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Featured Alumnus: Bradley Turflinger, Continued:
I realize you are very busy, but do you read anything philosophy-related?
I always have a few books going, usually a nonfiction, a fiction, and a book of short stories. I’m currently reading The Great Chain
of Being by Arthur Lovejoy. There are several other books, including Alasdair MacIntyre, some Sartre, and others. I still read sci-fi
and speculative fiction. Phillip K. Dick and Neal Stephenson weave philosophy into their stories. I’m also rereading Von Bek by
Michael Moorcock, which is a fun fantasy book about good and evil told through a protagonist working on behalf of a repentant
Lucifer that wants to cure the world’s pain and thereby earn God’s acceptance.
Finally, what do you picture yourself doing in five years? In ten years? Has your philosophy background been helpful in
your goal-setting?
I’m not sure about the long term, still. I think philosophy has been helpful in eliminating certain goals. I want financial security
but not at any cost. Not at the cost of the now, or my family or friends. Not at the cost of 60, 70, and 80-hour work weeks with no
end in sight; I never even thought about applying to a big firm. Even now, I think still think about enrolling in a Ph.D. program—I
loved my jurisprudence classes at law school. It seems like opportunity always presents itself if I work hard at what I am doing.
I’m going to work hard now at being a good lawyer, at exercise, at finding balance, at understanding economics, and on my
relationships with others.
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Join our department’s student “Phi-Club” on Facebook. Log into your
Facebook account, search for “Phi-Club IPFW,” and connect!

An issue that concerns many of us these
days is the future of the humanities at
public colleges and universities—and
philosophy at IPFW is one of them.
Now, this doesn’t really seem to be a
new issue, but indeed it is. Since the
inception of the humanities in circa 1920—probably
as a defense line against the perceived dominance of
the natural and social sciences promoted by “War
Aims” courses of the time—we regularly have heard
of the decline of the humanities. We heard it at the
time of the Sputnik crisis—which funneled public
funding into the sciences—when the American
Council of Learned Societies issued the “Report of the
Commission on the Humanities” (1964). While the
report led to the creation of the National Endowment
for the Humanities a year later, not much changed
a generation later according to the 1980 Rockefeller
Commission report, “The Humanities in American
Life.” Interestingly enough, the “Position Paper”
(2007) issued by the European Science Foundation
is free from such lamentations; they simply state
that the humanities “naturally interact with other
fields of science and art.” Maybe the philosopher
John Searle was right to presume that the American
“crisis rhetoric” is a direct result of not having
“a national consensus on what success in higher
education would consist of.”
Be that as it may, the main current threat most
of us see is not only the lack of proper funding—
according to 2011 data, the humanities receive
only 0.48 percent of what the science and
engineering disciplines get1—but a serious
disconnect between what legislators and what
employers think our students should learn. Our
legislators wants us “to put local economies and
workforce needs at the forefront of [our] success
agenda” and, more generally, “prioritize and
reallocate resources to high-demand academic
programs.”2 The examples they list are limited

to science and engineering; humanities are not even
mentioned. But according to a recent study, 93 percent
of all employers surveyed believe that “a candidate’s
demonstrated capacity to think critically, communicate
clearly, and solve complex problems is more important
than their undergraduate major,”3 and 90 percent stress
the importance that “those they hire demonstrate ethical
judgment and integrity as well as intercultural skills.”4
Eighty percent agree that, “regardless of their major,
every college student should acquire broad knowledge
in the liberal arts,”5 and 74 percent would “recommend
this kind of education to a young person they know
as the best way to prepare for success in today’s global
economy.”6
This is the disconnect we are concerned about—namely,
that educational resources get reallocated based
on perceived needs that according to the intended
beneficiaries, don’t exist. If true, then this mismatch
would not only be bad for all of us in general, but would
hurt philosophy in particular: we are prevented from
making the unique contribution we could to what
employers want to see in our graduates if resources were
redirected.
