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This journal is devoted to understanding the human con-

dition which is to be In medias res, latin, ñin the middle 

of thingsò.  We intend to print a wide range of articles, 

essays, travelogues, reviews, poetry and fiction which 

highlight the interests, expertise and manners of thought 

cultivated in the various disciplines studied at this uni-

versity.  Indeed, the university must, in some sense, have 

portions of all things in order to be an universitas, a 

whole which has sufficient diversity and depth to merit 

its name.  Situated as we are between many things, ideas, 

experiences and events, both at the university and in the 

wider world we might benefit by recognizing and dis-

cussing the possibilities inherent in or constitutive of this 

reality. The purpose of this paper is to create a space 

where the life of learning and the life of everyday can be 

brought together.  Both students and faculty are encour-

aged to contribute to this publication, and anyone who is 

interested in becoming a member of the Editorial Board 

is more than welcome to come out to the meetingsðno 

experience is necessary! 
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Philosophy instructs us to be self-reflexive, if not self-

critical: to distance ourselves (however slightly) from ourselves, 

to transcend our immersion in the here-and-now, to stop for a 

moment and to think about who we are, what we are doing, and 

why. The reflection ought to commence exactly where we are, in 

medias res, but it cannot remain shackled to this level of immedi-

acy; instead, it must attempt to occupy an estranged position, or, 

at least to feign such estrangement, from which to view the eve-

ryday reality that surrounds us. 

Let us, then, consider why we are here, at St. Thomas 

More College. The answer seems to be obvious. While some are 

at the College in order to receive education, it is the task of others 

to provide it, and still others are here to 

make the process of imparting knowl-

edge possible in various indirect but, 

nevertheless, significant ways (by keep-

ing the building clean and making sure that the lights are work-

ing, for instance). It might have escaped our attention, but in this 

seemingly uncontroversial response we, rather un-

philosophically, took something for granted, violating the injunc-

tion for critical vigilance. More specifically, we accepted as valid 

the sense of education as a one-directional, osmotic transmission 

of knowledge from those who possess it to those who do not. 

This observation should reveal another crucial facet of philoso-

phy, namely, that if we really want to be self-reflexive and self-

critical, we cannot be satisfied with any pre-fabricated and un-

questioned meanings of words and concepts that seem to make 

perfect sense. Sound definitions will be won after a long and ar-

duous struggle against our inclination to rely on the common-

place, to operate ñby defaultò, as it were. But even more precious 

than secure definitions are further questions that will surface as 

soon as we probe a little bit deeper, keeping the critical impulse 

alive. Philosophy is at its best when it gives birth to new queries, 

refusing to rest on the laurels of the answers it has provided thus 

far. In this case, the new 

question we are faced with 

is, ñWhat is education?ò  

A brief recourse 

to the etymologyðthe 

study of word originsð of 

ñeducationò will assist us in deepening this question. ñTo edu-

cateò is to draw out, to bring out, or to lead out (from the Latin 

verb ǛdȊcere which is also the origin of the English ñto educeò). 

But what, exactly, is drawn out? By whom and out of whom, or 

out of what? Of course, the explanatory power of etymology has 

its inherent limits; it is not a magical recipe, prescribing a proper 

philosophical method. Having said that, the Latin root of 

ñeducationò implies that, at this level of meaning, nothing is im-

parted to the students from the outside but that something is 

brought out of them into the light of day. What is it that is ex-

tracted, occasionally with much pain and suffering, from the stu-

dents? Could it be knowledge itself? It is still too early to say. 

