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Dear Alumnae and Alumni, 

 
This semester was the occasion for what one of the pieces in this newsletter calls a 
“quadruple celebration”—a fourfold case for joy (which, we philosophers know, is different 
from the fourfold root of the principle of sufficient reason). 

 
First, our colleague Dr. Robert Wood celebrated his eightieth birthday on October 20th. 
Many of you will remember Dr. Wood from classes that you took with him, or even books 

by him that you read, such as Path into Metaphysics or Placing Aesthetics. Dr. Wood is not your 
typical retiree (although he teaches a reduced load of courses): instead of taking cruises or 
playing bingo, he … writes books! His new one is on Hegel; you may want to order a copy to 

learn more about this important, but immensely difficult thinker. 
 
A third cause for celebration (Dr. Wood’s book was the second) is the fact that this year, the 

Philosophy Department was able to appoint a new colleague, Dr. Chad Engelland. Shortly 
after he arrived in Irving, Dr. Engelland’s first book appeared. So we celebrated the recent 
release of his study, Ostension. (A piece in this newsletter explains what ostension means in 

this context.) 
 
Fourthly and finally, we celebrated the publication of our first Aquinas Lecture. Dr. John 

Boyle, the Aquinas Lecturer for 2013, was able to join us. 
 
As you can see, we are staying active in the Philosophy Department. Our Senior Seminar this 

fall, taught by Dr. William Frank, was devoted to the topic of citizenship. In the spring, we can 
look forward to a conference where our seniors will analyze citizenship from a variety of 
philosophical perspectives. If you happen to live in the area, you should drop by. 

 
Again, those of you who live in driving distance of the University of Dallas may wish to attend 
our 2015 Aquinas Lecture, which is scheduled for the feast day of St. Thomas, January 28th. 
Not only will we have an excellent (and sometimes controversial) speaker—Dr. Wayne 

Hankey, from Dalhousie University in Canada—but the 2015 Aquinas Lecture will also take 
place under the auspices of the Most Reverend Michael Olson, bishop of Fort Worth.  
 

Those of you who graduated in the early eighties may remember a fellow student by the 
name of Tom Hibbs. Dr. Hibbs ’83 is now a dean at Baylor. He shares his memories of UD 
with you in this newsletter. Similarly, this newsletter contains an interview with Dr. Bill Ja-

worski ’93, who teaches philosophy at Fordham. Dr. Jaworski visited UD in late November 
to keep us up to date with his current research. 
 

We hope you enjoy this newsletter. Please keep in touch with your own news that you may 
wish to share, personal or professional, or with your memories of your time in the Philoso-
phy Department. 

 
Happy new year! 
 

Philipp W. Rosemann 
Chair  

Philosophy Department  

Alumni Newsletter 

University 
of Dallas 

Issue 7 

Fall, 2014 
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Philosophy Professor Dr. Robert E. Wood celebrated his eightieth birthday on October 20, 2014. Many of our alumni 

will remember Dr. Wood, who has taught at the University of Dallas for over three decades—since 1979. In addition 

to his always enthusiastic teaching, he has served the university in many capacities, from department chair to interim 

provost. Although Dr. Wood is now semi-retired and teaches a reduced course load, he still plays a central role in the 

department. This is particularly the case in our graduate program, since a large number of doctoral students have cho-

sen Dr. Wood as their dissertation director. In addition, Dr. Wood’s own research has not slowed down one bit—on 

the contrary, he just published a new book and has several others in preparation. 

Dr. Wood blows out the  

candles on his cake. Dr. Scott 
Churchill, Dr. Philipp Rose-

mann, and Dr. Jonathan Culp 
are nearby.  

Photo by Justin Schwartz. 

Dr. Marcy Brown Marsden, President 

Tom Keefe, and Dr. Philipp Rose-
mann.  

Photo by Justin Schwartz. 

A Quadruple Celebration 
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The book that just appeared 

is an introduction to Hegel 

through a translation and 

close commentary of key sec-

tions from the Encyclopedia of 

the Philosophic Sciences. On 

November 6, 2014, the Phi-

losophy Department cele-

brated the publication of the 

book at one of its traditional 

book launches. Later in the 

day, the department as well 

as students and friends of Dr. 

