




















































































 
        January 6, 2017 
 
Bingham Selection Committee 
c/o Dr. Michael Bell 
Transylvania University 
300 N Broadway 
Lexington, Kentucky  40508 
 
Dear Members of the Bingham Selection Committee: 
 
I am writing to support the application of Dr. Don Dugi for renewal of the Bingham Award for 
Excellence in Teaching.  I have worked closely with Don across disciplines for twenty-eight 
years at Transylvania and have learned much about him and from him as a result. 
 
Don’s field is Political Science, particularly U.S. politics, thus his courses include Introduction to 
Politics and Intro. to U.S. Politics; Congress and the Presidency; U.S. State and Urban Policies; 
Modern Political Concepts, Methodology and Analysis; Political Theory; Human Rights, and 
Special Topics, as well as Senior Seminar and the occasional team-taught course with Professor 
of Philosophy Jack Furlong and others.  Dr. Dugi gives a yearly LSAT prep. course (gratis) and 
has had tremendous success training future lawyers and politicians.  A number of his students 
have won prestigious fellowships to law schools and to other graduate programs, and many 
former students keep in contact with him long after graduation.     
 
Professor Dugi is actively engaged in his field, and his ongoing research is transferred to the 
classroom so that students have the benefit of the latest scholarly approaches to ideas and issues 
in Political Science.  He is a voracious reader, and he inculcates that same habit in his students.  
He strives by way of his own example to broaden the knowledge base in his students and to 
make of them life-long learners.  To this end he has participated in a variety of NEH seminars 
and institutes, and has built an extensive web of scholarly connections.  Because he is considered 
a local authority on the subject of U.S. politics and elections, he is frequently called upon to 
speak to the press and the public about candidates, platforms, and other aspects of our electoral 
processes. 
 
Dr. Dugi was one of the very first professors at Transylvania to receive the Bingham Award for 
Teaching Excellence, and soon after was honored with the prestigious Bingham-Young 
Outstanding Professor Award in recognition of both his teaching excellence and the high regard 
in which he is held as a faculty leader.  This distinction included funding to implement a three-
year program for faculty at Transylvania to study a particular theme, and Dr. Dugi chose to focus 
on the issues of race and ethnicity in the United States.  That summer he directed a rigorous 
faculty seminar on these themes on Transylvania’s campus.  Since I have known him, Dr. Dugi 
has given a series of lectures on a variety of topics in his field of Political Science, to audiences 
of students, faculty, administrators, and the general public.  
 
Professor Dugi brings to the classroom a rigorous academic preparation and in turn creates a 
demanding yet rich classroom environment.  He manages to extract from his students their very 



best efforts.  I have observed and evaluated Professor Dugi’s teaching and have found the 
atmosphere to be supportive, intellectually challenging, and stimulating.  In late November, 
2016, I visited Don’s “Legal Systems” class—a group of about ten juniors and seniors in a small 
seminar room in the Humanities building.  The students had read two articles for this session: 
“Two Models of the Criminal Process” by Herbert L. Packer, and “The Victim Satisfaction 
Model of the Criminal Justice System” by John W. Stickels. The plan was to have students 
prepare for a discussion about a hypothetical torts case and about who would be eligible to sue 
for what and on what grounds.  Students had to think logically but also creatively, basing their 
answers on current law.  
 
The students in the Legal Systems class came prepared with the readings (visibly annotated, 
highlighted, etc.) and with copious notes in their notebooks from which they drew some of their 
responses.  Dr. Dugi guided the discussion, and all participated, clearly comfortable with their 
professor and classmates.  While the work was clearly serious and demanding, Dr. Dugi would 
interject a humorous aside every so often to keep the discussion animated.   Prior to the class 
session students had access to Don’s questions, “What issues will arise in the pretrial 
proceedings?  What defenses will be offered?  What are the possible outcomes?”  Thus, they 
were able to immerse themselves in these considerations before arriving for a lively discussion.  
The second half of the class was spent discussing the Packer article, and Don gave a brief 
historical overview of Miranda v. Arizona (1966) to help students deal with the concept of 
justice as opposed to the legal system.  It dawned on me at the close of the class session that so 
many Americans probably equate those two terms, but students at Transylvania in Dr. Dugi’s 
classes will have to reconcile their true meanings both in theory and in practice. 
 
Dr. Dugi and I have always had many students in common, and they regularly comment on his 
diligent preparation and his high expectations of them.  He instills in them a sense of 
responsibility toward the community.  On multiple occasions he personally has led groups of 
students in active service, such as the Alternative Spring Break program to aid impoverished 
areas of the country.  Additionally, he is an active volunteer in a local literacy program at the 
Carnegie Literacy Center in Lexington.   
 
