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 Open to the Public 

Dear Alumnae and Alumni, 
 
Some of you—those of you who graduated after 1997—may know that I am German. I arrived in this 
country, and at UD, in 1997, at first in the expectation to stay but for a little while … well, here we are, 
seventeen years later. 
 
I became a citizen of the United States in 2011. Since then, I have experienced both some of the privi-
leges of citizenship, such as the right to vote, and some of the responsibilities, like performing jury duty. 
I was called up for jury duty for the second time just after the end of the spring semester. 
 
The first time was in February, 2012, shortly after I had been naturalized. That first time, what struck 
me particularly about jury duty was the way in which it reflects the American understanding of democ-
racy: every citizen is entitled to be tried by a jury of his or her peers. Although experts are present at 
the trial—above all, the judge—the fate of the individual being tried does not ultimately lie in the hands 
of legal experts but of fellow citizens (who in many cases even elect the members of the judiciary). In 
Germany, jury trials generally do not exist, nor does the election of judges. Even judges serving in the 
lowest courts are government-appointed lawyers. Think about it! No wonder Germans have a different 
understanding of the role of government in their lives. American conservative scholars sometimes argue 
that this is all Hegel’s fault, with his emphasis on the state as the vehicle that the Weltgeist employs as it 
unfolds in history. 
 
The second time around, I noticed the closeness of some legal discussions to philosophical problems. As 
philosophy alumni, you surely remember Aristotle’s term, category? Aristotle has ten categories which, 
he implies, represent an exhaustive classification of the different ways in which something can exist: as 
substance, quality, quantity, time, place, and so forth. Now category is a term originating in Greek legal 
practice, where katēgoreisthai meant “to accuse” or “to charge.” But what is the relationship between 
legal practice and philosophy? That connection became extremely clear to me in the trial in which I 
participated. One of first issues that the prosecutor raised in his presentation of the law applicable to 
the case being tried concerned the meaning of a conviction “beyond reasonable doubt.” For a jury to 
reach a decision “beyond reasonable doubt” does not require that it be 100% certain of the guilt of the 
accused. Where exactly, however, does the threshold of reasonable doubt lie? How many small incon-
sistencies in the accounts offered by witnesses, for example, constitute sufficient grounds for reasonable 
doubt? It is up to the jury to figure this out in each particular case—through rational deliberation. The 
classical scholar Jean-Pierre Vernant has argued that philosophy arose in ancient Greece when spaces 
for such rational deliberation opened up in the polis. 
 
The poor fellow being tried was accused of assault with a deadly weapon. To our surprise, we potential 
jurors learned from the prosecutor that a “deadly weapon” can be anything that has the potential to 
cause death—not just a gun or a knife but even, say, a tree branch wielded against another person. The 
prosecutor showed us the writing board to which he had clipped some notes as an example of a poten-
tial “deadly weapon.” Sure enough, if a writing board is banged often and hard enough on someone’s 
head, death could ensue. But does that make a writing board a “deadly weapon”? It seemed to me that 
this was stretching language too far—and missing some important distinctions, such as the distinction 
between the essential purpose for which a thing was designed, and an accidental (ab)use of the same 
thing. A gun is a deadly weapon because it was made to kill; one could hardly say the same thing of a 
writing board.  
 
In the end, I didn’t make the jury. This had nothing to do with my disagreement over the meaning of 
“deadly weapon,” I think, but more likely with the fact that I corrected the prosecutor’s English. He 
asked us, at some point, if we thought some baseball player would be “doing good” next weekend. 
“What kind of good?” I interjected. “Do you mean work for the Salvation Army, the Red Cross, the 
Society of St. Vincent de Paul …?” Not a good idea to say such things, perhaps, for the guy in row one 
with the German accent. 
 
Have a wonderful summer!  
 
Philipp W. Rosemann 
Chair   
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All the World’s a Stage … 

Jude Galbraith, Recipient of the 2014 Fr.  Thomas Cain Aquinas Medal 
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Each year, the Philosophy Department awards the Fa-

ther Thomas Cain Aquinas Medal to the major whom it 
judges to be the most accomplished senior. The award 

is named after both St. Thomas Aquinas and Father 
Thomas Cain, who was a humble and faithful follower 

of his great Dominican predecessor and confrère. Fa-
ther Cain (1911–2000) taught philosophy at the Univer-

sity of Dallas for twenty-one years. He came to Irving 
to cap off a career that took him to Switzerland and the 

Philippines, in addition to various Dominican provinces 
in the United States. Father Cain also served as the first 

prior of the Dominican Priory of St. Albert the Great 
on the UD campus. He was a figure much beloved by 

his students, who appreciated his good heart and sense 
of humor. Finally, Father Cain was connected with a sad 

and significant aspect of American history: in 1963, he 
anointed President John F. Kennedy after his tragic 

shooting. 
 