Wood’s were invited to a 

reception at President Tho-

mas Keefe’s residence, the 

Dowling House in Las Coli-

nas. 

 

So what made this day the occasion of not just 

a double, but a quadruple celebration? It is the 

fact that the book launch also included our 2013 Aquinas Lecture—Master Thomas Aquinas and the Fullness of Life, by Dr. 

John Boyle—together with a book-length study on “ostension” by our new colleague, Dr. Chad Engelland. 

 

Please look for brief presentations of Dr. Wood’s and Dr. Engelland’s books in other sections of the current newsletter. 

Hannah and Richard Venable, standing. Dr. Gary Brown, Dr. Wood,  

and Dr. Scott Churchill are seated. Photo by Justin Schwartz. 

Lyle Novinski, Dr. Wood, and Sybil Novinski. 

Photo by Justin Schwartz. 
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This academic year, the faculty of the UD Philosophy Department was joined by a newly appointed colleague, Professor 
Chad Engelland. Dr. Engelland comes to the University of Dallas with a Ph.D. from the Catholic University of America, and 
after teaching in Cleveland for a decade, where he held joint appointments at John Carroll University and Borromeo College 

Seminary. He is an expert on contemporary philosophy, in both its analytic and Continental branches.  
 
Just a couple of months after arriving at UD, Dr. Engelland was 

able to announce the publication of his first book, Ostension: 
Word Learning and the Embodied Mind, published by MIT Press.  
 

The word “ostension” comes from the Latin ostendere, which 
means “to show or make manifest.” In philosophical circles, os-
tension names the bodily means by which our attentions can be 
shared independent of language. It functions in various questions: 

How do children learn their first words? How are references 
fixed? How do scientific paradigms come to be established?  
 

In his book, Dr. Engelland focuses on the philosophical question 
concerning how children learn their first words. Children cannot 
read the minds of others. To learn words, therefore, they have 

to follow the bodily movement of language speakers to see 
which items of the world are relevant for word learning.  
 

Dr. Engelland aims to rethink human nature and philosophy in 
light of ostension. He asks, “What is the human being? What 
actions and passions enable human beings to show each other 

things and thereby share the world in speech?” Against material-
ism and dualism, he advocates a phenomenologically enriched 
hylomorphism. He writes, “Ostension is philosophically puzzling, 

because it cuts across domains supposedly unbridgeable: public-
private, inner-outer, mind-body. A gesture is public yet reveals 
something here-

tofore private; it is outer, yet has an inner dimension; it is corporeal yet 
essentially mental. In its innocent simplicity, it leads us to reconsider the 
dichotomies that remain our heritage despite our professed anti-

Cartesianism.” 
 
To make sense of ostension, Dr. Engelland integrates analytic discussions of 
first word learning with Continental discussions of embodiment and classi-

cal discussions of animate movement. The first part of the book draws on 
recent discussions in Continental and analytic circles that bear on word 
learning. Dr. Engelland reviews W. V. Quine, Donald Davidson, and Hans-

Georg Gadamer, in addition to psychology, anthropology, and neurosci-
ence. The second part marshals historical resources, devoting individual 
chapters to Ludwig Wittgenstein, Maurice Merleau-Ponty, St. Augustine, 

and Aristotle. Dr. Engelland identifies a “family resemblance” among these 
four philosophers: each appeals to the perception of expressive movement 
to account for how children come to acquire their first words. He summa-

rizes, “Children learn language principally by eavesdropping or overhearing 
conversation of their parents and caregivers as those parents and caregivers 
go about their everyday routines. The actions of the speakers show chil-

dren what the parents and caregivers have in mind, and often they will be 
speaking about the items made manifest by their actions.” In the third, sys-
tematic part, Dr. Engelland tackles the questions that emerge in the con-

temporary and historical resources. He defends the view that embodied 
intentions are perceived, not inferred, and that animate action puts our 
minds into prelinguistic communion. Cont’d next page 

Welcome to Professor Chad Engelland! 
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Two of the most important Catholic Philosophers in North 