Consulting the history of philosophy, we will readily 

discover that, in Ancient Greece, Socrates famously identifies 

himself as a ñmidwife of ideasò, proclaiming that, while regular 

midwives attend to the pregnancies of the body, he assists his 

ñpatientsò with the pregnancies of the soul. The point is that, in 

conducting dialogues with his interlocutors, he has not taught 

them a kind of esoteric wisdom available only to him, but has 

facilitated the blossoming of their own thoughts that, hitherto, 

had been merely implicit or unarticulated. Genuine education, 

then, does not entail ñcrammingò massive amounts of informa-

tion. It ultimately boils down to a kind of self-knowledge that, 

even though it arises from within, is achieved thanks to another 

person, the interlocutor-teacher, who helps us render explicit 

what was already present in us as a mere potentiality. 

Fast-forward to the nineteenth century. In the philoso-

phy of G.W.F. Hegel, education also plays an important role, not 

only at the individual 

but also at the collec-

tive level of entire 

societies and epochs of 

human history. And here, too, it is understood, at bottom, as a 

gradual transition from what is merely implicit in us to the ex-

plicit knowing Hegel calls ñself-consciousnessò. For the children 

who are only embarking on the path of education, the interactions 

with the teacher appear to be external impositions curtailing their 

freedom. This view is vividly expressed in Pink Floydôs hit song 

ñAnother Brick in the Wallò from the album The Wall. You will 

recall some of its lines, ñWe donôt need no education / We donôt 

need no thought control / Hey, teacher, leave the kids alone!ò, 

reducing education to an external imposition and, indeed, a viola-

tion of the freedom of thought. To be liberated from this oppres-

sive weight, it is not enough to rebel against the teacher, severing 

all ties with her, and, thus, falling into the trappings of much 

more rigid and less critical authorities, such as the advertisement 

industry. Rather, one would have to internalize the figure of the 

pedagogue, so that the process of education would turn into a self

-education by means of another human being. The educatorsô 

success ought to be measured by the extent to which they manage 

to become superfluous, as they get 

replaced by a pedagogical authority 

within their students. The entire 

tradition of twentieth century her-

meneutics, especially in the writings 

of Martin Heidegger and Hans-

Georg Gadamer, will be indebted to these Socratic and Hegelian 

approaches to implicit knowledge that awaits explicitation and 

elaboration.  

To return to our initial battery of questions: What is 

drawn out in education, by whom, and out of whom? Could we 

say, perhaps, that we are drawn out of ourselves, brought out of 

the obscurity of our implicit knowing? And that we are led out, in 

the first place, by the other who is our interlocutor-teacher but, 

subsequently, having internalized this figure, by ourselves as 

other to ourselves? If this is so, then the critical injunction of phi-

losophy mandates nothing but education, or self-estrangement as 

a conduit for self-knowledge. In the spirit of philosophy, the 

ñanswerò to the question ñWhat is education?ò is yet another 

questionðñWho am I?òðeach and every one of us tackles every 

day of our lives. And, like all philosophical queries, it does not 

correspond to a pre-determined, final response.    

- Michael Marder is an Assistant Professor of Philosophy at STM  

ñIf we really want to be self-reflexive and self-

critical, we cannot be satisfied with any pre-

fabricated and unquestioned meanings of words and 

concepts that seem to make perfect senseò 

éself-education by means of anotheré 

ñThe educatorsô success ought to be measured by the 

extent to which they manage to become superfluousò 
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In hope of gaining further insight into the student psyche, The Gadflies queried one of the oldest and 
most controversial philosophical problems , the question of 'free will' versus 'determinism'.  In philoso-
phy, free will is the doctrine that the conduct of human beings expresses personal choice and is not sim-
ply determined by physical or divine forces. Determinism on the other hand is the doctrine that every 
state of affairs, including every human event, act, and decision is the inevitable consequence of antece-
dent states of affairs. Which did students favor, and why? Here is what you had to say:  

Note: The 'Gadflies' are not responsible for any atheism or corruption of youth that may or may not occur from this article  

I would say that my degree of freeness is 

substantial but in my personal experience 

my decisions are either governed by some 

kind of political idea where Iôm trying to 

gain favor, especially if there are girls. 

Like doing this survey ï I would have not 

done it if had known the question in ad-

vance or had not wanted to gain your favor. 