The recipient of the 2014 Father Thomas Cain Aquinas 
Medal is Jude Galbraith, who also served as the secre-

tary of Phi Sigma Tau, the philosophy honor society. 
Jude’s outstanding work over his career as a philosophy 

major at UD culminated in a senior thesis that the De-
partment hopes he will be able to publish in a revised 

form—that’s how good it is. Under the title, “This 
Wide and Universal Theater: Modernity and the Archi-

tecture of the Playhouse,” the thesis investigates the 
question of the kind of architecture appropriate for the 

modern theater. The thesis contrasts the visions of the 
social function of the theater, and of the architecture in 

which that vision finds expression, in the Palais Garnier 
in Paris and the Festspielhaus at Bayreuth. Charles Gar-

nier embraced the theater (and more particularly, the 
opera) as a playful place in which actors appear not only 

on the stage, but in the audience as well: the members 
of the audience enact their social roles, though with the awareness of a certain artificiality in the social order. Wagner, by contrast, focused 

his Festspielhaus completely on the stage, where a reality was put on display that he saw as more authentic than actual life. The audience 
was to be absorbed in this superior reality, rather than playfully enacting ephemeral social roles. The thesis ends with a section that is de-

voted to the problem of the contemporary theater and the kind of building appropriate to it. 
 

If Shakespeare was right in declaring, “All the world’s a stage, and all the men and women merely players,” then theater architecture is sub-

tly revealing of the anthropology and ethics that inform a particular society—that is perhaps the deepest insight of Jude’s fine senior thesis. 

Philosophy Department Faculty and Staff 

William A. Frank, Professor 

Fr. James Lehrberger, O. Cist., Assoc. Professor 

Christopher V. Mirus, Assoc. Professor 

Griffin T. Nelson, Affiliate Asst. Professor 

Joshua S. Parens, Professor 

Philipp W. Rosemann, Professor 

Frank Scalambrino, Affiliate Asst. Professor 

Dennis L. Sepper, Professor 

Lance Simmons, Assoc. Professor 

William Tullius, Affiliate Asst. Professor 

Matthew D. Walz, Assoc. Professor 

Robert E. Wood, Professor 

Mary Emily Chernoff, Admin. Asst. 
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Congratulations! 

The Class of 2014 Graduates with 
Senior Theses on the Philosophy of Architecture 

 

Regular readers of this newsletter already know that the Senior Seminar for the academic year 2013–2014 was devoted to the philosophy of 
architecture. After studying philosophies of architecture from Vitruvius to Heidegger, with an emphasis on the writings of contemporary 

architects like Frank Lloyd Wright, Le Corbusier, and Christian Norberg-Schulz, our twelve seniors set out to invent, research, and com-
pose senior theses on aspects of the general topic that they found to be of particular relevance to their own interests. These theses were 

presented to the campus community in a day-long conference on Saturday, March 22: 
 

• James Bogdan, 
“Living in/with Ruins” 

• Michael Bowden, 

“Dwelling in Suburbia” 
• Joshua Elzner, 

“Portraying the Form of Christ: The Glory of the Lord and Sacred Architecture” 

• Jude Galbraith, 
“This Wide and Universal Theater: Modernity and the Architecture of the Playhouse” 

• Christina Gardner, 

“Synthesis and Transcendence in La Sagrada Familia: An Embodiment of Modern Ideals” 
• Olivia Gulino, 

“Make Yourself at Home: The Necessity of Ethics in Architecture for the Facilitation of Existential and Phenomenological Dwell-
ing” 

• Patrick Malone, 

“A Heideggerian Understanding of How Man Dwells in the Liturgy of the Eucharist” 
• Daniel Matamoros, 

“On Profane Architecture: A Secular Response to Sacred Architecture” 

• Taran Schwartz, 
“Abstracting Meaning in Architecture: American Appropriation of Classical Form” 

• Harris Smith, 

“Friedrich Nietzsche and Günther Domenig: The Coming to Presence of Physis in the Steinhaus” 
• Mark Toffler, 

“The Architect as Social Engineer” 

• Sarah Vukalović, 
“Gathering the Divinities: Sym-

bolism in Language and Archi-

tecture” 

 

Written and oral comps followed in the 
first weeks of April. And after everything 

was said and done, it was time to cele-
brate with our traditional senior dinner 
at Gloria’s in Oak Cliff. 