America, Charles Taylor and Alasdair MacIntyre, transitioned 
out of the analytical philosophy orbit into a communitarian ap-
proach through the study of Hegel. Taylor wrote a very large 

book on Hegel, while MacIntyre edited a volume on Hegel to 
which he contributed a notable essay. He understood Aquinas 
in the pattern of Hegel’s Aufhebung, as a thinker who developed 

a position beyond the conventional Augustinian and recent Ar-
istotelian thought that did justice to both. Theologian Bernard 
Lonergan was also strongly influenced by Hegel. A recent issue 

of the American Catholic Philosophical Quarterly featured four arti-
cles on Lonergan and Hegel. Besides, analytic philosophy has 
recently re-discovered Hegel: the Pittsburgh School—Robert 
Brandom and John McDowell—as well as, most recently, Tho-

mas Nagel. 
 
Professor Wood’s most recent book speaks to that new inter-

est. It follows Hegel’s advice to begin with the treatment of 
human experience in the Phenomenology and Psychology of the 
Encyclopaedia of Philosophic Sciences. The Phenomenology is the 

center of Hegel’s treatment of Subjective Spirit as the field of 
awareness constituted by the relation of the conscious human 
subject to its different objects. Awareness is rooted downwards 

in the so-called Anthropology, which treats human awareness 
as affected by embodiment. This is shown in the stages of the 
life-history of individuals and centrally in sensory experience. 

Awareness is suspended from above in the Psychology, which 
treats the hierarchy of mental functions: intuition, retention, 
imagination, memory, conception, judging, and reasoning.  

 
The book provides a translation of these sections along with a running commentary that is, thankfully, located under the text 
and not at the back. But since these sections are an introduction to Hegel’s System as a whole, there is a series of chapters 

giving an exposition of the parts of the System as the overall setting: the Logic, the Philosophy of Nature, and the Philosophy 
of Spirit.  
 

Most people would be surprised that Hegel begins and ends the latter with reference to Aristotle. In the beginning he says 
that Aristotle’s works on the soul are unsurpassed and that he is bringing them up to date by assimilating what has transpired 
since Aristotle. His treatment of Spirit ends with a quotation, in Greek, of the passage from Book Lambda on Self-Thinking 
Thought, the highpoint of what Hegel calls “Absolute Spirit.” It is the culmination of Philosophy of Spirit. Subjective Spirit 

picks up on Aristotle’s On the Soul, Objective Spirit on his Politics, and Logic on his Metaphysics, all against the background of 
the history of philosophy as a whole. 
 

Professor Wood publishes new book on Hegel 

Dr. Engelland, cont’d 

 

Regarding the famous problem of ambiguity raised by Quine, Wittgenstein, and Augustine, Dr. Engelland argues that our joint 
human natures help us cope with the ambiguity intrinsic to gestures: “The human way of life, specified by the dynamic inclina-
tions of our nature, constrain the natural ambiguity of such showing.” 

 
He concludes by arguing that the sort of expressive movement which makes intentions perceptible cannot be explained in bio-
logical or physical terms. Phenomenology and metaphysics give us the means for its analysis. 

 
Chad Engelland, Ostension: Word Learning and the Embodied Mind (MIT Press, 2014), ISBN 978-0-2620-2809-7, $40. 
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Catching  Up To My UD Education  

By Thomas S. Hibbs ’83 

 

Not long after I left the University of Dallas (1983) and about the 

time I was finishing my doctorate at Notre Dame (1987), Allan 

Bloom’s Closing of the American Mind became a surprise best-seller. 

Celebrated in some quarters, reviled in others, Bloom’s book is now 

seen as one of the first volleys in the so-called culture war. There is 

a certain irony in the fact that some, although certainly not all, of 

Bloom’s complaints about the contemporary university have become 

commonplace.  

