Curriculum Vitae for Kyle M. Stroh
Email: stroh.26@osu.edu, Phone: 360-621-4603, Website: www.kmstroh.com

Professional Positions
Postdoctoral Scholar, Center for Ethics and Human Values, The Ohio State University, 2024-Present

Visiting Scholar, University of Groningen, February 2026.

Education
PhD, Philosophy (Minor in History and Phil. of Science & Medicine), 2024 
Indiana University

MA, Philosophy, 2016
University of South Florida

The Ohio State University, Moritz College of Law, 2011-12
				                   
BA, Philosophy; BA, English Literature, 2009        					                          
University of Puget Sound

Areas of Specialization and Competence
Areas of Specialization: Social and Political Philosophy, Feminist Philosophy, Philosophy of Science, Epistemology, and especially topics in which these areas of philosophy intersect.

Areas of Competence: Applied Ethics, Ethics of AI, Biomedical Ethics, Pragmatism, 19th and 20th Cent. Continental Philosophy. 

Research

PUBLICATIONS
“Insider-Outsider Members of Scientific Communities and their Epistemic Advantages in 
Critical Reflection.” Episteme. (Forthcoming).

“The Role of Empathy in Critical Reasoning and the Limitations of Medical AI Systems” (co-
authored with Martina Favaretto). The Journal of Medicine & Philosophy. 
(Forthcoming).

“A Peircean Approach to Programs for Routine Expansion of Belief.” Transactions of the 
Charles S. Peirce Society. Vol. 57, No. 4 (Fall 2021), 409-33. 

“Self-Understanding as a Working-Class Project: Mannheim’s ‘Objectivity’ and Judith Butler’s 
‘Resistance’ by Way of Lukács.” Science & Society. Vol. 81, No. 1 (Jan. 2017), 73-97. 

“Intersubjectivity of Dasein in Heidegger’s Being and Time: How Authenticity is 
a Return to Community.” Human Studies. Vol. 38, No. 2 (June 2015), 243-59.  

ARTICLES IN PROGRESS
“Cross-Cultural Moral Evaluations and the Inaccessibility Thesis.” 

“The Holism of Intersectionality and the New Problem of Fragmentation.” 

“Liberalism, Diversity, and the Paradox of Tolerance.”   


PRESENTATIONS
“Intersectionality, Mutual Constitution, and a Feminist Holism.”
· Feminist Philosophies and Methods, UiT, The Arctic University of Norway, Oct. 2025.

“The Holism of Intersectionality Theory and the Problem of Fragmentation.” 
· Centre for Ethics, University of Toronto, Sep. 2025.
 
“Developing a New Justificatory Model for Political Liberalism: Modifying Rawls’ View in Response to Two Habermasian Criticisms.”  
· APA: Central Division, New Orleans, Feb. 2024.

“The Role of Empathy in Critical Reasoning and the Limitations of Current AI.” (Co-presented with Martina Favaretto, Indiana University). 
· APPE, Online Program, Mar. 2023. 

“Moody-Adams’ Critical Pluralism and an Alternative Form of Moral Convergence.”
· APA: Pacific Division, Vancouver, Apr. 2022

“Values, Scientific Reliability, and ‘Outsiders Within’.” 
· Presentation of Moss Fellowship Research, Indiana University, Apr. 2022.

“Reevaluating Street’s Evolutionary Account and its Implications for Metaethics.”
· APA: Pacific Division, Vancouver, Apr. 2019.

“The Role of Individualist Values in Morality.”
· Indiana Philosophical Association, Indiana University, Nov. 2018. 

“Levinas’ Conception of Speech and How it Founds Our Relation to the Human Other.”
· Society for Phenomenology and the Human Sciences, Salt Lake City, Oct. 2016.

“Reinterpreting the Interrelation of Heidegger’s ‘Being’ and ‘Nothing’.”
· Society for Phenomenology and the Human Sciences, Emory University, Oct. 2015.

“In Advocacy of Epistemological Communities.”
· Florida Philosophical Association, University of South Florida, Nov. 2014.

CONFERENCE SESSION CHAIR/COMMENTATOR
Session Chair at the Hegel Society of America, Northwestern University, Fall 2014.

HONORS AND AWARDS
Graduate Student Travel Stipend, Central APA, 2024.
Graduate Student Travel Stipend, Pacific APA, 2022.
James M. and Anthony J. Moss Dissertation Fellowship, 2021-2022.
Graduate Student Travel Stipend, Pacific APA, 2019.
Assistant Editor, Ohio State Law Journal (OSU Law Review), 2012. 
The Ohio Public Interest Law Foundation, Summer Fellowship, 2012. 
Membership in Phi Beta Kappa, University of Puget Sound, 2009.