 

Left to right, Dr. William Frank seated 
facing with Olivia Gulino and Taran 

Schwartz. Christina Gardner, Sarah Vu-
kalović, and James Bogdan seated oppo-

site. 
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2014 Aquinas Lecture  

Delivered by Fr. Robert Spitzer 
 

On January 28—the feast of St. Thomas Aquinas—Fr. Robert J. 
Spitzer, S.J., delivered the Philosophy Department’s annual 

Aquinas Lecture. Students, faculty, alumni, and guests filled 
Lynch Auditorium to standing room only, eager to hear Fr. 

Spitzer discuss “Evidence of God from Physics and Philosophy: Extending the Legacy of Monsignor Georges Lemaître and St. Thomas 
Aquinas.” A philosopher by training, Fr. Spitzer is also president emeritus of Gonzaga University and current president of the Magis Cen-

ter of Reason and Faith.  
 

He began by considering what science can and cannot contribute to discussions about God’s existence. In discussing the power and limita-
tions of science when it comes to religious questions, he pointed out that the Big Bang theory was originally developed by a Belgian priest, 
Georges Lemaître. He then went on to present two scientific arguments based on Big Bang cosmology that point toward the existence of 

a creator.  
 

His first argument, the Borde-Vilenkin-Guth proof, attempts to show that in every scientifically plausible scenario, the physical universe 
must have had a first moment—a beginning in time. This is because, as we go back through the history of an expanding universe, we find 

that according to current physics the relative local velocities of objects in that universe get larger and larger. Because relative velocity has 
an upper limit, the speed of light, the universe cannot have been expanding forever. Even if objects could move faster than the speed of 

light, there would have to be some finite limit to relative velocity, because the idea of an infinite velocity is incoherent. Therefore an ex-
panding universe or multiverse—even one that is older than the Big Bang—must have had a beginning. Father Spitzer suggested that it is 

best to think of this as an absolute beginning of physical reality, which seems to imply that the world must have had a non-physical cause. 
 

Second, he reviewed some of the evidence that from its very beginning, our universe was fine-tuned for life. His discussion focused on the 
fine-tuning of fundamental physical constants, such as the universal gravitational constant and the mass of the proton. The emergence of 

life, he argued, requires that many of these constants have values that are highly particular, and therefore highly improbable. One might try 
to avoid the implication of a designer by postulating that our universe is part of a multiverse, in which some individual universes simply 

happen to have the right characteristics. But multiverses themselves have significant fine-tuning requirements. In other words, the mul-
tiverse response simply kicks the fine-tuning can down the road, and does so at considerable cost with regard to both theoretical elegance 

and empirical evidence. 
 

Unfortunately, Fr. Spitzer did not have time to present his third argument for the existence of God, a metaphysical argument drawn from 
Thomas Aquinas’s Summa contra gentiles and intended to answer an objection to God’s existence developed by physicist Stephen Hawking. 

This argument will be included in the published version of his lecture (see below). 
 

A lively discussion followed the lecture, beginning with a brief response by associate professor of philosophy Dr. Christopher Mirus. After 
expressing some concerns about the Borde-Vilenkin-Guth argument, Dr. Mirus nevertheless asked the audience to think of Big Bang cos-

mology as a standing invitation to what he called the 
“theistic imagination.” On the one hand, there is 

good scientific evidence for a Big Bang. On the other, 
the sheer power and magnitude of this cosmic event 

make seeing beyond it with scientific eyes difficult, 
perhaps even impossible. It remains for philosophy 

and faith to probe this mysterious event more deeply, 
going beyond science in ways that respect and com-

plete what science has proposed. 
 

Beyond his work on science and faith, Fr. Spitzer is 
involved in a wide variety of initiatives to bring the 

power of Christian faith to bear on central areas of 
human life and culture. The range of his interests—

from business ethics and leadership to psychotherapy 
and spirituality—is truly impressive. In recognition of 
his contributions to Catholic intellectual life and the 

Christian renewal of culture, department chair Dr. 
Philipp Rosemann presented Fr. Spitzer with the 

Aquinas Medal prior to the lecture. 
 

An expanded version of Fr. Spitzer’s lecture will be 
published in the coming months by St. Augustine’s 

Press, as part of an ongoing series that began with 
last year’s lecture by John Boyle. 

 

2014 

Aquinas Lecture 

Dr. Philipp Rosemann with Fr. Robert Spitzer, S.J., 2014 Aquinas Medalist 
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This spring, the Philosophy Department 

received the charter for a chapter of 
Phi Sigma Tau, the philosophy honor 

society. It was the seniors—and one 
senior in particular, Daniel Mata-

moros—who suggested the idea of 
bringing Phi Sigma Tau to the University 
of Dallas. So, the department submitted 

an application, which was voted upon 
by all the existing chapters. We subse-

quently acquired the twelfth PST chapter 
in Texas, officially known as Texas Omicron. Nationally, PST has over 200 

chapters. 

