terminology
correctly. He/she
writes so that the
reader is able to
follow with some
effort. He/she
occasionally
makes
nonsensical or
incoherent
statements.
His/her
statements are
sometimes
inconsistent.
The student
makes
observations
about the subject
position and
argument(s) that
could be
developed as
objections.

The student does not
use philosophical
terminology correctly.
He/she writes so that
the reader has
difficulty following
the meaning. He/she
frequently employs
obscure/
nonsensical/incoherent
expressions. His/her
statements are
inconsistent and
contradictory.

The student
partially develops
his/her own
position. He/she
articulates it
clearly and
presents an
argument for it,
but the argument
is not as strong or
well supported.

The student
coherently
articulates a
counter-position
but does not
develop an
argument for it.

The student does not
articulate a counterposition at all, or does
not do so coherently.

The student does not
raise objections to the
subject position and
argument(s).

7. Creativity

The student is
thinking, i.e.,
seriously
examining and
testing theories
and concepts.
He/she has to
some extent
broken free from
conventional
ideas/solutions
and presents a
perspective that is
new and
illuminating for
the reader. The
essay exhibits
mastery of
language and
style.

The student is
thinking, though
not with the same
depth or
originality. The
essay exhibits
flashes of mastery
of language and
style.

The essay shows
some degree of
either depth and
originality of
thought or
mastery of
language and
style.

The essay shows no
attempt at serious
thought or any
mastery of language
and style.

II.3 08 Outcomes Assessment Report
Philosophy OA Annual Report
OA-Philosophy core Courses Data
Data Review Narrative

Department of Philosophy
Annual Progress Report on Assessment of Student Learning
2007-2008 Academic Year


Attachments:

1) Excel spreadsheet with data from core courses in Philosophy
2) Outcomes Assessment Plans for core courses (revised for spring 2008),
including the Philosophy Paper Rubric
3) Narrative report of Philosophy Department assessment data review
meeting, Feb. 3, 2008

 General Remarks
During the 2007-2008 academic year, the Department of Philosophy collected outcomes data
from 31 sections of our core courses. The breakdown is as follows:
PHIL 101: Intro to Philosophical Problems
PHIL 156: Reasoning and Critical Thinking
PHIL 201: Greek Philosophy &
PHIL 202: Modern Philosophy

13 sections (9 in fall 2007, 4 in spring 2008)
13 sections (5 in fall 2007, 8 in spring 2008)
5 sections (3 in fall 2007, 2 in spring 2008)

All but one instructor of the above sections used an essay assignment to evaluate student
performance in 7 categories:
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)

Comprehension of main idea of subject position
Comprehension of main reasons in support of subject position
Analysis of argument
Language
Critique
Developing a counter position
Creativity

As detailed in the attached rubric, student performance was rated on a scale from Excellent to
Not Acceptable in each of the above categories.
The overall annual averages from our core courses as well as a comparison of the data from these
courses are included on the attached spreadsheet.
 General Observations
In general, average scores for each of the 7 categories fell between 2.2 and 3.0, i.e., between
Acceptable and Good. In 4 of the 7 categories (namely, Comprehension of main reasons in
support of subject position, Analysis of argument, Language, and Creativity), the highest
averages were earned by students in PHIL 156: Reasoning and Critical Thinking, a course which
fulfills the writing requirement for the College of Arts and Sciences core curriculum. That
averages are slightly higher for this course is not surprising given that students in PHIL 156

spend a good deal of class time learning skills required to critique an argument and write an
argumentative essay.
Overall, however, the average student scores from our 4 core courses are very similar. Again,
this is no surprise given that many students in these courses are being exposed to academic
Philosophy for the first time. This is true even in our 200-level Philosophy courses, PHIL 201
and PHIL 202, because these courses have no prerequisites.
Since we serve a broad range of students in our core courses – from those trying to fulfill College
distribution requirements to those who have already taken other Philosophy courses – it is
difficult at this stage to draw any firm conclusions from the data about how well Philosophy
majors are being served in our core courses. For one thing, we will need to examine data from
courses at and above the 300-level, where we find more Philosophy majors, to get a better sense
of whether our lower-division core courses are providing solid training for students wishing to
pursue Philosophy as a major or minor. This is now part of the overall Outcomes Assessment
plan for Philosophy undergraduate programs. Nevertheless, in February of this year – in keeping
with the Philosophy Department’s plan for outcomes assessment of core courses – instructors of
Philosophy core courses met for a preliminary discussion of the data from the fall term. A record
of this meeting is also attached. The following proposals for Philosophy core courses for AY 0809 emerged out of this meeting:
1) Apply the rubric used for 101, 201, and 202 to 156 as well. That is, use the same rubric
for all of these core courses. (NB: In Fall 07 a slightly different rubric was used for PHIL.
156 courses.)
2) Introduce a unit on “writing a philosophical essay” in 101 supersections next fall and
compare the scores in the “higher-level understanding” division of the rubric in the
supersections with scores in that same division in other sections of 101, to see if a unit on
writing skills has a positive impact on those outcomes. The unit can be administered by
“Success TA’s” in the regularly scheduled recitation/discussion sections of the
supersections, in conjunction with helping students prepare upcoming writing
assignments.
3) Change the name of the category for measuring writing skills from “language” to
“expression.”

Submitted 16 June, 2008
John Taber
Chair, Philosophy Department
Mary Domski,
Outcomes Assessment Coordinator, Philosophy Department

Summary Philosophy Core Outcomes and Assessments -- Core Courses Fall 2007 & Spring 2008
Course #

Comprehension of
Comprehension of
main reasons in
main idea of
support of subject
subject position
position

Analysis of
Argument

Language

Critique

Developing a
counter position

Creativity

PHIL 101
AY 07-08
Average

2.72

2.59

2.44

2.67

2.38

2.39

2.52

PHIL 156
AY 07-08
Average

2.77

2.89

2.96

2.77

2.41

2.37

2.82

201 & 202
AY 07-08
Average

2.84

2.72

2.60

2.65

2.46

2.21

2.44

4=Excellent
3=Good
2=Acceptable
1=Not Acceptable
Number of Assessments:

31 (17 in fall, 14 in spring)

Philosophy Department Outcomes Assessment
Narrative report of Philosophy Dept. Assessment Data Review Meeting, Feb. 3, 2008
John Taber, Chair , Philosophy Dept.
Evaluation and discussion of data for Phil. 101, 156, 201, and 202, Fall, 2007
Present: Faculty: Kelly Becker, Andrew Burgess, John Bussanich, Mary Domski, Lisa
Gerber, Brent Kalar, John Taber; TA’s: Tara Kennedy, Christian Wood, Kristian Simcox,
Susanne Claxton, Mark Ralkowski
Observations: The group noted that the scores for 156 are higher overall than for 101,
201, and 202. It was also noted that for the latter courses the scores tended to be higher in
the first three categories than the last three.
Discussion: It was, first of all, agreed that overall higher scores for 156 had to do with
the fact that more time is spent specifically on learning how to write an argumentative
essay in 156. 101, 201, and 202, on the other hand, introduce students to philosophy by
offering broad surveys of ideas (the latter two courses focusing on the ancient and early
modern periods, respectively). The emphasis in those courses is more on comprehension
than analysis and self-expression. It was agreed that these are indeed the proper emphases
for these courses. There was some discussion about whether content tests should be
introduced as outcomes measurements in 101, 201, and 202, but decided in the end that
an essay assignment remains the best way to evaluate the comprehension of complex
arguments and theories (as opposed to the mere regurgitation of information). In the
“introductory” courses there should be somewhat lower expectations for the development
of the ability to critique arguments and develop a counter-position. In fact, the group
realized that the categories of the rubric fall roughly into two divisions: the first, which
includes “comprehension of the main idea,” “comprehension of the main reasons in
support of the idea,” and “analysis of the argument,” really measures “basic
understanding” of philosophical arguments and theories. The second, which includes
“critique,” “developing a counter position,” and “creativity,” measures what we would
call “higher-level understanding,” that is, the ability to respond to a philosophical
idea/theory in a philosophically appropriate (even sophisticated) way, which reflects an
awareness of a range of philosophical options and their relative strengths and
weaknesses. We would expect, in fact, students to score higher and higher in the second
division in progressively more advanced courses. Although they should begin to develop
this ability in the three introductory courses, we should by no means be expecting a high
level of proficiency at that stage. 156, meanwhile, does attempt to get students to think
creatively about philosophical issues in the context of improving their writing skills, so
we should in fact be measuring “higher-level understanding” in that course, even though
it is not an advanced course. Thus, the same rubric used in 101, 201, and 202, which
measures that component, should be used in 156 as well. The category “language”
represents a third division which we decided is essential to the skills of the other two
divisions. Importance should continue to be placed on proper use of language, including

grammar, spelling, diction, and punctuation, in all of these courses, since a student cannot
articulate understanding without mastery of language.
Finally, there was debate about whether more time should be spent in Phil. 101, in
particular, on developing writing skills. Even now, most instructors devote at least one
period to outlining expectations and explaining how to do writing assignments, but a full
unit on “How to Write a Philosophy Paper,” for which there are several good, short
primers, could be made part of the course. Several faculty felt, however, that that would
result in a significant reduction of the amount of material covered in the course. As a
compromise, it was decided that the 101 supersections next fall should include a unit on
writing philosophy papers, which would be led by Success TA’s in the
discussion/recitation sections that are scheduled for regular class periods every other
work. The scores in the supersections should then be compared to those of other sections
next year, to see if the unit on writing papers results in a significant improvement in
outcomes.
Proposals:
1. Apply the rubric used for 101, 201, and 202 to 156 as well. That is, use the same rubric
for all of these core courses.
2. Introduce a unit on “writing a philosophical essay” in 101 supersections next fall and
compare the scores in the “higher-level understanding” division of the rubric in the
supersections with scores in that same division in other sections of 101, to see if a unit on
writing skills has a positive impact on those outcomes. The unit can be administered by
“Success TA’s” in the regularly scheduled recitation/discussion sections of the
supersections, in conjunction with helping students prepare upcoming writing
assignments.
3. Change the name of the category for measuring writing skills from “language” to
“expression.”

Course Evaluation Statistics

Course

Phil 101 Intro to Phil Problems

Semester

Spring 2008
Total Responses

A
#1

B

C

D

F

Rate the course content

101.002

28

50%

23

41%

5

9%

0

0%

0

0%

56

101.003

63

64%

25

25%

9

9%

1

1%

1

1%

99

101.004/007

25

42%

11

19%

14

24%

9

15%

0

0%

59

101.005

21

62%

12

35%

0

0%

1

3%

0

0%

34

101.006

12

57%

5

24%

3

14%

1

5%

0

0%

21

101.008

16

67%

8

33%

0

0%

0

0%

0

0%

24

101.009

39

87%

6

13%

0

0%

0

0%

0

0%

45

Totals

204

60%

90

27%

31

9%

12

4%

1

0%

338

GPA

3.431952663

#2

Rate the Instructor

Total Responses

101.002

39

70%

14

25%

3

5%

0

0%

0

0%

56

101.003

82

83%

13

13%

4

4%

0

0%

0

0%

99

101.004/007

28

47%

16

27%

6

10%

6

10%

3

5%

59

101.005

27

79%

5

15%

1

3%

1

3%

0

0%

34

101.006

14

67%

3

14%

2

10%

2

10%

0

0%

21

101.008

18

75%

6

25%

0

0%

0

0%

0

0%

24

101.009

42

93%

3

7%

0

0%

0

0%

0

0%

45

Totals

250

74%

60

18%

16

5%

9

3%

3

1%

338

GPA

3.612426036

#3

Rate the course in general

Total Responses

101.002

26

46%

24

43%

5

9%

1

2%

0

0%

56

101.003

49

49%

34

34%

11

11%

4

4%

1

1%

99

101.004/007

20

34%

16

27%

12

20%

10

17%

1

2%

59

101.005

19

56%

12

35%

2

6%

1

3%

0

0%

34

101.006

12

57%

2

10%

5

24%

1

5%

1

5%

21

101.008

17

71%

7

29%

0

0%

0

0%

0

0%

24

101.009

40

89%

5

11%

0

0%

0

0%

0

0%

45

Totals

183

54%

100

30%

35

10%

17

5%

3

1%

338

GPA

3.310650888

Rate your learning

#4

Total Responses

101.002

26

46%

20

36%

10

18%

0

0%

0

0%

56

101.003

48

48%

27

27%

15

15%

7

7%

2

2%

99

101.004/007

18

31%

16

27%

12

20%

8

14%

5

8%

59

101.005

18

53%

12

35%

3

9%

1

3%

0

0%

34

101.006

7

33%

8

38%

3

14%

2

10%

1

5%

21

101.008

16

67%

8

33%

0

0%

0

0%

0

0%

24

101.009

37

82%

7

16%

1

2%

0

0%

0

0%

45

Totals

170

50%

98

29%

44

13%

18

5%

8

2%

338

GPA

3.195266272

Catalogue Revisions
Philosophy Department
Approved 8/21/08
INTRODUCTORY COURSES
101
102
108
156

Introduction to Philosophy (NEW NAME)
Current Moral Problems
Introduction to Asian Philosophy
Reasoning and Critical Thinking

201
202
241
244
245

Greek Philosophy
From Descartes to Kant (NEW NAME)
Issues in Philosophy (NEW COURSE – for transfer credits) Delta
Introduction to Existentialism
Professional Ethics

ELIMINATE FOLLOWING 100- AND 200-LEVEL COURSES: 111 Humanities, 204
Greek Civilization; 205 Roman Civilization (Both of these, however, are cross-listed with
various departments.)
BASIC SURVEY COURSES
333
334
336
343
350
352
354
356
358
360
361
363
365
368
371
372

Buddhist Philosophy (NEW COURSE) (PREREQ.: a previous course in
philosophy) (CROSS-LIST WITH RS?)
Indian Philosophy (NEW NAME; NEW PREREQ.: a previous course in
philosophy)
Chinese Philosophy (NEW NAME: NEW PREREQ.: a previous course in
philosophy)
Contemporary Continental Philosophy (NEW PREREQ.: Phil. 201, 202,
or 244)
Philosophy of Science (NEW PREREQ.: none)
Epistemology (NEW PREREQ.: Phil. 202)
Metaphysics (NEW PREREQ.: Phil. 201 or 202)
Symbolic Logic
Ethical Theory (NEW PREREQ.: Phil. 201)
Classical Christian Thought (RELG 360) (NEW NAME)
Modern Christian Thought (RELG 361)
Environmental Ethics
Philosophy of Religion (RELG 365) (NEW PREREQ.: a course in Philosophy or
Religious Studies)
Biomedical Ethics (NEW COURSE)
Classical Social and Political Philosophy (CROSS-LIST WITH POLS?) (SAME
PREREQS.)
Modern Social and Political Philosophy (CROSS-LIST WITH POLS?) (SAME
PREREQS.)

381

Philosophy of Law (NEW NAME; NEW PREREQ.: Phil. 358)

341
342

Topics in Philosophy (TAUGHT AT BRANCH CAMPUSES)
Selected Philosophers (TAUGHT AT BRANCH CAMPUSES)

ADVANCED UNDERGRADUATE SURVEY COURSES
(Most have new numbers; all now have stars – i.e., they may be taken by graduate
students for graduate credit. But these courses would be open to all undergraduates.)
408* Medieval Philosophy (NEW NUMBER: PREREQ.: Phil. 201 JT)
415* History and Philosophy of Mathematics (PREREQ.: Phil. 356 – check with Math)
432* American Philosophy (NEW NUMBER: PREREQ.: Phil. 201 or 202 RB)
443* Movements in Continental Philosophy (NEW COURSE, PREREQ.: Phil. 202
or 244 or 343 IT)
444* Nineteenth-Century Philosophy (PREREQ.: Phil. 202)
446* Twentieth-Century Philosophy (PREREQ.: Phil. 202 or 352 or 354 RG)
448* Comparative Philosophy (PREREQ.: one course in Philosophy RH)
455* Philosophy of Language (PREREQ.: Phil. 352 or 354 or 356 KB)
456* Philosophy of Mind (PREREQ.: Phil. 202 KB)
467* Philosophy of Art and Aesthetics (PREREQ.: one course in Phil. BK)
480* Philosophy and Literature (PREREQ.: one course in Phil.; coordinate with
English)
444-480 ALL NEW NUMBERS
ELIMINATE THE FOLLOWING 300-LEVEL COURSES (and corresponding 500
numbers): 337 Chinese Philosophy II, 388 Topics in Brazilian Thought (RELG 388;
check with Relig. Studies)
ADVANCED UNDERGRADUATE COURSES ON INDIVIDUAL FIGURES IN THE
HISTORY OF PHILOSOPHY:
(These are mostly courses we already have, now starred instead of coupled with 500
numbers, which would restrict them to grad students and seniors. The Heidegger courses
proposed for the continental philosophy concentration are in this group.)
402*
403*
404*
406*
409*
410*
411*
413*

Plato (PREREQ: Phil. 201 JT)
Aristotle (PREREQ: Phil. 201 JT)
Augustine (Eliminate: check with RS)
Descartes (PREREQ.: Phil. 202 MD)
Hume (PREREQ.: Phil. 202 MD)
Kant (PREREQ.: Phil. 202 MD)
Hegel (NEW COURSE: PREREQ.: Phil. 202 JT)
Kierkegaard (PREREQ.: one course in Phil. or Relig. AB)
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414* Nietzsche (NEW COURSE: PREREQ.: Phil. 202 JT)
421* Early Heidegger (NEW NAME; DROP 500 NUMBER; PREREQ.: Phil. 201 or
202 or 244 IT)
422* Wittgenstein (PREREQ: Phil. 202 or 352 or 354 or 455 RG)
423* Later Heidegger/Post-Heideggerian Philosophy (NEW COURSE;
PREREQUISITE: Phil. 201 or 202 or 244 or 421 IT)
ADVANCED UNDERGRADUATE TOPICS COURSES:
441* Philosophical Topics (PREREQ.: one course in Phil. at 200-level or above)
442* Individual Philosophers (PREREQ.: one course in Phil. at 200-level or above)
ADVANCED UNDERGRADUATE COURSES IN ASIAN THOUGHT
431* Ch’an and Buddhist Philosophy (NEW NUMBER) (RELG 331) (PREREQ.:
PHIL 333 or 334)
434* South Asian Mystical Traditions (NEW COURSE; PREREQ.: Phil. 333 or 334 or
RS 263)
438* Indian Buddhist Philosophy (NEW NAME) (NEW PREREQ.: PHIL 333 or
334)
440* Summer Seminar on Buddhism (NEW NAME; NEW PREREQ.: PHIL 333 or
334 or 336 or RS 263 RH) Check with RS; add section on Summer Seminar to
deptl. webpage
(GENERAL JUSTIFICATION FOR STARRED COURSES: These are course which are
not necessarily part of the undergraduate curriculum elsewhere, especially in small
colleges. Graduate students coming into our program may want to have the opportunity to
take courses in these subjects for graduate credit. Expectations for graduate credit should
be clearly defined. (I suggest, as a general departmental policy, a substantial [15-20 pp.]
research paper.) Moreover, the department should consider restricting the number of
400* courses that can count toward the M.A. and Ph.D; otherwise, I’m concerned that
the powers-that-be will not allow us to have this many starred courses. In general, the
idea behind offering a course as a starred 400-level course is that you would be opening
the course to all undergraduates and controlling the admission of graduate students; the
idea behind offering a course at the 400/500-level (provided the FSGC ruling passes that
such courses be restricted to seniors and graduate students) is that you would be opening
the course to graduate students but controlling the admission of undergraduates. We can
expect enrollment in starred courses to be greater than in 400/500-level courses.)
GRADUATE SEMINARS
452/552
453/553

Graduate Seminar in History of Philosophy (NEW COURSE:
PREREQ.: 15 hrs. in Phil. or graduate status)
Graduate Seminar in American Philosophy (NEW COURSE:
PREREQ.: 15 hrs. in Phil. or graduate status)
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454/554
468/568
465/565
458/558

GS in Metaphysics and Epistemology (NEW COURSE: PREREQ.:
same)
GS in Philosophy of Art and Aesthetics (NEW COURSE; PREREQ.:
same)
GS in Philosophy of Religion (NEW COURSE; PREREQ.: same)
GS in Moral and Political Philosophy (NEW COURSE:
PREREQ.: same)

GRADUATE SEMINARS IN CONTEMPORARY CONTINENTAL PHILOSOPHY
462/562
471/571
486/586

GS in Continental Philosophy (NEW COURSE; PREREQ.: same)
GS in Psychoanalytic Theory and Continental Philosophy (NEW
COURSE; PREREQ.: same)
Graduate Seminar on Major Continental Philosopher (NEW COURSE;
PREREQ.: same) (Individual figures on which seminars might be given
can be listed in the course description, e.g., Lacan, Levinas, Derrida,
Badiou, Žižek, etc.)

(GENERAL NOTE ON 400/500-LEVEL COURSES: If the Faculty Senate Graduate
Committee (FSGC) proposal to restrict 400/500 courses to seniors and graduate students
does not pass, we can go back (next year) and list prerequisites for our 400/500-level
courses. If it does pass, we may not want to list any prerequisites for 400/500 courses,
since that would further restrict already severely restricted courses. In any case, for now,
I would suggest not listing any prerequisites for these courses.)

OTHER 400-LEVEL COURSES
497
498
499

Honors Seminar
Reading and Research
Senior Thesis

ELIMINATE THE FOLLOWING 300- AND 400-LEVEL COURSES: 404 Augustine
(talk to Relig. Studies), 449 Bhagavad Gita and Yoga (talk to Relig. Studies); 336
Chinese Phil. I; 337 Chinese Phil. II.
500-LEVEL COURSES
520
551
599

Graduate Proseminar
M.A. Problems
Master’s Thesis

As well as, of course, the 500-level counterparts to all the 400/500 courses listed above.
ELIMINATE THE FOLLOWING 500-LEVEL COURSES: 502-515, 521-550, 552-572,
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PH.D. SEMINARS AND TUTORIALS IN INDIAN PHILOSOPHY
670
675
676
677
678
679

Sanskrit Philosophical Texts (NEW COURSE)
Nagarjuna and Madhyamaka (NEW COURSE)
Vasubandhu (NEW COURSE)
Dignaga and Dharmakirti (NEW COURSE)
Indian Logic and Epistemology (NEW COURSE)
Vedanta (NEW COURSE)

OTHER 600-LEVEL COURSES
651 Ph.D. Problems

699

5

Dissertation

O’Neil Lecturers Since 2000

2000 Terence Penner
2001 Michael Friedman
2002 Hubert Dreyfus
2003 Myles Burnyeat
2004 Beatrice Longuenesse
2005 Jonathan Lear
2006 Stephen Menn
2007 Frederick Beiser
2008 Slavoj Zizek

Selected Philosophy Colloquium Speakers Since 2000

Spring, 2000
John Haugeland, University of Chicago
Fall, 2000
Alvin Plantinga, Notre Dame University
Allen Buchanan, University of Arizona
Spring, 2001
Janet Broughton, University of California, Berkeley
Richard Gale, University of Pittsburgh
Fall, 2001
Charles Guignon, University of South Florida
Graham Parkes, University of Hawaii
Peter Dews, Essex University
Spring, 2003
Frederick Smith, University of Iowa (Religious Studies)
Karl Ameriks, Notre Dame University
Fall, 2003
Lloyd Gerson, University of Toronto
William Richardson, Boston College
Steve Crowell, Rice University
Spring, 2004
Paul Hurley, Pomona College
Brendan Gillon, McGill University
William Blattner, Georgetown University
Paul Franks, University of Toronto
Jay Garfield, Smith College

Fall, 2004
Peter Hylton, University of Illinois, Chicago
Bernard Reginster, Brown University
Spring, 2005
Jonathan Dancy, University of Texas, Austin
Fall, 2005
Simon Critchley, The New School
Richard Wolin, City University of New York
Spring, 2007
Bruno Bosteels, Cornell University
Steward Cohen, Arizona State University
Scott Sehon, Bowdoin College
Fall, 2007
Nancy Bauer, Tufts University
Spring, 2008
Frederich Neuhouser, Barnard College

II.8 UNM Philosophy Conferences
End of Philosophy
Philosophy and Pop Culture
Philosophy and Its History

The End of Philosophy?
Reflections on Philosophy’s Place in the Contemporary World
A Conference for Students by Students

Saturday 8 April 2006
University of New Mexico
All sessions will be held in Dane Smith Hall, Room 125.
8:30- 8:55am

Welcome and Breakfast
Sponsored by Philosophy Graduate Student Association

SESSION 1
9-9:30am

Title TBA
Steven Kanneh, University of New Mexico

9:35-10:05am

“The Problem of Wilderness”
Tara Kennedy, University of New Mexico

10:10-10:40am

“Philosophy in an Urban World: Heideggerian Dwelling and Louv on
Nature Deficit Disorder”
Francisco Travis Gallegos, University of New Mexico

10:40-11am

Break

KEYNOTE ADDRESS
11am-12pm

“The Highest Good: An Old Question Revisited”
Dr. Frederick C. Beiser, Syracuse University

12:10-1:10pm

Lunch
Location: Philosophy Department Lounge (5th Floor of Humanities)

SESSION 2
1:20- 1:50pm

“Why Have I Been Summoned? Franz Kafka on the Paradox of Life”
Walter Wietzke, University of New Mexico

1:55- 2:25pm

“Descartes and Levinas: The End of Solipsism?”
Christian Wood, University of New Mexico

2:30- 3pm

“The Intimacy of Seyn as Philosophy’s Future”
Dana Johnson, Duquesne University

3-3:20pm

Coffee and Refreshments
Sponsored by the Undergraduate Philosophy Club

SESSION 3
3:20-3:50pm

“A Vindication of Cross-Cultural Philosophy for the 21st Century”
Ethan Mills, University of New Mexico

3:55- 4:25pm

“Standing Before You in My Skivvies”
Charley Kalm, University of New Mexico

4:30-5pm

“Community and Cacophony: An Element of Blank”
David Burns, University of New Mexico

This conference has been made possible by the generous support of the
University of New Mexico College of Arts and Sciences and PROFOUND.