So either that or some deep insecurity that 

Iôm trying to cover up based on what hap-

pened in grade 4 or some kind of old super-

stition. 

 

ïReagan Seidler, 2nd year Economics 

 

I definitely think that there are outside 

forces that contribute to making my 

choices and decisions.  

 

ï Autumn Rettman, 2nd year Sociology 

 

Yes, I am really free when I make choices 

and decisions.  

 

ïCameron Berg, 5th year Kinesiology 

 

Both, because I think that Jesus dying on the cross for our 

sins predestined everybody in the world for the possibility 

of going to heaven. But, it is our own freewill and free 

choices that actually allow us to either agree with him and 

choose to live our lives in a godly manner or rebel against 

him.  

 

ïGarrett Schultz, 3rd year Religious Studies 

 

You are free to make a decision as long as 

you are using your own will to power as in 

the Nietzschean perspectives. Iôm very 

fond of Nietzsche.  

 

ïMr.X, 3rd year Organic Chemistry 

 

I think ultimately we are free to make our 

own choices but we are heavily influenced 

with our surroundings and by other people 

around us so ultimately we have free 

choice but really itôs not as free as we like 

to think it is.  

 

ïTyler Reimer, Classic Medieval Renais-

sance Studies 

 

I suppose you are not really free when you 

make your decisions because there are so 

many background factors that determine 

your decisions. No matter what you do in 

your life everything sticks to you, if you 

will, like emotional impacts of that past or different people 

and situations. So when you claim to be free youôre not 

really free because everything you do is a reaction to a pre-

vious action. Like when people say they are doing a selfless 

act but itôs not really a selfless act because there is no such 

thing as a selfless act. There is always some aim ï whether 

it be to help someone or just to feel good about yourself. So 

in the same vein I suppose you canôt really ever make a 

truly free choice because you are just acting as a shadow of 

what youôve previously done.  

 

ïGeoff Clayson, 3rd year Arts and Science on exchange 

 

Are you really free when you make choices and decisions, or is there something 
behind your choices and decisions which actually determines them? 
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I think that there is definitely something that controls your 

decisions, so whether or not you think itôs free there could 

be something subconscious going on that determines how 

you think. 

 

ïLaura Boettcher, 2nd year Biology 

 

Yes, peopleôs choices and actions are influenced by things 

outside of their own deciding factors. I wouldnôt say that 

there is anybody who doesnôt have something behind their 

choices that theyôre making ï be it moral centers or not 

wanting to get caught, like personal ramifications.  

 

ïPhil Guenther, 4th year Commerce 

 

I think there is definitely factors that preempt peopleôs de-

cisions such as religion, family, friends and what other peo-

ple believe in that affects you.  

 

ïHeather Florizone, 1st year Arts and Science 

 

I think we are limited by our mindôs capacity. For instance 

when I make a choice I often donôt really actually consider 

all the options I just kind of deny that there are other op-

tions and go for what seems easiest. So, I think we are lim-

ited although we donôt realize it. We think are free but 

really we are limited by our own mind.  

 

ïNaila Kuhlmann, 2nd year Arts and Science 

 

I guess it depends on what youôre choosing to do or your 

decision. A lot of time people make a choice to go to uni-

versity but it does have something to do with things like 

their parents. A lot of times it is our own choice but for a 

lot of things itôs kind of predetermined and we might think 

itôs a choice but really itôs not our decisionðit could be 

something weôve grown up thinking weôre going to do. 

 

ïRaelene Austen, 4th year Psychology 

 

 

Yes and no. Most of my decisions are based on values from 

my family and religion.  

 

ïAmy Gibson, 2nd year ESB 

 

I donôt think that youôre truly free in making your deci-

sions. I think there are many outside factors operating upon 

the individual. Guiding the individual, leading the individ-

ual or maybe even forcing the individual to act according to 

maybe not what you want to do, but what you should do or 

what you could do. So no, I donôt think youôre a free agent 

of actionðI think that the ultimate forces are acting upon 

you.  