Phi Sigma Tau offers our students several advantages. One is simply recogni-
tion for outstanding academic accomplishments in philosophy; for membership 
is not automatic, but requires that a major be in the upper 35% of his or her 

class. At UD, this translates to a GPA of 3.5. At commencement, the members 
of Phi Sigma Tau are entitled to wear an honor cord (white and purple) over 

their gowns as a sign of their distinction. 

Our chapter was installed by Dr. Kenneth Williford, chairman of Philosophy & 
Humanities at the University of Texas at Arlington, and advisor to the PST 

chapter there. Dr. Williford came to the installation ceremony accompanied 
by several members of the UTA chapter, which points to a second opportu-
nity that membership in the honor society affords—namely, the ability to asso-

ciate with like-minded students not only on our own campus but also at other 

colleges and universities. 

Last but not least, Phi Sigma Tau publishes a very well-produced journal of 

undergraduate philosophy, Dialogue, which is distributed twice a year to all the 
current members of the society. As the journal’s title indicates, it exists to 

promote discussion among philoso-

phers at an early stage of their educa-
tion and careers. Dialogue makes it 

possible for a philosophy major to 
make an excellent academic paper 

available to a nationwide audience. No 
doubt such an early publication will 

also be looked upon positively by grad 

schools. 

The inaugural group of officers of the 
Texas Omicron chapter of FST was 

composed of Daniel Matamoros ’14 
(president), Charles Archer ’16 (vice-

president), Jude Galbraith ’14 
(secretary), and Harris Smith ’14 

(treasurer).  

Phi Sigma Tau: 

The Texas Omicron Chapter 

Daniel Matamoros proudly displays his membership certifi-

cate, honor cord, and a copy of Dialogue. Harris Smith is in 
the background.  

Phi Sigma Tau seal  

Texas Omicron Chapter of Phi Sigma Tau 
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Philosophy,  Art, and War      by Don R. Schol ’63  

 On February 19, UD alum Don Schol, professor emeritus of art at the University of 

North Texas, delivered a lecture to the campus community on the way in which his phi-
losophical education helped him cope with his experience as a combat soldier in Vietnam, 
and played an important role in his life as an artist. In conjunction with Professor Schol’s 

lecture, the Art Department organized a show of some of his artistic work as well as that 
of his wife, Pam Burnley-Schol. We are reproducing the text of Professor Schol’s lecture 

here.  

 

In every field of human endeavor there is some kind of philosophical inquiry that involves the ques-

tioning of fundamental concepts, principles, and methods. Consequently there emerges, for instance, 

a philosophy of science, a philosophy of religion, a philosophy of art, and maybe even a philosophy of 

war, to name a few. As we know, the word “philosophy” means the love of wisdom. Wisdom can be 

described as the learned ability to make rational determinations based on sustained reflection upon 

that which is under consideration. 

The philosophy of art seeks to determine those nebulous factors which motivate the artist to make a 

work of art, and what gives meaning to the work of art itself. Biologically, art-making springs from 

the primal urge to play; in higher species, this means the production of something that may be aes-

thetically pleasing. Within each artist there is a process of internal transformation of ideas, a process 

that results in some mental picture (phantasm) of a possible external representation. The latter most 

often becomes the physical work of art itself, which possesses coherent, intelligible, artistic form (the 

blending of the elements of art: line, shape, space, value, texture, and color), and which will hopefully 

provide a meaningful aesthetic experience for viewers. (Each viewer has in him/her an aesthetic, 

perceptive sense, which abstracts from the actual art object these elements of art and reassembles 

them in the mind, thus creating a uniquely individual response.) This aesthetic experience, if well communicated by the actual work of art, has the potential to 

perfect the viewer's sense perception and can be described, therefore, as an encounter with the “beautiful.”  

The philosophy of war centers on four general questions: What is war? What causes war? What is the relationship between human nature and war? Can war 

ever be morally justified?   

War is the place where life and death meet. What war is requires determining the entities that are allowed to begin and engage in war. What causes war is 

largely dependent on the philosopher’s views on determinism and free will. If a human’s actions are beyond his or her control , then the cause is irrelevant and 

inescapable. On the other hand, if war is a product of human choice, then three general kinds of causation can be identified: biological, cultural, and rational. 

Finally, the question of whether war is ever morally justified remains to be answered. “Just” war theory is a useful structure within which the justifiability of 

war can be ethically examined. In the evolving context of modern warfare, a moral calculus of war will require the philosopher of war to take into account not 

only military personnel and the civilian population, but also justifiable targets, strategies, and use of weapons. The answers to all of these questions lead to 

more specific ethical and political questions. Overall, the philosophy of war is complex, requiring one to articulate consistent thought across the fields of meta-

physics, epistemology, political philosophy, and ethics. 