UNM Student Conference

http://www.unm.edu/~mdomski/philculture.html

PHILOSOPHY AND (POPULAR)
CULTURE
A Conference for Graduate and Undergraduate Students

Saturday 17 February 2007
University of New Mexico
Albuquerque, NM

Program
We are very pleased to announce our program for UNM's 2007 Student
Philosophy Conference.

[ Printable program (pdf) ]
All events will take place in the Acoma Room of the Student Union Building.

9-9:55am

Welcome and Breakfast
Sponsored by Phi Sigma Tau

Session 1
10-10:30am

10:35-11:05am

1 of 3

“'Low' Culture, Laymen, and what We Can Learn from
History”
Ruben Buys, Erasmus University, Rotterdam

“The Haute Banal: A new Aesthetic Concept for
Application to the Everyday”
Nat Hansen, University of Chicago

10/10/07 4:48 PM

UNM Student Conference

11:10-11:30am

http://www.unm.edu/~mdomski/philculture.html

Break

Keynote Address

11:30am-12:30pm

12:40-1:40pm

“THE COOL”: Philosophy as Reasoned Resistance to
Popular Culture
Professor Arindam Chakrabarti, University of Hawai’i at
Manoa
Lunch
Location: Philosophy Department Lounge
(5th Floor of Humanities)

Session 2
1:45-2:15pm

2:20-2:50pm

2:55-3:25pm

3:30-4pm

“No Self to Help”
Laura Guerrero, University of New Mexico

“Seeking Normativity through Cultural Diversity:
Reflections on Hume’s Moral Sentiment Theory”
Jeremy Henkel, University of Hawai'i at Manoa

"Of Nerds and Cyborgs: Science Fiction/Fantasy,
Analytic/Continental"
Ethan Mills, University of New Mexico

Coffee and Refreshments
Sponsored by the Philosophy Graduate Student Association

Session 3
4:05-4:35pm

“Reflections on the Politics of Cinema”
Nathan Jun, Purdue University

4:40-5:10pm

“The Ontology of Sampling”
Zed Adams, University of Chicago

Accommodations
2 of 3
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http://www.unm.edu/~mdomski/philculture.html

For those participants traveling from out of town, there are very good lodging options near
the UNM campus. One possibility is the Hotel Blue. Information is below.
1) The Hotel Blue 717 Central Ave NW, Albuquerque, NM 87102
Phone: 1-877-878-4868; Web Site: www.thehotelblue.com
This boutique hotel is located in downtown Albuquerque, roughly 2 miles from the UNM
campus. The hotel offers a complimentary airport shuttle service for guests. You can make
shuttle arrangements with the hotel when you place your reservation. Also, for those
participants who are driving into ABQ, the hotel offers free parking.
Their standard rate is a very affordable $69/night (plus taxes and fees) for a single or
double room. Call the hotel at 1-877-878-4868 to place your reservation.

Info on Albuquerque
Albuquerque is the largest city in New Mexico, with a population approaching 700,000
people. It boasts a wide array of activities (especially for the outdoor enthusiast) as well as
a nice blend of dining options. For more information about what Albuquerque offers, visit
the official site of the Albuquerque Convention and Visitors Bureau. For more information
about the University of New Mexico, visit the UNM web page.

Contact Info
For further information about the conference, please feel free to contact David Burns at

dburns3@unm.edu.

Acknowledgements
This conference is being made possible by the generous support of the
University of New Mexico College of Arts and Sciences, the Philosophy
Graduate Student Association, the undergraduate Phil Club, and the local
chapter of Phi Sigma Tau.
Last Revised 1 February 2007
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Philosophy and Its History

The Sixth Annual Philosophy Student Conference at the University of New Mexico

Saturday 10 November 2007
Albuquerque, New Mexico

All events will take place in the Fiesta Room of the Student Union Building.
9:45-10:10am

Welcome and Breakfast

Session 1
10:15-10:50am

“An Orphic Transformation of the History of Philosophy”
Zach Watkins, University of New Mexico

10:55-11:30am

“History, Permanency, and Death”
Robert R. Windle III, University of New Mexico

11:35-11:45am

Break

Keynote Address
11:50am-12:50pm
12:55-1:55pm

“The History of Philosophy as Philosophy”
Professor Donald Rutherford, University of California, San Diego
Lunch
Philosophy Department Lounge (5th Floor of Humanities)

Session 2
2:00-2:35pm

“Descartes Responds to Dharmakīrti”
John Hartnett, University of New Mexico

2:40-3:15pm

“The History of Analytic Philosophy: Beyond the Oxymoron”
Thomas J. Brommage, Jr., University of South Florida

3:20-3:40pm

Coffee and Refreshments

Session 3
3:45-4:20pm

“Pragmatism, The Self, Obsession, & Liberation”
Timothy Edwards, Loyola Marymount University

4:25-5:00pm

“In Defense of Living History”
William Koch, University of South Florida

For more information, please visit our web site:
http://www.unm.edu/~mdomski/philhistory.html
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In a New Generation of College Students, Many Opt for
the Life Examined
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Sylwia Kapuscinski for The New York Times

Zachary Perry, a junior at Rutgers University, reasons out a position at a meeting of the university’s philosophy club.
By WINNIE HU
Published: April 6, 2008

NEW BRUNSWICK, N.J. — When a fellow student at Rutgers University
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urged Didi Onejeme to try Philosophy 101 two years ago, Ms. Onejeme, who

PRINT

was a pre-med sophomore, dismissed it as “frou-frou.”

SHARE

Enlarge This Image

“People sitting under trees and talking
about stupid stuff — I mean, who cares?”
Ms. Onejeme recalled thinking at the time.
But Ms. Onejeme, now a senior applying to law school, ended up
changing her major to philosophy, which she thinks has armed
her with the skills to be successful. “My mother was like, what are
you going to do with that?” said Ms. Onejeme, 22. “She wanted
me to be a pharmacy major, but I persuaded her with my
argumentative skills.”

Sylwia Kapuscinski for The New York Times

Rebecca Clipper, a senior in a philosophy
class at Rutgers, which has 100
philosophy majors graduating this year.

Once scoffed at as a luxury major, philosophy is being embraced
at Rutgers and other universities by a new generation of college
students who are drawing modern-day lessons from the age-old
discipline as they try to make sense of their world, from the

morality of the war in Iraq to the latest political scandal. The economic downturn has done little, if
anything, to dampen this enthusiasm among students, who say that what they learn in class can
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translate into practical skills and careers. On many campuses, debate over modern issues like war

1 . Nicholas D. Kristof: The Luckiest Girl

and technology is emphasized over the study of classic ancient texts.

2. Well: The 11 Best Foods You Aren’t Eating

Rutgers, which has long had a top-ranked philosophy department, is one of a number of

3. The ’60s Begin to Fade as Liberal Professors Retire

universities where the number of undergraduate philosophy majors is ballooning; there are 100 in

4. The Minimalist: 101 20-Minute Dishes for Inspired
Picnics

this year’s graduating class, up from 50 in 2002, even as overall enrollment on the main campus

5. Paul Krugman: Rove’s Third Term

has declined by 4 percent.

6. Editorial: New and Not Improved

At the City University of New York, where enrollment is up 18 percent over the past six years, there
are 322 philosophy majors, a 51 percent increase since 2002.
“If I were to start again as an undergraduate, I would major in philosophy,” said Matthew
Goldstein, the CUNY chancellor, who majored in mathematics and statistics. “I think that subject is

7. Personal Best: To Beat the Heat, Learn to Sweat It Out
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9. It’s Not Easy Picking a Path to Enlightenment
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really at the core of just about everything we do. If you study humanities or political systems or
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In a New Generation of College Students, Many Opt for the Life Ex...

http://www.nytimes.com/2008/04/06/education/06philosophy.html?...

sciences in general, philosophy is really the mother ship from which all of these disciplines grow.”
Nationwide, there are more colleges offering undergraduate philosophy programs today than a
nytimes.com/realestate

decade ago (817, up from 765), according to the College Board. Some schools with established
programs like Texas A&M, Notre Dame, the University of Pittsburgh and the University of
Massachusetts at Amherst, now have twice as many philosophy majors as they did in the 1990s.
David E. Schrader, executive director of the American Philosophical Association, a professional
organization with 11,000 members, said that in an era in which people change careers frequently,
philosophy makes sense. “It’s a major that helps them become quick learners and gives them

Does cheap land signal time to buy?

strong skills in writing, analysis and critical thinking,” he said.
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Mr. Schrader, an adjunct professor at the University of Delaware, said that the demand for
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philosophy courses had outpaced the resources at some colleges, where students are often turned
away. Some are enrolling in online courses instead, he said, describing it as “really very strange.”
“The discipline as we see it from the time of Socrates starts with people face to face, putting their
positions on the table,” he said.
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The Rutgers philosophy department is relatively large, with 27 professors, 60 graduate students,
and more than 30 undergraduate offerings each semester. For those who cannot get enough of
their Descartes in class, there is the Wednesday night philosophy club, where, last week, 11 students
debated the metaphysics behind the movie “The Matrix” for more than an hour.
An undergraduate philosophy journal started this semester has drawn 36 submissions — about
half from Rutgers students — on musings like “Is the extinction of a species always a bad thing?”
Barry Loewer, the department chairman, said that Rutgers started building its philosophy
program in the late 1980s, when the field was branching into new research areas like cognitive
science and becoming more interdisciplinary. He said that many students have double-majored in
philosophy and, say, psychology or economics, in recent years, and go on to become doctors,
lawyers, writers, investment bankers and even commodities traders.
As the approach has changed, philosophy has attracted students with little interest in
contemplating the classical texts, or what is known as armchair philosophy. Some, like Ms.
Onejeme, the pre-med-student-turned-philosopher, who is double majoring in political science, see
it as a pre-law track because it emphasizes the verbal and logic skills prized by law schools —
something the Rutgers department encourages by pointing out that their majors score high on the
LSAT.
Other students said that studying philosophy, with its emphasis on the big questions and alternative
points of view, provided good training for looking at larger societal questions, like globalization
and technology.
“All of these things make the world a smaller place and force us to look beyond the bubble we
grow up in,” said Christine Bullman, 20, a junior, who said art majors and others routinely took
philosophy classes. “I think philosophy is a good base to look at a lot of issues.”
Frances Egan, a Rutgers philosophy professor who advises undergraduates, said that as it has
become harder for students to predict what specialties might be in demand in an uncertain
economy, some may be more apt to choose their major based simply on what they find interesting.
“Philosophy is a lot of fun,” said Professor Egan, who graduated with a philosophy degree in the
tough economic times of the 1970s. “A lot of students are in it because they find it intellectually
rewarding.”
Max Bialek, 22, was majoring in math until his senior year, when he discovered philosophy. He
decided to stay an extra year to complete the major (his parents needed reassurance, he said, but
were supportive).
“I thought: Why weren’t all my other classes like that one?” he said, explaining that philosophy
had taught him a way of studying that could be applied to any subject and enriched his life in
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unexpected ways. “You can talk about almost anything as long as you do it well.”
Jenna Schaal-O’Connor, a 20-year-old sophomore who is majoring in cognitive science and
linguistics, said philosophy had other perks. She said she found many male philosophy majors
interesting and sensitive.
“That whole deep existential torment,” she said. “It’s good for getting girlfriends.”
More Articles in Education »
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Congratulations on your recent success in Phil 101: Introduction to Philosophy. You have shown
the ability to read and to think about complex ideas, skills that are extremely valuable in a world of
rapid scientific and technological advancement.
An educated person seeking to make significant contributions to society must have the proper
analytical tools and an appreciation for the history of ideas in order to avoid merely being swept up
in our changing global environment. Our aim in the Department of Philosophy is to give you these
tools and to introduce you to different philosophical perspectives, both from the present and from
the past.
We invite you to consider declaring a major or minor in Philosophy. The careful study of
philosophy is excellent preparation for law school and other graduate work, for careers in politics,
medicine, education, and, in fact, for any career that requires careful thinking. What you learn
studying philosophy will be an asset to you in the future, whatever your chosen career might be.
If you have any questions about our programs, feel free to write or visit Professor Mary Domski,
our Undergraduate Advisor. You can also find information about our department and courses on
our web site: http://www.unm.edu/~thinker.
Congratulations again! We hope to see you in the classroom.

Mary Domski
Assistant Professor of Philosophy
Undergraduate Advisor
mdomski@unm.edu
531 Humanities Bldg.

John A. Taber
Professor of Philosophy
Department Chair

Appendix V

Department of Philosophy
University of New Mexico
Course Evaluation Form
Instructor:
Course:
Semester and Year:
Please check the box next to the appropriate answer:
1.

Is this course in your:
Major

2.

This course was:
A.
Specifically required
B.
An elective
C.
Required but from a choice among several

3.

Your class year:
Freshman

4.

I missed approximately

5.

I completed approximately

% of the reading and/or other homework assignments.

6.

Expected grade:

B

Minor

Other

Sophomore

Junior

Senior

Graduate

Other

classes.
A

C

D

F

On a grading scale of A through F
1.

Rate the course content:

A

B

C

D

F

2.

Rate the Instructor:

A

B

C

D

F

3.

Rate the course in general:

A

B

C

D

F

4.

Rate your learning:

A

B

C

D

F

Please give your reasons for assigning the above grades (use back of page if necessary).
________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________
What did you find most valuable about the course?
________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________
What, if anything, would you recommend be done differently?
________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________
Rm 01/06

Qualifying Exam Evaluation Guidelines
Immediately after an oral qualifying exam the examiners will discuss the student’s
performance in the exam.
Each examiner will write an evaluation of the student’s performance, detailing as
specifically as possible questions the student answered well or satisfactorily and
questions he/she answered poorly or unsatisfactorily and why. The examiner will assign a
grade of Ph.D. pass, M.A. pass, or fail. The evaluation and grade will be submitted to the
Graduate Director within 24 hrs. of the examination. The Graduate Director will
immediately tabulate the grades and inform the student of the final result. One will fail
the exam if and only if at least two committee members vote to fail. One will receive a
Ph.D. pass if and only if at least two committee members vote for a Ph.D. pass. All other
combinations of votes = an MA pass. Within five working days the GD will present a
summary of the evaluations, with anonymous excerpts, to the student. The individual
grades assigned by the examiners will be revealed neither to the student nor the other
examiners or faculty; only the total grade will be conveyed.
The evaluation of written qualifying exams will be conducted in a similar fashion,
beginning with a meeting of the examiners within three days of the taking of the exam.
The department will publish a statement describing the criteria for a Ph.D. pass and the
criteria for an M.A. pass that will guide examiners in their evaluations.
Criteria for an M.A. pass on the qualifying exam:
The student must demonstrate basic knowledge and expository ability: he or she should
show an acquaintance with the main ideas of most of the readings on the reading list and
an ability to explain them in a manner that would be appropriate for an introductory
philosophy course.
Criteria for a Ph.D. pass:
In addition to meeting the criteria for an M.A. pass (basic knowledge and expository
ability), the student should demonstrate comprehensive knowledge and analytical ability.
That is to say, he or she should show a firm grasp of the philosophical problems
addressed in most, if not all, of the readings and their broader significance, a
comprehension of the main arguments presented therein, and an ability to analyze and
critique them.

Ph.D. Student Performance Evaluations
Spring, 2007
General Format:
Dear {Name}:
The Department of Philosophy now conducts brief annual performance evaluations for
each Ph.D. student. We hope you take the comments below in the spirit in which they are
intended—as sources of both encouragement and constructive criticism. If you have any
questions, please see me.
[Insert specific comments]
Yours truly,

Kelly Becker
Graduate Advisor

Student A
You have one year remaining to complete the Ph.D. Since time is running out, you
should drop everything that's not essential and focus on finishing, polishing, and
defending your dissertation.
……………………
Student B
You’re regarded as a very bright and receptive student with a flair for writing. There is
some concern, however, that your approach and style sometimes prevent you from
delving more deeply into mainstream philosophical ideas and leads you to move too
quickly through problematic issues. We recommend that you start working closely with
Professor Thomson again when he gets back from sabbatical, since he especially can help
you to hone your writing craft while achieving more analytical rigor. You’ve done a
great job with the student conference and Phi Sigma Tau, and we appreciate it.
……………………
Student C
You’re doing solid work in your first year here and seem to have made the transition
comfortably. Your written work is highly regarded, but you’ve received special praise
for your classroom participation, especially in your abilities to synthesize what you’ve

learned in various courses, to draw other students into discussion (invitingly rather than
threateningly), and to criticize others’ work constructively. You should start talking with
whatever faculty may be relevant to your dissertation research as soon as possible and
begin developing a topic.
……………………
Student D
As usual, your written work has been very strong, and you have acumen in both
comparative and analytical philosophy. You did an excellent job helping to organize the
graduate student conference this year, and we congratulate you on presenting a paper at
the Pacific APA. There is some concern, however, about a perceived drop-off in focus
on your studies this term. Your language studies have not progressed as much as hoped.
Of greatest concern, however, is that, as an instructor of a section of Philosophy 156,
you’ve cancelled too many class meetings for insufficient reasons. You have been
warned about this, and a departmental policy has now been issued; were this pattern of
canceling classes to recur you would lose your TAship. Your overall progress toward the
Ph.D. this term must therefore be considered unsatisfactory. Still, given your intellect
and the passion for philosophy that you usually demonstrate, and given that this may be a
bit of a lull between satisfying your course requirements and taking the qualifying exam,
we have every reason to believe that you will bounce back, and we look forward to it.
…………………….
Student F
It’s clear that you’ve been very busy this year. That’s good—your APA paper
presentation is reported to have gone very well—but you need to focus exclusively on
writing the dissertation right now. You’ve been spending a lot of time on job hunting and
grant/scholarship procuring, but the thing to note is that, once you’ve got the Ph.D. in
hand, these things will come. So set aside all the inessentials, and write, write, write that
dissertation.
………………….
Student G
You have proven to be capable of very solid work, and, as before, your writing is deemed
very good. You also seem to be participating more in class, and we encourage you to
keep making strides in that direction, which is important for your professional
development. You did very well on the qualifying exam, and so your main task now is to
focus in on the prospectus. Professor Thomson will be back in the fall, and we
recommend that you work closely with him as soon as possible to zero in on your
dissertation topic and strategy.
………………….
Student H

Wait until after prospectus exam. Brent: Please report back.

………………….
Student I
It sounds as though your dissertation is coming along, perhaps a bit slowly, but surely.
You seem to have a solid grasp on the relevant philosophical problems, and we look
forward to a solid draft of one of the chapters soon. Strive toward your goal of finishing
by end of summer ’08.
………………….
Student J
You do very good work, described as careful, clear, and thoughtful. You are a mature
student, a “quick study” who readily grasps central issues, and you are receptive to
constructive criticism. Those of us who have worked with you find you a good person to
be around and to have around. Your work on Sanskrit is coming along, and it seems you
have a viable research plan focusing on skepticism in Indian philosophy. Your help in
dealing with the keynote speaker for the student conference was much appreciated. Keep
working toward the prospectus as you study hard for the qualifying exam.
……………….
Student K
The draft chapters of your dissertation have impressed members of your committee.
Good. Since you have some time remaining here as you polish the dissertation and look
for jobs, and because you will be applying for positions in ancient philosophy, we
emphasize the importance of a concerted effort to learn Greek.
………………
Student L
You are proficient in Sanskrit, and it looks as though you have a solid idea for the
dissertation (on the Hindu ethical and legal tradition). You are also a good class
participant. One concern, however, is that you sometimes approach philosophical issues
through a framework that is familiar to you, and all frameworks come with
presuppositions that aren’t always appropriate to the matters at hand. When focusing
within a tradition, this may not present a problem, but when studying other philosophies,
for instance in preparing for the qualifying exam, it may lead to confusion. We therefore
recommend that you concentrate on studying for the qualifying exam this summer and
early fall, seeking help from all sources of expertise available to you. We also encourage
you to continue participating in departmental activities, especially colloquia, lectures, and
conferences.

……………..
Student M
As before, we would like to see you become more assertive in classroom and colloquium
discussions, though it has been noted that you’ve been making improvements on this.
You are very good in one-on-one discussions and now need to translate that into more
public forums. Your papers tend to be pretty solid, but they will be even better if you are
more proactive in developing them. So in general, seek out expertise in advance of
crafting the early drafts, and the results will come. We recommend that you do intensive
work in German as soon as possible, while at the same time pulling together your
prospectus. That’s a lot to do, so you should put aside everything else in the meantime.
…………….
Student N
I’ll ask Rikk to handle this. Apparently N’s allotted time to finish has elapsed.
…………….
Student O
You are regarded as a very bright, dedicated student. Your classroom participation is
very much appreciated, where you have a facility in explaining difficult ideas to others.
You have a tendency, however, to think in rather broad terms, associating ideas and
thinkers in ways that miss crucial differences. Making these connections is often very
helpful in one’s ability to understand large currents in philosophy, but it can be dangerous
in more professional settings where one is often called upon to explain, analyze, and
defend (the relevance or importance of) those connections. It’s also been noted that
you’ve been doing good work for the NEH seminar this summer.
………………
Student P
Your prospectus exam committee was pleased with your dissertation proposal, and so
now your dissertation is underway. As you probably already know, though, you need to
focus the dissertation in order to treat the relevant issues (most notably those pertaining to
Scalia’s legal thinking) in a way that is incisive and likely to lead to the kind of original
contribution to the field that is required of a Ph.D. dissertation.
………………
Student Q
The department is very pleased with your approach to learning and professional
development. We believe that your French MA will help your philosophical studies, and
that the time you’ve taken to pursue it will likely have been useful for you in bringing the
philosophical ideas relevant to your dissertation to maturation. Your work in graduate

level seminar this term was very impressive. We look forward to an excellent
dissertation.
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Kelly Becker, Ph.D.
Curriculum Vitae
Areas of Specialization
Epistemology
Philosophy of Language and Mind
20th Century Analytic Philosophy
Quine

Areas of Competence
Metaphysics
Logic
Wittgenstein

Education
University of California, San Diego
Ph.D. in Philosophy, June, 1999
University of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, PA
B.A. 1991 with Honors (Philosophy)
University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, MN
B.S. 1988 with Distinction (Management; Philosophy Minor)

Fall, 1992 to Spring, 1999
Summer, 1990 to Spring, 1991
Fall, 1984 to Winter, 1988

Professional Experience
Associate Professor, University of New Mexico
Fall, 2007 to Present
Assistant Professor, Tenure Track, University of New Mexico
Fall, 2002 to Spring, 2007
Courses Taught:
Introduction to Philosophy
Philosophy of Mind
Reasoning and Critical Thinking
Seminar on W.V. Quine
Ancient Philosophy
Seminar on Philosophy of Language (2x)
Theory of Knowledge
Seminar on Skepticism
Sentential and First-Order Predicate Logic Seminar on Contextualist and Virtue Epistemologies
Assistant Professor, Tenure Track, Centre College
Fall, 1999 to Summer, 2002
Research
Dissertation
Meaning Holism: An Articulation and Defense
Committee: Philosophy: Paul Churchland, Patricia Kitcher, Gila Sher, Steven Yalowitz
Cognitive Science: David Kirsh and John Batali
Publications (Book)
Epistemology Modalized (Routledge, 2007).
Publications (Papers)
“Epistemic Luck and the Generality Problem,” Philosophical Studies, June, 2008.
“Reliabilism and Safety,” Metaphilosophy, October, 2006.
“Is Counterfactual Reliabilism Compatible with Higher-Level Knowledge?” Dialectica, February,
2006.
“Knowing and Possessing Knowledge,” American Philosophical Quarterly, January, 2004.
“Individualism and Self-Knowledge: Tu Quoque,” American Philosophical Quarterly, July, 2002.
“Kuhn’s Vindication of Quine and Carnap,” History of Philosophy Quarterly, April, 2002.
“Understanding Quine’s Famous ‘Statement’,” Erkenntnis, July, 2001.
“On the Perfectly General Nature of Instability in Meaning Holism,” Journal of Philosophy,
December, 1998.
Conference and Colloquia Presentations
Original Papers
“Contrastivism and Relevant Alternatives,” presented at Linguistics and Philosophy Conference,
Aberdeen (UK), May, 2007.
“Epistemic Luck and the Generality Problem,” presented at The University of Manchester (UK),
February, 2007.
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Curriculum Vitae
“Reliabilism and Safety,” presented at Virtue Epistemology Conference, University of Stirling
(Scotland), November, 2004.
“Reliabilism and the Skeptical Paradox,” presented at the American Philosophical Association Pacific
Meeting, March, 2004.
“Why Justification Is Important, and Why It Has Little to Do with Knowledge,” presented at the
Central States Philosophical Association, October, 2003.
“Anti-Individualism and Self-Knowledge,” presented at The University of New Mexico Philosophy
Colloquium, January, 2002.
 Also presented at The University of Delaware, February 2002. (Invited)
“Kuhn’s Vindication of Quine and Carnap,” (short version) presented at The APA Central Division
Meeting, May, 2001.
“Kuhn’s Vindication of Quine and Carnap,” (long version) presented at The University of Kentucky
Philosophy Colloquium, March, 2001.
“The Significance of a ‘Trivial’ Thesis,” presented at The Southern Society for Philosophy and
Psychology Annual Meeting, April, 2000.
 Also presented at the Kentucky Philosophical Association Annual Meeting, November, 1999.
“Is Logic Compatible with Quine’s Rejection of Analyticity?” presented at the Midsouth Philosophy
Conference, February, 2000.
“What Has the Quine-Duhem Thesis to Do with Meaning Holism?” presented at the University of
California, San Diego Philosophy Colloquium, December, 1998.
Comments
“Comment on Samuel Ruhmkorff’s ‘Partial Belief and the No-Distinction Problem’,” presented at the
Central States Philosophical Association Conference, October, 2005.
“Comment on J.M. Fritzman’s ‘Margolis’ Biopsy of Recent Analytic Philosophy: A Second
Opinion’,” presented at the Midsouth Philosophy Conference, February, 2000.
University Service Work and Committees
University of New Mexico
Graduate Advisor/Director
Undergraduate Advisor
MA and Ph.D. Thesis Committees
Numerous Ad Hoc Subcommittees