Dissertation
Title: The Moral Justification of Social Practices and Policies: Agents’ Access to Multiple Viewpoints and the Role of Discourse in Inquiry

Committee: Marcia Baron (chair), Jutta Schickore (chair), Allen Wood, Gary Ebbs, Matthew Adams

ABSTRACT
On what grounds can agents morally criticize the social practices or policies of their own society? Can agents be justified in morally criticizing the social practices or policies found in other societies? When is the moral condemnation of societies’ social practices or policies unreasonable? My dissertation aims to address these questions by developing an account of agents’ methods of inquiry into the moral status of societies’ social practices and/or policies – one which acknowledges the central role of democratic public discourse in agents’ inquiries into political matters – that would enable principled distinctions to be drawn between morally reasonable and unreasonable political viewpoints. 

The dissertation is composed of three chapters. In the first chapter, I discuss what forms of moral ignorance need to be overcome to make reasonable moral evaluations of a given society’s social practices. I claim that the epistemic obstacles to overcoming moral ignorance in cases of cross-cultural evaluations of social practices (i.e., an agent’s evaluation of other societies’ social practices) differ from those in intra-cultural evaluations (i.e., an agent’s evaluation of her own society’s social practices). And, while I argue that the obstacles in both intra-cultural and cross-cultural moral evaluations of social practices can be overcome by taking seriously the experiences of those individuals who have been most harmed by the social practices of the society in question, the differences in these obstacles point towards the need for different types of strategies for conducting these two distinct kinds of moral evaluation. I conclude that cross-cultural moral evaluation requires agents to participate in particular forms of discourse in which they familiarize themselves with the diversity of cultural values held in the worldviews of the members of the other society whose practices are being evaluated. My claim is that participating in such discourse is the only way in which agents would be able to make informed judgments about the impact of the given social practice or policy. 

In the second chapter, I argue for the importance of agents being able to evaluate the reasonableness of one another’s political viewpoints and I suggest that the best way to do so is to appeal to agents’ methods of due reflection within their moral inquiries. In doing so, I give an account of what ‘properly-conducted’ methods of due reflection will involve when agents are making moral evaluations of social practices and I claim that this will require agents to be responsive to the relevant conflicting claims raised by others within democratic public discourse. While Habermas and Benhabib have provided similar models of moral evaluation, they each take the aim of public discourse to be participants’ reaching of a consensus on certain social norms. In contrast, I propose a justificatory model that takes the aim of such discourse to be participants making their moral beliefs and judgments appropriately responsive to one another’s claims. Moreover, I argue that the ideal aim of discourse endorsed by Habermas and Benhabib would involve giving up Rawls’ notion of ‘reasonable pluralism’ and the related claim that members of a society should not be striving towards reaching a consensus on a single comprehensive doctrine. I conclude that taking the ideal aim of such discourse to be the appropriate responsiveness of all participants to each of the relevant conflicting claims raised by other participants allows my approach to provide useful guidance about how to evaluate the reasonableness of agents’ political viewpoints in non-ideal circumstances.

Finally, in the third chapter, I extend the justificatory model of social norms that I have endorsed in the previous chapters to the practices and policies found within scientific communities. I defend the claim – one often raised by feminist standpoint theorists – that scientists who are members of oppressed social groups (whom Patricia Hill Collins refers to as ‘outsiders within’) will often hold viewpoints with particular kinds of epistemic advantages. I argue that these epistemic advantages can be attributed to social pressures for sincere engagement in discourse that improves those agents’ use of the methods of due reflection that I highlighted in the previous chapters. In particular, I claim that ‘outsiders within’ are often forced to make their viewpoints responsive to the relevant conflicting claims that the members of socially-privileged groups raise in scientific discourse, while scientists who are members of socially-privileged groups often face few social pressures to be appropriately responsive to the relevant conflicting claims raised by members of oppressed social groups. Ultimately, I claim that this asymmetry in the demand to be responsive to different kinds of viewpoints tends to make more reasonable the social values held by scientists who are members of marginalized social groups and that these more reasonable values directly contribute to an increased reliability in certain types of scientific conclusions reached by ‘outsiders within’.  

Teaching
 
TEACHING EXPERIENCE

Full Responsibility
Courses for which I was solely responsible for designing the course, planning class meetings, and grading all assignments. 
ARTSSCI 2400: Conversations on Morality, Politics, and Society (OSU, Spring 2025, Fall 2025)
PHIL 140: Introduction to Ethics (Indiana University, Spring 2021)
PHIL 240: Business and Morality (Indiana University, Spring 2024, Spring 2023, Fall 2020) 
PHI 3636: Professional Ethics (University of South Florida, Spring 2017, Fall 2016, Spring 2016, Fall 2015) 
	

Assistant Instructor
Courses for which I taught weekly discussion sections, assisted primary instructor in running classes, and graded all assignments. 