The art of warfare, on the other hand, requires the consideration of five critical factors. First, a moral compass reflects the beliefs that a population and its 

warriors hold about killing or not killing. Second, war requires knowledge of the elements of nature and how they will influence the conduct of warfare. Third, 

there is the need for a thorough knowledge of terrain and how it functions as an aid or impediment to the conduct of a war. Fourth, a leader must be selected 

who possesses wisdom, honesty, benevolence, courage, and discipline. Fifth, there are the rules of enemy engagement, which concern the question of what 

constitutes the most efficient unit organization including personnel, equipment, vehicles and weapons, and how these elements are to be employed. This hav-

ing been said, the ultimate military achievement is to defeat the enemy without coming to battle and killing or being killed.  

What I want to do in this talk is to focus, not on the theories of art and war, but on the practical application of philosophical thinking in the contexts of art 

and war, and my experience with such thinking. 

In my own case, I would never have considered myself to be a warrior, except that I was drafted into 

the army, where I was rigorously trained to be a warrior. I was already trained to be a philosopher by 

virtue of my education here at the University of Dallas, and I was trained to be a professional artist at 

the University of Texas, Austin. 

PERSONAL ACADEMIC HISTORY 

In 1959, after graduating from Jesuit High School, I entered the seminary with the intent of becoming a 

priest. After two years, however, I left the seminary and enrolled in the philosophy program at UD, 

where I graduated in 1963 with a BA in philosophy and a minor in art. In the spring of 1964 I entered 

the graduate program in sculpture and drawing at UT Austin. In the summer of 1966 I graduated from 

the UT College of Fine Arts with an MFA in studio art.  

PERSONAL MILITARY HISTORY 

It was late June, 1966, when I signed a contract to teach art at the Cistercian school on the UD campus. 

Yet before the ink on the contract had dried, I received a draft notice from the United States Army, 

Draft Board 29 in Dallas. Within two weeks I was inducted into the army and sent to eight weeks of 

basic training and eight weeks of advanced infantry training at Fort Dix, New Jersey. I was then sent to 

Fort Benning, Georgia, to attend infantry officers’ candidate school, affectionately known as the 

“Benning school for boys.” While at Fort Benning, I received combat officers training and ranger train-

ing. I subsequently graduated from OCS as a second lieutenant of infantry in July,1967. Curiously, at 

graduation, I discovered that all of my OCS classmates were college graduates. How unusual was that? 

 



 
My first duty station was at Fort Hood, Texas, where I was assigned to a mechanized infantry battalion. There I practiced what I had learned at Fort Benning, 

while awaiting my orders to go to Vietnam as a platoon leader. (A platoon is a small unit of 32 men; a company, 200; a battalion, 800.) During the four-month 

interim I learned of a newly initiated combat artist program under the auspices of the Department of the Army. I sent a letter of interest to Washington, 

thinking: What better way to go to war? But my superior officers told me that the probability of being allowed to accept such an assignment was not high 

since it was not what the army had trained me to do. Second lieutenants were in short supply, being needed to fill the officer ranks in Vietnam. Little did I 

know at the time—though my superior officers did know—that the Pentagon drafted 10,000 college graduates between 1966 and 1968 to be sent to infantry 

OCS and be trained to command the many platoons that would be fielded in Vietnam. I also read in Stars and Stripes, a weekly military newspaper, that the 

average life span of a new second lieutenant, in the field, in Vietnam, was fifteen minutes. Later I learned that within six months of my graduation from OCS, 

nearly one half of my fellow classmates were dead, wounded, and/or sent home. During the Vietnam War approximately 57,000 soldiers were killed, while 

190,000 were wounded. 

VIETNAM 

In October of 1967 I received orders to report to the United States Army, Vietnam, for assignment as a platoon leader. However, much to my surprise, when 

I got off the plane in Saigon, I was met by a captain who told me that I would be working for the Army Office of Military History as an official combat artist 

and team leader for Combat Artist Team V. God had truly given me an honorable alternative to certain death. 

During the course of the war, there were nine combat art teams of five men each. All participants must have had training as combat soldiers. All teams, which 

were deployed over a period of four and a half years, were under the command of a lieutenant 

colonel. Colonel Quigly made it clear to us that we were to consider ourselves “soldiers first, 

artists second.” This meant that whenever needed, we were obligated to engage in combat 

operations with the unit in which we happened to be traveling. Our primary mission, however, 

was to go into the field and record our own impressions of the war as we saw it for later devel-

opment into major works of art. (Art studies the world, and renders back to us not simply how 

we see, but how we react to what we see, and what we know as a result of that seeing.) Each of 

us carried a camera, a sketchbook, and an M-16 rifle. Because I was the officer, I was responsi-

ble for the well-being of each member of my team. It was my duty to oversee our travel around 

South Vietnam by whatever means was available, and to maintain the integrity and security of 

my teammates and bring them home safely. 