Graduate Advisory Committee
Qualifying Exam Committees
Coordinator, Logic and Critical Thinking
(Taught by Graduate TAs)

Service to Philosophical Community
Manuscript referee for Routledge
Referee: Erkenntnis, Australasian Journal of Philosophy, Synthese, American Philosophical
Quarterly
Program Committee, APA Pacific Division, 2005 to 2008
Co-editor, JanusBlog, A Virtue Theory Discussion Group
Fellowships and Awards
Gunter Starkey (Outstanding Arts and Sciences) Teaching Award Winner
AY 06-07
Gunter Starkey Teaching Award Nominee
AY 04-05 and 05-06
University of New Mexico Research Term
Spring, 2005
Centre College Course Development Stipend
Summer, 2001
Centre College Summer Research Stipend
Summer, 2000
UCSD Dissertation Fellowship
Winter, 1998; Fall, 1997; Fall, 1996
UCSD Academic Senate Summer Research Grants
1998 and 1996
Graduation with Honors, University of Pittsburgh
1991
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Curriculum Vitae
Graduation with Distinction, University of Minnesota
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1988

Andrew J. Burgess, Philosophy Department, Humanities 533, University of New Mexico
MSC03, Albuquerque NM 87131. O:(505) 277-6361, H:(505) 260-1316, aburgess@unm.edu
EDUCATIONAL HISTORY
1956, summer, University of Oslo. Intensive language study in Norwegian (Danish)
1954-58, St. Olaf College. BA 1958, summa cum laude, honors in philosophy and English
1958-59, Fulbright fellowship, philosophy, Universities of Heidelberg, Cologne, Freiberg/Br.
1959-61, University of Minnesota; MA, Philosophy (minor: Greek) 1964
Thesis: The Proof from Contingency of the Existence of God in the Philosophy of Franz
Brentano. Adviser: D. Burnham Terrell
1961-65, Luther Theological Seminary (St. Paul), MDiv 1965, valedictorian
1965-69, Yale University; PhD 1969, Religious Studies (philosophical theology)
Dissertation: The Concept of Passionate Faith: Kierkegaard and Analytical Philosophy
of Mind. Adviser: Paul L. Holmer
Postdoctoral research: e.g. Copenhagen, Montreal (McGill), Herrnhut, Berlin, Christiansfeld.
EMPLOYMENT HISTORY
1969-76, Case Western Reserve University, Assistant Professor of Religion
1976-78, Cleveland State University, Visiting Associate Professor of Religious Studies
1978-83, University of New Mexico, Assistant Philosophy of Philosophy
1983-2005, University of New Mexico, Associate Professor of Philosophy
Since 2005, University of New Mexico, Professor of Philosophy
1978-2003, University of New Mexico, Director, UNM Religious Studies Program
(1989, 1997, wrote UNM Religious Studies Program Academic Program Reviews)
PROFESSIONAL SERVICE
Søren Kierkegaard Society of North America (coordinates all SK sessions at AAR and APA)
1991-92, Vice President; 1992-93, President
American Academy of Religion
Since 1979, program committee, Rocky Mountain region AAR conventions
1981-82, chair, Wittgenstein and Religious Studies Working Group
1982-85, member, steering committee, AAR Philosophy of Religion Section
1985-90, 2003-2006, steering committee, AAR Kierkegaard, Religion, and Culture
Group
Since 2007, co-chair, AAR Kierkegaard Religion, and Culture Group
Hong Kierkegaard Library, St. Olaf College
Since 2003, member, international board, Hong Kierkegaard Library
Since 2008, member, board, Kierkegaard House Foundation
Current professional service at UNM
Since 1995, adviser, Phi Sigma Tau, Philosophy honorary society
Since 2001, member, UNM Faculty Senate Undergraduate Committee; chair, since 2005
(reviewing all undergrad. curricular changes; also Academic Program Reviews)
Since 2008, member UNM Faculty Senate, representing Philosophy and Economics
1995-96, 2000-2001, member, national screening committee, Fulbrights (Scandinavia)
1997, member, Academic Program Review team, University of Arizona, Religious Studies
PUBLICATIONS, 2003-2008
1. “Caricatures and the Comic in the Early Journals.” Kierkegaard Studies Year Book 2003.
Søren Kierkegaard Research Centre, Copenhagen. Ed. Niels Jørgen Cappelørn, Hermann

Deuser, and Jon Stewart. Berlin: Walter de Gruyter, 2003: 125-42.
2. Review of Søren Kierkegaard and the Common Man, by Jørgen Bukdahl. Trans. Bruce H.
Kirmmse (Grand Rapids MI: Eerdmans, 2001). In Kierkegaardiana 23 (2003): 229-31.
3. “Between Reflection and the Upbuilding: A Pattern in Kierkegaard’s Discourses.” Immediacy
and Reflection in Kierkegaard’s Thought. Louvain Philosophical Studies 17. Ed. Paul
Cruysberghs, Johan Taels, and Karl Verstrynge. Leuven: Leuven UP, 2003, 97-105.
4. “Kierkegaard’s Discourses on ‘Every . . . Perfect Gift’ as Love Letters to Regine,” in Eighteen
Upbuilding Discourses, International Kierkegaard Commentary 5. Ed. Robert L. Perkins.
Macon GA: Mercer UP, 2003, 15-30.
5. “Kierkegaard and the Classical Oratorical Tradition.” Søren Kierkegaard and the Word(s):
Essays on Hermeneutics and Communication. Ed. Poul Houe and Gordon D. Marino.
Copenhagen: C. A. Reitzel, 2003, 228-39.
6. “Religious Argument as Enthymeme: Aristotle, Paul, and Anselm.” Proceedings of the Fifth
Conference of the International Society for the Study of Argumentation. Ed. Frans van
Eemeren, J. Anthony Blair, Charles A. Willard, and A. Francisca Snoeck Henkemans.
Amsterdam: Sic Sat, 2003, 145-49.
7. (with David D. Schultenover, S.J., Daniel W. Hardy, and Theodore Vial), co-editor of Papers
of the Nineteenth Century Theology Group: 2004 Annual Meeting of the American Academy of Religion, Vol. 35. Eugene OR: Wipf & Stock, 2004.
8. (with Robert L. Perkins), volume consultant for Practice in Christianity, International Kierkegaard Commentary 20. Ed. Robert Perkins. Macon GA: Mercer UP, 2004.
9. “Kierkegaard and Ethical Argumentation.” Argumentation and Social Cognition: Proceedings
of the 2nd Tokyo Conference on Argumentation. Ed. Takeshi Suzuki, Yoshiro Yano, and
Takayuki Kato. Tokyo: Japan Debate Association, 2004, 28-32.
10. “Kierkegaard, Brorson, and Moravian Music.” In Practice in Christianity, International
Kierkegaard Commentary 20. Ed. Robert Perkins. Macon GA: Mercer UP, 2004, 211-43.
11. “Cross-Argumentation and Magic in E. Nesbit’s Five Children and It.” In Critical Problems
in Argumentation. Ed. Charles Arthur Willard. Washington DC: National Communication Association, 2005, 261-67.
12. “Kierkegaard, Moravian Missions, and Martyrdom.” In Without Authority, International
Kierkegaard Commentary 18. Ed. Robert L. Perkins. Macon: Mercer UP, 2007, 177-202.
13. “Irony as Ethical Argumentation in Kierkegaard.” Proceedings of the Sixth Conference of the
International Society for the Study of Argumentation. Ed. Frans van Eemeren, J. Anthony
Blair, Charles Willard, and Bart Barssen. Amsterdam: Sic Sat, 2007, 185-191
14. Kierkegaard and Religious Pluralism. Ed. Andrew J. Burgess. Papers of the AAR Kierkegard, Religion, and Culture Group and the Søren Kierkegaard Society. Eugene OR: Wipf
and Stock, 2007.
15. “Kierkegaard’s Rhetoric and Aesthetics against the Background of Kant, Schlegel and
Hegel.” Kierkegaard and Great Philosophers. Acta Kierkegaardiana 2. Ed. Ján Liguš and
Lucia Rákayová. Šal’a: Kierkegaard Society of Slovakia, 2007, 11-22.

Professor John Bussanich
Department of Philosophy MSC03 2140
University of New Mexico
Albuquerque, NM 87131

Professional History
Professor of Philosophy, 2000- , University of New Mexico.
Visiting Professor of Philosophy, University of Ottaw 2006-2007.
Professor & Department Head of Department of Philosophy & Religion, James Madison
University, 1999-2000.
Associate Professor of Philosophy, 1990-1999, University of New Mexico.
Visiting Associate Professor of Humanities and Philosophy, 1989-1990, Reed College.
Assistant Professor of Philosophy, 1986-1989, University of New Mexico.
Assistant Professor of Humanities and Philosophy, 1981-86, Mt. Angel College.

Education
Ph.D., 1982, Stanford University, Classical Studies
A.B. Hons. 1972, Stanford University, Humanities Special Programs with Concentration in
Philosophy & Religious Studies
Books
The One and its Relation to Intellect in Plotinus: A Commentary on Selected Texts, Philosophia
Antiqua Vol. 49, E.J. Brill, Leiden, 1988. 258p.

Articles & Book Chapters
“Eric Voegelin’s Philosophy of Mythology,” The European Legacy. Special Issue: “Philosophy:
The Longing for Myth” - Guest Editors: Harold Tarrant and Rick Benitez: Vol. 12 (2007): 187198.
“Plotinus on the Being of the One,” Metaphysical Patterns in Platonism: Ancient, Medieval,
Renaissance, and Modern, ed. John Finamore and Robert Berchman, University Press of the
South, (2007): pp. 57-72.
“Socrates and Religious Experience,” The Blackwell Companion to Socrates, ed. R. Kamtekar,
Blackwell (2006), pp. 200-213.

“New Editions of Iamblichus: A Review Essay,” Ancient Philosophy 25.2 (2005): 478-494.
“The Roots of Platonism and Vedānta,” International Journal of Hindu Studies 9 (2005) pp. 120.
“The Limits of Rationalism in Socratic Philosophy,” Skepsis 15 (2004): 51-64.
Reviews
Emilsson (E.K.) Plotinus on Intellect. Pp. viii + 232. Oxford Clarendon Press, 2007. £35. ISBN:
978-0-19-92817-1. Classical Review 58.2 (2008): 439-441.
Introducing Nicholas of Cusa: A Guide to a Renaissance Man. Edited by Christopher M.
Bellitto, Thomas M. Izbicki, and Gerald Christianson, Paulist Press, 2004, Speculum 81 (2006):
484-485.
Aristotle and Other Platonists, by Lloyd P. Gerson, Cornell University Press, 2005, Notre Dame
Philosophical Reviews March, 2006 (www.ndpr.nd.edu).
Knowing Beyond Knowledge: Epistemologies of religious experience in classical and modern
Advaita, by Thomas A. Forsthoefel (Ashgate 2002), Religious Studies Review 30.4 (2004): 340.
Brahman: A Comparative Theology, by Michael W. Myers, Curzon, 2001, Religious Studies
Review 29.2 (2003): 172.

Talks
“The Triumph of the Archaic: Peter Kingsley’s Interpretation of Parmenides & Empedocles,”
American Academy of Religion national meeting, San Diego, November 2007.
“Plotinus on the Being of the One,” International Society for Neoplatonic Studies Conference,
New Orleans, June 2005.
“Saints: Traditional and Postmodernist,” Panel on “Philosophy as a Way of Life,” November,
2004, American Academy of Religion Annual Meeting, San Antonio.
“Beyond Reason: Plato's Mythical Imagination,” The Ninth Annual Arizona Colloquium in
Ancient Philosophy: Plato on Method and Plato's Methods, February 20-22, 2004, University of
Arizona, Tucson.
“The Limits of Rationalism in Socratic Philosophy,” Pyrgos, Greece: International Symposium
of Philosophy, July 26-31, 2003.
Professional Activities
Co-Editor, ANCIENT PHILOSOPHY 1988- .
Executive Committee, International Society for Neoplatonic Studies 2005- .

Michael Candelaria, Th. D.
9605 Hannett Ave. NE
Albuquerque, NM 87112
W: 505-277-4009; H: 505: 235-1667
Email: mcandel@unm.edu

EDUCATION

Harvard University, Th.D., 1987, Cambridge, Massachusetts
Southwestern Baptist Theological Seminary, Mdiv.,1983, Fort Worth, Texas
Southern Bible College, B.A., 1981, Houston, Texas

PROFESSIONAL CAREER
The University of New Mexico, Lecturer III, Joint Appointment, Department of Philosophy and
Religious Studies Program, August 2005—current.
The University of New Mexico, Lecturer III, Chicano Studies Program, August 2001-May
2005.
TVI Community College, Instructor, Philosophy, Albuquerque, New Mexico, May 2000—
May 2001.
St. John's College, Santa Fe, New Mexico, Tutor, 1995-1996.
California State University, Bakersfield, Assistant Professor, Dept. of Philosophy and
Religious Studies, 1990-1994. Lecturer, Dept. of Philosophy and Religious Studies, 19871990.
Harvard University, Teaching Fellow, 1984-1987.

GRANTS AND AWARDS
National Endowment for the Humanities, Institute of Latin American Philosophy, University of
Buffalo, New York, Summer 2005.
Rockefeller Fellowship, "Cultural Expression and Public Discourse," Southwestern
Hispanic Research Institute, University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, New Mexico, 19921994.
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National Endowment for the Humanities, “191h Century Religious Thought,"
Graduate Theological Union, Berkeley, California, Summer 1992.
Meritorious Performance and Professional Promise Award, California State
University, Bakersfield, 1990.
National Endowment for the Humanities, "Karl Marx," University of Southern
California, Summer, 1988.
Fund for Theological Excellence, Hispanic Doctoral Fellowship, 1983-1985.
Robert A. Baker Award for Excellence in Church History, Southwestern Baptist
Theological Seminary, Fort Worth, Texas, 1983.

PUBLICATIONS
Books:
Popular Religion and Liberation. The Dilemma of Liberation Theology. Albany, NY:
SUNY Press, 1990.
Articles:
“Alienation,” Ready Reference: Ethics. Pasadena, CA: Salem Press, 1994.
"The Ambiguous Epistemology of Enrique Dussel," Diskursethik and ihre Lateinamericanische
Kritik. Edited by Raul Fornet-Betancourt. Aachen, Germany: Augustinus Verlag, 1993.
“Class Struggle,” Survey of Social Science: Government and Politics. Pasadena, CA: Salem
Press, 1995.
“The Ethics of Global Justice. The Formal Principle of Discourse Ethics and its Complement in the
Material Principle of Liberation Ethics,” Concordia. Internationale Zeitschrift fur Philosophie, vol. 43,
(January 2003).
“Great Awakening, First,” The Encyclopedia of Civil Rights in America. M.E. Sharpe Publications,
1997.
“Great Awakening, Second,” The Encyclopedia of Civil Rights in America. M.E. Sharpe
Publications, 1997.
"Horatio Alger in East L.A.," Christianity and Crisis, (May 2, 1988).
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"Images in Penitent Ritual and Santo Art, A Philosophical Inquiry into the Problem of
Meaning," in Nuevomexicano Cultural Legacy. Edited by Francisco Lomeli and Victor
Sorell. (Albuquerque, NM: University of New Mexico Press, 2002).
“Ideology and Ethics,” Ready Reference: Ethics. Pasadena, CA: Salem Press, 1993.
“Intersubjectivity,” Ready Reference: Ethics. Pasadena, CA: Salem Press, 1993.
"Jose Carlos Mariatequi: The Forerunner of Liberation Theology," The Christian Century, (Oct.
14, 1987).
"Justice: Extrapolations from the Concept Mishpat in the Book of Micah," in Voces. Voices
from the Hispanic Church. Edited by Justo Gonzalez, Philadelphia: Abington Press, 1992.
“La etica de la justicia global. El principio formal de la etica de discurso y su complemento en el
principio material de la etica de liberacion,” (Publication forthcoming).
"Liberation Theology," The Encyclopedia Americana, Hartford, CN: Grolier's Inc., 1990.
“Liberation Theology,” The Latino Encyclopedia. Pasadena, California: Salem Press, 1995.
“Marxism-Leninism,” Survey of Social Science: Government and Politics. Pasadena, CA: Salem
Press, 1995.
“Mexican Americans,” The Encyclopedia of Civil Rights in America. M.E. Sharpe Publications,
1997.
“Mexican American Art,” The Latino Encyclopedia. Pasadena, CA: Salem Press, 1995.
“Nat Turner’s Insurrection,” The Encyclopedia of North American History. Marshall
Cavendish Corp., 1998.
"Normative and Descriptive Ethics," Ready Reference: Ethics. Pasadena, CA: Salem Press,
1993.
"On the Possibility of a Universal Ethics. Discourse Ethics and the Philosophy of Liberation, "
Diskursethik and Lateinamericanische Philosophie. Edited by Raul Fornet-Betancourt, Aachen,
Germany, Augustinus Verlag,1994.
“Pan-Arab Movement,” Encyclopedia of Propaganda. M.E. Sharpe Publications, 1997.
“Power,” Ready Reference: Ethics. Pasadena, CA: Salem Press, 1993.
"Sobre a Possibilidade de Uma Ethica Universal, Ethica do Discurso e Ethica da Libertacao," in
Ethica do Discurso e Filosofia da Libertacao. Modelos Compementares. Edited by Antonio
Sidekum. Sao Leopoldo, Brazil: Editora Unisinos, 1994.
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"Social Justice/Responsibility," Ready Reference: Ethics. Pasadena, CA: Salem Press, 1993.
“Social Stratification: Marxist Perspectives,” Survey of Social Science: The Social Sciences.
Pasadena, CA: Salem Press, 1995.
"Subjectivism," Ready Reference: Ethics. Pasadena, CA: Salem Press, 1993.
"Transcendental and Universal Pragmatics, " Diskursethik oder Befreiungsethik. Edited by Raul
Fornet Betancourt, Aachen, Germany, 1992.
“Violence,” Ready Reference: Ethics. Pasadena, CA: Salem Press, 1993.
“Work,” Ready Reference: Ethics. Pasadena, CA: Salem Press, 1993.
“Yom Kippur War (1973),” Encyclopedia of Propaganda. M.E. Sharpe Publications, 1997.

PAPERS
“The Limits of Justice: Ethics and the Minimum Wage,” SHRI, University of New Mexico,
September 2006.
“Ethnic Names, Identity, and Reference: The Case of ‘Hispanic’ and ‘Latina/o,” NEH Institute on Latin
American Philosophy, June 27, 2005.
Conference Paper, “The Philosophy of Religion of Antonio Caso,” University of Houston, Recovering
the Hispanic Religious Literature Project, Annual Conference, May 13, 2005.
Keynote Speaker, Claremont School of Theology, Hispanic Theological Students, Annual
Conference, October 13, 2005, “The Ethics of Liberation.”
“Ethics in the Borderlands. A Meta-ethical Critique of Chicana/o Critical Theories,” National
Association of Chicana and Chicano Scholars, Albuquerque, New Mexico, April 1, 2004.
“Philosophy from the Underside of Modernity. The Architectonics of Liberation Ethics,” Student
Organization of Latin American Studies, University of New Mexico, November 2002.
“Caliban’s Curse: Hispanic/Latino Identity and Group Rights,” Southwest Research Center, University
of New Mexico, March 2002.
“Ethics of Global Justice: The Formal Principle of Discourse Ethics and the Material Principle of
Liberation Ethics,” Colloquiuum Series, Department of Philosophy, University of New Mexico, April
2002.
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“Intervention on the Debate concerning Cultural Difference and the Democratic Ideal,” IX.
Internationale Seminar fur der Dialogue Befreiungsethik und Diskursethik, Mexico City, March 14,
2002.
"On the Possibility of a Universal Ethics," University of Havana, Havana, Cuba and the University
of Matanzas, Matanzas, Cuba, June 1996.
"Discourse Ethics and Liberation Ethics," IV. Internationale Seminar fur der Dialogue
Befreiungsethik and Diskursethik, Sao Leopoldo, Brazil, September 28, 1993.
"The Ambiguous Epistemology of Enrique Dussel," III. Internationale Seminar fur
der Dialogue Befreiungsethik and Diskursethik, Mainz, Germany, April 12, 1992.
"The Tragic Cosmovision of the Hispanic American Soul," American Academy of Religion Annual
Convention, Chicago, Illinois, 1988.
Works in Progress
Reason, Faith, and Morality in the Existentialist Philosophy of Miguel de Unamuno
And Antonio Caso. Near completion.
The Latino/a Jesus. Peer review for UNM Press recommended publication.
“Human Wolves, Intelligent Devils, and the Moral Politician: Discourse Ethics as an Ethics of CoResponsibility.”
“Between the Border Lines: The Ethical and Metaphysical Presuppositions of Chicana/o Cultural
Studies,” Unpublished Paper.
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Mary Domski
mdomski@unm.edu
Department of Philosophy
University of New Mexico
Education: Ph.D. History and Philosophy of Science, Indiana University, 2003; M.A.
Philosophy, Indiana University, 2002; M.S.Ed. Secondary Education (Mathematics), University
of Pennsylvania, 1998; B.A. Mathematics and Philosophy and Science, University of
Pennsylvania, 1997.
Professional Experience: Assistant Professor (tenure track), Department of Philosophy,
University of New Mexico (UNM), 2005-present; Assistant Professor (tenure track), Department
of Philosophy, California State University – Fresno, 2003-2005.
Areas of Current Research Interest: History of Modern Philosophy; Newtonian Science and
the Scientific Revolution; Kant (esp. mathematics and the imagination); Philosophy of Science
Notable Honors and Awards: 2006-2007 Outstanding Teacher of the Year, University of New
Mexico, April 2007; Victor A. Thoren Graduate Student Research Fellowship, Department of
History and Philosophy of Science, Indiana University, 2003; Mikal Lynn Sousa Award for
Excellence in Graduate Scholarship, College of Arts and Sciences, Indiana University, 2003
Recent Fellowships and Grants: (1) Principal Investigator for National Science Foundation
(NSF) Grant for the Ethics Education in Engineering and Science (EESE) Program; Title: Ethics
Fellows Pilot Program, Awarded $100,000 Concept Grant, 15 September 2007; (2) NEH
Summer Institute for College and University Teachers, “The Intersection of Philosophy, Science
and Theology in the Seventeenth Century,” 5-30 July 2004, Madison, WI
Representative Service at UNM: Undergraduate Advisor, Department of Philosophy, UNM,
2005-present, Faculty Advisor for the Undergraduate Philosophy Club, 2005-present; Outcomes
Assessment Coordinator, Department of Philosophy, UNM, 2008-present; served on three search
committees for tenure-track positions since fall 2005
Society Memberships: American Philosophical Association (APA); British Society for the
Philosophy of Science (BSPS); HOPOS, The International Society for the History of the
Philosophy of Science; History of Science Society (HSS); North American Kant Society
(NAKS); Philosophy of Science Association (PSA)
Representative conference presentations:
1. “Locke and Kant on Synthesis and Imagination in Mathematics” (refereed talk)
HOPOS, The International Society for the History of the Philosophy of Science
Seventh Biennial Congress, 18-21 June 2008, Vancouver, British Columbia
2. “The God of Geometry, The God of Matter: The Mathematical Character of Descartes’ Early
Metaphysics” (refereed talk)
&HPS1: First Conference in Integrated History and Philosophy of Science
11-13 October 2007, Center for Philosophy of Science, University of Pittsburgh

3. “Newton as Historically-Minded Philosopher” (refereed talk)
Newton and/as Philosophy, 21-25 June 2007, Leiden University, The Netherlands
4. “Newton, Locke, and the Mathematical Nature of Natural Philosophy” (refereed talk)
History of Science Society (HSS) Annual Meeting
2-5 November 2006, Vancouver, British Columbia
Representative publications:
1. (with Michael Dickson) Discourse on a New Method: Invigorating the Marriage of History
and Philosophy of Science. Contracted and forthcoming with Open Court Press, 2008
(anticipated).
2. “Reconciling the Natural and the Mathematical: Locke’s Reading of Newton’s Principia.”
Forthcoming in a volume on Newton and philosophy co-edited by Andrew Janiak (Duke) and
Eric Schliesser (Leiden).
3. “The Transcendental and the Geometrical: Kant’s argument for the Infinity of Space.”
Forthcoming in the Proceedings of the Tenth International Kant Congress, 2008.
4. “Newton as Historically-Minded Philosopher.” Forthcoming in Discourse on a New Method.
5. (with Michael Dickson) “Discourse on a New Method: A Synthetic Approach to the History
and Philosophy of Science.” Forthcoming in Discourse on a New Method.
6. “Construction without Spatial Constraints: A Reply to Emily Carson” (2006). Locke Studies:
An Annual Journal of Locke Research 6: 85-99.
7. “The Constructible and Intelligible in Newton’s Philosophy of Geometry” (2003). Philosophy
of Science 70 (5): 1114-1124.
Works under review and in preparation:
1. “The Intelligibility of Motion and Construction: Descartes’ Early Mathematics and
Metaphysics, 1619-1637” (under review)
2. “Observation and Experiment” for The Oxford Handbook of British Philosophy in the
Seventeenth Century, edited by Peter Anstey, forthcoming with Oxford University Press.
3. “Nominalism, Nominal Essences, and Natural Philosophy: Locke’s Place in the Via Moderna”
4. “Locke and Kant on Synthesis and Imagination in Mathematics”

Lisa Gerber, PhD
Lecturer III
Religious Studies Program / Philosophy Department
University of New Mexico
email: lgerber@unm.edu
Education
1999
1993
1989

Ph.D.
M.A.
B.A.