 

Consider, for example, a recent book by Harry Lewis, a former dean 

at Harvard—Excellence Without a Soul: How a Great University Forgot 

Education—a central contention of which is the dismal judgment that 

the “ideal of liberal education lives on in name only.” A crucial time 

in the lives of young men and women is being squandered by univer-

sities that increasingly treat students as consumers oriented to 

achieving whatever goals they happen to have. The laissez-faire atti-

tude of students conspires with the libertarianism of research-

oriented professors: both groups want to be left alone to pursue personal goals. Professors who do not see teaching as 

a mission or noble calling are ill-equipped not just to shape the lives of students, but even to initiate them into the life of 

the mind. Far from helping them become adults, the university extends the childhood of students—a point Lewis makes 

with respect to what he calls “the artificial and infantilizing sexual world” of college life.   

 

Lewis and others see disintegration: of scholarship from teaching, of faculty from students, of faculty from faculty, of 

parts of curriculum from one another, and of academic from student life. They also see the instrumentalization of educa-

tion, which has no intrinsic ends but is merely a means to the personal or professional ends of individual students. 

 

From a Catholic philosophical perspective, University of Notre Dame philosopher Alasdair MacIntyre writes, in God Phi-

losophy, and the University: “neither the university nor philosophy is any longer seen as engaging the questions” of “plain 

persons.” These questions include: “What is our place in the order of things? Of what powers in the natural and social 

world do we need to take account? How should we respond to the facts of suffering and death? What is our relationship 

to the dead? What is it to live a human life well? What is it to live it badly?” In a similar vein, Anthony Kronman, former 

dean of Yale Law School, in his book Education’s End: Why Our Colleges and Universities Have Given Up On the Meaning of 

Life, writes that, under the influence of misguided conceptions of pluralism and secularism and the pressure of the re-

search ideal, universities have largely given up on the question, “What is living for?”  

 

An exclusive reliance on the research ideal generates neglect of certain important questions: How should undergradu-

ates be introduced to the intellectual life? What sort of appreciation of the whole ought to be nurtured in them? Indeed, 

the research ideal typically leads to an unnoticed exclusion of the question of what ought to distinguish undergraduate 

from graduate education. Columbia’s Andrew Delbanco, in a book called College: What It Was, Is, and Could Be, observes 

that the topic of the distinctive shape and purposes of undergraduate education is almost taboo. The result, in practice, 

is a trickle-down approach, in which the best undergraduates are eventually initiated into the research programs appro-

priate to graduate students while the remaining students are offered the privilege of sitting in on reports of the results of 

that research.  

 



 
Over the years and especially as the critique of the university has become more prominent, I have had occasion to re-

flect with gratitude on the education I was fortunate to receive at UD, where the disintegration that afflicts so many uni-

versities has been avoided. But that puts things negatively rather than positively. At UD, liberal education flourishes be-

cause the institution has embraced the basic characteristics of liberal education. First, liberal education responds to the 

most important questions of human life, questions posed at least implicitly by all human beings at one time or another. 

Second, it understands itself as responding to a felt need, a lack, a longing in the soul. Third, it reflects, and helps stu-

dents to reflect upon, the relationship of the parts of their education to one another and to the unified whole and end of 

the curriculum. Fourth, it embodies and cultivates a community of inquirers in which faculty converse with one another 

and with students, and students converse with one another both inside and outside the classroom.  

 

After many years studying and teaching at institutions geographically quite distant from UD, I moved in 2003 from Bos-

ton College to Baylor University to become the inaugural dean of an Honors College. In addition to affording me an es-

cape from the endless winters of New England, the move has allowed me to return somewhat regularly to the Univer-

sity of Dallas. It is nice to catch up with physical changes on the campus: a new dorm and a public entrance that extends 

down toward the highway and the new DART station, which links UD to Dallas and DFW. Even better has been the 

opportunity to catch up with some of my teachers (Dennis Sepper, Bob Wood, Fr. Roch, Frank Swietek, and Tom Jod-

ziewicz, among others) and to get to know the gifted 

younger faculty who carry on UD’s commitment to 

Catholic liberal education.  

 

Each return trip is an occasion for nostalgia, for a flood of 

memories, with particular buildings and even specific 

classrooms calling to mind teachers, books, arguments, 

and friendships. I have somewhat foggier but no less cher-

ished memories of the locations on campus where we 

consumed really bad beer and talked and laughed till 

dawn.  