During our time in the field, we encountered many situations that required me to use my pow-

ers of deductive logic and make decisions about safeguarding the well-being of my teammates. 

One notable such situation required me to activate my moral compass. When we were staying 

with a Special Forces A-team at a remote location in the central highlands of South Vietnam, the 

following moral dilemma presented itself: 

One night I and one of my team members, along with three Special Forces NCOs and a squad 

of Montagnard soldiers, went out into the countryside to set up an ambush site around a local 

hamlet and wait for suspected Viet Cong combatants who were operating in the area. About 

midnight we spotted several VC making their way into the hamlet through what was then called 

a starlight scope, an earlier version of night vision goggles. The senior NCO ordered us to 

move into the hamlet with stealth and “flush out” the VC, so that we could capture or termi-

nate them. Such a maneuver sent up red flags in my tactical way of thinking. Even though I was a 

visitor, I was the only commissioned infantry officer on the operation. I objected to the NCO in 

charge, telling him that I did not think that going into the hamlet in the middle of the night, 

under such circumstances, was a rational move. We did not know if the inhabitants of the ham-

let were sympathetic to the VC or not. If they were, we could become victims of a reverse 

ambush. If they were not sympathetic, we would not know who was who and run the risk of 

killing innocent people or of being killed ourselves. The senior NCO was not happy about my 

intervention, but he accepted my logic. I said, let’s wait and see if the VC come back out of the 

hamlet and then engage only them. As it turned out, the VC never came out of the hamlet, 

which told the story and reinforced my decision. We waited until first light and returned to 

our base camp with no causalities, prepared to fight another day under better circumstances. 

In my way of thinking, philosophy came into play in this situation. When one is faced with a dilemma, the choice, if not rationally considered, can come at a 

great cost. Such circumstances give occasion for much philosophical reflection. There were other similar situations that required me to make decisions based 

on my philosophical instincts. 

TO HAWAII 

When our tour of duty was over, we were given orders to report to the commandant of an old historic army base on the island of Oahu in the Hawaiian 

Islands. There we would be afforded the time and facilities to create completed art works for the Military War Art Collection in Washington, D.C. 

When our work was finished, I and one of my teammates returned home to the mainland United States to complete our stateside tours of duty. On my way 

home through the airport in San Francisco, I was spit upon by young people and called a baby killer. Little did they know anything of what I had experienced or 

how I felt about the war.  

HOMEWARD 

I finally returned home to Fort Hood, Texas, where I finished out my active duty tour as a company commander, training young soldiers how to survive their 

Vietnam experience. When I was released from active duty and began again my civilian life, I kept my Vietnam service to myself, since there was little under-

standing to be had by friends, acquaintances, or professional associates. For twenty years I had troubling dreams about Vietnam. I told no one about them, 

until I accidentally met another veteran at a party. After a few drinks, we started to tell each other of our very similar dreams. I felt some relief. I was not a 
freak after all. There were others. Unfortunately, I am sad to say that my former classmate at the University of Texas, my dear friend and combat artist team-

mate John Richard Strong, took his own life over some unresolved issues experienced in the war. It is to him that I have dedicated my book, War Cuts. It took 

me forty years before I was ready to create this body of work which you see here displayed and which I have published in my book. 

A final note: I attribute my survival in Vietnam to my philosophical training here at the University of Dallas, to my Army Ranger training at Fort Benning, and, 

of course, to the grace of God. 
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Professor Schol’s collection of woodcuts on his Vietnam experience 

has been published under the title War Cuts by Stephen F. Austin 

University Press (2011, ISBN 978-1-936205-13-4, $26.47 on Ama-

zon.com). 



 

Philosophy Department Alumni Newsletter Page 8 

John Burgess’s Kripke: Puzzles and Mysteries (Polity Press, 
2013) is an engaging survey of the main themes of Saul 
Kripke’s published work. (Much of his work, perhaps 

most, remains unpublished.) Kripke is a pivotal figure in 
the history of analytic philosophy. Before Kripke’s inter-
ventions in the 1960s and 70s, most analytic philoso-

phers, following Hume and Kant, had collapsed meta-
physics into epistemology, which they then tried to re-
duce to logic. As a result, many pre-modern philosophical 

theses no longer could be intelligibly formulated, and 
were summarily rejected as meaningless. Kripke’s Naming 
and Necessity deftly disentangled metaphysics from episte-
mology, and both from logic. The result has been an as-

tounding explosion of speculative metaphysics, episte-
mology (including old-fashioned essentialism and dual-
ism), and new directions in logic. Kripke’s inquiries into 

necessity and possibility, the nature of belief, the norma-
tivity of reason, and the mystery of consciousness remain 
influential and controversial. Burgess’s book is readable 

throughout, and recommended for those with under-
graduate training in philosophy who are interested in 
Kripke’s role in empowering contemporary analytic phi-

losophy to engage traditional logical, epistemological and 

metaphysical questions. 