University of New Mexico
University of Montana
University of New Mexico

Philosophy
Philosophy
English/Philosophy

Professional Experience
2005-present Lecturer III, University of New Mexico, Department of Philosophy and Religious
Studies Program
2003-2005
Visiting Assistant Professor, Ferris State University
2000-2002
Visiting Assistant Professor, University of New Mexico Honors Program
1999-2000
Assistant Professor, Southwest State University Philosophy Department
1995-1998
Teaching Assistant, University of New Mexico Philosophy Department

Refereed Essay Publications
“On Leopold, Wolves, and Wildness” for Chilian journal Ambiente y Desarrollo (Center for
Research and Planning of the Environment). Volume XXIII-I-2007.
"The Nature of Water: Basia Irland Reveals the 'Is' and the 'Ought,'" Ethics and the
Environment, Chris Cuomo, editor, 8(1) 2003, 37-50.
"Standing Humbling Before Nature," Ethics and the Environment, 7(1) 2002, 39-53.
"What is So Bad About Misanthropy?" Environmental Ethics, 24:1, Spring 2002, 41-55.
"The Art of Intimacy" Philosophy in the Contemporary World, Vol 8, No. 3 (Fall-Winter 2001)
79-83.
"Hogville," with narration by Kathy Richardson, in Draining the Great Oasis: An
Environmental History of Murray County, Minnesota, Anthony J. Amato, Janet Timmerman,
and Joseph A Amato, eds., (Marshall, MN: Crossing Press, 2001) p. 221-237.
Other Publications
"Robinson Jeffers" article for Encyclopedia of Environmental Ethics and Philosophy

Macmillan Reference USA / Thomson Gale. In press 2008
Review essay on Wild Ideas, (edited by David Rothenburg), Interdisciplinary Studies in
Literature and Environment, Winter 1997, 129-130.
Review essay on American Women Afield: Writings by Pioneering Women Naturalists, (by
Marcia Myers Bonta), Western American Literature, Spring, 1996, Volume XXXI, no. 1., 70-71.

Literary Publications
"Living the Malpais," Flyway: A Literary Review, Volume 3.1 Spring 1997, 65-71.
"Witness," Southwestern American Literature (special environmental literature edition) Vol. 21
No.1 Fall 1995, 95-100. Reprinted in Getting Over the Color Green: Contemporary
Environmental Literature of the Southwest, Scott Slovic, ed, (Tucson, U. of Arizona Press, 2001)
Refereed Paper Presentations
“Wisdom in Predator Restoration” Joint Conference International Society of Environmental
Ethics and International Association for Environmental Philosophy, Allenspark, Colorado, May
2007
“The Spiritual Practices of Thoreau” Meeting of the International Society for the Study of
Religion, Nature and Culture, Gainesville, Florida, April 2006.
"The Art of Intimacy," International Society for Environmental Ethics Group Session held
concurrently with the American Philosophical Association Western Division Meeting.
Albuquerque, New Mexico, April 7-10, 2000.
"Attentiveness," Meeting Aesthetics and the Environment, Logan Utah, October 1999.
"Fire and Water," Annual Meeting of the Western Literature Association. Albuquerque, New
Mexico, October 15-18 1997.
"Living the Malpais." Meeting of the Association for the Study of Literature and Environment.
Missoula, Montana, July 17-19 1997.
"Intimacy." Meeting of the Association for the Study of Literature and Environment. Fort
Collins, Colorado, June 9-11, 1995.
"Witness." Annual Meeting of the Western Literature Association. Salt Lake City, Utah,
October 5-8, 1994.
"Is Ramona's Place in the Home?" Annual Meeting of the Western Literature Association.
Reno, Nevada, October 7-10, 1992.

Courses Taught
Environmental Ethics
Virtue, Character, and Religion
Ethics and Community
American Philosophy
Reasoning and Critical Thinking
Health Care Ethics
Medical Ethics
Ethics and Professionalism in Engineering and Technology
Ancient Humanities
Modern Humanities
Eastern Religion
Introduction to Philosophy (online)
Ethics (online)
Ethics and Human Nature (online)
Eastern Religion
World Religions (online)
Religion and Ecology

Membership in Organizations
Society for the Religion and Ecology
International Society for Environmental Ethics
Current Research
Book focusing on New Mexico bioregional environmental issues with wider global implications
about our relationship to nature. The model for each chapter is my work on the restoration of the
Mexican Gray Wolf in the Southwest with claims about environmental restoration in general.
Book will cover issues of wilderness, water use, environmental justice, and agriculture.

CURRICULUM VITAE
RUSSELL BRIAN GOODMAN
Areas of Specialization
Nineteenth and Twentieth Century Philosophy, especially Pragmatism, Wittgenstein,
William James, Emerson
Education
1966 A. B. magna cum laude, with Honors in Philosophy, University of Pennsylvania
1968 B. A., Honour School of Philosophy, Politics, and Economics, Oxford University
1970 M. A. Oxford University.
1971 Ph. D. in Philosophy, The Johns Hopkins University.
Academic Positions
2006 (May-June) Visiting Professor, Department of Logic and Moral Philosophy,
University of Santiago de Compostela, Spain
2006—
Regents Professor, University of New Mexico
2001-2005 Chair, Philosophy Department, University of New Mexico
1991— Professor, Philosophy Department, University of New Mexico
1990-1996 Chair, Philosophy Department, University of New Mexico
1993 Fulbright Senior Lecturer, Central and Autonomous Universities of Barcelona
1979-1990 Associate Professor, Philosophy Department, University of New Mexico
1977-1978 Visiting Scholar, Faculty of Philosophy, Cambridge University
1971-1979 Assistant Professor, Philosophy Department, University of New Mexico
Academic Honors and Awards
Project Director, National Endowment for the Humanities Seminar for College and
University Teachers, “Pragmatism: A Living Tradition,” UNM, Summer, 2007.
Project Director, National Endowment for the Humanities Seminar for College and
University Teachers, "Reading Emerson's Essays," UNM, Summer, 2005.
Project Director, National Endowment for the Humanities Institute for College and
University Teachers, "Ralph Waldo Emerson at 200: Literature, Philosophy,
Democracy," St. John’s College, Santa Fe, New Mexico, Summer, 2003
Fulbright Senior Lecturer, University of Barcelona, Spain, 1993.
National Defense Education Act Fellowship, The Johns Hopkins University, 1968-71.
William Montgomerie Prize in Philosophy, Jesus College, Oxford, 1967.
Thouron British-American Exchange Fellowship, Oxford University, 1966-8.
Phi Beta Kappa, 1965.
Edwin B. Williams Scholarship, University of Pennsylvania, 1962-66.
Books
Contending with Stanley Cavell, Oxford and New York: Oxford University Press,
2005
Pragmatism: Critical Concepts in Philosophy, 4 volumes, London: Routledge, 2005

(Vol. 1: Pragmatism's First Decades; Vol. 2 Origins and Influences; Meaning, Truth
and Knowledge; Vol. 3: Moral and Political Issues; Education; Law; Vol. 4:
Neopragmatism; Aesthetics)
Wittgenstein and William James, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2002
(paperback edition 2007).
Pragmatism: A Contemporary Reader, London and New York: Routledge, 1995.
American Philosophy and the Romantic Tradition, Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1990 (paperback edition 2008).
Journal Articles
 “Two Genealogies of Action in Pragmatism," Cognitio (Brazil) v. 8 no. 2, JulyDecember, 2007, pp. 213-22.
"James on the Nonconceptual," Midwest Studies in Philosophy XXVIII, 2004, pp. 137148.
“Moral Perfectionism and Democracy in Emerson and Nietzsche,” ESQ: A Journal of
the American Renaissance, vol. 43, vols. 1-4, 1997, pp. 159-80.
"What Wittgenstein Learned From William James," History of Philosophy Quarterly,
Vol. 11, no. 3, July, 1994, pp. 339-354.
"East-West Philosophy in Nineteenth Century America: Emerson and Hinduism,"
Journal of the History of Ideas, 1990, pp. 625-45.
Book Chapters
“Emerson, Romanticism and Classical American Pragmatism,” in The Oxford Handbook
of American Philosophy, ed. Cheryl Misak, Oxford: OUP (in press).
"Ralph Waldo Emerson," in History of Western Philosophy of Religion, vol. 4, ed.
Graham Oppy and Nick Trakakis, Chesham, U. K.: Acumen Publishing (forthcoming)
"Paths of Coherence in Emerson's Philosophy: The Case of 'Nominalist and Realist', in
The New Emerson, ed. Branka Arsic and Carey Wolfe, Minneapolis: University of
Minnesota Press (forthcoming).
"Some Sources of Hilary Putnam's Pragmatism," in Following Putnam's Trail: On
Realism and other Issues,, ed., M. Monroy and C. Cancela. Amsterdam: Rodopi 2008.
“Encontrar a Cavell: La Educación de un adulto,” in Encuentros con Stanley Cavell, ed.
David Pérez Chico and Moisés Baroso Ramos, Madrid: Plaza y Valdes (in press).
"The Colors of the Spirit: Emerson and Thoreau on Nature and the Self," in Nature in
American Philosophy (Studies in Philosophy and the History of Philosophy), ed. Jean De
Groot, The Catholic University of America Press, 2004, pp. 1-18
"Wittgenstein and James: Pragmatism and Will," in Pragmatism and Values, The
Central European Pragmatist Forum, vol 1, ed. John Ryder and Emil Visnovsky,
Amsterdam: Rodopi, 2004, pp. 59-72.
Encyclopedia Entries
"Transcendentalism," Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (plato.stanford.edu)
"Ralph Waldo Emerson,” Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy
"William James," Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy,
"Ralph Waldo Emerson," Routledge Encyclopedia of Philosophy, 1998, 3:269-72.

Barbara E. Hannan
11512 Candelaria N.E., Apt. H
Albuquerque, NM 87112
(505) 323-5968 (home)
(505) 277-2405 (office)
bhannan@unm.edu
Date of Birth: May 21, 1958

Education
Ph.D., Philosophy, University of Arizona, Tucson, AZ, 1989.
Areas of Specialization: Philosophy of Mind, Metaphysics.
Areas of Competence: Epistemology, Ethical Theory,
Philosophy of Law, Philosophy of Science, First-Order Logic.
J.D., University of Arizona College of Law, Tucson, AZ, 1982.
Served on Arizona Law Review, 1980 - 1981.
B.A., magna cum laude, with honors in philosophy, minor in biology, Randolph-Macon
Woman’s College, Lynchburg, VA, 1979.
Elected to Phi Beta Kappa, Delta Chapter of Virginia, 1978.
Employment History
Current Position: Associate Professor, Dept. of Philosophy, MSC03 2140, 1 University
of New Mexico, Albuquerque, NM 87131. Office phone: (505) 277-2405.
Previous Position: Assistant Professor, Dept. of Philosophy, University of Idaho, Morrill
Hall, Moscow, ID 83843. Office phone: (208) 885-7107.
Professional Affiliations
Member, State Bar of New Mexico. Admitted 2003.
Member, State Bar of Arizona. Admitted 1982.
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PUBLICATIONS SINCE 2003
Book
The Riddle of the World: A Reconsideration of Schopenhauer's Philosophy.
Forthcoming, Oxford University Press.
Article in Refereed Journal
"Depression, Responsibility, and Criminal Defenses." International Journal of Law and
Psychiatry, 28 (2005), pp. 321 - 333.
Book Review
Review of Ted Honderich, On Consciousness. Mind Vol. 114, No. 455 (July 2005), pp.
743 - 746.
Encyclopedia Article
"Voluntary Action, Psychology of" --- Encyclopedia of Law and Society, edited by David
S. Clark (Sage Publications, 2007).

SELECTED EARLIER PUBLICATIONS
Book
Subjectivity and Reduction: An Introduction to the Mind-Body Problem. Westview
Press, 1994.
Article in Refereed Journal
"Don't Stop Believing: The Case Against Eliminative Materialism." Mind and
Language Vol. 8, No. 2 (Summer 1993).
Book Review
Review of Jonathan Lear, Happiness, Death, and the Remainder of Life. Ancient
Philosophy, Vol. 22, pp. 208 - 216 (2002).
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Curriculum vitae for Richard Hayes (2003–2008)
Publications
Peer-reviewed article
2008. “Dharmakīrti on the role of causation in inference as presented in Pramā avārttika
Svopajñavrtti 11–38.” Co-authored with Brendan S. Gillon. Journal of Indian Philosophy
36:335–404

Chapter in book
2003. Classical Buddhist Model of a Healthy Mind. In Psychology and Buddhism: From Individual to
Global Community. Edited by Kathleen H. Dockett, G. Rita Dudley-Grant and C. Peter Bankart.
New York: Kluwer.

Book reviews
2004. Rajendra Prasad, Dharmakīrti's Theory of Inference: Revaluation and Reconstruction. Reviewed
in H-NET Buddhist Scholars Information Network (h-buddhism@h-net.msu.edu).
2005. Chakravarthi Ram-Prasad, Eastern Philosophy. Reviewed in FTmagazine. 125:30–31 (October
2, 2005)
2006. Dan Arnold, Buddhists, Brahmins and Belief: Epistemology in South Asian Philosophy of
Religion. Reviewed in Journal of the American Academy of Religion.
2008. James Duerlinger, Indian Buddhist Theories of Persons: Vasubandhu's “Refutation of the
Theory of a Self.''} Reviewed in H-NET Buddhist Scholars Information Network. (hbuddhism@h-net.msu.edu.

Encyclopedia articles
2003. “Dignāga, Pramā asamuccaya,} Inference for Oneself (svārthānumāna).” Encylopedia of
Indian Philosophies, edited by Karl H. Potter. 9:337–342.
2003. “Dignāga, Pramā asamuccaya, Apohaparīk a.” Encylopedia of Indian Philosophies, edited by
Karl H. Potter. 9:349–360.
2003. “Language, Buddhist philosophy of.” Encyclopedia of Buddhism. Edited by Robert E. Buswell.
New York: MacMillan Library Reference.
2006. “Buddhism,” Encyclopedia of Philosophy. Edited by Donald M. Borchert. Second edition.
Detroit: MacMillan Reference USA.
2006. “Nirvā a,” Encyclopedia of Philosophy. Edited by Donald M. Borchert. Second edition.
Detroit: MacMillan Reference USA.
2007. Indian Buddhism section of Encyclopedia of Buddhism, edited by Damien Keown and Charles
S. Prebish. London and New York: Routledge. Comprises 17 articles, totalling 18,000 words.
Articles: Abhidharma, Anātmavāda, Asa ga, Buddhist controversies in India, Candrakīrti,
Dharmakīrti, Indian Buddhism, Madhyamaka, Nāgārjuna, Nirvā a, Pramānavāda, Ratnakīrti,

Śāntideva, Śāntirak ita, Tathāgatagarbha, Vasubandhu and Yogācāra.

Invited lectures and presentations


“Nāgārjuna: Master of Paradox, Mystic or Perpetrator of Fallacies?” Paper read before the
Philosophy Department at Smith College in April 2003.



“Buddhist views on overcoming obstacles to universal friendship.” Delivered at conference
entitled Religion, Society and the Other: Hostility, Hospitality and the Hope of Human
Flourishing, held in Sevilla, Spain December 14-17, 2003.



“Pluralistic Dharmacentricity.” Delivered at a conference entitled Interfaith Perspectives on
Justice and Universality, held in Montréal, Québec September 19-20, 2004.



“Dharmakīrti on causation.” Delivered at Five College Buddhist Studies Faculty Seminar, at
Smith College, October 18, 2006.



“The case of the indecisive bodhisattva: using Śāntideva as a guide to making moral decisions.”
Delivered at Smith College as part of Five College Buddhist Philosophy Distinguished Lecture
Series, October 19, 2006.



“Self: delusion, fiction, myth or prerequisite?” Delivered at the South Asia Seminar at the
University of Chicago, January 18, 2007.



“Karma in Buddhist abhidharma.” Delivered at conference entitled “Enlightening
Relationships: Psychoanalysis and Buddhism meeting in Person” at New School of Social
Research in New York, October 13, 2007.

Courses taught
















PHIL 101 Introduction to philosophical problems (Spring 2006, Fall 2006)
PHIL 108 Introduction to Asian Philosophy (Spring 2004, Spring 2007)
PHIL 156 Reasoning and Critical Thinking (Fall 2003, Fall 2004, Fall 2005)
PHIL/RELG 331/531 Zen Buddhist Philosophy (Spring 2004, Spring 2006, Spring 2008)
PHIL 336 Chinese Philosophy I (Fall 2003, Fall 2007)
PHIL 348 Comparative Philosophy (Spring 2007)
PHIL 354 Metaphysics (Spring 2008)
PHIL/RELG 438/538 Buddhist Philosophy (Spring 2002, Fall 2004, Fall 2006)
PHIL/RELG 440/540] Seminar in Buddhism (Summer 2002, Summer 2004, Summer 2007)
PHIL 441/541 Readings in Sanskrit (Fall 2005, Fall 2006)
PHIL 441/541, LING/RELG 407 Beginning Sanskrit (Fall 2004, Spring 2005, Summer 2006)
PHIL 442/542 Individual philosopher: The Buddha (Fall 2005)
PHIL 442/542 Individual philosopher: Nāgārjuna (Spring 2005)
PHIL 498 Special studies (10 students from 2003 to present)
PHIL 541 Dignāga and Dharmakīrti (Fall 2007)

Service


Philosophy department graduate advisory committee (2004-05, 2005-06)



Religious Studies Committee (2004-05, 2005-06, 2007-07, 2007-08)



Search committee for director of Religious Studies program (2008)
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Adrian Johnston
Assistant Professor
Department of Philosophy
University of New Mexico at Albuquerque
Abbreviated List of Publications (2003-present)
A. Monographs
1. (2008). Žižek’s Ontology: A Transcendental Materialist Theory of Subjectivity,
Evanston: Northwestern University Press.
2. (2005). Time Driven: Metapsychology and the Splitting of the Drive [with a foreword
by Slavoj Žižek], Evanston: Northwestern University Press.
B. Chapters in Books
1. (2006). “Ghosts of Substance Past: Schelling, Lacan, and the Denaturalization of
Nature,” Lacan: The Silent Partners [ed. Slavoj Žižek], London: Verso, pp. 34-55.
C. Articles and Review Essays
1. (2008). “Conflicted Matter: Jacques Lacan and the Challenge of Secularizing
Materialism,” Pli: The Warwick Journal of Philosophy, no. 19, Spring, pp. 34-56.
2. (2007). “Lacanian theory has legs: Structures Marching in the Streets,” South Atlantic
Review, vol. 72, no. 2, Spring, pp. 99-105.
3. (2007). “Lightening Ontology: Slavoj Žižek and the Unbearable Lightness of Being
Free,” Lacanian Ink: The Symptom, no. 8, Spring, http://www.lacan.com/symptom8_
articles/johnston8.html.
4. (2007). “The Quick and the Dead: Alain Badiou and the Split Speeds of
Transformation,” International Journal of Žižek Studies, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 58-86.
5. (2007). “‘Let a thousand flowers bloom!’: Some Brief Remarks on and Responses to
Žižek’s ‘Badiou: Notes from an Ongoing Debate,’” International Journal of Žižek
Studies, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 44-57.
6. (2007). “From the Spectacular Act to the Vanishing Act: Badiou, Žižek, and the
Politics of Lacanian Theory,” International Journal of Žižek Studies, vol. 1, no. 0, pp. 140 (reprinted from Did Somebody Say Ideology?: Slavoj Žižek in a Post-Ideological
Universe [ed. Fabio Vighi and Heiko Feldner], Basingstoke: Palgrave-Macmillan, 2008
[forthcoming]).
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7. (2007). “Against Embodiment: The Material Ground of the Immaterial Subject,”
International Journal of Žižek Studies, vol. 1, no. 0, pp. 41-64 (reprinted from Journal for
Lacanian Studies, vol. 2, no. 2, December 2004, pp. 230-254).
8. (2007). “The Cynic’s Fetish: Slavoj Žižek and the Dynamics of Belief,” International
Journal of Žižek Studies, vol. 1, no. 0, pp. 65-111 (reprinted from Psychoanalysis,
Culture, and Society, vol. 9, no. 3, December 2004, pp. 259-283).
9. (2007). “Revulsion is not without its subject: Kant, Lacan, Žižek and the Symptom of
Subjectivity,” International Journal of Žižek Studies, vol. 1, no. 0, pp. 112-140 (reprinted
from Pli: The Warwick Journal of Philosophy, no. 15, Spring 2004, pp. 199-228).
10. (2007). “There is Truth, and then there are truths—or, Slavoj Žižek as a Reader of
Alain Badiou,” International Journal of Žižek Studies, vol. 1, no. 0, pp. 141-185
(reprinted from (Re)-turn: A Journal of Lacanian Studies, vol. 2, Spring 2005, 85-141).
11. (2006). “Hitri in mrtvi: Alain Badiou in razcepljene hitrosti transformacije” [trans.
Ana Žerjav], Problemi, no. 7/8, pp. 145-186.
12. (2005). “Intimations of Freudian Mortality: The Enigma of Sexuality and the
Constitutive Blind Spots of Freud’s Self-Analysis,” Journal for Lacanian Studies, vol. 3,
no. 2, pp. 222-246.
13. (2005). “Nothing is not always no-one: (a)Voiding Love,” Filozofski Vestnik: The
Nothing(ness)/Le rien/Das Nichts [ed. Alenka Zupančič], vol. 26, no. 2, pp. 67-81.
14. (2005). “There is Truth, and then there are truths—or, Slavoj Žižek as a Reader of
Alain Badiou,” (Re)-turn: A Journal of Lacanian Studies, vol. 2, Spring, pp. 85-141.
15. (2005). “Substanca in duhovi njene preteklosti: Schelling, Lacan in denaturalizacija
narave” [trans. Tomaž Bezjak], Problemi, no. 1/2, pp. 33-85.
16. (2005). “Unable to Enjoy: A Review of Todd McGowan’s The End of
Dissatisfaction?,” South Atlantic Review, vol. 70, no. 1, Winter, pp. 165-169.
17. (2004). “Against Embodiment: The Material Ground of the Immaterial Subject,”
Journal for Lacanian Studies, vol. 2, no. 2, December, pp. 230-254.
18. (2004). “The Cynic’s Fetish: Slavoj Žižek and the Dynamics of Belief,”
Psychoanalysis, Culture, and Society, vol. 9, no. 3, December, pp. 259-283.
19. (2004). “The Concreteness of Absolute Flux: A Review of Jean-Luc Nancy’s Hegel,”
Owl of Minerva, vol. 36, no. 1, Fall/Winter, pp. 68-74.
20. (2004). “Revulsion is not without its subject: Kant, Lacan, Žižek and the Symptom
of Subjectivity,” Pli: The Warwick Journal of Philosophy, no. 15, Spring, pp. 199-228.
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21. (2003). “The Soul of Dasein: Schelling’s Doctrine of the Soul and Heidegger’s
Analytic of Dasein,” Philosophy Today, vol. 47, no. 3, Fall, pp. 227-251.
22. (2003). “Psychosis and the Fundaments of a New Philosophical Anthropology: A
Review of Alphonse De Waelhens’ and Wilfried Ver Eecke’s Phenomenology and Lacan
on Schizophrenia, after the Decade of the Brain,” Theory and Psychology, vol. 13, no. 5,
October, pp. 711-715.
23. (2003). “Unpacking the Quilting Point: A Review of Philippe Van Haute’s Against
Adaptation,” Journal for the Psychoanalysis of Culture and Society, vol. 8, no. 2, Fall,
pp. 349-354.
24. (2003). “The Genesis of the Transcendent: Kant, Schelling, and the Ground of
Experience,” Idealistic Studies, vol. 33, no. 1, Spring, pp. 57-81.
25. (2003). “Beneath the Sexual Façade: A Review of Paul Verhaeghe’s Beyond
Gender,” Journal for the Psychoanalysis of Culture and Society, vol. 8, no. 1, Spring, pp.
177-180.