 

During a recent visit, as I was once again catching up with 

UD, it dawned on me that I had spent the last thirty years 

not so much catching up with, as trying to catch up to, my 

UD education. My experience of UD was an immersion in 

traditions of learning, in a set of texts, and in multiple dis-

ciplines, none of which could be mastered without know-

ing something about the others. It was also an initiation in 

habits of reading, thinking, writing, and speaking that were 

inculcated across disciplines and in nearly every class. It’s 

no wonder that UD blessed me with my first bouts of 

insomnia. Of course many of us were, at least I certainly 

was, in a hurry to master everything. It’s easy now to 

laugh at the absurdity of such ambitions as nothing more 

than adolescent fantasies.  

 

But the education we received at UD had what so much 

of contemporary higher education lacks: a sense of inte-

gration and an appreciation of the goods intrinsic to the intellectual life. The education we received cannot be instru-

mentalized because it can never be fully transcended. It rests upon an instructive paradox. We will spend our entire lives 

trying to catch up to the education we received as undergraduates at the University of Dallas.  
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William Jaworski ’93 is Associate Professor of Philosophy at 

Fordham University in New York City. He is author of Philoso-

phy of Mind: A Comprehensive Introduction (Wiley-Blackwell, 

2011) and Structure and the Metaphysics of Mind (Oxford, forth-

coming). Professor Jaworski spoke at UD in November, while 

visiting Texas on a hunting trip, and we had the opportunity to 

ask him some questions. 

 

How did you originally become interested in philoso-

phy? 

I actually started out wanting to do engineering. I was going to 

school in Illinois, and decided to take care of some basic hu-

manities requirements at a local community college. I took a 

couple of philosophy classes, and really enjoyed them. My pro-

fessors encouraged me to pursue the subject further, and one 

in particular strongly recommended UD, so I transferred. 

 

What areas of philosophy do you work in?  

I work primarily in philosophy of mind and metaphysics. My 

focus is on mind-body problems—problems understanding 

how thoughts, feelings, perceptions, and similar phenomena 

are related to states of the nervous system. When you see a 

colorful object, or experience a flavor or smell, that experi-

ence is correlated with the activation of cells in your nervous system. Moreover, if you stimulate those cells using tran-

scranial magnets or electric probes, they can evoke similar experiences. What, then, is the relationship between your 

experiences and those neural events? There is a wide range of theories—mind-body theories—that try to answer this 

question, but they all encounter difficulties. Those difficulties are mind-body problems.  

 

What is your current philosophical project? 

I should preface a description of my project with some remarks on philosophy as a discipline. Most people’s image of 

philosophy comes from the one or two philosophy classes they had in college—typically surveys of historical figures and 

movements. But philosophy is a living discipline like physics or biology. Just as there’s a difference between physics and 

its history, there’s also a difference between philosophy and its history. Consequently, professional philosophers occupy 

positions on a spectrum. At one extreme are philosophers who work on the history of ideas and have little or nothing 

to do with live philosophical debates. At the other extreme are philosophers who participate in live philosophical de-

bates, but have little or nothing to do with the history of ideas. Between these extremes are various gradations of peo-

ple who do either philosophically-informed history or historically-informed philosophy. I would put myself in this last 

category: I work on live philosophical problems, but in a way that takes seriously the ideas of ancient and medieval 

thinkers. My main historical interest is Aristotle, and my current project aims at articulating an Aristotelian framework 

that can contribute to live debates in metaphysics and philosophy of mind. 

 

 

Interview with Dr. Bill Jaworski ’93 
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How did you first become interested in this project? 

I was a teaching assistant for an introductory philosophy course at Notre Dame, where I went to graduate school. The 

course included a unit on philosophy of mind, and in the process of teaching freshmen about mind-body theories and 

mind-body problems, I had a sense that an Aristotelian framework had resources that could sidestep the problems and 

hence rival the dominant theories. Mike Loux, one of my professors, had made similar observations in his Aristotle 

course—something that was very encouraging. But when I tried interacting with people who worked on live problems 

in philosophy of mind, I hit a brick wall. I would talk about soul, or substantial form, or the reception of form without 

matter—standard Aristotelian stuff—and receive blank stares. These terms and the general metaphysical framework 