So why am I mentioning this? Because you can help.
How? Well, beyond the obvious (such as making
donations), you can spread the word about the value of
philosophy (and the liberal arts) among family members,
friends, coworkers, and acquaintances; in discussions,
letters, and phone calls you can insist that funding for the
humanities won’t be cut; and next time Mike Spath, our
newsletter editor, approaches you to make a contribution
to our alumni section, simply say “yes” and thereby help
us to encourage our students to pursue philosophy as
their major.
All our best and yours in discourse,

(Endnotes on back page)
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Faculty News
Clark Butler: I have been working on a classroom-tested introductory
normative ethical theories text. It includes a chapter on human rights
ethics, close to Jürgen Habermas’s discussion ethics. At the World
Congress of Philosophy in August 2013 in Athens, I gave my first English
article-length paper that builds an updated case for human rights ethics.
I was able to discuss with Habermas, who was also present, setting his
ethics in a normative ethical theories text alongside utilitarianism and
so forth. My text also differs by including a chapter on totally reason-based Christian
ethics, logos Christianity. I show, in the spirit of the Enlightenment philosopher Gotthold
Lessing, that at a depth level, logos Christian ethics can be developed under different
names (such as, logos Islamic ethics, Sufi ethics) in different world religions. Last April, I
gave a paper on this subject sponsored by IPFW’s Campus Ministry. For Christians, logos
Christian ethics leads to human rights ethics.
Jennifer Caseldine-Bracht: I coauthored a paper with Professor Daniel
Stoecklin from the University Institute Kurt Bösch, Sion, Switzerland.
The paper was accepted for a conference on children’s rights in July
2013 at Mansfield College, Oxford, United Kingdom. It is entitled
“The Right of the Child to Be Heard and the Question of Maturity: A
Recursive Approach to Participation.” The conference proceedings will
be published. Furthermore, I was a commentator for Sandra Harding’s
public lecture, “Detective Work: Thinking Philosophy of Science from Standpoints of
Third World Women” at Michigan State University in March 2013. I am now serving
as a research assistant at Michigan State University in their new online Global Ethics
program and will take an instructor position there in spring 2014.
Joyce Lazier: I rekindled my love for the theatre and auditioned for
The 39 Steps at the Civic Theatre, and I got the part! I was one of only
four cast members, and between us, we played over 150 roles. Over
the course of the show, we entertained 1,800 people. It was a lot of
fun. I also submitted a proposal for a book chapter about how mobile
technology redefines experiential learning, and I am writing an article
about Socratic discussion and technology.
Kenneth Long: I am working on a prospectus entitled “Current Issues
in Scientific Realism” in which I will provide an up-to-date analysis of
current debates about functional realism, semirealism, and axiological
realism, as well as the impact of over-determination arguments and
the problem of unconceived theoretical alternatives on the plausibility
of realist accounts of science. In addition, my long-term interest in the
racehorse Secretariat led me to explore the extent to which an animal
can be an athlete, an issue in the philosophy of sport. This was piqued
by the critical comments of many sports writers and fans over Secretariat’s selection a
few years back by Sports Illustrated as the 35th best athlete of the 20th century, ahead
of such icons as Mickey Mantle and Oscar Robertson. I will be arguing that animals
can indeed be athletes, in the most compelling sense of the term. Finally, I have been
updating my critical thinking courses into e-text courses that can employ a host of
online resources.