Brent Kalar
Department of Philosophy
MSC 03 2140
1 University of New Mexico
Albuquerque, NM 87131-0001
Education and Employment
Assistant Professor of Philosophy, University of New Mexico, 2003-present
Lecturer in Philosophy, University of New Mexico, 2002-2003
Ph.D. in Philosophy, Harvard University, 2003
B.A. in Philosophy, summa cum laude, University of Minnesota, 1993
Areas of Specialization
Kant
19th Century German Philosophy (especially Nietzsche)
Aesthetics
Areas of Competence
History of Early Modern Philosophy
20th Century Continental Philosophy
Ethics
Political Philosophy
Philosophy of Religion
Publications
Book
The Demands of Taste in Kant’s Aesthetics (Continuum, 2006)
Peer-reviewed Journal Article
“The Naïve and the Natural: Schiller’s Influence on Nietzsche’s Early Aesthetics”
(forthcoming in History of Philosophy Quarterly)
Review
Review of Brian Jacobs and Patrick Kain (eds.), Essays in Kant’s Anthropology
(Notre Dame Philosophical Reviews, October 2005)
Presentations
“Cavell and the Rationality of Criticism,” Conference on Stanley Cavell and
Literary Criticism, University of Edinburgh, Scotland, May 9, 2008
“Beyond Apollo and Dionysus: Nietzsche’s Other Early Concept of Aesthetic
Experience,” Annual Meeting of the American Society for Aesthetics, Los
Angeles, California, November 11, 2007

“The Naïve and the Natural: The Influence of Schiller on Nietzsche’s Early
Aesthetics,” British Society of Aesthetics Annual Conference, Oxford, England,
September 7, 2007
“The Standardness Condition in Kant’s Conception of Beauty,” Annual Meeting
of the American Society for Aesthetics, Milwaukee, Wisconsin, October 26, 2006
“The Unity of Form and Content,” Annual Meeting of the American Society for
Aesthetics, Providence, Rhode Island, October 19, 2005

Paul Katsafanas
Department of Philosophy
University of New Mexico
Albuquerque, NM 87131
Areas of Specialization
Moral Philosophy, Philosophy of Action, Nietzsche
Areas of Competence
Philosophy of Mind, Nineteenth-Century Philosophy, Existentialism
Education
Harvard University, Ph.D. candidate in Philosophy, 2001-present, Ph.D. expected Aug. 2008
Vassar College, B.A., double major in Philosophy and Mathematics, 1997-2001
Dissertation
Title: Practical Reason and the Structure of Reflective Agency
Abstract: My dissertation develops and defends a new version of constitutivism about practical
reason. Constitutivism is the attempt to derive substantive conclusions about reasons for
action from an analysis of the nature of action itself. I argue that constitutivism is an
attractive theory, which enjoys a number of advantages over other justificatory strategies
within ethics. However, I show that the current versions of constitutivism encounter
insurmountable problems, because they operate with inadequate conceptions of action. I
argue that we can generate a successful version of constitutivism by employing a more
promising theory of action, which I develop by mining Nietzsche’s work on agency.
Committee: Richard Moran, Christine Korsgaard, Bernard Reginster, Douglas Lavin
Publications
“Nietzsche’s Philosophical Psychology,” in John Richardson and Ken Gemes (eds.), The
Oxford Handbook on Nietzsche, Oxford University Press, forthcoming.
“Nietzsche on Agency and Self-Ignorance,” International Studies in Philosophy: Conference
Proceedings of the North American Nietzsche Society, forthcoming.
“Nietzsche’s Theory of Mind: Consciousness and Conceptualization,” European Journal of
Philosophy 13 (April 2005), 1-31.

Book Reviews
Review of Brian Leiter and Neil Sinhababu (eds.), Nietzsche and Morality (Oxford University
Press, 2007). Forthcoming in Mind.
Conference Presentations
“Constitutivism and Self-Knowledge”
APA Pacific Division, April 2007
Brown University Graduate Philosophy Conference, October 2006
Princeton/Rutgers Graduate Philosophy Conference, March 2006
“Nietzsche on Agency and Self-Ignorance”
APA Central Division, North American Nietzsche Society Session, April 2006
Awards
2007 Bowen Prize (awarded to one student annually for a paper in moral philosophy),
Department of Philosophy, Harvard University
2005 Center for Ethics Graduate Fellowship, Kennedy School of Government, Harvard
University
2004 Bechtel Prize (awarded to one student annually for a paper in philosophy), Department
of Philosophy, Harvard University
2004 Award for Excellence in Teaching, Committee on Undergraduate Education, Harvard
University
2001 Harvard Graduate School of Arts and Sciences Fellowship (2001-2008)
2001 Phi Beta Kappa
2001 Henry Ogden Award (for best philosophy thesis), Vassar College
Teaching Experience
Primary Instructor, Harvard University Department of Philosophy:
Fall 2006
Undergraduate Seminar: Concepts of Freedom
Spring 2005 Undergraduate Seminar: The Good Life
Teaching Assistant, Harvard University Department of Philosophy:
Spring 2008 Vision and Doubt in Morality, Politics, and Law, Scott Brewer (Harvard Law School)
Fall 2007
The Responsibilities of Public Action, Chris Robichaud (Kennedy School of
Government)
Spring 2007 Philosophy of Mind, Sean Kelly
Fall 2006
Ethical Theory, Sigrún Svavarsdóttir
Spring 2005 Philosophy of Action, Douglas Lavin
Fall 2004
Existentialism, R. Lanier Anderson
Spring 2004 Self, Freedom, and Existence, Richard Moran
Fall 2003
Problems of Philosophy, Anthony Gillies

Curriculum Vitae
PAUL LIVINGSTON
Department of Philosophy
Villanova University
800 Lancaster Avenue
Villanova, PA 19085
(610) 519-4714
Paul.Livingston@villanova.edu
EMPLOYMENT
Assistant Professor, Philosophy, Villanova University (current)
Assistant Professor, Philosophy, University of New Mexico (beginning January ’09)
EDUCATION
Harvard University
A.B. in Philosophy cum laude, June 1997
University of Cambridge
M.Phil. in Philosophy, July 1998
University of California, Irvine
Ph.D. in Philosophy, June 2002

PUBLICATIONS
Authored Books (sole author):
Philosophical History and the Problem of Consciousness
Cambridge University Press, 2004
Philosophy and the Vision of Language
Routledge, 2008
Refereed Articles:
“Russellian and Wittgensteinian Atomism”
Philosophical Investigations 24:1 (2001), pp. 30-54
“Experience and Structure: Philosophical History and the Problem of Consciousness”
Journal of Consciousness Studies 9:3 (2002), pp. 15-34
“Husserl and Schlick on the Logical Form of Experience”
Synthese 132:2 (2002), pp. 239-72

“Thinking and Being: Heidegger and Wittgenstein on Machination and LivedExperience”
Inquiry 46:3 (2003), pp. 324-45
“‘Meaning Is Use’ in the Tractatus”
Philosophical Investigations 27:1 (2004), pp. 34-67
“Functionalism and Logical Analysis”
In David W. Smith and Amie Thomasson, ed., Phenomenology and Philosophy
of Mind. Oxford University Press, 2005.
“Rationalist Elements of Twentieth-Century Analytic Philosophy”
In Alan Nelson. ed., A Companion to Rationalism. Blackwell, 2005.
“Wittgenstein, Kant, and the Critique of Totality”
Philosophy and Social Criticism 33:6 (2007), pp. 691-715
“Agamben, Badiou, and Russell”
Forthcoming in Continental Philosophy Review
Review Articles:
“Scott Soames: Philosophical Analysis in the Twentieth Century” (Review Article)
Inquiry 49:3 (2006), pp. 290-311
“Alain Badiou: Being and Event” (Review Article)
Inquiry 51:2 (2008), pp. 217-238

Book Reviews:
“Karl Schuhmann: Selected Papers on Phenomenology”
Grazer Philosophische Studien 70 (2004)
“G. Kiel and U. Tietz (eds): Phänomenologie und Sprachanalyse”
Grazer Philosophische Studien 72 (2006)
“Phenomenal Concepts and Phenomenal Knowledge”
Forthcoming in the APA Newsletter on Feminism and Philosophy
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Rinita Mazumdar
RINITA MAZUMDAR

Columbia Apt # 12,
205 Columbia Drive, S.E,
Albuquerque, NM 87106.

Education

rinita_mazumdar@yahoo.com
(505) 480-3545 (Cell) 277-3854 (W)

Ph.D. in Philosophy 1996, University of Massachusetts, Amherst, MA.
M.A. in Philosophy 1989, Brock University, Ontario, Canada.
M.A. in Philosophy 1983, Calcutta University, Calcutta, India.
B.A. in Philosophy 1981, Presidency College, Calcutta, India.

Grundisse 2 (Certificate in German Language), Max Mueller Bhavan, Calcutta
(Affiliated to Goethe Institute, München)
Diploma in Russian Language, Gorky Sadan, Calcutta.
Research Interests: Feminist Theory, Philosophical Foundation of Economics, Ethics, Post- Colonial
Theory.
Honors

National Endowment For The Humanities, New Mexico, Scholar.
Nominated for the 2002 International Faculty Teaching Excellence Award.
Fellowship worth $8000.00 awarded by Brock University, Ontario
Canada.

Books Published

Publication
in Anthology

Journal
Publications

Feminine Sexuality. (2006). Towards Freedom, Calcutta, India.
Understanding Gender. (2004). Towards Freedom. Calcutta, India.
A Short Introduction To Feminist Theory. (2003). Towards Freedom. Calcutta,
India.
“Marital Rape: Some Ethical and Cultural Considerations,’’ in A Patchwork Shawl:
Chronicles of South Asian Women in America, ed., S. Das Dasgupta. Rutgers
University Press, 1998.
Philosophical Inference: Heuristic vs. Naturalistic Model,” in Indian Quarterly,
Vol XX111 No. 3 & 4 October 1996.
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Rinita Mazumdar
“How Significant is Socrates's Midwifery?,” in Indian Philosophical Quarterly.\/.
Vol. 13, No. 4. Oct 1992. “In Defense of a Causal Theory of Perception: The
Theaetetus: A Refutation of Burnyeat (1982),” in Viswabharati Journal of
Philosophy \/. Vol. XX1X: Number 1. August 1992.
“Dream Objects, Reference, and Naturalized Epistemology,” in Indian
Philosophical Quarterly \/ Vol. 13, No. 2 April, 1992.
“Cresswell, Frege, and Russell on Propositional Attitudes,” in Journal of Indian
Council of Philosophical Research \/ Vol. 8, Number 3. May--Aug 1991.
“Performative Action: Hobbes and Searle,” in Journal of Indian Academy of
Philosophy. (1998).
“Concept Acquisition: Some Reflection,” in Indian Philosophical Quarterly, Vol
XXIV No. 2. April 1997.

Conference
Presentations

"Women's bodies, State Violence, and Safe Custody," National Women Studies
Conference, Minneapolis, Minnesota, June, 2001.
“The Role Of The Post-Colonial Intellectual In Producing Knowledge About The
‘Other’ In The Third World,’’ National Women Studies Conference, Simmons
College, Boston , June 14-18, 2000.
“Women and the New Right: The UCC and RSS's Construction of the ideal Hindu
Women,’’ National Women Studies Conference, Albuquerque, June 15-17, 1999.
“The Woman Question and Modernism in Tagore's Ghare Baire,’’
International Tagore Conference, University Of Connecticut, Storrs, September 1520, 1998.
“Women, Colonialism, the Private and the Public,” New Mexico Women Studies
Conference Women-Matters: Lives, Conditions, Cultures, Las Crusas, New
Mexico, March 19-21, 1998.
“Karma, Utilitarianism, and Enlightenment,” Southwest Philosophical
Society of South West, April 21, 1998.
“Representation, Violence, and Feminist Politics in Rural India,’’ Western Social
Science Conference, Denver, Colorado, April 15-18, 1998.
“Violence on Women in Rural Bengal,’’ 26th Annual Conference on South Asia,
University of Wisconsin, Madison, October 17-19, 1997.
“Women, Panchayat, and Representation In India,’’ New Mexico Women's Studies
Conference, Albuquerque, March 12-15, 1997.
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Rinita Mazumdar
“Women’s movement in Bengal in the context of Cultural Changes,’’ 31st Annual
Bengal Studies Conference, Georgetown University, Washington D. C. , May, 3-5,
1996.

Teaching

Visiting Lecturer in the Department of Philosophy and Women Studies Program
since the Fall of 2007.

Experience
Teaching experience:
 Taught Logic and Critical thinking (Philosophy 156), Introduction to
Philosophical Thought (Philosophy 101), Professional Ethics (Philosophy
245), Philosophical Foundation of Economics (Philosophy 485).
 Directed Independent studies for both graduate and undergraduate students.
 Taught skills pertaining to Argument and also to detect fallacies in
arguments.
 Taught how to apply arguments and detect fallacies in essays regarding
important issues pertaining to ethics and society.
 Taught how to handle ethical and sensitive issues in professional lives.
 Taught how to bring argue an opposite point of view by using counterexamples.
 Taught how to disagree without animosity.

Adjunct Instructor in the Philosophy Department of New Mexico since the
Fall of 1997.
Teaching Experience:
 Taught Reason and Critical Thinking (Philosophy 156).
 Introduction to Philosophical Thought (Philosophy 101).
 Philosophical Foundation of Economics (Philosophy 485).
Adjunct Instructor in Women Studies Program at the University of New
Mexico since the Fall of 1997.

Teaching Experience:
 Taught Contemporary Feminist Theory (Women Studies 324).
 Taught Race, Class, Feminism (Women Studies 322).
 Taught Third World Women (Women Studies 331).
 Taught Feminist Economics (Women Studies 479).
 Taught Feminine Sexuality (Women Studies 430).
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Rinita Mazumdar
Part-time Instructor in the Philosophy Department, Central New Mexico
Community College, Albuquerque, New Mexico. From 2003- present.
Teaching experience:
 Bio-ethics (Philosophy 245).
 Introduction to Philosophical Thought (Philosophy 110).
 Logic and Critical Thinking (Philosophy 156).

Adjunct Instructor in the Women Studies Program, University of New Mexico,
Albuquerque. Fall 1997-Spring 2007.
Teaching experience:











Taught Feminist Theory (Women Studies 324).
Third World Women (Women Studies 331).
Race Class Feminism (Women Studies 322).
Feminine Sexuality (Women Studies 479).
Feminist Economics (Women Studies 379).
Directed independent studies.
Taught how to balance between issues pertaining to cultural relativism and
universal human values.
Taught about some aspect of global economic situations.
Taught some vital aspects of international politics.
Taught how to respond to critical questions pertaining to race, ethnicity,
class, and gender.

Non-academic responsibilities for Women Studies Program:



Hired part-time faculties and Teaching Assistants as a member of the
executive committee.
Designed to develop curricula and study content with special emphasis on
cultural relativism, global politics, and economics.

Visiting Assistant Professor, Women Studies Program, Gettysburg College,
Gettysburg, Pennsylvania from September 2000 – December 2000.

Teaching experience:
 Taught students how to read and write critical papers pertaining to race,
ethnicity, nationality, and gender.
Non-academic responsibility:
 Develop curricula and syllabus pertaining to women’s issues, race, ethnicity,
nationalism, and cultural relativism.
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Rinita Mazumdar
Part-time Instructor, May 1995 -December 1995.
Department of Philosophy, The University of New Mexico, Valencia, NM.
Teaching experience:
 Taught reasoning, philosophical and critical thinking.
Part-time Instructor, Department of Humanities, New Mexico, Institute of Mining
and Technology, Socorro, New Mexico.
Teaching experience:
 Taught ethical issues in science.
 Taught logic and critical reasoning (particularly as it is relevant in scientific
thinking).
Part-time Instructor, October 1993 - July 1994.
Department of Philosophy and Psychology, St. Philip's College, San Antonio, TX.
Teaching experience:
 Taught ethical reasoning and ethical theories.
 Taught logic and critical thinking.

Part-time Instructor, March 1994 - May 1994.
Department of Philosophy, Palo Alto College, San Antonio, TX.
Teaching experience:
 Taught philosophical thoughts and reasoning.
Teaching Associate, September 1990 - May 1992.
Writing Program, University of Massachusetts, Amherst.
Teaching experience:
 Teaching College Writing and editing papers.
 Doing peer-review.
 Editing and publishing essays.
Teaching Assistant, September 1987 - April 1988.
Philosophy Department Brock University, Ontario, Canada.
Teaching experience:
 Led undergraduate student seminars on philosophical thoughts.
Lecturer in Philosophy, August 1986 – August 1987.
Sri Sikshayatan Women's College, Calcutta, India.
Teaching experience:
 Taught courses in critical thinking, writing, rhetoric, and composition.
 Taught courses in undergraduate philosophy.
Lecturer in Philosophy, January 1986 - January 1987.
Rani Birla Women's College, Calcutta, India.
Teaching experience:

6

Rinita Mazumdar


Professional

Taught courses in logic, rhetoric, composition, and philosophy.

Project Coordinator of New Mexico Asian Family Center, Albuquerque, New
Mexico. Done outreach to Asian Communities of Albuquerque on issues pertaining
to immigration and domestic violence.

Experiences
Served in WSPAC (Women’s Studies Program Advisory Counsel).
at Gettysburg College Women's Studies Program.
Served in the Executive and the Curriculum Committees of the Women's Studies
Department at The University Of New Mexico, Albuquerque.
Health Reach Worker for Students at the University of Massachusettes (19901991).
Conducted workshops in the United States Consulate, Calcutta, India, and Women
Sahayog, a non-governmental organization, Calcutta, India on Feminist
Theory, violence against women and empowerment of women, 2003 and 2004.

Curriculum Vitae
JOHN A. TABER
Department of Philosophy MSC 03 2140
1 University of New Mexico
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87131-0001
EDUCATION
B.A., 1972, University of Kansas, philosophy, cum laude
M.A.,1974, University of Kansas, philosophy
D. Phil.,1983, Universität Hamburg, magna cum laude
ACADEMIC EMPLOYMENT
Mellon Postdoctoral Fellow in Religion, 1979-81, Case Western Reserve University,
Cleveland, Ohio
Mellon Postdoctoral Fellow in Religion and Asian Civilization, 1981-82, Case Western
Reserve University
Assistant Professor of Religion, 1982-87, Case Western Reserve University
Assistant Professor of Philosophy, 1987-90, University of New Mexico
Associate Professor of Philosophy, 1990-2005, University of New Mexico
2001 (January – April) Visiting Scholar, Institute for Critical Studies, University of
Essex, Colchester, U.K.
Professor of Philosophy, 2005 – present, University of New Mexico
Chair of Philosophy Department, University of New Mexico, August, 2005 – present
Visiting Professor, Buddhist Studies, Institut für Sudasien-, Tibet-, und
Buddhismuskunde, Universität Wien, winter term, 2006
AREAS OF SPECIALIZATION:
Indian philosophy, Mīmā sā, Vedānta, the logico-epistemological school of Yogācāra,
Indian logic, Sanskrit language, Sanskrit scientific literature (śāstra)
PUBLICATIONS
Books
Transformative Philosophy: A Study of Śa kara, Fichte, and Heidegger, University of
Hawaii Press, Honolulu, Hawaii, 1983
A Hindu Critique of Buddhist Epistemology: Kumārila on Perception. The
“Determination of Perception” Chapter of Kumārilabha a’s Ślokavārttika, Translation
and Commentary, RoutledgeCurzon, London, 2005
Articles
“Reason, Revelation, and Idealism in Śa kara’s Vedānta,” Journal of Indian Philosophy
9, 283-307, 1981

“Fichte’s Emendation of Kant,” Kantstudien 75, 442-459, 1984
“The Philosophical Evaluation of Religious Experience,” International Journal for the
Philosophy of Religion 19, 43-59, 1986
“Utpaladeva’s Īśvarasiddhi,” Adyar Library Bulletin 50, 106-137, 1986
“The Theory of the Sentence in Pūrva Mīmā sā and Western Philosophy,” Journal of
Indian Philosophy 17, 107-130, 1989
“Are Mantras Speech Acts? The Mīmā sā Point of View,” in Mantra, ed. Harvey P.
Alper (Albany, New York: SUNY Press, 1989), pp. 144-164
“The Mīmā sā Theory of Self-Recognition,” Philosophy East and West 40, 35-57, 1990
Feature Review of Wilhelm Halbfass, India and Europe, Philosophy East and West 41,
229-240, 1991
“Further Observations on Kumārila’s B ha īkā,” Journal of Oriental Research 62, 179189, 1991
“What Did Kumārilabha a Mean By ‘Svata Prāmā ya’?,” Journal of the American
Oriental Society 112, 204-221, 1992
“Kumārila’s Refutation of the Dreaming Argument: the Nirālambanavāda-adhikara a,”
in Studies in Mīmā sā, ed. R.C. Dwivedi (Delhi: Motilal Banarsidass, 1994), pp. 27-52
“Is Verbal Testimony a Form of Inference?,” in Epistemology, Meaning and Metaphysics
After Matilal, ed. Arindam Chakrabarti (Simla: Inter-University Centre for Humanities
and Social Sciences, 1996), pp. 19-31
“The Significance of Kumārila’s Philosophy,” in Beyond Orientalism, ed. Eli Franco and
Karin Preisendanz, Poznán Studies in the Philosophy of the Sciences and the Humanities,
no. 59 (Amsterdam, 1997), pp. 373-393
“On Nāgārjuna’s So-called Fallacies: a Comparative Approach,” Indo-Iranian Journal
41, 213-244, 1998
“Much Ado About Nothing: Kumārila, Śāntarak ita, and Dharmakīrti on the Cognition of
Non-being,” Journal of the American Oriental Society 121, 72-88, 2001
“Mohanty on Śabdapramā a,” Journal of Indian Philosophy 30, 161-190, 2002
“Dharmakīrti Against Physicalism” (Discussion of Eli Franco, Dharmakīrti on
Compassion and Rebirth), Journal of Indian Philosophy 31, 479-502, 2003
“Is Indian Logic Nonmonotonic?,” Philosophy East and West 54, 143-170, 2004
“On Borrowing from the Indian Philosopher’s Toolbox: Comments on Mark Siderits,
Personal Identity and Buddhist Philosophy,” APA Newsletter on Asian and AsianAmerican Philosophers and Philosophies, vol. 6, no. 1, 7-12, Fall, 2006
“Kumārila’s Interpretation of Mīmā sāsūtra 1.1.4,” Journal of Indological Studies 16, 638, 2006
“Kumārila the Vedāntin?” in Mīmā sā and Vedānta, Papers of the 12th World Sanskrit
Conference, ed. Johannes Bronkhorst (Delhi: Motilal Banarsidass, 2007), pp. 159-184.
“Did Dharmakīrti Think the Buddha Had Desires?” in Proceedings of the Fourth
International Dharmakīrti Conference, forthcoming
“Our Epistemic Predicament,” in Yogic Perception, Meditation, and Altered States of
Consciousnesss, ed. Eli Franco, Institute for the Cultural and Intellectual History of Asia,
Austrian Academy of Sciences, Vienna, forthcoming
“Mīmā sā and the Eternality of Language,” in Columbia Guide to Indian Philosophy, ed.
Matthew Kapstein, forthcoming
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Associate Professor of Philosophy, University of New Mexico.

Education and Degrees
University of California, San Diego, 1992-1999. Ph.D. in Philosophy, 1999.
University of California, San Diego, M.A. in Philosophy, Fall 1994
University of California, Berkeley, 1986-1991. B.A. magna cum laude, with High Honors in Philosophy and Highest
Honors in Political Science (double major).

Publications
Book: Heidegger on Ontotheology: Technology and the Politics of Education. New York and Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2005.

Journal Articles
12. “On the Advantages and Disadvantages of Reading Heidegger Backward: White’s Time and Death,” Inquiry 50:1
(2007), pp. 103-120.
11. “Heidegger’s Perfectionist Philosophy of Education in Being and Time,” Continental Philosophy Review 37:4 (2004),
pp. 439-467 [published August, 2005].
10. “Ontology and Ethics at the Intersection of Phenomenology and Environmental Philosophy,” Inquiry 47:4 (2004), pp.
380-412.
9. “Heidegger and the Politics of the University,” Journal of the History of Philosophy 41:4 (2003), pp. 515-42.
8. “Interpretation as Self-Creation: Nietzsche on the Pre-Platonics,” Ancient Philosophy 23:1 (2003), pp. 195-213.
7. “The Philosophical Fugue: Understanding the Structure and Goal of Heidegger’s Beiträge,” Journal of the British
Society for Phenomenology 34:1 (2003), pp. 57-73.
6. “Heidegger on Ontological Education, or: How We Become What We Are,” Inquiry 44:3 (2001), pp. 243-68.
5. “What’s Wrong with Being a Technological Essentialist? A Response to Feenberg,” Inquiry 43:4 (2000), pp. 429-44.
4. “Ontotheology? Understanding Heidegger’s Destruktion of Metaphysics,” International Journal of Philosophical
Studies 8:3 (2000), pp. 297-327.
3. “From the Question Concerning Technology to the Quest for a Democratic Technology: Heidegger, Marcuse,
Feenberg,” Inquiry, 43:2 (2000), pp. 203-16.
2. “Can I Die? Derrida on Heidegger on Death,” Philosophy Today, 43:1 (1999), pp. 29-42.
1. “The Silence of the Limbs: Critiquing Culture from a Heideggerian Understanding of the Work of Art,” Enculturation
2:1 (1998) (http://enculturation.gmu.edu/2_1/thomson.html).