PHIL 106: Introduction to Philosophy (Indiana University, Fall 2022, Fall 2019, Fall 2017) 
PHIL 140: Introduction to Ethics (Indiana University, Spring 2020, Spring 2019, Fall 2018, Spring 2018)  


Graduate Assistant
Courses for which I graded all assignments and assisted primary instructor in running classes. 

PHI 2010: Introduction to Philosophy (University of South Florida, Spring 2015) 
PHI 3420: Early Modern Philosophy (University of South Florida, Fall 2014) 
PHH 3280: Medieval Philosophy (University of South Florida, Spring 2014) 
PHI 3636: Professional Ethics (University of South Florida, Fall 2013)

Grader
PHIL 375: Philosophy of Law (Indiana University, Fall 2021)

COURSES I AM PREPARED TO TEACH
Introductory Courses
Introduction to Philosophy
Introduction to Ethics

Intermediate and Advanced Undergraduate Courses
	Business and Morality 
	Professional Ethics 
	Bioethics 
	Social and Political Philosophy
	Feminist Philosophy 
	History of Modern Philosophy
	19th Century Continental Philosophy
	20th Century Continental Philosophy
	Epistemology
	Philosophy of Science
	Values in Science
	Feminist Philosophy of Science 
	Conversations on Morality, Politics, and Society


	
COURSES I AM INTERESTED IN DEVELOPING
Introductory Courses 
	Introduction to Science and Technology Studies
	Race, Gender, and Sexuality


Intermediate and Advanced Undergraduate Courses
	History of Modern Science: Galileo-Leibniz
	Marx, Marxism, and Theories of Ideology
	Social Ontology
	Social Epistemology
	
Other Work Experience (Selection)

Summer 2021-2024      Research Assistant for Prof. Marcia Baron (Indiana University) 
Summer-Fall 2012        Research Assistant for Prof. Marc Spindelman (Moritz College of Law)
Summer 2012                Legal Intern at Disability Rights Ohio 


Service (Selection)
· OSU Organizer of Democracy and Social Change Workshop, Spring ‘26
· IU Graduate Students’ Curriculum Coordinator, Fall 2023
· IU Philosophy Department Writing Tutor, Fall 2023
· IU Graduate Students’ Mentorship Committee, Fall 2023
· Volunteer Referee, “Who’s Responsible for ChatGPT?” (Online Graduate Student Run Conference), IU Philosophy Department, 2023. 
· Planning committee, ““Who’s Responsible for ChatGPT?” (Online Graduate Student Run Conference), IU Philosophy Department, 2023.
· Organizing MAP reading groups on feminism and race theory, IU Philosophy Department, 2020-2024

Graduate Coursework
History and Philosophy of Science
Science and Values (Elisabeth Lloyd, IU)
Survey of Contemporary Philosophy of Science (Elisabeth Lloyd, IU) 
History of Science to 1750 (William Newman, IU)
Modern Philosophy of Science (Jordi Cat, IU)
Kuhn and Post-Kuhn Philosophy of Science (Roger Ariew, USF)
Feminist Philosophy of Science (Joanne Waugh, USF) 
Values in Science (William Goodwin, USF)

Value Theory
Liberalism (Piers Turner, OSU)*
Rawls (Matthew Adams, IU)*
Political Epistemology (Matthew Adams, IU)*
Metaethics (Stephanie Leary, IU)
Seminar in Ethical Theory (Kate Abramson, IU) 
Contemporary Ethical Theories (Marcia Baron, IU)* 
Contemporary Feminism (Brook Sadler, USF) 
Marx, Marxism, and Ideology (Michael Morris, USF) 

History of Philosophy 
Kant’s First Critique (Allen Wood, IU) 
Medieval Philosophy (Rega Wood, IU) 
Independent Study on Hilary Putnam (Gary Ebbs, IU) 
Heidegger’s Being and Time (Lee Braver, USF) 
Continental Philosophy: Kant, Hegel, Marx, Kierkegaard, Nietzsche (Lee Braver, USF)
Nietzsche (Joshua Rayman, USF) 
Hegel’s Phenomenology of Spirit (Michael Morris, USF) 
Late Heidegger (Lee Braver, USF) 
Levinas and Derrida (Lee Braver, USF)
Aristotle’s Politics (Mor Segev, USF)
Fideism and the Pre-Cartesians (Roger Ariew, USF) 
Leibniz (Roger Ariew, USF)
Foucault (Lee Braver, USF)* 

Metaphysics 
Ontology (Gary Ebbs, IU) 
Free Will (Timothy O’Connor, IU)

Philosophy of Mind/Action
Collective Action (Kirk Ludwig, IU)

Epistemology 
External World Skepticism (Adam Leite, IU) 

Logic 
Logical Theory I (Joan Weiner, IU) 
Symbolic Logic (Eric Winsberg, USF)
*Indicates a course that was audited
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