Ioan Muntean: I attended the Central American Philosophical Association
meeting in New Orleans where I presented a paper on the identity and
individuality of mechanisms in cognitive science. In May, I presented
a paper on dualities in string theory at the Bucharest Colloquium in
Analytic Philosophy, “New Directions in the Philosophy of Physics,”
and I commented in Munich at the “Quantum Gravity in Perspective”
on a similar topic. In July, I attended the International Association for
Computing and Philosophy (IACAP) at University of Maryland, College Park, where I
presented a paper called “The Digital Guesswork: A Philosophical Appraisal of Genetic
Algorithms and Their Epistemology.” I submitted papers to the Boston Studies in the
Philosophy of Science series and a book review of Hilary Putnam’s Philosophy in an Age
of Science: Physics, Mathematics, and Skepticism for Metapsychology Online. Currently,
I’m working on papers related to scientific unification and underdetermination, genetic
algorithms, dualities in string theory, and a new area I am extremely interested in, the
philosophy of climate change. This September I became a visiting scholar at the Reilly
Center for Science, Technology, and Values at the University of Notre Dame.

Featured Alumnus Interview
Erik S. Ohlander: In addition to my work as executive editor
of the Journal of Sufi Studies—the latest of which, a special
issue entitled “Al-Qushayrī and His Legacy,” appeared in
April 2013 with contributions from a truly impressive group
of scholars. I published an article, “Inner-worldly Religiosity,
Social Structuring, and Fraternal Incorporation in a Time of
Uncertainty: The Futuwwat-nāma of Najm al-Din Zarkūb of
Tabriz,” in a special issue of the British Journal of Middle East Studies (2013),
which was devoted to exploring the fascinating mystico-religious and social
tradition known as futuwwa. I also finished work on a series of articles
concerning Sufism in medieval South Asia for the forthcoming Encyclopedia
of Indian Religions (2015) and published a book review of Professor Martin
Nguyen’s recent monograph, Sufi Master and Qurʾan Scholar: Abūʾl-Qāsim
al-Qushayrī and the Laṭāʾif al-ishārāt, in the Journal of Qurʾanic Studies
(2013). Finally, a 2009 article that I published in the online academic journal
Religion Compass, “Modern Qur’anic Hermeneutics” (2009), was reprinted
in a four-volume compendium of key articles in the field of Qurʾanic studies,
entitled Tafsīr: Interpreting the Qurʾān (2013), which was edited by Mustafa
Shah and published as part of Routledge’s Critical Concepts in Islamic
Studies series.
Abraham Schwab: I became chair of the Philosophy
of Medicine Affinity Group of the American Society of
Bioethics and Humanities. I gave a talk at Northwestern
Feinberg School of Medicine on “The Empirical Ethicist.”
My essay, “The Non-Science of Medicine,” came out in
Atrium (bit.ly/1eEaLRH). I was appointed Institutional
Review Board liaison for IPFW’s campus. I was part of
a panel at the Allen County Public Library on the implementation of
Obamacare. I spoke on NIPR about the implementation of the coming
Physician Orders for the Scope of Treatment (POST) forms, which deal
with end of life care for Hoosiers, and became chair of the committee
working to assist in the implementation of POST in Northeast Indiana.
I also published an op-ed on the need for mandatory vaccinations (bit.
ly/17PnQWx). Finally, The Human Microbiome and the Social Fabric,
a book I coedited and coauthored three chapters of, came out this
summer (bit.ly/HNIJ8q).
Michael Spath: I continued to give public lectures
at various community groups, including the
Mosaic of Faiths series at Grace Episcopal
Church in fall 2012 and spring 2013 (12 weeks
on Judaism, Islam, Hinduism, and Buddhism);
moderated a Jewish-Christian-Muslim dialogue
for Chautauqua Wawasee on “People of
the Book”; and participated in “Palestinian
Gandhis” at Beacon Heights Church of the Brethren. I moderated
the University Community Conversations (UC²) series panel
“Hyphenated Americans,” at which three recent immigrants
discussed issues of immigration and citizenship. And in July 2013,
I dedicated the Dr. Kamal Salibi Lecture Hall at the Royal Institute
for Inter-Faith Studies, in Amman, Jordan, with a lecture, “Hero
Systems and the Spirit of Violence: An Evolutionary Analysis of the
Theologies and Politics of Fear.”