Chapters in Edited Volumes

15. “‘Even Better than the Real Thing’? Postmodernity, the Triumph of the Simulacra, and U2,” in Mark A. Wrathall,
Ed., U2 and Philosophy: How to Decipher an Atomic Band (Chicago and La Salle: Open Court, 2006), pp. 73-95.
14. “Phenomenology and Technology,” in Stig Andur Pedersen, Jan-Kyrre Berg Olsen, and Vincent F. Hendricks, eds., A
Companion to the Philosophy of Technology (Oxford: Blackwell, forthcoming 2008).
13. “Understanding Technology Ontotheologically, or: The Danger and the Promise of Heidegger, an American
Perspective,” in Jan-Kyrre Berg Olsen, Evan Selinger, and Søren Riis, eds., New Waves in the Philosophy of
Technology (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, forthcoming 2008).
12. “‘Even Better than the Real Thing’? Postmodernity, the Triumph of the Simulacra, and U2,” in Mark A. Wrathall,
Ed., U2 and Philosophy: How to Decipher an Atomic Band (Chicago and La Salle: Open Court, 2006), pp. 73-95.
11. “What’s Wrong with Being a Technological Essentialist? A Response to Feenberg,” reprinted in Tyler J. Veak, ed.,
Democratizing Technology: Andrew Feenberg’s Critical Theory of Technology (Albany: SUNY Press, 2006), pp.
53-70.
10. “Thinking Beyond Ontotheology: Philosophy in the 21st Century,” published in Japanese in Yasuo Kobayashi, ed.,
Ima Tetsugaku-towa Nanika [What Is Philosophy Now?] (Tokyo: University of Tokyo Center for Philosophy: 2006),
pp. 83-6.
9. “Environmental Philosophy,” in Hubert L. Dreyfus and Mark A. Wrathall, eds., A Companion to Phenomenology and
Existentialism (Oxford: Blackwell, 2006), pp. 445-63.
8. “Deconstructing the Hero,” in Jeff McLaughlin, ed., Comics as Philosophy (Jackson: University Press of Mississippi,
2005), pp. 100-29.
7. “Heidegger and National Socialism,” in Hubert L. Dreyfus and Mark A. Wrathall, eds., A Companion to Heidegger
(Oxford: Blackwell Publishing, 2005), pp. 32-48.
6. “Martin Heidegger,” in Julian Baggini and Jeremy Stangroom, eds., Great Thinkers A-Z (London and New York:
Continuum, 2004), pp. 115-17.
5. “From the Question Concerning Technology to the Quest for a Democratic Technology: Heidegger, Marcuse,
Feenberg,” reprinted in Michael A. Peters, Mark Olssen, and Colin Lankshear, eds., Futures of Critical Theory:
Dreams of Difference (Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield, 2003), pp. 59-72.
4. “Understanding Ontotheology as the Basis for Heidegger’s Critique of Technology,” in Junichi Murata, ed., The
Proceedings for the University of Tokyo Center for Philosophy: International Symposium on Pragmatism and
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Philosophy of Technology in the 21st Century, 2:2 (2003), pp. 82-103.
3. “Heidegger on Ontological Education, or: How We Become What We Are,” reprinted in Michael Peters, ed.,
Heidegger, Education, and Modernity (Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield, 2002), pp. 123-50.
2. “Ontotheology? Understanding Heidegger’s Destruktion of Metaphysics,” reprinted in Hubert Dreyfus and Mark
Wrathall, eds., Heidegger Reexamined (New York and London: Routledge, 2002), pp. 107-37.
1. “Martin Heidegger: A Philosophical Snapshot,” The Philosophers’ Magazine (Summer 1998), pp. 30-1. (Expanded
version published in The Philosophers’ Web Magazine (Spring 1998—present, available at:
http://www.philosophers.co.uk/cafe/phil_mar2003.htm).
Book Reviews
3. Miguel de Beistegui, The New Heidegger, in Notre Dame Philosophical Reviews (12 September 2006).
2. Martin Schönfeld, The Philosophy of the Young Kant: The Precritical Project, in The Review of Metaphysics 55:2
(December 2001), pp. 218-20.
1. “Great Expectations: A Review of Richard Polt’s Introducing Heidegger,” The Philosophers’ Magazine (Summer
1999), p. 53.
Other:
“Iain Thomson: The Ereignis Interview” (interviewed by Peter Ferreira, September 2006; see
http://www.webcom.com/paf/IainThomsonInterview.html). (8105 words.)
“Phenomenology Panel Interview” (with William Blattner, Taylor Carman, Hubert Dreyfus, Sean Kelly, and Mark
Wrathall), Logos III:1 (2005), pp. 66-108.
“Author Discusses How Philosopher’s Theories Apply to Today” Winthrop Quigley, The Albuquerque Journal, June 26,
2005.
“Feeling Anxious? The Philosophical Implications of Joking Around,” Weekly Alibi 15:48 (Nov. 30-Dec. 6, 2006), p. 22
(also published as “This Week’s Feature” on their web site).

Selected Academic Honors, Grants, and Awards
•
•
•
•

National Endowment for the Humanities (NEH) Research Fellowship, 2007-2008.
Gunter Starkey Award for Teaching Excellence (UNM): 2002-2003.
Invited participant, International Society for Phenomenological Studies: 2001-present.
Phi Beta Kappa Society Fellowship (San Diego): 1999.

Selected Conference and Colloquia Lectures
“Heidegger on Ontotheology: The History that We Are,” J. Glenn Grey Colloquia Series, Philosophy Department,
Colorado College, Colorado Springs, Colorado, 7 February 2008.
“Heidegger’s Phenomenology of Death in Being and Time,” Philosophy Department colloquium, Indiana-Purdue
University, Fort Wayne, Indiana, 11 October 2007.
“On the Advantages and Disadvantages of Reading Heidegger Backward: Further Thoughts on White’s Time and
Death,” paper presented to a conference on “Time and Death” at Santa Clara University, California, 28 April 2007.
“Heidegger’s Perfectionist Philosophy of Education,” Dean’s Lecture, St. John’s College, Santa Fe, New Mexico, 20
April 2007.
“The Young Heidegger’s First Publication: Faith, Doubt, and Denegation in Heidegger’s Earliest Altercation with
Nietzsche,” paper presented to the Society for Existential Phenomenology, first annual meeting: “Making Heidegger
Accessible to Analytic Philosophers,” UC Berkeley, California, 18 January 2007.
“The Connection Between Heidegger’s Philosophy and Politics,” paper presented at the international “Modernity and
Fascism” conference, UNM, Albuquerque, New Mexico, 26 September 2006.
“On the Advantages and Disadvantages of Reading Heidegger Backward: White’s Time and Death,” paper presented to
the International Society for Phenomenological Studies, Asilomar, California, 14 July 2006.
“Heidegger on Ontotheology: Response to Sluga and Blattner,” “Author-Meets-Critics” session at the American
Philosophical Association, Pacific Division, Portland, Oregon, 23 March 2006.
“Rethinking Levinas on Heidegger on Death,” paper presented to the Colloquium on Contemporary European
Philosophy, Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah, 1 December 2005.
“Can I Live? Levinas on Heidegger on Death,” paper presented to the International Society for Phenomenological
Studies, Asilomar, California, 28 June 2005.
“Heidegger’s Perfectionist Philosophy of Education in Being and Time,” Keynote Address, Third Annual Philosophy
Student Conference, on: “Philosophy as a Way of Life,” University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, 3 June 2005.
“Death By Anecdote: Encomium for Jacques Derrida” (opening lecture for “Jacques Derrida: A Symposium,”
University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, 4 April 2005).
“The Danger and the Promise of Heidegger: An American Perspective” (paper presented to the French Parliament of
Philosophers’ international colloquium on “Heidegger: The Danger and the Promise,” University of Strasbourg,
Strasbourg, France, 4 December 2004).
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“Heidegger on Ontotheology: Technology and the Politics of Education” (ten hours of lectures presented on the theme,
“Europe in Crisis: Society, Philosophy, and Literature from 1919 to 1939,” for the Center for the Study of Europe,
Brigham Young University, Provo, Utah, 4-10 November, 2004).
“Heidegger’s Perfectionist Philosophy of Education, or: How We Become What We Are” (paper presented to the World
Congress of Phenomenology, Oxford, England (Wadham College), 20 August 2004).
“Heidegger’s Perfectionist Philosophy of Education, or: How We Become What We Are” (paper presented to the
International Society for Phenomenological Studies, Asilomar, California, 17 July 2004).
“Understanding Ontotheology as the Basis for Heidegger’s Critique of Technology” (paper presented at the University of
Tokyo Center for Philosophy International Symposium on Pragmatism and the Philosophy of Technology in the 21st
Century,” University of Tokyo, Tokyo, Japan, 15 December 2003).
“Deconstructing the Hero” (paper presented to the Department of Philosophy, University of New Mexico, 25 April
2003).

Professional Service
Referee for Routledge, Cambridge University Press, Palgrave Macmillan, The Review of Politics, International
Journal of Philosophical Studies, Studies in Philosophy and Education, Continental Philosophy Review, Inquiry:
An Interdisciplinary Journal of Philosophy, Techné: Research in Philosophy and Technology,
Member of the Program Committee for the American Philosophical Association, Pacific Division (2007—present).
Member of Selection Committee for NEH Summer Seminar: “Pragmatism: A Living Tradition” (2007)

UNM University and Departmental Service
Drafted the statement on the future of the philosophy department at UNM, 2007—8.
Member of the two tenure-track search committees, 2007—8.
UNM Religious Studies Associated Faculty, 2007—present.
Junior Tenure and Promotions Committee, UNM, 2006.
Chair of UNM Philosophy Department Assistant Professor Search Committee, 2005—2006.
UNM Tenure-track philosophy faculty hiring committee, 2004-5.
UNM European Studies Committee, 2004—present.
UNM German Studies Committee (founding member), 2003—present.

OMB No. 3136-0134
Expires: 6/30/06

NEH SUMMER SEMINARS AND INSTITUTES BUDGET FORM
Applicant Institution: The Regents of the University of New Mexico
____________________________________________________________
Project Director: Russell B. Goodman
_______________________________________________________________
Project Title: Pragmatism: A Living Tradition
__________________________________________________________________
Project Grant Period:
[ x] Seminar (12 mos.): October 1, 2006_______ to September 30, 2007____
A. PARTICIPANT STIPENDS
5 weeks: 15 participants x $3,600 = $54,000
B. OPERATING COSTS
1. Salaries and Wages
a. Project Director: (22.2% of academic year salary of $94,597) = $21,000
b. Project Assistant: (5 months) = $5000
c. Project Assistant: (5 weeks) = $1200
$27,200
2. Fringe Benefits
a. 26.5% of $21,000 for Project Director = $5565
b. Health insurance for Project Assistant (spring & summer) $746
c. 1% for Project Assistant (5 weeks) = $12
$6323
3. Supplies and Materials:
$ 1500
4. Services
a. postage = $500
b. telephone: 5 months x 120 = $600
c. duplicating: 350 pp. X .05 x 15 participants = $263
d. publicity for special constituencies = $500
e. web page construction = $ 1056 (estimate based on 2003 & 2005 costs)

$ 2919
5. Consultant Fees and Honoraria
a. Visiting Faculty: 4 visitors x 2 days each x $500 = $4000
b. Selection Committee members: 2 x $250 = $500
$4500
6. Professional Travel and Subsistence
a. Visiting Faculty
Domestic travel (3 x $700) = $2100
Foreign travel (1 x $ 1000) = $1000
Per diem (8 x $46) = $368
Lodging (12 x $134) = $1608
b. Project director
2 day project directors' meeting (airfare: $400; per diem: $270) = $670
c. Transportation (to opening and closing receptions)
i. Van (UMM) $175 x 2 = $ 350
ii. Group Accident Insurance $ 1.70 x 18 = $31
$6127
7. Total of item B only (1 through 6) $48,569
C. INDIRECT COSTS
If indirect costs will be charged to the project, CHECK THE APPROPRIATE
BOX
BELOW and provide the information requested. Refer to the budget instructions
for
explanations of these options.
[ x] Current indirect cost rate(s) has/have been negotiated with federal agency.
(Complete items 1 and 2)
[ ] Indirect cost proposal has been submitted to a federal agency but not yet
negotiated. (Indicate the name of the agency in item 1 and show proposed rate(s)
and base(s), and the amount(s) of indirect costs in item 2.)
[ ] Indirect cost proposal will be sent to NEH if application is funded. Provide an
estimate in item 2 of the rate that will be used and indicate the base against
which
it will be charged and the amount of indirect costs.)
[ ] Applicant chooses to use a rate not to exceed 10% of direct costs, less
distorting
items, up to a maximum charge of $5,000 per year. (Under item 2, enter the

proposed rate, the base against which the rate will be charged, and the
computation of indirect costs or $5,000, whichever sum is less.)
1. ______________________________________ ______________________
Name of federal agency Date of agreement
2. Rate(s) Base(s)
50% of $48,569 = $24,285
TOTAL INDIRECT COSTS $24,285______
D. AMOUNT REQUESTED FROM NEH (add A, B, & C) $ 126,854
INSTITUTIONAL GRANT ADMINISTRATOR
Provide the information requested below when a revised budget is submitted.
The signature of
this person indicates approval of the budget submission.
Name and Title:
________________________________________________________________
(please type or print)
Signature: __________________________________________________ Date:
____________
E-mail: _________________________________ Telephone:
(_____)___________________

VI.3 ESSE Grant
ESSE Pre-Proposal
ESSE Budget

Preliminary Proposal: NSF Ethics Education in Science and Engineering (EESE) Program
Proposed by:

UNM’s A&S Department of Philosophy; COE Department of Language,
Literacy, and Sociocultural Studies; and School of Engineering
Proposal Title: Ethics Fellows Program: Education and Research
1. Project Rationale
a. Education Component: The overall educational goal of our Ethics Fellows program is to
prepare graduate students from Engineering and Philosophy to team-teach an 8-week 1-credit
hour undergraduate Engineering Ethics course (ECE/ME/CE 409). Our program is intended to
motivate much-needed cooperation between the sciences and humanities and in turn, help
graduate students—both those in Engineering and Philosophy--become better teachers and to
enhance their professional careers. Given that all undergraduate engineering students in an
accredited program must take an ethics course, our Ethics Fellows will be better prepared for
their academic and professional responsibilities from this team teaching experience. Engineering
Fellows will learn more about philosophy and the non-scientific academic community from their
Philosophy colleagues. Philosophy Fellows will learn more about engineering practices from
their Engineering partners and get a better sense of the research being conducted in the sciences
and engineering. Moreover, given that applied ethics is currently an area of philosophy in which
there is a high teaching demand, the graduate students’ experience in the classroom will be a
professional benefit when they enter the job market.
b. Research Component: We anticipate that our Ethics Fellows will learn a significant
amount from each other and from teaching in the three diverse environments (UNM, CNM, and
SIPI), which differ in terms of size, demographics and academic orientation. We want to
examine those assumptions and determine if this project offers insights about how we can enrich
and broaden the perspectives of our graduate students. We also expect that there are cultural
differences among the students from the three institutions, differences that may be reflected in
their perceptions about ethics and professional responsibility, influence whether they choose a
STEM field, and contribute to the level of success they could attain in these fields. We wish to
examine whether there are such differences and what they are. This knowledge could influence
what and how we teach students from CNM and SIPI once they transfer to UNM, and could also
motivate us to modify our teaching practices to ensure that more UNM students succeed.
2. Project Plan – Education
a. Our Plan. Each year three teams of two graduate students (one from Engineering and one
from Philosophy) will be recruited and trained to teach the undergraduate course together. To
prepare them for the environments in which they will be teaching (UNM, CNM, and SIPI),
students accepted into the program will participate in an intensive one-week seminar to be cotaught by Charles Fleddermann from Engineering and Mary Domski of Philosophy. This
intensive seminar is designed to offer graduate students guidance as they prepare to teach
ECE/ME/CE 409 for the first time during the fall semester. The specific challenge they will face
is that engineering and pre-engineering (SIPI and CNM) undergraduates are most familiar with
“skills courses” that require them to master a particular set of procedures for solving a particular
set of engineering problems. Thus, the undergraduates will likely find it difficult to think about
ethical problems that very rarely have neat and tidy solutions. It is also likely that they will not
have thought about the ethical responsibilities that accompany the engineering profession and

their future roles as engineers. See attached for more details about the topics and goals for the
Graduate Fellows seminar.
The preparatory seminar is scheduled the week before the fall semester begins, each day
from 9 a.m. to noon. In late July, each Ethics Fellow will receive a copy of the current syllabus
for ECE/ME/CE 409 as well as the required text for the course (Engineering Ethics by Charles
Fleddermann). They will be asked to read the text prior to the start of the seminar. In early
August, each fellow will also be assigned a partner with whom he or she will teach ECE/ME/CE
409 in the fall and will be given contact information so they can meet with his/her partner prior
to the seminar. During the fall semesters, each team will teach a separate section of the course at
UNM, receiving guidance from the two course instructors. Then during the Spring and Summer
Semesters, the undergraduate course will be taught by individual teams, one at UNM, one at
Central New Mexico Community College (CNM), and one at Southwestern Indian Polytechnic
Institute (SIPI). Graduate students will meet regularly with faculty mentors (Domski,
Fleddermann, Mills) as well as their peers to share their experiences in the classroom, both
positive and negative, and gain insight into how to resolve pedagogical hurdles they encounter.
Thus, over the course of the 3-year grant, 18 graduate students (9 from Engineering and 9
from Philosophy) will learn about each others’ approach to ethics, and will gain substantial
professional development benefit from this program. The 3-year program will involve a total of
approximately 540 undergraduates (300 at UNM, 120 at CNM, and 120 at SIPI), who will gain a
unique educational experience from having a team (a philosophy and an engineering Fellow)
teach them both the theory and practice of ethics in their field. Given that the three institutions
have a large number of underrepresented students (61% at CNM, nearly 100% at SIPI, and
nearly 45% at UNM), we expect that a large percentage of the students who will participate in
this program will be from underrepresented groups. Furthermore, undergraduates who transfer to
the UNM engineering program from CNM and SIPI will receive a transfer equivalency for
taking the course, and thereby fulfill a requirement in their degree program.
b. Recruitment and Selection Activities. The graduate students who would be most
interested in the Ethics Fellows program are engineers and philosophers intending to secure a
position at a university or college after their graduate studies have been completed. We will
target this group in our recruitment, and advertise available Ethics Fellows positions during
January through April, and then finalize selection of our Ethics Fellows in May prior to the start
of the program. The criteria for selection of three Engineering and three Philosophy graduate
students each year will include (a) having an interest in an academic or professional position in
which ethics is relevant, (b) showing a willingness to work with a team member to teach a
course, and (c) having additional support (Ethics Fellowship is only supplemental income) as an
RA or TA that will cover tuition.
c. Testing Project Results. The assessment of the educational component—to identify best
practices’--dovetails with the plans for the research component (focusing also on undergraduate
students) in terms of the evaluation questions that are identified in (d), next, and the evaluation
methods that are described in greater detail below (Section 4). The PI will work closely with the
Evaluator and Co-PI in assuring that evaluation data and material are collected pertaining to both
the progress in implementing the project and about expected and unexpected results.
d. Evaluation and Assessment. Numerous questions will be asked, the study of which will
greatly contribute to determining the level of success of the project. How successful was the
recruitment and selection effort? What are the strengths and weaknesses of the preparatory
seminar? What value (learning, teaching experience, etc.) resulted from having Engineering and
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Philosophy graduate students team-teach a subject (ethics) that has relevance to both but which
they approach from a different perspective? How different are their perspectives? What factors
made it easier/harder for each team to teach together or to teach at the three institutions – UNM,
CNM, SIPI? Is this trial project one that should be expanded or institutionalized? We will also
investigate as part of the research component various questions about the undergraduates, such as
the value-added differences in learning and learning capacity among the students at the three
different institutions, and changes in their pre- and post-course perceptions about ethics and
professional responsibility.
3. Project Plan - Research
a. Description of research question(s). In addition to the education component
questions, the research questions will focus on the similarities and differences among the three
institutions, their students, and the extent to which the graduate Ethics Fellows must change the
content and teaching methods from one setting to another. Specific questions about the meaning
of ethics will be asked of both the graduate Ethics Fellows and the undergraduate students, both
before and after their participation in the program, to ascertain value added. During the summer
seminar, the Ethics Fellows and the faculty mentors will identify a set of 3-4 concepts that will
be included as the focus for their teaching, and in particular, for teaching students critical
thinking and writing skills. Pre- and post-course evaluations will be conducted of the
undergraduates about their understanding of those concepts— how they define them, how they
view the relevance of the concepts in their field of study as well as in their life. The analysis of
those responses will include comparing the changes in understanding by students, as well as
comparing the responses by students from CNM, SIPI and UNM. Students will also complete
teacher evaluation and course evaluation surveys, and the results of those instruments will also
be compared among the three institutions.
b. Impact of Findings of Ethics Education Evaluation. Because this is a three-year
project, we will have significant opportunities to gather evaluation results. Over the three year
period, the project will have, in sum, 9 different teams of graduate Ethics Fellows (3 teams per
year) and 9 teaching semesters (3 per year), resulting in 27 undergraduate classes with an
estimated total (at 20 per class) of 540 undergraduate students. The results of the education
evaluation with this sample size will enable the project personnel to determine the value-added
impact of the project on the Ethics Fellows and their students, and to decide whether it would be
important to continue the program. In addition, the results will be disseminated (as described
below); and assuming our expectations are fulfilled that the program is successful, the syllabus
and summer seminar plan and materials will be posted on the website for the use of any
institution that wishes to use these resources.
c. Impact of Findings of Ethics Education Research. The results of the research being
conducted with this project can have a significant impact on how engineering and other science
courses that include numerous transfer students from CNM and SIPI are taught. A certain
percentage of CNM and SIPI transfer students do not succeed in the UNM undergraduate
engineering program, and this program may help us to understand why that is the case. The
results may show that undergraduates learn to think critically, understand the material more
readily, and perform better on exams when they have a course that is team-taught by a
Philosophy Ethics Fellow who emphasizes the theories of ethics, and by an Engineering Ethics
Fellow who can point out the practical application of these theories. If so, we may learn that this
format helps undergraduates to bridge the gap between abstract and concrete thinking. This
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would suggest that this kind of team-teaching, which has great value for contributing to student
success, should be attempted in other science or engineering courses where transfer students tend
to have difficulties succeeding.
4. Overview of evaluation plan for education and combined education/research projects Our evaluation plan combines the assessment of the educational component and the research
focus. The evaluation plan begins with developing both the instruments for collecting data and
student consent forms during the summer before the program commences. The Co-PI will work
closely with the Evaluator to prepare these instruments, and the PI and Senior Personnel will
have input for completing this task.
Overall, the evaluation plan involves using mixed methods, including both quantitative and
qualitative methods, for both formative and summative evaluations. The first evaluation method
consists of conducting pre- and post-tests using quantitative instruments whereby undergraduates
complete surveys with responses on a likert scale in response to a set of questions. This will
provide information from nearly all of our students, and from our Ethics Fellows.
The next level will be to conduct focus groups before and after each year’s activities to
enable us to better focus on specific kinds of issues that undergraduates and our Ethics Fellows
identify as having a significant (positive or negative) impact on their academic experience. This
strategy enables us to identify areas of the program that demand attention. We can also determine
whether the recruiting and training of the Ethics Fellows and their teaching of the courses can be
improved. Qualitative surveys will also be conducted of the undergraduate students—teacher and
course evaluations with a selection of open-ended questions—so that they can inform us about
whether and how their knowledge about professional engineering ethics increased, and to
determine how their institution shapes their understanding of ethics.
The next evaluation level involves focused interviews of each Ethics Fellow to determine
what they learned from their team partner, faculty mentors, and their teaching experience in
general. All of this information will be gathered and analyzed, and a report will be prepared that
will be sent each year to the NSF. These results will also be the basis for preparing publications
and presentations and provide potential grounds for making changes in the program.
5. List of senior personnel PI:
Mary Domski - Assistant Professor, Department of Philosophy
Co-PI:
Glenabah Martinez - Assistant Professor: Language, Literacy &
Sociocultural Studies
Sr. Personnel: Charles Fleddermann, Associate Dean, School of Engineering
Kirsty Mills, Associate, Institute for Ethics; Res. Assoc. Prof., EECE;
Associate Director, Center for High Technology Materials (CHTM)
Evaluator:
Paul Guerin, Director, Center for Applied Research and Analysis (CARA),
Institute for Social Research (ISR)
Consultants: John Gluck, Professor Emeritus, Department of Psychology; and Faculty
Affiliate, Georgetown University Kennedy Institute for Ethics
Nader Vadiee, Coordinator/Instructor, Electronics and Engineering
Programs, Southwestern Indian Polytechnic Institute (SIPI)
Rich Calabro, Associate Dean, Division of Math, Science & Engineering,
Central New Mexico Community College (CNMCC)
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6. Overview of the Management Plan.
The PI, Mary Domski, with the assistance of Charles Fleddermann and Kirsty Mills, Senior
Personnel, will implement the educational activities. Co-PI Glenabah Martinez, with the
assistance of Paul Guerin, Evaluator, will conduct the research and evaluation activities of this
project throughout the project period. An Advisory Committee will be established that will be
composed of the representatives from our institutional partners, Rich Calabro (CNM) and Nader
Vadiee (SIPI), and research consultant John Gluck (UNM Psychology Professor Emeritus,
Faculty Affiliate of the Georgetown University Kennedy Institute for Ethics), plus the Evaluator,
Senior Personnel, Co-PI and PI. This committee will meet at least twice during the semester to
ensure smooth integration of the educational and research activities and effective interaction with
our institutional partners. These meetings will encourage communication about the preliminary
results of formative evaluations and offer opportunities to make changes to improve how the
project is being implemented. This committee will also promote coordinating activities (speaker
events, research forums, etc.) of this project with the activities of the Ethics in Nanoscience
program being led by Kirsty Mills and Charles Fleddermann, and also with the HSC Institute for
Ethics, through a seamless level of interaction and interdisciplinary set of activities. The annual
evaluation report as well as the final summative report will be reviewed by the committee, as
well as various materials (educational modules, syllabi, etc.) that might be posted on the website.
7. Dissemination of results.
Results and outcomes from our education project and research would be made available on
the Ethics Fellows web site. We would also present our results at the annual meeting of the
American Society for Engineering Education (ASEE); the paper would then appear in the
conference proceedings. We would also submit an article, coauthored by our Ethics Fellows,
about the Ethics Fellows program to the International Journal of Engineering Education (IJEE),
which features articles about classroom and laboratory methods. In addition, we will present our
results, also coauthored by our Ethics Fellows, at the annual American Philosophical Association
(APA) meetings in conjunction with the American Association of Philosophy Teachers and also
submit an article to Teaching Philosophy, a journal devoted to the practical and theoretical
discussion of teaching and learning philosophy. We will encourage our Ethics Fellows, either
individually or as teams, to prepare and present a poster or paper about their experience at one or
another of the research forums at UNM, or at relevant regional conferences.
8. List of partnering institutions Central New Mexico Community College (CNM) - see attached letter
Southwestern Indian Polytechnic Institute (SIPI) - see attached letter
University of New Mexico
9. Draft budget. The draft budget for the three-year period is attached.
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DRAFT BUDGET OUTLINE
ETHICS EDUCATION IN SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY, ENGINEERING AND MATHEMATICS