 

ïAnonymous, St. Thomas More Faculty 

 

I think there has to be something behind your choices be-

cause none of us are a blank slate. We are all born into our 

particular families and that experience has to have an im-

pact on the kind of choices that youôre going to make. All 

the life experience that you have, like if you grow up in a 

war zone, youôre going to relate to and it will inform the 

decision that you make. So absolutely it is circumstantial, 

but you could also make a choice given your education or 

religious group or the kind of support you have to change 

your life.  

 

ïSharon Wright, Medieval Historian 

 

Yes, you are really free when you make a decision because 

every decision you make counts. Decisions can either make 

or break us so you itôs all about you.  

 

ïWelley Lamadine, 3rd year International Studies 

 

You arenôt completely free because past experience shapes 

your ideas and morals regardless of what they are.  

 

ïAnonymous, History 

 

I think that you are free when you make choices and deci-

sions although there might be things that influence them.  

 

ïMiranda Wood-Sparrow, 2nd year Arts and Science 

 

I would say that you arenôt really free because you always 

have to think about other things when youôre making your 

decisions. You have to consider other people. So other 

things are affecting your decisions so itôs not entirely you 

alone that is making it.  

 

ïAstrid Jorgenson, 2nd year Nutrition 

 

My values and what I believe in always determines what 

my choices are.  

 

ïAnonymous, St. Thomas More Faculty 
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Ȱ!Ó ÌÏÎÇ ÁÓ !ÆÒÉÃÁ ÐÒÏÄÕÃÅÓ ×ÈÁÔ ÉÔ ÄÏÅÓÎȭÔ 
eat and is not producing what it does eat, 
ÉÔ ×ÉÌÌ ÎÅÖÅÒ ÈÁÖÅ ÆÏÏÄ ÓÏÖÅÒÅÉÇÎÔÙȢȱ 

 
ɀ Rene Segbenou, COPAGEN (West African 
Farmers Organization), November 2008 

 
Less pollution from the tailpipe sounds like a good thing to 

me.  Concerns about climate change and air pollution are seri-

ous, pressing, and they require new ways of thinking and act-

ing if we are to leave future generations a suitable quality of 

life. 

 

One of the proposed solutions to our addiction to fossil fuels 

is the use of biofuels, more properly called agrofuels because 

of their production methods. Using ethanol, biobutanol, or 

biodiesel rather than regular gasoline and diesel reduces the 

pollution produced by automobiles.  It also helps contribute to 

our economy by driving up grain prices and stimulating re-

search. Perhaps the best part of agrofuels is that they allow us 

to feel green without actually having to change driving habits. 

By those accounts, it makes good sense that the Government 

of Canada intends to legislate ñrenewable content of 5% in 

gasoline by 2010 and a 2% renewable content in diesel fuel 

and heating oil by 2012.ò When one looks a little deeper at the 

issue, however, it becomes evident why several environmental 

and social justice groups have come out against the current 

wave of agrofuels production. 

 

One of the criticisms of agrofuels is that when their produc-

tion process is taken into account, they end up increasing 

greenhouse gas emissions.  In part, this is because forests are 

being cut down in the global south to make room for more 

crop production in response to agrofuel demand. There are 

different ways of producing agrofuels, some of which are 

more ecologically sustainable than others, but the primary 

agrofuels in production today are ethanol made by fermenting 

wheat, corn, or sugar, and biodiesel made from fats such as 

palm oil.  Considering the amount of energy required to pro-

duce monoculture fields of wheat and corn, and carbon sinks 

that are lost when forests are cut down to make room for oil 

palm plantations, the environmental benefits of agrofuels are 

highly suspect. Carbon calculations are not the only problem 

with agrofuels. An equally pressing issue is the link between 

agrofuels and food sovereignty.  Is land that should be used to 

grow food being used to fuel cars?  As usual with environ-

mental and economic issues, we in Canada are not affected to 

the same degree that people in poorer countries are. 