Jeff Strayer: I was invited to write about my
artwork by the editors of the quarterly newsletter
of the American Society of Aesthetics, the largest
English organization for philosophy of art and
philosophical aesthetics in the world, and, with the
British Society for Aesthetics, the most prestigious
(bit.ly/1hA9vkQ). They have recently begun to invite
philosophers who are also artists to write about their work. It was
an honor to be invited and included among my fellow philosopherartists who have become quite famous in my field.
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Bradley Turflinger

How was your experience in the philosophy
department while you were here?

When were you at IPFW?
I wound my way through IPFW between 1998 and 2005.
Why did you choose IPFW?
I chose IPFW because, considering cost, value and location, it was an obvious
and sensible choice.
What caused you to pick philosophy as a major?
You’re asking a “causation” question? My upbringing—12 years of Catholic
school—created more questions than answers, especially in the realms of
good and evil and right and wrong. I was an English major and aspiring writer.
My girlfriend at the time was a philosophy major at IPFW, and she shared
her classroom experiences with me. She would glow when she talked about
her classes and professors. She told me my creative writing was dealing
with the same themes she was studying. I know she was taking Associate
Professor Duston Moore’s medieval philosophy class at the time—it was
one of his first semesters on campus, and I was writing short stories about
free will and with metaphysical themes. I think I had just read the Celestine
Prophecy or Richard Bach and was thinking a lot about synchronicity.
Something clicked. It just made sense to be a philosophy major. Like my
decision to attend IPFW, it felt like the path of least resistance.
Was there a particular philosopher, movement, area of philosophy
that you wanted to study?
To be honest, at that time, I wasn’t aware of or able to distinguish
different schools. I knew of Plato and Socrates but, honestly, not much
more than that. I had never read a philosophy book before, though of
course there was lots of philosophy in the books I was reading. I was
reading lots of fiction—sci-fi, fantasy, and I think I was also reading
some Dostoevsky and Ayn Rand around that time—and it all dealt with
philosophy without always explicitly saying so. Where any of these
books did name philosophers or movements, I’m sure I just glazed
right over it without any comprehension—just like I did, or do, with the
difficult-to-pronounce names in any good Russian book. So I didn’t
really go in with any specific intent—I just dove into the classes that
fit my schedule. My only real aim was to use the classes to inform
my creative writing. I wanted to test ideas I had been working on
in isolation against the professionals. I was trying to earn social
currency—something I learned after reading Pierre Bourdieu.
Was there a particular philosopher/movement/tradition to which
you were/are drawn?
I am intellectually promiscuous. I tend to like whatever tradition I
happen to be studying at the time. I feel blessed to have had so
many professors inspired by their respective fields. I loved all of my
philosophy classes because every professor seemed enthused by
the ideas they were conveying. I actually felt inebriated sometimes.
That’s how I felt while we were studying Gottfried Leibniz with
Professor Kathy Squadrito. I remember feeling a sort of benign
solipsism at that time—I was in a self-contained monad-universe,
the classroom was just a projection from the inside of my head,
and the fact that there was a pre-established harmony was so
awesome that it didn’t matter that I was actually alone. It was
honestly intoxicating. That’s also how I felt with the Absolute
and Professor Clark Butler who helped put logic to thoughts and
feelings I had been experiencing for years. I took three classes with
Continuing Lecturer Michael Spath—religions of the East, religions
of the West, and Islam—all because he seemed so inspired by the
material he taught. Untangling the various notions of the spirit and
the flesh in the religious traditions, I think that was therapeutic
for me as a recovering Catholic. I didn’t get to study American
pragmatism at IPFW, but since leaving, I have found myself
drawn to William James and John Dewey. I like pragmatism and
metaphysics, which doesn’t actually seem pragmatic to me. I’m
full of contradictions.