PERSONNEL
PI
Co-PI
Sr Pers

Mary Domski
Glenabah Martinez
Charles Fleddermann
Kirsty Mills
Evaluator
Paul Guerin
UNM Personnel Subtotal calculate 3% increase/year
Fringe Benefits - Y1-34%, Y2-37%, Y3-41%
Salaries and Benefits
6 Graduate Students/year*
$3,750/sem $7500/yr
Insurance 1%
Personnel and Graduate Students
MISC SUPPLIES
CONSULTANTS
CNM
SIPI Nader Vadiee
Subtotal for IC Calculation
F&A 50%
TOTALS

Year 1
5492
3846
1006
1507
1400
13,251
4,505
$17,757
$45,000
$450
$63,207
$1,000
$500
$500
$65,207
$32,603
$97,810

Year 2
5657
3961
1036
1552
1442
13,649
5,050
$18,698
$45,000
$450
$64,648
$1,000
$500
$1,000
$66,648
$33,324
$99,973

Year 3
5826
4080
1067
1599
1485
14,058
5,764
$19,822
$45,000
$450
$65,772
$1,000
$500
$1,000
$67,772
$33,886
$101,658

$299,440

*NOTE: Graduate student support is intended to supplement what they will receive from being
an RA on a grant or a TA in their home department, and it is the latter appointments that
will pay for their tuition.

GRADUATE FELLOWS SEMINAR
The graduate students accepted into the program would be required to participate in an intensive
seminar to be co-taught by faculty from Engineering and Philosophy.
a. Overall Goal: The overall goal of this intensive seminar is to help offer graduate students
guidance as they prepare to teach ECE/ME/CE 409 for the first time during the fall semester.
b. Instructors: The seminar will be taught by two faculty members, one from Engineering and
one from Philosophy. For instance, the seminar could be co-taught by Professor Charles
Fleddermann of Engineering and Professor Mary Domski of Philosophy.
c. Participants: The seminar participants each year will include three graduate students in
Engineering and three graduate students in Philosophy.
d. Meeting Times: The seminar will meet Monday through Friday from 9am to noon during the
week before the fall semester starts. (The fall semester generally begins during the third week
of August.)
e. Preparation for the Seminar: In late July, each of the Ethics Fellows will be sent a copy of the
current syllabus for ECE/ME/CE 409 as well as the required text for the course (Engineering
Ethics by Charles Fleddermann). They will be asked to read the text prior to the start of the
seminar. In early August, each fellow will also be assigned a partner with whom he or she will
be teaching ECE/ME/CE 409 during the academic year and given contact information for
his/her partner so they can meet with his/her partner prior to the seminar.
f. Overview of Seminar Topics: During the first four days of the seminar, faculty would address
material in each of the text’s eight chapters and offer advice on how Ethics Fellows can use
the text to initiate class discussion and compose take-home assignments. The timetable for
covering this material would be as follows:
Monday:
Chapter 1: Introduction
Chapter 2: Professionalism and Codes of Ethics
Tuesday:
Chapter 3: Understanding Ethical Problems
Chapter 4: Ethical Problem-Solving Techniques
Wednesday
Chapter 5: Risk, Safety, and Accidents
Chapter 6: The Rights and Responsibilities of Engineers
Thursday
Chapter 7: Ethics in Research and Experimentation
Chapter 8: Doing the Right Thing
The faculty member from Engineering would take a lead role on Monday and Wednesday and
the faculty member from Philosophy would take a lead role on Tuesday and Thursday.
During the final day of the seminar, Ethics Fellows would be responsible for presenting a
mock lesson on an assigned topic and case study with his/her partner. The lesson would be
roughly 30 minutes long and there would be roughly 20 minutes set aside for faculty and peer
feedback.

g. Specific Goals for the Seminar. The specific challenge that will face the Ethics Fellows as they
teach ECE/ME/CE 409 is that the engineering undergraduates taking the course are most
familiar with “skills courses” that require them to master a particular set of procedures for
solving a particular set of engineering problems. Consequently, the undergraduates will likely
find it difficult to think about ethical problems that very rarely have neat and tidy solutions. It
is also likely that the undergraduates will not have done much thinking about the engineering
profession in general nor the specific ethical responsibilities and duties that can and will be
attached to their roles as engineers.
Given these challenges, our specific goals in this seminar will be to help Ethics Fellows:
1) Motivate their students to think critically about ethical issues;
2) Initiate fruitful discussions during class time; and
3) Teach students to write argument essays in which they persuasively defend a
particular point of view.
In order to address these goals, faculty would present:
1) Ways to effectively use the current text for ECE/ME/CE 409 as a tool for motivating
discussion during class and as a resource for composing weekly take-home assignments;
and
2) Methods for teaching undergraduates how to write argument essays that deal with
issues in engineering ethics.
h. Faculty Mentoring during the Fall Semester: Once the seminar is complete, Ethics Fellows
would co-teach an 8-week section of ECE/ME/CE 409 during the fall semester. Aside from
being available to Ethics Fellows informally via email or through office hours, faculty will
schedule official one-hour mentoring meetings to give Ethics Fellows the opportunity to get
feedback and advice from faculty and their peers. These meetings will take place on a biweekly basis starting Week 2 of the semester (i.e., meetings will be held during Weeks 2, 4,
and 6). During Week 9 of the semester, once the course is complete, there will be a final
mentoring during which Ethics Fellows can offer an overall assessment of their experience
teaching ECE/ME/CE 409 and raise concerns they might have about teaching the course again
during the spring semester.
i. Spring and Summer Semesters: After the Ethics Fellows have completed their first semester of
teaching ECE/ME/CE 409, the teams of graduate students will be assigned to teach the course
at either UNM, CNM, or SIPI during the spring and summer semesters. Though there will be
no formal mentoring meetings during these semester, faculty will remain available for
consultation as needed.

The syllabus will be geared towards freshmen and sophomores during our seminar for the
graduate students. The content will remain the same but our approach to teaching the
material will be modified.

ECE/ME/CE 409 Engineering Ethics
Fall 2006

Text: C. B. Fleddermann, Engineering Ethics, 2nd edition, Prentice-Hall, 2003 (ISBN 0-13-1408259;) and Michael Crichton, Prey, Avon Books, (ISBN 0-06-101572-5). Available at the bookstore or
from amazon.com.
Other references: C. E. Harris, M. S. Pritchard, and M. J. Rabins, Engineering Ethics: Concepts and
Cases, Wadsworth, Belmont, CA., 1995; and W. Martin and R. Schinzinger, Ethics in Engineering,
McGraw-Hill, 1989. Both of these are on reserve in the Centennial Science and Engineering
Library.
Assignments: There will be weekly short writing assignments (approximately 1 page, single
spaced), and a project due at the end of the course. All assignments must be handed in via email at
the address above, and must be in a Word compatible format.
No exams.
Grading: Class participation (40%), weekly assignments (30%), project (30%).
The participation grade is based on attendance of the discussion sessions, and active participation in
the discussions.

Qualified students with disabilities needing appropriate academic adjustments should contact
the instructor as soon as possible to ensure your needs are met in a timely manner.

Goals for the course:
1) To understand what a profession is and to understand the professional nature of engineering.
2) To understand what a code of ethics is and how it can be used.
3) To understand the theoretical underpinnings of professional ethics.
4) To learn how to apply ethical problem solving tools to real and hypothetical ethical problems.
5) To be sensitized to the potential ethical issues involved in engineering practice.

Topic, Case, and Reading Assignments:
21 Aug.

Course introduction. Engineering and professionalism.

23 & 25 Aug. Values, Reading assignment: Text pp. 1-6.
28 Aug.

Codes of Ethics, Reading assignment: Text, pp. 20-24 and 122-134

30 Aug. &
1 Sept.

Space Shuttle Columbia, Reading assignment: Text pp. 6-11 and handout.

4 Sept.

Labor day, no class.

6 & 8 Sept.

Cell phone safety, Reading assignment: Text pp.57-58 and handout.

11 Sept.

Ethical theories, Text pages 31-40.

13 Sept.

Firestone Tires, Reading assignment: Text pp. 70-71 and handout.

Note: Both sections will meet on Wednesday the 13th this week.
18 Sept.

Ethical problem solving, Reading assignment: Text pp. 45-56.

20 & 21 Sept. Conflicts of Interest Reading assignment, Text pp. 84-85 and handout.
25 Sept.

Accidents and safety, Reading assignment: Text pp.62-68.

27 & 29 Sept. Valujet Flight 592, Reading assignment: Text pp. 68-70 and handout.
2 Oct.

Computer Ethics, Reading assignment: Text pp. 110-114.

4 Oct.
Prey, Reading assignment: Prey by Michael Crichton.
.
Note: Both sections will meet on Wednesday the 4th this week.
9 Oct.

Whistleblowing & BART Reading assignment: Text pp. 92-96

11 Oct.

The Citicorp Center in Manhattan, Reading assignment: Text pp. 115-116 and
handout

Note: Due to Fall break, there will be no discussion section meeting on 13 Oct. Everyone
will meet on Wednesday, 11 Oct.

-----Original Message----From: John P Gluck Jr [mailto:jgluck@unm.edu]
Sent: Monday, February 12, 2007 2:38 PM
To: Elly Van Mil
Cc: 'Mary Domski'
Subject: Re: Can you be a consultant?
Importance: High
Elly: Yes, I would like to contribute in the role of
consultant as you suggest. I enjoyed our discussion and
the goals you are supporting. What do you expect the turn
around time to be?
John
On Mon, 12 Feb 2007 10:21:06 -0700
"Elly Van Mil" <evanmil@unm.edu> wrote:
> Hello John,
> It was a pleasure to visit with you in January >amazing how time flies!
> We haven't spoken recently, but am I correct in assuming
>that you would be
> willing to be a consultant for the EESE project? We are
>about to submit the
> limited competition pre-proposal to UNM and we need to
>know your level of
> interest so we can include your name.
> Once we know whether we are selected at the campus
>level, we will be
> working on the full proposal to NSF, which has an April
>10 deadline.
> Elly
>
> Elly Van Mil, Ph.D.
> Grants Specialist
> College of Arts and Sciences
> University of New Mexico
> Ortega Hall 201, MSC03 2120
> Albuquerque, NM 87131-0001
> telephone (505) 277-7452
> fax (505) 277-0351
>

- - - ---

- ---

Feb 13 07 11:58a
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United States Department of the Interior
BUREAUOF INDIAN AFFAIRS
SouthwesternIndian PolytechnicInstitute
POBox 10146-9169 CoorsRdNW
Albuquerque,New Mexico 87184

F23 1 3 2006

Denise Wallen, Ph.D., Director
Research Development and Initiatives
Office of the Vice Presid~nt for Research
and Economic Development
University of New Mexico
1717 Roma NE MSC05 3180
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87131

Dear Dr. Wallen:
In my capacity as the Coordinator/Instructor of Electronics and Engineering Programs at
Southwestern fudian Polyteclmic Institute (SJPI), this letter is to inform you that I agree to
participate in the project that is being submitted to the National Science Foundation Ethics
Education in Science and Engineering Program. Charles Fleddennann approached me about this
project late in 2006, indicating that the project was developed by him and his colleagues, Mary
Domski (PI), Glenabah Martinez (Co-PI), and Kirsty Mills and Charles Fleddermann as Senior
Personnel, and Paul Guerin (Evaluator).
If the project is funded by NSF, I will be delighted to serve as a partner (consultant) and to have
a team ofUNM graduate students :trom this project teach one course per semester (spring and
summer) for the three years of the project, beginning Spring Term 2008, here at SJPI. If
necessary, I will be prepared to address suitable terms and conditions to enter into a negotiated
agreement that stipulates this arrangement. If you have any questions or require further
information, please do not hesitate to contact me at (505) 792-4618.
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Nader'vadiee, Ph.D.
Coordinator/Instructor
Electronicsand EngineeringProgram
SouthwesternIndian PolytechnicInstitute(SJPI)

February 15, 2007

Denise Wallen, Ph.D., Director
Research Development and Initiatives
Office of the Vice President for Research
and Economic Development
University of New Mexico
1717 Roma NE MSC05 3180
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87131
Dear Dr. Wallen:
In my capacity as the Associate Dean for the Division of Math, Science, and
Engineering at Central New Mexico Community College (CNM), this letter is to inform
you that I agree to participate in the project that is being submitted to the National
Science Foundation Ethics Education in Science and Engineering Program. Charles
Fleddermann approached me about this project late in 2006, indicating that the project
was developed by him and his colleagues, Mary Domski (PI), Glenabah Martinez (CoPI), and Kirsty Mills and Charles Fleddermann as Senior Personnel, and Paul Guerin
(Evaluator).
If the project is funded by NSF, I will be delighted to serve as a partner
(consultant) and to have a team of UNM graduate students from this project teach one
course per semester (spring and summer) for the three years of the project, beginning
Spring Term 2008, here at CNM. If necessary, I will be prepared to address suitable
terms and conditions to enter into a negotiated agreement that stipulates this arrangement.
If you have any questions or require further information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (505) 224-3561.
Sincerely,

Rich Calabro
Associate Dean
Division of Math, Science and Engineering
Central New Mexico Community College

525 Buena Vista SE, Albuquerque, NM 87106-4096
505.224-3000 • cnm.edu

BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH

Mary A. Domski
University of New Mexico • Department of Philosophy
MSC 03 2140 • Albuquerque, NM 87131-0001
Phone: (505) 277-4139 • Fax: (505) 277-6362
Email: mdomski@unm.edu Web Page: http://www.unm.edu/~mdomski

EDUCATION
Indiana University, Department of History and Philosophy of Science, Bloomington, IN
2003 Ph.D. and M.A. in the History and Philosophy of Science
Dissertation: Geometry and Experimental Method in Locke, Newton, and Kant, Directed by Michael Friedman
Indiana University, Department of Philosophy, Bloomington, IN
2002 M.A. in Philosophy
University of Leeds, School of Philosophy, Division of History and Philosophy of Science, Leeds, England
1999 M.A. with Distinction, History and Philosophy of Science
University of Pennsylvania, Graduate School of Education, Philadelphia, PA
1998 M.S.Ed. in Secondary Education (Mathematics) with Distinction; Teaching Certificate-Pennsylvania
University of Pennsylvania, College of Arts and Sciences, Philadelphia, PA
1997 B.A. in Mathematics and Philosophy & Science, Magna Cum Laude and Phi Beta Kappa

APPOINTMENTS
2005-present
2003-2005

Assistant Professor of Philosophy (tenure-track) University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, NM
Assistant Professor of Philosophy (tenure-track) California State University, Fresno, Fresno, CA

AWARDS AND HONORS
2005 Nominee for the Jan & Bud Richter Award of Excellence in Education for Faculty, California State University, Fresno
2005 Eighth Annual Reception and Exhibit of Faculty Publications in the Madden Library, California State University,
Fresno Honoree from the Department of Philosophy
2003 Victor A. Thoren Graduate Student Research Fellowship, Indiana University Department of History & Philosophy
of Science
2003 Mikal Lynn Sousa Award for Excellence in Graduate Scholarship, Indiana University College of Arts and Sciences
2002 Norwood Russell Hanson Distinguished Graduate Essay, Indiana University Department of History & Philosophy
of Science
FELLOWSHIPS AND GRANTS
2004
National Science Foundation Travel Grant (PSA Meeting)
2004
NEH Summer Institute for College and University Teachers: “The Intersection of Philosophy, Science
and Theology in the Seventeenth Century” Madison, WI
2003-2005 Mellon Postdoctoral Fellowship in the Humanities, Macalester College (declined)
1999-2004 Women in Science Fellowship, Indiana University
2003
National Science Foundation Travel Grant (HSS Meeting)
2003
HPSC Departmental Travel Grant, Indiana University
2003
APA Graduate Student Travel Stipend (Central APA Meeting)
2003
Indiana University College of Arts and Sciences Travel Grant (Central APA Meeting)
2002
National Science Foundation Travel Grant (PSA Meeting)
2002
Indiana University College of Arts and Sciences Travel Grant (HOPOS Congress)
2002
HPSC Departmental Travel Grant, Indiana University

SELECTED PEER REVIEWED PUBLICATIONS
 Edited Collection
(with Michael Dickson) Synthesis and the Growth of Knowledge: Essays at the Intersection of History, Philosophy, and Science.
Contracted and forthcoming with Open Court Press, 2007 (anticipated).
 Papers
“The Transcendental and the Geometrical: Kant’s argument for the Infinity of Space”
Forthcoming in the Proceedings of the Tenth International Kant Congress, 2006 (anticipated).
“Newton as Historically-Minded Philosopher”
Forthcoming in Synthesis and the Growth of Knowledge.
“Synthetic History: A Manifesto” (with Michael Dickson)
Forthcoming in Synthesis and the Growth of Knowledge.
“Construction without Spatial Constraints: A Reply to Emily Carson” (2006)
Locke Studies: An Annual Journal of Locke Research 6: 85-99.
“The Constructible and Intelligible in Newton’s Philosophy of Geometry” (2003)
Philosophy of Science 70 (5): 1114-1124.
 In Preparation
“Deduction and the Ideal of Knowledge in Locke and Newton”
“Error and Method in Newton’s Philosophy of Experiment”
“Unity and Infinity in Kant’s Geometry”
“Mathematical Simplicity and Simple Creation: Understanding Descartes’ (Mathematical) God”
 Book Reviews
Review of Michael Ben-Chaim, Experimental Philosophy and the Birth of Empirical Science: Boyle, Locke, Newton
(Ashgate Publishing, 2004). Early Science and Medicine (2006) 11 (1): 122-126.
Review of J. Buchwald and I. Bernard Cohen (eds.), Isaac Newton’s Natural Philosophy (Cambridge: MIT Press,
March 2004, Paperback edition). Physics in Perspective (2005) 7 (3): 377-380.
Review of Lorenzo Magnani, Philosophy and Geometry: Theoretical and Historical Issues (New York: Kluwer Academic
Publishers, 2001). Philosophy of Science (2004) 71 (3): 412-415.
CHAIRED CONFERENCE SESSIONS
2005
2005
2004

Session included in a colloquium on Early Modern Philosophy
American Philosophical Association (APA) Central Division Meeting, 27-30 April 2005, Chicago, IL
Author-meets-critics Session for Eric Watkins’ Kant and the Metaphysics of Causality
American Philosophical Association (APA) Pacific Division Meeting,
25-27 March 2005, San Francisco, CA
“Gender and Science,” 2004 Philosophy of Science Association Ninth Biennial Meeting
18-21 November 2004, Austin, TX

MENTORING EXPERIENCE
Faculty Undergraduate Advisor for Philosophy Department
Faculty Advisor for Undergraduate Philosophy Club
Faculty Organizer, Philosophy Student Conferences, 2005, 2006
On Master’s Committee for one graduate student

_____________

_Glenabah M. Martinez__ __________________
314 Columbia S.E.
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87106
Home: (505) 268-1707 Office: (505) 277-6047
glenie@unm.edu

OBJECTIVE
To contribute my services as an educator to institutions of learning, to agencies (private and public) that
address curriculum, instruction, and policy in education, and to Indigenous Peoples of New Mexico as a teacher,
researcher, and consultant.
EDUCATION
• University of Wisconsin, Madison
Curriculum and Instruction/Educational Policy Studies
• University of New Mexico
Secondary and Adult Teacher Education
• University of New Mexico
Secondary and Adult Teacher Education: Social Studies

Ph.D. (May 2003)
MA (July 1984)
BA (May 1982)

EXPERIENCE
• Professor – University of New Mexico Department of Language, Literacy, and Sociocultural Studies (LLSS):
August 2001 to Present Time (2006). I teach courses in the graduate program of Educational Thought and
Sociocultural Studies and undergraduate courses for certification in social studies education (secondary level)
and in the Department of Native American Studies.
• Interim Director – UNM Department of Native American Studies (NAS): August 2001 to May 2002. I
provided leadership (administrative and curricular). I also taught classes.
• Resource Teacher/Curriculum Writer – Albuquerque Public Schools (APS): September 1998 to August 1999.
I worked with a team of writers and resource teachers in facilitating textbook adoption, curriculum
development, and professional development.
• Social Studies Teacher/Department Chairperson – Rio Grande High School (APS): August 1985 to May
1995. I taught social studies and served as department chairperson. I also served as faculty advisor to several
student organizations and coached cross country and track.
• Social Studies Teacher – Manzano High School (APS): August 1984 to May 1985. I taught social studies.
• Curriculum Writer – APS Indian Education Office: December 1982 to December 1983. I developed Native
American Studies curriculum to be incorporated into the existing APS U.S. History curriculum.
OTHER AREAS OF EXPERIENCE AND EXPERTISE
• Certified by the State of New Mexico to teach Social Studies at the secondary level
• Prepared to develop curriculum in the social sciences, social studies, and Native American Studies at the
secondary level.
• Prepared to design a social studies curriculum (including Native American Studies) that is closely linked to
national and state standards (including curricular articulation).
• Prepared to design qualitative research projects.
• Trained to design and implement teacher in-service and/or professional development opportunities.
SCHOLARSHIP ACTIVITIES
• Book (In progress): Native Pride: The politics of curriculum and instruction in an urban, public high school.
Cresskill, NJ: Hampton Press, Inc.
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Chapter in book (December 2005): In my history classes they always turn things around, the opposite way:
Recognizing what counts as knowledge. In Apple, M.W. and Buras, K.L. (Eds.) Whose Knowledge? The
Subaltern Speak. NY: Routledge.
Review of Y.W. Dennis & A. Hirschfelder (2003). Children of Native America Today. Watertown, MA:
Charlesbridge. Review published in Voices From the Earth, 4(3), p. 10.
Commissioned paper: Constructions of the Educated Native Person. Phoenix, Arizona: Southwest Conference
on Enhancing School Completion website. November, 2003.
Review of K. James (2001) Science and Native American communities: Legacies of pain, visions of promise,
Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press. Review published in Anthropology and Education Quarterly, AEQ
web page (www.aaanet.org/cae/aeq/br).
Essay: Special Geography. Published in Native Roots and Rhythms, January, 1999.
Review of C. Sleeter and P. McLaren (1995) Multicultural Education, Critical Pedagogy, and the Politics of
Difference, Albany: State University of New York Press. Review published in National Association of
Multicultural Education Journal, fall, 1996.
Commentary of R. Gutierrez (1991) When Jesus Came, the Corn Mothers Went Away. Published in American
Indian Culture and Research Journal, 17(3), pp. 171-172.