Dr. Simmons recommends …  

An Update from Michael Hayes ’12 
 

Michael Hayes recently sent us the following update from his graduate studies at the University of Kansas.  

 
I would once again like to give the department some updates on my continuing studies in philosophy; hopefully my accomplishments 

(humble though they may be) positively reflect the quality of education I received at the University of Dallas. 

 
The most exciting development here at the University of Kansas is the implementation of the Humanitas program. It is a two-year liberal 
arts/humanities/great books program, offered to KU students through Benedictine College and the St. Lawrence Institute for Faith and Cul-

ture. In a certain sense, it is a resurrection of the Integrated Humanities Program created by John Senior et al. a few decades ago. The Dean 
of Humanitas is fellow UD alumnus Dr. Patrick Callahan (Classics ’05), and I will be serving as a tutor (in the Oxford/TAC sense), assisting 

students in their pursuit of truth, beauty, and goodness.  

 
This is an opportunity for me to continue my education in a direction that is not readily available within the Philosophy Department at KU. 
Returning to an exploration of the “great books,” poetry, music, theology, and art will be a welcome and refreshing escape from the ana-

lytic philosophy that dominates my coursework. 

 
In other news, I will be teaching a 300-level Philosophy of Religion course in the fall semester. It is rare that a student, only two years re-

moved from obtaining a Bachelor’s degree, teaches such a course. Hopefully I can do justice to such an important subject. 

 
I hope that this past academic year has been as much of a blessing to all of you as it has been to me, and I once again thank all of you for 

your dedication to education. God bless, 

 
Michael Hayes 
UD—Class of 2012 

University of Kansas 

Department of Philosophy  
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The annual Aquinas Lecture has long been one of the staples in the life of 
the Philosophy Department. Since 1982, usually on or around January 28, 

St. Thomas’s feast day, UD has welcomed a philosopher from the US or 
abroad to deliver a lecture ad mentem S. Thomae, as Thomists used to 

say—in the spirit of St. Thomas himself. The goal of the lecture series is to 
develop contemporary Catholic thought in dialogue with the tradition—

above all, of course, with Aquinas’s own work. This does not mean that 
our lecturers are expected to follow Thomas to the letter. Tradition can-

not consist in simply repeating a master, but entails creative development 

in light of fresh challenges. 

Our list of Aquinas Lecturers over the years reflects this approach: Norris 
Clark, Ralph McInerny, Alasdair MacIntyre, John Haldane, Robert George, 

Eleonore Stump, Jan Aertsen, Jean-Luc Marion, John Milbank, and Alain de 
Libera are just a few of the well-known colleagues whom we have had the 

honor to receive, and who have been awarded our Aquinas Medal. 

Beginning with the lecture delivered in 2013, our Aquinas Lectures will be 

available in a series of small books, which St. Augustine’s Press of South 
Bend, Ind., has agreed to publish. Each of the little books will comprise around 80 to 100 pages, which means that the Aquinas Lec-

turer will be afforded an opportunity to expand upon the 
material presented in the one-hour lecture. The goal is for 

the lectures to be learned, but not overly technical, so that 
they remain accessible to students and the general edu-

cated public. While philosophy can legitimately become 
technical and complex (remember Aquinas’s treatise On 

Being and Essence?), its ultimate purpose is to help people 

lead examined and meaningful lives. 

And that is precisely the subject matter of our first pub-
lished Aquinas Lecture, which was given by Professor John 

F. Boyle, of the University of St. Thomas in St. Paul, Minn. 
What we are offered in Professor Boyle’s lecture is not 
the kind of arid and lifeless speculation that is some-

times—albeit mistakenly—associated with Aquinas’s own 
style. Boyle emphasizes that Aquinas was far from being a 

“brain on a stick,” a theologian and thinker so deeply im-
mersed in speculation as to lose sight of the real world, 

and indeed of what matters in the real world. For what 
matters in the real world is life, and our ability to conduct 

this life is a way that is in accordance with the deepest 
longings of human nature. Boyle demonstrates, with both 

learning and wit, that it is precisely this life, in its fullness, 
to which St. Thomas endeavors to lead his students 

through his teaching. This life has its roots in the humble 
operations of living that we share with creatures such as 

plants and animals; it rises to the properly human level in 
the self-direction of which we are capable through intellect 

and will, and which enables us to form ourselves morally in 
habits that become “second natures” for us; and it is per-

fected in the supernatural life of faith in which Christ be-
comes our teacher and master, who leads us to eternal life 

with his Father. 