It was golden. Becoming a philosophy major
was one of the best choices I have ever made in my life. It was one of the first
independent, healthy life-choices I made, by which I mean I did it for myself
without considering the expectations of others. I had often neglected the opinion
of others in daily choices—“Should I drink this whiskey? Of course!”—but as
far as life path choices, this was a big one and it was a first. I don’t think many
parents get excited about their child choosing philosophy as a major. This is
understandable—we want security for those we love. I have never once regretted
or second-guessed my decision. With most things, there are always little “whatifs”—but I am 100 percent thankful for my time in the philosophy department at
IPFW. I can honestly say I love the people I met there. Every single professor has
endearing, enduring qualities in my mind. I remember everyone very fondly.
If someone asked you how philosophy helps you in your profession, how
would you answer her? If they asked, “Why should I study philosophy?” What
would you tell them?
I’m a lawyer now. The link between philosophy and law is pretty well established.
Logic and rhetoric are great attributes for lawyers. Ethics should be, too. I think
people should study it if they love it. An introductory course is a great idea
as part of a core curriculum for all majors, but I don’t think philosophy is for
everyone. Studying philosophy is about learning to approach the world with eyes
wide-open. But with eyes-wide open, it’s difficult not to get distracted by all the
false-dichotomies and false-equivalencies that frame our national discussions on
healthcare, guns, abortion, gender roles and identity, etc. In that sense, the honesty
and transparency that philosophy requires can be depressing. Studying philosophy
also doesn’t necessarily inform a person on how to put theory into practice. Ethics
can help, but ethics doesn’t teach financial smarts.
What was the world like when you graduated? How did your study of
philosophy help you to face it and form your worldview?
So I’m not going to lie—it’s almost cliché—after I earned my degree in 2005, I
was a waiter at Casa’s restaurant for several years. But that was where I wanted
to be. Before philosophy, I never touched a nonfiction book. After philosophy, there
was so much to read and catch up on. I went on the annual trip to Strasbourg,
France, with Professor Butler as a graduation present to myself in 2005, and while
there, he directed me to Will and Arial Durant, who wrote The Story of Civilization,
an 11-volume history of the world told in eloquent, often stunning language that
gives a wonderful focus on how philosophers and ideas helped influence world
history. He had me read one volume in particular, The Age of Voltaire, and I fell
immediately in love with history, Voltaire and the Durants. When I returned home
from France, I purchased the entire set, which took me two years to read. I began
to simultaneously educate myself about history and current events. I waited tables,
read history, and started watching Amy Goodman’s Democracy Now, Bill Moyers,
and Charlie Rose for current events. My philosophy degree gave me a critical lens
through which to approach history and current events.
What are you doing these days? What about your job, family life, hobbies,
interests, leisure time, etc.?
I have a beautiful, bright, and curious 12-year-old daughter, Sophia. I started
thinking more about her future security. So I decided to go to go to law school at
Valparaiso University. I also earned a master’s degree in international commerce
and policy. I went to Chicago to look for work and found a job opportunity with the
American Federation of Government Employees (AFGE), AFL-CIO. AFGE is a large
union that represents federal employees. They offered me a full-time job if I would
move to Minnesota. So now I live in Saint Paul, Minn., with my girlfriend, a cat,
and a dog, and I practice labor law. We live in a cozy historic neighborhood. We
bike and hike. I just ran my first marathon on October 6th. What else? I’m a news
junkie, bearing witness to profoundly disturbing trends in government and mass
media. I’m trying to retain idealism in the face of a growing cynicism. I like good
movies, theater, and music. I seek out human achievement and culture to counter
the news. Daily, I try to exercise balance and exorcise my cognitive dissonance. I’m
still learning.
(Continued on back page)
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ilosophy Faculty Article
Art and Thought of the Minimum
by Jeffrey Strayer
I work in two areas of investigation that can be understood
to pertain to the same basic question: What are the
minimum conditions of making and apprehending works of
art? Although this query is easy to state, it conceals a deep
complexity that is extremely difficult to answer. Once it is
answered philosophically, it is just as hard to determine
what can be done artistically should one want to focus on
working with, as I do, those necessary conditions.