SERVICE
• Task Force facilitator and member: Indian Education Division of the New Mexico Public Education
Department (September 2005 to present).
• Board member: Robert F. Kennedy Charter School (2005 to present).
• Curriculum Writer: Native American Community Academy (summer 2005)
• Faculty representative: University of New Mexico Athletic Council (2005 to present).
• Faculty member: College of Education Research Council, University of New Mexico (2004 to present).
• Reviewer: AERA Social Justice Special Interest Group proposal reviewer (August, 2005).
• Reviewer: American Educational Research Association Journal, Social and Institutional Analysis Section
(AERJ/SIA) 2005.
• Facilitator: “Caught In the Middle” A conference to identify and address issues surrounding public school
districts on Indian lands, Window Rock, Arizona (May 16, 2005).
• Chairperson: Department of Language, Literacy, and Sociocultural Studies Graduate Committee (2005 to
present).
• Faculty member and mentor: Institute of American Indian Education, University of New Mexico (2004 to
present).
• Reviewer and consultant for National Geographic School Publishing’s books series on Native Americans
(September to present).
• Board member: UNM-Taos Native American Advisory Board (2004 to present)
• Board member: Red Willow Youth Council Advisory Board (2004 to present)
• Member: College of Education Diversity Subcommittee at the University of New Mexico (2003 to present).
• Committee member: National College Board’s Social Sciences Advisory Committee (1993 to 1997)
• Committee member: National Assessment of Educational Progress: U.S. History Assessment 4th, 8th, and
12th grades (1991 to 1993).
MEMBERSHIP IN PROFESSIONAL ORGANIZATIONS
• American Educational Research Association
• National SEED (Seeking Educational Equity and Diversity) Project
• National Council of the Social Studies
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VITA
Paul Guerin
Director Center for Applied Research and Analysis
Institute for Social Research, University of New Mexico
ADDRESS - 2808 Central S.E. Albuquerque, N.M. 87106
DEGREES B.A., University of New Mexico, Sociology - May 1985
M.A., University of New Mexico, Sociology - December 1991
Ph.D., University of New Mexico, Sociology - December 1997
THESIS AND DISSERTATION TOPICS Master Thesis:
"Motor Vehicle Crashes in New Mexico: Racial/Ethnic Considerations"
Doctoral Dissertation: "Motor Vehicle Crashes in New Mexico: Developing Risk Profiles Utilizing
Race/Ethnicity and Alcohol Involvement"
TEACHING EXPERIENCE University of New Mexico, 1997-2005 - Part-Time Faculty
University of New Mexico, 1991-1997 - Teaching Associate
University of New Mexico, 1988-1991 - Teaching Assistant
AREAS OF SPECIAL TRAINING Applied Research
Social Problems
Race and Ethnic Relations

Evaluation Research
Criminological Theory
Criminal Justice System

RESEARCH EXPERIENCE –
• Director/Principal Investigator, Center for Applied Research and Analysis, Institute for Social
Research, UNM, 1997-Current
• Co-Principal Investigator/Researcher, Center for Applied Research and Analysis, Institute
for Social Research, UNM, 1992-1997
• Center on Alcoholism, Substance Abuse, and Addictions (CASAA), Senior Researcher,
1993-1996
PUBLICATIONS Albuquerque Target Cities: Preliminary Findings. Paul Guerin et al. Journal of Psychoactive
Drugs, Vol. 31 (3), July-September 1999.
Indian Gaming in New Mexico: An Historical Overview with Implications for Tourism. Wayne
Pitts and Paul Guerin in: Native American Tourism Land. Cognizant Communications
Corporation, Elmsford, N.Y.(1998).
FUNDED RESEARCH –
• National Science Foundation GK-12 Program: E-MRGE: Ecohydrogeology in the Middle Rio
Grande Environment Program Evaluation. National Science Foundation through the UNM
Biology Department (2006 – current) $118,168.
• National Science Foundation GK-12 Progarm: Graduate Teaching Fellows in K-12 Optics
and Photonics Program Evaluation. National Science Foundation through the UNM College of
Engineering (2006 – current) $42,706.
• City of Albuquerque Research Services. City of Albuquerque (2006 – current) $117,000.
1

•

Albuquerque Metropolitan Central Intake Research Project. City of Albuquerque (2006 –
current) $32,000.
• Serious Violent Offenders Reentry Initiative Evaluation. New Mexico Department of
Corrections. (2002-current) $124,000.00.
• Albuquerque Police Department Compensation Study. City of Albuquerque (2007) $12,000.
• Bernalilllo County Metropolitan Detention Center Research and Technical Assistance. City
of Albuquerque (2004 - current) $100,000.00.
• New Mexico Sentencing Commission Research. State of New Mexico. (2004 - current).
$150,000.00.
• New Mexico Corrections Department Community Corrections Programs Research. New
Mexico Corrections Department, Probation and Parole Division (2000-current). $391,000.00.
PENDING RESEARCH –
• Traffic Safety Bureau DWI Research. Traffic Safety Bureau, State of New Mexico $5,000.
• Bernalillo Metropolitan Court DWI First Offender Enhanced Program Research. Bernalillo
County Metropolitan Court $25,000.
• Bernalillo Metropolitan Court Mental Services Enhancement Research. Bernalillo County
Metropolitan Court $25,000.
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SUMMARY
YEAR 1
PROPOSAL BUDGET

FOR NSF USE ONLY
PROPOSAL NO.
DURATION (months)
Proposed Granted
AWARD NO.

ORGANIZATION

University of New Mexico
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR / PROJECT DIRECTOR

Mary Domski
A. SENIOR PERSONNEL: PI/PD, Co-PI’s, Faculty and Other Senior Associates
(List each separately with title, A.7. show number in brackets)

NSF Funded
Person-months

CAL

ACAD

1. Mary Domski - PI
0.00 0.00
2. Charles Fleddermann - Senior Personnel
0.00 0.00
3. Paul Guerin - Evaluator
0.37 0.00
4. Glenabah Martinez - Co-PI
0.00 0.00
5.
6. ( 0 ) OTHERS (LIST INDIVIDUALLY ON BUDGET JUSTIFICATION PAGE)
0.00 0.00
7. ( 4 ) TOTAL SENIOR PERSONNEL (1 - 6)
0.37 0.00
B. OTHER PERSONNEL (SHOW NUMBERS IN BRACKETS)
1. ( 0 ) POST DOCTORAL ASSOCIATES
0.00 0.00
2. ( 0 ) OTHER PROFESSIONALS (TECHNICIAN, PROGRAMMER, ETC.)
0.00 0.00
3. ( 8 ) GRADUATE STUDENTS
4. ( 0 ) UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS
5. ( 0 ) SECRETARIAL - CLERICAL (IF CHARGED DIRECTLY)
6. ( 0 ) OTHER
TOTAL SALARIES AND WAGES (A + B)
C. FRINGE BENEFITS (IF CHARGED AS DIRECT COSTS)
TOTAL SALARIES, WAGES AND FRINGE BENEFITS (A + B + C)
D. EQUIPMENT (LIST ITEM AND DOLLAR AMOUNT FOR EACH ITEM EXCEEDING $5,000.)

TOTAL EQUIPMENT
E. TRAVEL
1. DOMESTIC (INCL. CANADA, MEXICO AND U.S. POSSESSIONS)
2. FOREIGN

F. PARTICIPANT SUPPORT COSTS
0
1. STIPENDS
$
0
2. TRAVEL
0
3. SUBSISTENCE
0
4. OTHER
TOTAL NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS
(
0)
G. OTHER DIRECT COSTS
1. MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES
2. PUBLICATION COSTS/DOCUMENTATION/DISSEMINATION
3. CONSULTANT SERVICES
4. COMPUTER SERVICES
5. SUBAWARDS
6. OTHER
TOTAL OTHER DIRECT COSTS
H. TOTAL DIRECT COSTS (A THROUGH G)
I. INDIRECT COSTS (F&A)(SPECIFY RATE AND BASE)

TOTAL PARTICIPANT COSTS

SUMR

1.20 $
0.31
0.00
1.00

Funds
Requested By
proposer

Funds
granted by NSF
(if different)

7,000 $
3,300
2,100
5,400

0.00
2.51

0
17,800

0.00
0.00

0
0
36,800
0
0
0
54,600
9,296
63,896

0
0
0

0
1,500
0
1,200
0
0
0
2,700
66,596

F&A (Rate: 50.0000, Base: 66596)
TOTAL INDIRECT COSTS (F&A)
33,298
J. TOTAL DIRECT AND INDIRECT COSTS (H + I)
99,894
K. RESIDUAL FUNDS (IF FOR FURTHER SUPPORT OF CURRENT PROJECTS SEE GPG II.C.6.j.)
0
L. AMOUNT OF THIS REQUEST (J) OR (J MINUS K)
$
99,894 $
M. COST SHARING PROPOSED LEVEL $
AGREED LEVEL IF DIFFERENT $
0
PI/PD NAME
FOR NSF USE ONLY
INDIRECT COST RATE VERIFICATION
Mary Domski
Date Checked
Date Of Rate Sheet
Initials - ORG
ORG. REP. NAME*
1 *ELECTRONIC SIGNATURES REQUIRED FOR REVISED BUDGET

SUMMARY
Cumulative
FOR NSF USE ONLY
PROPOSAL BUDGET
ORGANIZATION

PROPOSAL NO.

University of New Mexico
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR / PROJECT DIRECTOR

DURATION (months)
Proposed Granted

AWARD NO.

Mary Domski
A. SENIOR PERSONNEL: PI/PD, Co-PI’s, Faculty and Other Senior Associates
(List each separately with title, A.7. show number in brackets)

NSF Funded
Person-months

CAL

ACAD

1. Mary Domski - PI
0.00 0.00
2. Charles Fleddermann - Senior Personnel
0.00 0.00
3. Paul Guerin - Evaluator
0.37 0.00
4. Glenabah Martinez - Co-PI
0.00 0.00
5.
6. (
) OTHERS (LIST INDIVIDUALLY ON BUDGET JUSTIFICATION PAGE)
0.00 0.00
7. ( 4 ) TOTAL SENIOR PERSONNEL (1 - 6)
0.37 0.00
B. OTHER PERSONNEL (SHOW NUMBERS IN BRACKETS)
1. ( 0 ) POST DOCTORAL ASSOCIATES
0.00 0.00
2. ( 0 ) OTHER PROFESSIONALS (TECHNICIAN, PROGRAMMER, ETC.)
0.00 0.00
3. ( 8 ) GRADUATE STUDENTS
4. ( 0 ) UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS
5. ( 0 ) SECRETARIAL - CLERICAL (IF CHARGED DIRECTLY)
6. ( 0 ) OTHER
TOTAL SALARIES AND WAGES (A + B)
C. FRINGE BENEFITS (IF CHARGED AS DIRECT COSTS)
TOTAL SALARIES, WAGES AND FRINGE BENEFITS (A + B + C)
D. EQUIPMENT (LIST ITEM AND DOLLAR AMOUNT FOR EACH ITEM EXCEEDING $5,000.)

TOTAL EQUIPMENT
E. TRAVEL
1. DOMESTIC (INCL. CANADA, MEXICO AND U.S. POSSESSIONS)
2. FOREIGN

F. PARTICIPANT SUPPORT COSTS
0
1. STIPENDS
$
0
2. TRAVEL
0
3. SUBSISTENCE
0
4. OTHER
TOTAL NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS
(
0)
G. OTHER DIRECT COSTS
1. MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES
2. PUBLICATION COSTS/DOCUMENTATION/DISSEMINATION
3. CONSULTANT SERVICES
4. COMPUTER SERVICES
5. SUBAWARDS
6. OTHER
TOTAL OTHER DIRECT COSTS
H. TOTAL DIRECT COSTS (A THROUGH G)
I. INDIRECT COSTS (F&A)(SPECIFY RATE AND BASE)

TOTAL PARTICIPANT COSTS

SUMR

1.20 $
0.31
0.00
1.00

Funds
Requested By
proposer

Funds
granted by NSF
(if different)

7,000 $
3,300
2,100
5,400

0.00
2.51

0
17,800

0.00
0.00

0
0
36,800
0
0
0
54,600
9,296
63,896

0
0
0

0
1,500
0
1,200
0
0
0
2,700
66,596

TOTAL INDIRECT COSTS (F&A)
33,298
J. TOTAL DIRECT AND INDIRECT COSTS (H + I)
99,894
K. RESIDUAL FUNDS (IF FOR FURTHER SUPPORT OF CURRENT PROJECTS SEE GPG II.C.6.j.)
0
L. AMOUNT OF THIS REQUEST (J) OR (J MINUS K)
$
99,894 $
M. COST SHARING PROPOSED LEVEL $
AGREED LEVEL IF DIFFERENT $
0
PI/PD NAME
FOR NSF USE ONLY
INDIRECT COST RATE VERIFICATION
Mary Domski
Date Checked
Date Of Rate Sheet
Initials - ORG
ORG. REP. NAME*
C *ELECTRONIC SIGNATURES REQUIRED FOR REVISED BUDGET

Revision - Ethics Fellows Pilot Program: October 2007 – October 2008
Budget
Personnel
PI
Co-PI
Senior Personnel
Evaluator

Mary Domski
Glenebah Martinez
Charles Fleddermann
Paul Guerin

% time
1.2 Smr mo
1.0 Smr mo
.31 mo
.37 mo

$
$
$
$

7,000
5,400
3,300
2,100

UNM Personnel Subtotal
Fringe Benefits 34%

$ 17,800
$ 6,052

Salaries and Benefits

$ 23,852

$4600/class taught
8 Graduate Students*+
Graduate Student Insurance Half of 4 x $1438/year
Fringe Benefits 1%

$ 36,800
$ 2,876
$
368

Personnel & Graduate
Students
Misc Supplies
Consultant
Subtotal for IC
Calculation
F&A 50%

$ 64,252

TOTAL

Richard Calabro - CNM

$ 1200
$ 1200
$ 66,652
$ 33,326
$ 99,978

*NOTE: Graduate student support is intended to supplement what they will receive from being an
RA on a grant or a TA in their home department, and the latter appointments will pay for their
tuition.
+

Depending on the number of qualified graduate students who apply for the pilot program, we
may only fund 6 Ethics Fellows positions and offer 3 sections of ECE/ME/CE 409 (2 at UNM
and 1 at CNM). In such a case, the extra $10,100 budgeted for the Fellows positions would be
put towards teaching materials and/or travel expenses incurred by invited external speakers. We
could also use some of the extra funds for travel expenses incurred by Ethics Fellows or Grant
Personnel attending conferences to present findings from the pilot program.

BUDGET IMPACT STATEMENT - PILOT UNM Ethics Fellows in Engineering
In order to accommodate the request for a revised proposal for a one year pilot project
rather than a three year project for the UNM EESE program, we are submitting this
budget request, and this budget impact statement.
A. Personnel.
The budget for personnel covers three faculty (Domski, Martinez, Fleddermann) rather
than four (Mills has left UNM), plus an evaluator (Guerin). The compensation package is
$17,800 plus $6,052 in fringe benefits for a total of $23,852. This represents a small
increase in the salaries for the senior personnel, especially the PI who will be assuming
greater responsibility for coordinating the entire project.
B. Other Personnel. The number of graduate students who will participate in this one year
pilot project still includes at least 4 and as many as 8 (some of whom will participate for
two semesters) who will be paid $4,600 per semester. This represents an increase in the
requested funding of $600/semester per graduate student amounting in Year 1 to a change
from $16,000 to $36,800, plus $368 for fringe benefits (1% of the salary), and $2,876 to
cover 50% of their insurance. This comes to a total of $40,044 for graduate student
support.
G. Other Direct Costs.
For miscellaneous supplies for the graduate fellows, we request $1500, an increase of
$500 for other expenses (copying, books) not previously included.
For a consultant we are requesting a total of $1200, which will cover the coordinating
assistance of Richard Calabro at CNM, but no funding for our SIPI contact person, nor
for John Gluck.
Total Direct Costs for this one year project comes to $66,596.
Indirect Costs, calculated at 50%, comes to $33,298.
Total Direct and Indirect Costs for the project amount to $99,894.

Ethics Fellows Pilot Program
October 2007 – October 2008
Personnel
PI:
Co-PI:

Mary Domski, Assistant Professor, UNM Department of Philosophy
Glenebah Martinez, Assistant Professor, UNM Language, Literacy &
Sociocultural Studies
Sr Personnel: Charles Fleddermann, Associate Dean, UNM School of Engineering
Evalutor:
Paul Guerin, Director, Center for Applied Research and Analysis
(CARA), Institute for Social Research (ISR)
Consultant: Rich Calabro, Associate Dean, Division of Mathematics, Science &
Engineering, Central New Mexico Community College (CNM)

Overview of the Ethics Fellows Pilot Program
As detailed in our EESE grant proposal, the main focus of the Ethics Fellows Program is
to prepare graduate students to teach ECE/ME/CE 409: Engineering Ethics, a 1-credit
hour course that is typically offered as an 8-week course at UNM. Each section of
ECE/ME/CE: 409 taught under this program will be co-taught by 2 graduate students
(one from Philosophy, one from Engineering). Our original proposal covered a threeyear period, required $300,000 of funding, and involved sections of ECE/ME/CE 409
being taught at the University of New Mexico (UNM), Central New Mexico Community
College (CNM, formerly TVI), and Southwestern Indian Polytechnic Institute (SIPI).
The revised program detailed below (the Ethics Fellows Pilot Program) will be carried
out over 1 year, require $100,000 of funding, and involve sections of ECE/ME/CE 409
being taught by our Ethics Fellows at UNM and CNM. Depending on the number of
qualified applicants, we will offer either 3 or 4 sections of ECE/ME/CE: 409 as part of
our pilot program; at least two sections will be offered at UNM and one section will be
offered at CNM. (Our attaced budget reflects expenses if there are 8 fellows and 4
sections of ECE/ME/CE: 409.) This 1-year pilot program will give us important data on
how we can effectively expand the Ethics Fellows Program to other institutions, with our
ultimate goal (as detailed in our original grant proposal) to have Ethics Fellows teaching
ECE/ME/CE: 409 at UNM, CNM, and Southwestern Indian Polytechnic Institute (SIPI).
Our primary focus during the pilot program will be the co-teaching experience of our
Ethics Fellows. Both before, during, and after they have taught ECE/ME/CE: 409 with a
colleague, we will collect information from each Fellow about teaching an interdisciplinary with a colleague from a different department, and use this data to prepare
future Ethics Fellows for the co-teaching experience. As detailed on our grant proposal,
Professors Fleddermann and Domski will also hold a seminar to help Fellows prepare for
their co-teaching experience, and we will have regular meetings with the Fellows as they
are teaching their courses. For the purposes of this pilot program, we would ask all
Ethics Fellows accepted into the program to attend the initial teaching seminar and, when
possible, to observe other teams co-teaching ECE/ME/CE: 409.

In light of our goal to assist the Ethics Fellows with the co-teaching experience, we
would allow graduate students to co-teach more than one section of ECE/ME/CE 409.
We may in fact encourage at least one team of 2 students to co-teach two sections
together (one, for instance, during spring ’08 and another during summer ’08) so that we
can get feedback on how their experience changed and improved when teaching the
course together a second time. Any such Fellows co-teaching more than one section of
ECE/ME/CE: 409 will be paid per class taught (see budget included below).
We will also collect data from the undergraduate students in ECE/ME/CE: 409 to assess
how their classroom experience was enhanced by having one instructor trained in
Philosophy and another trained in Engineering. Having this information will put us in a
better position to expand the Ethics Fellows program beyond UNM and CNM.

Timeline for Ethics Fellows Pilot Program
October 2007
We will establish a web site for the program and begin advertising for the 8 available
Ethics Fellows positions. Our deadline for applications will be 15 November.
We will work with Rich Calabro to add an 8-week section of ECE/ME/CE: 409 to the fall
2008 schedule of classes at CNM. We will also work with Charles Fleddermann to have
2 sections of ECE/ME/CE: 409 added to the spring 2008 schedule of classes at UNM and
one section of ECE/ME/CE: 409 added to the summer 2008 schedule of classes at UNM.
December 2007
Our selection of the Ethics Fellows will be completed by Monday 3 December, and we
will contact those accepted into the program by Friday 7 December. We would ask for a
firm commitment from the chosen participants by Wednesday 12 December. By Friday
14 December (the last day of the UNM fall semester), the Ethics Fellows will be assigned
specific sections of ECE/ME/CE 409 to teach, be given information about their teaching
partner, and be given copies of the Ethics Engineering text. They will also receive a
schedule of the seminars and meetings planned for the spring 2008 semester.
January 2007
During the week of 14 January, Professors Fleddermann and Domski will conduct a
seminar to prepare the Ethics Fellows for teaching ECE/ME/CE 409. The seminar will
meet at least 3 times during that week (for instance, Tuesday through Thursday from 9am
to 11:30am). We will require that all Ethics Fellows attend this seminar, even if a team is
not scheduled to teach until the summer.
Spring Semester 2008 (Tuesday 22 January – Saturday 12 May)
Team 1 teaches at UNM during the first 8-weeks of spring 2008 (22 Jan - 15 March).
Team 2 teaches at UNM during the second 8-weeks of spring 2008 (24 March - 17 May).

May 2008
Professors Fleddermann and Domski will hold another seminar during the week of 19
May; this seminar will meet at least twice, and all Ethics Fellows will again be required
to attend. Since 4 Ethics Fellows will have already co-taught ECE/ME/CE 409, this
seminar will give us the opportunity to address questions and concerns that emerged
during the spring semester as well as offer further guidance to those Ethics Fellows
teaching during summer 2008.
Summer Semester 2008
Team 3 teaches at UNM as an 8-week summer course (9 June – 2 August). If the School
of Engineering permits, Team 3 could instead offer a more intensive version of
ECE/ME/CE: 409 at UNM during the first 4-week summer session (9 June – 4 July) or
the second 4-week summer session (7 July – 2 August).
Fall Semester 2008
Team 4 teaches at CNM during the first 8 weeks of fall 2008 (2 Sept – 24 October).
NOTE: The above schedule reflects how the pilot program will proceed if there are 8
Ethics Fellows, i.e., 4 teams of 2 graduate students. If there are only 6 Ethics Fellows,
i.e., 3 teams of 2 graduate students, we would revise the teaching schedule as follows:
Spring Semester 2008 (Tuesday 22 January – Saturday 12 May)
Team 1 teaches at UNM during the first 8-weeks of spring 2008 (22 Jan - 15 March).
Team 2 teaches at UNM during the second 8-weeks of spring 2008 (24 March - 17 May).
Fall Semester 2008
Team 3 teaches at CNM during the first 8 weeks of fall 2008 (2 Sept – 24 October).
On this plan, we would arrange at least 1 external speaker to visit during the spring
semester and present his/her work on teaching Engineering Ethics. Ideally, we would
have 2 external speakers, one who is a faculty in Engineering and another who is a
faculty in Philosophy who specializes in applied ethics.

Draft Call for Applications
To be posted on our Ethics Fellows web site and distributed via email to Philosophy and
Engineering graduate students during the first week of October 2007
* OVERVIEW
Due to the generous support of the National Science Foundation (NSF), faculty from Philosophy,
Engineering, and Education at the University of New Mexico (UNM) are pleased to announce the
Ethics Fellows Pilot Program for 2007-2008. This program is intended to motivate
interdisciplinary cooperation among UNM graduate students in Philosophy and Engineering and
enhance the classroom experience for undergraduates in Engineering at the University of New
Mexico and Central New Mexico Community College (CNM).
The main goal of this program is to train UNM graduate students from Philosophy and
Engineering to co-teach the 1-credit hour undergraduate course ECE/ME/CE: 409: Engineering
Ethics. Under this program, each section of ECE/ME/CE: 409 will be taught by one Ethics
Fellow from Philosophy and one from Engineering.
We encourage graduate students from Philosophy and Engineering who have a genuine interest in
teaching undergraduates and working with colleagues from different disciplines to apply for a
position in the Ethics Fellows Pilot Program.
* RESPONSIBILITIES
Each graduate student selected as an Ethics Fellow will be co-teaching an 8-week section of
ECE/ME/CE 409 at either UNM or CNM during the spring 2008, summer 2008, or fall 2008
semester. In addition to teaching responsibilities, all graduate students accepted into the Ethics
Fellows program will be required to attend 2 teaching seminars, one during the week of 14
January 2008 and the other during the week of 19 May 2008. These seminars will meet 2 or 3
times during designated weeks. Ethics Fellows will also be required to meet with supervising
faculty during the semester they are teaching ECE/ME/CE: 409.
In addition, Ethics Fellows will be inolved involved in research that will help us improve how
ECE/ME/CE 409 is taught at UNM and CNM and should expect to offer regular feedback on
their teaching experience as well as observe other Ethics Fellows teaching ECE/ME/CE 409.
* COMPENSATION
Graduate students accepted into the Ethics Fellows program will be paid $5000 for each section
of ECE/ME/CE 409 taught. This compensation does not include tuition and is intended to
supplement what graduate students receive from being an RA on a grant or a TA in their home
department.
* APPLICATION DEADLINE
All application materials must be received by Thursday 15 November 2007 to ensure
consideration. Applications can be found on our web site: WEB ADDRESS. Applicants who
are ABD and have additional funding that will cover tuition will be given preference. Selection
decisions will be made by early December.
* CONTACT INFORMATION
If you have any questions about the Ethics Fellows Program, please contact Professor Mary
Domski in the Department of Philosophy at: mdomski@unm.edu.