they represented had absolutely no purchase in the philosophical mainstream. I discovered that many people who 

worked in the history of philosophy seemed disappointed, even embittered, that they couldn’t contribute to live de-

bates. It was a reaction to a general inability to make the Aristotelian framework understood. So I thought I would 

articulate an Aristotelian philosophy of mind using terms that working metaphysicians and philosophers of mind could 

understand, and show how that Aristotelian framework could provide better solutions to mind-body problems than 

the currently dominant theories. It was a much bigger project than I anticipated. I took only the first steps in my dis-

sertation, which I wrote with Mike Loux and Jaegwon Kim. Jaegwon had done groundbreaking work showing that 

there were deep problems with the most popular mind-body theory: nonreductive physicalism. In the dissertation I 

described how an Aristotelian view could solve some important mind-body problems while avoiding the pitfalls of non-

reductive physicalism. It was just a small step because to someone working in the mainstream the Aristotelian view 

looks very much like a form of nonreductive physicalism. To contribute to live debates I had to explain in detail how it 

was different, but doing so proved very difficult because there was a great deal of confusion within the literature about 

what exactly nonreductive physicalism was. Different philosophers used different definitions, and the confusion wasn’t 

merely terminological: underlying the different definitions were a variety of metaphysical assumptions that needed to 

be sorted out. I spent several years working to clarify these things in order to present a synoptic account of what dis-

tinguished various mind-body theories from each other, and what distinguished all of them from the Aristotelian view. 

The result was a book, Philosophy of Mind: A Comprehensive Introduction. Even then, there was still a lot more to be said 

about the metaphysical assumptions that underlie the Aristotelian framework. I discuss those in a forthcoming book. 

The talk I gave at UD in November was based on some material from the manuscript.  

 

Have you ever regretted majoring in philosophy? 

Never. I’ve occasionally had second thoughts about becoming a professional philosopher (that’s a different story), but 

I’ve never regretted studying philosophy as an undergraduate. I don’t think I’ve ever met a philosophy major who did.  

 

Do you encourage your students to major in philosophy? 

I do if they’re interested in the subject matter. I think the most important thing about choosing a major is to do some-

thing you love. If a student has multiple loves, I tell him or her to choose the course of study that will do more to de-

velop a flexible skill set. I think the analytic skills a rigorous philosophy curriculum can develop contribute much to that 

end. Of course there are always jokes about the philosophy majors on the unemployment line, but I tell my students 

that your job prospects are the same as any liberal-arts major; that what future employers really want is someone 

who’s smart and who’s going to work hard, so they should choose a major they love because they’ll always do better 

and get more out of it if they really enjoy it. 



 

Philosophy Department Alumni Newsletter Page 10 

Dr. Rosemann Visits Mexico City 
The Instituto Técnologico Autónomo de México is a college in Mexico City that offers some of 

the country’s most prestigious programs of study in fields such as accounting, economics, 
law, political science, statistics, and computer science. Located on the grounds of a former 
Jesuit college in San Angel—said to be Latin America’s most exclusive neighborhood—
ITAM has a tradition of attracting the sons and daughters of the country’s political and eco-

nomic elite. Mexico’s former president Felipe Calderón Hinojosa was an ITAM graduate; in the current administration, both 
the secretary of finance and the secretary of foreign affairs are ITAM alums, as is the governor of the Bank of Mexico. 
 

But, one might ask, what does UD have in common with ITAM? 
 
Surprisingly enough, quite a bit: both ITAM and UD require all their undergraduate students to go through a rigorous set of 

core courses. The core at ITAM is organized differently from the one at UD (for example, the ITAM core is offered through a 
special Departamento Académico de Estudios Generales) and it is smaller: seven courses instead of UD’s twenty. Yet, many of the 
authors studied are the same, since both curricula are based on the great books: Plato, Aristotle, Augustine, Aquinas, Des-

cartes, Hume, Kant, Hegel, Heidegger—ITAM students read them all. What is more, ITAM’s Department of General Studies is 
practically a philosophy department, because the majority of the authors studied are philosophers. ITAM was founded and fi-
nanced by a group of Mexican bankers and industrialists led by Raúl Baillères, a businessman who had the vision to understand 

that a liberal-arts education is crucial not only for success in business, but for good citizenship and, indeed, for a good life. 
 