Fueling the Future:   Are Cars More Important than People? 

Richard Medernach 
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It seems incredible, and is certainly appalling, that about one 

billion people were starving in 2008 even though the earthôs 

food production capacity is sufficient to prevent this.   Small 

scale subsistence farming is one of the touted methods of solv-

ing this problem. It is a key component to food sovereignty. 

Food sovereignty takes control of food production from large 

multinational companies and puts it in the hands of local com-

munities. This is vital for the people of the Global South, but 

here is where the interests of agrofuel and food production 

clash.  There is only so much arable land available and that 

means agrofuel production is competing with food production.  

Government programs in the wealthiest nations are encourag-

ing this competition.  This has resulted in higher food prices 

which are bad for urban poor and it discourages farmers from 

growing diverse food crops, which is bad for everyone. 

An argument can be made that the expansion of agrofuel pro-

duction will improve the lives of farmers by increasing com-

modity prices.  For the farmers of Europe and North America, 

already employing industrial monoculture farming techniques, 

this is a good thing from a financial perspective.  For the sub-

sistence farmers in poor countries, the corresponding loss of 

biodiversity and loss of local food production puts those popu-

lations at risk of food shortages. A farmerôs right to sell their 

crop for the best price regardless of the end use is not the issue 

here. The issue is economic and social policy that encourages 

switching land from food production to agrofuel production 

while a billion people are starving, or cutting down rain for-

ests while our planet is heating up because of greenhouse gas 

pollution. 

 

In the Choco region of Columbia, small scale farmers who had 

been living the principles of food sovereignty have been 

forced off their land to make way for palm oil production for 

biodiesel. 

Ȱ4ÈÅÙ ÔÏÌÄ ÕÓ ×Å ÈÁÄ ÔÏ ÌÅÁÖÅ ÏÕÒ ÌÁÎÄ ÆÏÒ Á 
few months so that the army could defeat 
the armed rebels. Those few months turned 
into several years. When we began return-
ing to our land in 2000, we understood why. 
African oil palm plantations had taken over 
everything, and our villages had been de-
ÓÔÒÏÙÅÄȢȱ 
 
Don Oscar, Community of Pueblo Nuevo 
 

The Canadian Catholic Organization for Development and 

Peace is working with partners in South America, Asia, and 

Africa to promote food sovereignty and protect farmersô right 

to choose food production over fuel production. Development 

& Peace is asking Prime Minister Harper to use his influence 
at the G8 meeting in June 2010 to improve support for small 

scale sustainable farmers in the Global South. Agrofuels 

should not be produced for the benefit of wealthy nations at 

the expense of the worldôs poorest citizens. 

 

Learn more and sign the petition at www.devp.org. 

© Gibby Davis 
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Unsung Siren of the Sea 

 

 

The vast bathtub blue 

sucks and swishes, 

  Tosses then turns, 

    Shells then sandé.. 

Sun 

Salt 

Seaweed 

 

Powdered rock sifts through my toes 

Waves pulsate in rhythmatic throws 

Soft and serene a bright orange shell catches my eye 

A smooth, polished wonder tumbling by 

 

Stooping to scoop the marvel below, 

Holding 

 Embracing

   

   

Sacrificing dry clothes 

I uncurl my fingers 

Sun jewel glimmers 

Water blurs hue, softens the vibrancy 

Perfect oval, little pores- engineering ecstasy 

 

Bravo nature! 

Bravo sea! 

 

Jealous turquoise ensues with painted calm 

Heaving the alluring stone deeper in my palm 

Then violently torn away 

Swept into the liquidôs sway 

 

Snatching! 

Clutching! 

Grabbing! 

   Gone. 

Floor tile for dolphins. 

 

 

 

- Janyne Laing 

© Gibby Davis 
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