With Master Boyle through Master Thomas to the Master: 

that could be the motto of this Aquinas Lecture. It is avail-
able through all the usual channels, including Amazon.com, 

or directly from the publisher. Here are the bibliographic 
details: John F. Boyle, Master Thomas Aquinas and the Full-

ness of Life. Foreword by Philipp W. Rosemann (South 
Bend, Ind.: St. Augustine’s Press, 2014), ISBN 978-1-58731-

493-3, $14.00. 

A New Series of Published Aquinas Lectures 
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A New Concentration in the History and Philosophy of Science 

In addition to pursuing its core mission—to teach philosophy—

the Philosophy Department is closely associated with a number 
of other programs. The largest one of these is Philosophy & 
Letters, the undergraduate program for seminarians that is di-
rected by philosophy professor Matthew Walz. Dr. Dennis 

Sepper heads up a new major in the Human Sciences in the 
Contemporary World, the purpose of which is to create a 
niche at UD for disciplines such as anthropology, sociology, and 

linguistics. This issue of our newsletter introduces another pro-
ject by a member of the philosophy faculty, namely, the pro-
gram in the History and Philosophy of Science founded by Dr. 

Chris Mirus.  

 

This past spring a new undergraduate concentration at UD, 

History and Philosophy of Science (HPS), quietly celebrated its 
second anniversary. The concentration has close ties with the 
Department of Philosophy, and is directed by associate profes-

sor Christopher Mirus. What is most exciting about the con-
centration, however, is that it brings together so many of the 
disciplines studied at UD, and is enthusiastically supported by 

so many departments. 

 

What is history and philosophy of science? In the second half of 
the twentieth century, philosophers and historians studying 
science began to realize that their inquiries were, or at least 
ought to be, intimately connected. A philosopher, for example, 

cannot simply look at textbook science in order to understand 

what scientific knowledge is and how we acquire it. Instead, we  

 

need to understand how the knowledge we now find in textbooks got 
there. Take Darwin’s theory of evolution, for example. We know how 

scientists who already accept this theory support it, but how did it come 
to be accepted in the first place? For example, how did it win out over 
the earlier theory put forward by Jean-Baptiste Lamarck? What kinds of 

argument and evidence did the two scientists use? What made their ar-
guments and evidence convincing? Has the outcome always been obvious 
to everyone? For example, have French scientists been as dismissive of 

Lamarck as English-speaking ones? 

 

By asking questions such as these, the philosopher gradually finds himself 

doing history. But the historical questions themselves cannot be an-
swered without philosophical reflection. For example, a historian might 
ask about the role of nationality and culture in determining the fates of 

Darwinian and Lamarckian theories of evolution. But this requires also 
assessing the arguments and evidence for both theories at the different 
stages of their history. This in turn requires a sympathetic understanding 

of past and present ideals of scientific knowledge and method, which 
involves thinking carefully about the nature of knowledge and how it is 

acquired. 

 

Jean-Baptiste Lamarck 

Dr. Christopher V. Mirus 
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Over time, this interdisciplinary approach to understanding the sciences has become even more complex and diverse. The 
methods and concepts of sociology, psychology, and cultural anthropology have all contributed to a richer picture of what sci-
ence is and how it works. As one might imagine, the field of science studies today encompasses everything from postcolonial 

and feminist critiques of science to passionate defenses of its rationality and objectivity. 

 

One might also expect science studies at UD to reflect the larger intellectual and curricular context of the university as a 
whole. This is indeed the case. While not shying away from the critical methods of contemporary philosophy, history, and hu-
man sciences, professors and students also realize that in the methods and theories of modern science they can encounter 
works of Western civilization whose greatness rivals that of the Illiad or the Republic. For this reason, the concentration re-

quires students not only to look at science from the outside—using methods and concepts drawn from history, philosophy, the 
human sciences, and theology—but also to reflect on particular scientific disciplines under the guidance of professors trained in 
those disciplines. A student might, for example, complete the concentration by taking courses offered by the departments of 

philosophy, history, biology, mathematics, and theology. 

 

The ongoing HPS initiative at UD also includes a faculty reading group, which meets for the first part of each semester, and oc-
casional lectures cosponsored by the concentration. In 2012–2013, the concentration was inaugurated with guest lectures by 
two leading figures in history and philosophy of science: historian of biology Phillip R. Sloan and philosopher of science Nancy 

Cartwright. 
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Address Service Requested 

New campus gateway featuring the Italian flag alongside the Lone Star of Texas and Old Glory 

Drop us a line! 