ITAM and UD have recently taken some steps toward collaboration. Earlier this year, President Keefe and his ITAM counter-

part, Arturo Fernández Pérez, signed an agreement to start an undergraduate student exchange: students at either of the two 
institutions can take courses for credit, and without incurring additional tuition expenses, at the other institution. 
 

Faculty exchanges are another part of the cooperation. In the third week of September, Philosophy chair Dr. Philipp Rosemann 
was the first UD faculty member to travel to Mexico. He met his colleagues in the Department of General Studies, sat in on 
classes, and gave a couple of lectures. The first, devoted to the contemporary relevance of Aristotle’s metaphysics, was at-

tended by the entire class of freshman students. As Dr. Rosemann explained the difference between Aristotle’s nature-based 
teleological worldview and the modern idea that the essence of human reason consists in progress without end, the discussion 
became so lively that many students stayed to talk even after the official event was closed. ITAM students are just as passionate 
and enthusiastic about their education as their UD counterparts! 

 
Dr. Rosemann’s second presentation was devoted to the question of human subjectivity in the digital age. What kind of human 
beings are we becoming by no longer reading physical texts printed on pages, but rather digital texts displayed on electronic 

screens? This talk was given over lunch to the faculty of the Department of General Studies; again, a lively discussion followed. 
The editor of Estudios, the Department’s scholarly journal, generously offered to have the talk translated into Spanish and pub-
lished in the journal. Dr. Rosemann will be proud of his first publication in Spanish. 

 
He returned to Dallas with excess lug-
gage: so many books had he received 

from his ITAM colleagues. They will 
enrich the UD library’s holdings in fields 
such as Mexican history and culture, but 

also philosophy. Thus, for instance, 
ITAM professor José Manuel Orozco 
Garibay is the author of an introduction 

to the Phenomenology of Spirit, while Juan 
Carlos Mansur Garda has written on 
Kant’s aesthetics: Kant—ontología y 

belleza. 
 
Future issues of the newsletter will re-
port on the progress of the new coop-

eration. One of the next steps will in-
volve visits to UD by two prospective 
doctoral students from ITAM. 
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On September 8, the Philosophy 

Department hosted a lecture by 

David Alberston, of the Depart-
ment of Religion at the Univer-

sity of Southern California. Dr. 

Albertson recently published a 

book, Mathematical Theologies: 
Nicholas of Cusa and the Legacy of 

Thierry of Chartres (New York: 

Oxford University Press, 2014), 

about which we wanted to know 
more. For, the book argues an 

original and unusual thesis. It is 

often assumed that the mathe-

matization of science in moder-
nity caused science to become 

incompatible with religious dis-

course, and thus secular. This is 
because the Christian God is 

Logos, Word: he has revealed 

himself in the words spoken through the prophets and evangelists, as well as in the Word Incarnate. God has not re-

vealed himself in number. Indeed, quantification is the enemy of religious discourse. 
 

This is precisely the assumption that Dr. Albertson challenges in his book. Inspired by scriptural passages like Wisdom 

11:22 (“thou hast ordered all things in measure, and number, and weight”), there has always been a current in the Chris-

tian tradition which was intent on exploring the possibility of thinking God mathematically or geometrically. In his lecture, 
Dr. Albertson referred to the fact that St. Augustine was attracted by the potential of a mathematical theology, but ulti-

mately opted to think God as word rather than as number. Nicholas of Cusa, building on the twelfth-century thinker 

Thierry of Chartes, is the Christian theologian to have most fully developed a mathematical theology. Interestingly, Nicho-

las did so in the context of a thought that was also strongly influenced by Dionysian mysticism, so that Nicholas was by no 
means tempted by a reductionistic quantitative account of God. 

 

Dr. Albertson suggested that the heritage of Thierry of Chartres and Nicholas of Cusa might be promising in contempo-
rary debates regarding the relationship between theology and science. His lecture drew a very large group of students, 

many of whom stayed on after the formal lecture had ended for further discussion with the presenter.  
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