Attending philosophically to the issue of the basics in art means both looking at what is
minimally required for making a work of art and stating what must occur for the intended
identification of a particular artwork with a particular entity to be apprehensible. What one
thus identifies for that making and apprehending is essential, and what is inessential is
dispensable. Accordingly, this philosophical inquiry could be thought to parallel abstract art
that focuses, reductively, on what is aesthetically necessary and discards what is not. When
one abstracts material or information from something else, one takes something away and
leaves something else behind. Therefore, stating the minimum conditions of making and
apprehending works of art is not only philosophically interesting and valuable but can form
the basis of a rigorous artistic program by determining that on which any investigation of
the limits of artistic Abstraction must be based. If it is possible to identify what is essential
to producing and apprehending art, then it may be possible to work creatively with the
minimum conditions, considered “material,” to produce objects that reside at the limits
of aAbstraction. This is what I am interested in doing, and as I am working with only the
essential elements for making and apprehending works of art, I call what I am doing
“Essentialist Abstraction” or “Essentialism” for short.
My philosophical work, Subjects and Objects: Art, Essentialism, and Abstraction, states
and examines properties of subjects and objects, or persons, and objects that are required
for making and apprehending works of art, and it considers relations that hold between
subjects and objects, and facts that pertain to them, that are essential to that production
and apprehension. This requires attending to a number of things that are relevant to that
inquirey, such as kinds and forms of conscious event; different kinds of dependent and
independent object; the notion of a medium in art; and the relation of art and the aesthetic.
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Additional considerations include looking at the concepts of object, property, identity,
and diversity as they function as parts of the foundation of our conceptual scheme. What
can be done with the indespensible material philosophically identified requires creative
inquiry. This comes with a number of challenges that are as deep and intellectually taxing
as the philosophy that forms the groundwork of that investigation. Not only do Essentialist
investigations result in novel artworks and a different aesthetic, but artistic solutions to
the problem of the limits of Abstraction provide knowledge that cannot be obtained in any
other way.
Essentialist Abstraction is based on understanding that an artist must single something
out that an artwork is to be understood to be. What is singled out is a particular entity with
a particular identity. Identity is indispensable. Comprehension of identity is required. One
way to understand the pursuit of ultimate Abstraction is for the identity of an artwork to
be constructed in relation to things, such as consciousness and agency, that are required
for making and apprehending even the more reductive works conceivable. Thus, it may be
possible to produce an artwork whose particular identity reflects things that are essential
to the construction and comprehension of that identity. And consciousness and agency
can be used as media to result in an identity that not only presupposes them, but bears
the imprint of their relation to its production. Anything of any sort of thing that an artwork
is meant to be is this particular thing that the work is meant to be. The word ‘haecceity’
comes from the Latin for “thisness”; and I call the individual artworks in which different
limits of Abstraction are determined Haecceities. And the evolving collection of these
works the Haecceities series.
My forthcoming book, Haecceities: Essentialism, Identity, and Abstraction, examines
selected works from the Haecceities series and considers their artistic, aesthetic, and
philosophical import. Language must be used to determine the limits of Abstraction, and I
use language in such a way that its comprehension is a necessary condition of the identity
of that to which the language refers, and with which the artwork is meant to be identified.
This replaces the standard percipient with what I term a ‘concipient’, namely, someone
who must conceive of what the work is to be understood to be, so that the identity of the
work is tied to that conception. At the most fundamental level, comprehended language
can single out nothing—understood at least as a concept—something, or everything. The
identity of an individual thing between nothing and everything is determined in relation
to language that uses the material of essentialism to result in what is singled out by the
language comprehended. In addition to Abstraction, Essentialism investigates the subjectobject relationship, thingness, and the complex nature of identity within a conscious
aesthetic context.
For information pertaining to the two books mentioned, as well as works of the
Haecceities Series, JeffreyStrayer.com.
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