Because of his dedication to undergraduate education in Political Science and pre-Law, his 
tireless research of the political sphere, and his insistence on the latest research methods for his 
students, I give Dr. Dugi my highest recommendation for the Bingham Teaching Excellence 
Award. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Veronica Dean-Thacker 
Professor of Spanish 
Transylvania University 



To Whom It May Concern: 
 
I recommend enthusiastically my colleague in political science, Professor Don Thomas Dugi, for 
renewal as a Bingham Awardee. I have known Professor Dugi for 26 years, have team-taught 
with him and been on significant committees with him.  He is diligent in his teaching, remarkably 
accessible to students, and a colleague who encourages intellectual exchange among students 
and faculty alike. 
 
I have worked with Professor Dugi on several projects.  We team-taught a course entitled 
“Freud and Social Theory” in which we explored the nature-nurture debate in Freudian texts and 
subsequent Frankfort School treatments.  This experience, and the subsequent discussions we 
had with each other and colleagues, lead to our successful joint application to the Dartmouth 
NEH-NSF funded summer institute on revisions of the Nature-Nurture debate in light of current 
evolutionary psychology.  Our dissatisfaction with the undialectical line taken by many of the 
participants in that program lead to our offering a course entitled “Darwin, Gender, and Social 
Theory, which extended our Freud course in a different direction but with the same Frankfort 
School skepticism about the ideological underpinnings of science done about humans.  
Subsequently, we team-taught  a course entitled “Genealogy of Nature.”   The course 
encapsulates insights of its distant cousins (Freud and Darwin courses) and narrows the focus 
to the way in which “nature” is used in significant texts from Plato to Darwin.  We quite 
consciously mined Nietzsche’s Genealogy of Morals for a line of approach and then 
subsequently attempted to assimilate Foucault’s genealogies, which resulted in our 2004 May 
Term course, “Philosophical Genealogies: Nietzsche and Foucault,” which, to our surprise, 
attracted more than 30 students.   
 
A number of years ago, professor Dugi was named the first Bingham-Young professor on 
campus – a two-year commitment to improve faculty development on campus.  What won him 
the honor was the faculty development project he proposed, one that grew out of his work on 
the genealogy of nature: the concept of race. As the Bingham-Young professor for three years, 
professor Dugi undertook to lead the faculty in an extended discussion of the nature of race and 
of how current scholarship can be used to inform our curriculum in many disciplines.  An 
ambitious task, the project continues to inform -- now perhaps at a longer distance -- our 
discussions about diversity.  More recently, he and my philosophy colleague, Peter Fosl, 
developed a PPE major (philosophy, political science, economics), which has turned out to be 
quite popular and is currently being revised. 
 
Despite his impressive work to deepen the intellectual life of the faculty, professor Dugi is best 
known across campus as a splendidly-committed classroom teacher and a first-rate advisor.  
Having team-taught with him, I can attest to his constant concern that students explore complex 
issues on their own and come to their own judgments, no matter how orthogonal to his own.  He 
provokes and cajoles, producing very good work even among modestly-gifted students.  As an 
advisor, he consistently pushes students to think about their future careers.  As law advisor, he 
offers a month-long LSAT preparation course, which he teaches gratis every year, and he 



consistently puts students in the best law schools in the country. Indeed, he is our only expert in 
the law.   
 
During this past semester, I visited Dr. Dugi’s class when the topic of discussion was to involve 
models of the criminal justice system. At the time, I was teaching a course on neuroethics, 
where we had struggled with the role of neuroimaging in determination of guilt and sentencing. I 
wanted to hear how such issues were dealt with in legal discussions. I was not disappointed and 
greatly benefitted by the distinctions being brought out in the brief class period.  
 
But I was also once again impressed by Dr. Dugi’s ability to conduct a conversation, artfully 
moving from short lecture on a technicality or a connection to previous material, to a discussion 
among students. Two recent articles were under scrutiny, but Dugi began with a consideration 
of a hypothetical case from a previous exam, which students had recently taken. The questions 
the hypothetical scenario raised -- who would be sued and for what cause on what grounds -- 
were substantive. The comfort level in the room was such that students began immediately 
conversing together, shaving off each others’ distinctions. Dugi let it ride for several minutes, 
watching, and then brought in the current articles: “Now ask a different question: what models 
are you using to determine guilt or innocence, assuming criminal charges?” Here Dr. Dugi 
changed the mode from sprightly and multi-tangent  conversation to pointed question-and-
answer: What are the core values of the Criminal vs. Due Process models? What advantages 
accrue to the characters in the Hypothetical of the exam? In effect, the complex content of the 
articles was given life and context from a case which the students were familiar enough with to 
expand upon themselves. It was a pleasure watching Dugi expand the process and push it 
toward the fruitful pathways. 
 
In short, then, I strongly recommend my colleague for Bingham renewal, not only because of his 
past accomplishments but also because he continues to give good measure and tirelessly 
challenge our students. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Jack Furlong 
Professor, Philosophy  
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