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Mediation of Suggestions of mediating posi-
The Culture War tions in process thought continue. In
In addition to development of the conceptuality of process thouggitgious epistemology, process the-
through analysis and comparison with philosophical and theological aldpgy integratesxperience, reason,
natives, CPS seeks to employ the process perspective to shed light os@ipture andtradition, privileging
rent affairs through the medium of interdisciplinary dialogues. Hevene. On the plurality of religions,
Whitehead’s trans-disciplinary worldview functions like a magnet, buttiee process-developed view mmiu-
not itself the sole focus of attention. At both levels—worldview and policytdal transformation is an alternative
many process thinkers can be found within the middle ranges of spectta exclusivism or inclusivism on the
logically possible and historically developed views on issues. | believe ¢ig hand, and perennialist pluralism
positions CPS to participate creatively in attempts to facilitate mediationfhe other. In soteriologyersonal
the culture wars, if we are willing to make the effort. and social transformation defuses
The culture war is composed of battles between polarized subthg-personal salvation/social gospel
tures of conservatives and progressives, religionists and secularists, titkigtism. In ethicsyisdom-as-mod-
and atheists, fundamentalists and modernists, populists and elites. Besakion avoids the generic liberal
down of communication across these divides results in contemptuousiarger of excess and the generic con-
changes of stereotypes. My suggestion is that the culture war needs negfigative danger of deficiency. A
tors and that CPS facilitation of dialogues between representatives gidity of general criteria for bal-
factions would provide opportunities to demonstrate the capacity of @eing the interests of all parties
cess thought to be a candidate for, or component in, a new public philowsliates objectivist legalism and sub-
phy and public theology. These public culture vehicles would offefeativist relativism. In gender stud-
worldview comprehensive enough to mediate ideologically polarized fe&s,ecofeminism-with-partnership
tions by evidencing the compatibility of diverse truth and value claimsd®&velops an alternative between pa-
both sides. triarchal hierarchy and liberal rights-
The mediating stance of process thought has been impressed cangigustice feminism, on the one side
through my work as CPS librarian and bibliographer. A portrait of whairid, on the other, elite cultural femi-
mean by process mediation can be indicated with a sketch of mediatiag, and separatism. In ethnic stud-
positions held by at least some thinkers in the process movement. Tlés,isocial pluralism, or “open na-
intended to suggeatrangeof mediating positions. Pages of bibliographtionalism,” mediate varieties of eth-
would obviously be required to verify this, as well as group deliberatiomticentrism and “melting-pot” ho-
revise it. Process thought is not tied to all of these positions and labelogenization. In political theory,
In terms of Western intellectual history, process thinkers developeglr son-in-community
constructive postmodernismby combining elements of premodern wissommunitarianism integrates the
dom with modern science. In process metaphysitary-becoming-one extremes of libertarian individualism
or unity-in-diversity holism mediates dualism and monisi@reativity”  and authoritarian collectivism. In
integrates the dualism of spiritualism and materialism. In philosophyeobnomic theory, decentralized-
sciencescientific realismmediates naive realism and antirealism. Scien@ional and national markets are
and-Religion scholarship generates the process viavegfration orfu- theorized as more likely to become
sion, as opposed to conflict and compartmentalizationtlaidtic evolu- participatory, just, and sustainable,
tionism or naturalistic theism, as opposed to supernaturalist creationisthan trans-national, world-market,
and atheist naturalism. On the God-world relation, Pregzesen-theism free-trade capitalism or centrally-
mediates dualistic theism and pantheism. In philosophy of religion, progdasned socialism. In environmental
neoclassical theisnmediates classical theism and Western atheism, thotigéory,a balance of intrinsic and
it draws parallels between process “Creativity” and Buddhist non-theististrumental values mediates
“Emptiness”. In epistemologyerspectivist intersubjectivismmediates anthropocentrism and biocentric
value-free objectivism and subjectivism; whiten-foundationalist inter- ~ egalitarianism. Our next step is to
relatednesspoints to an alternative to foundationalism and relativism. address the controversial area of
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spirituality in the workplace. Fur-demonstrate loyalty to the advancement of professional guilds. Some
ther evidence, albeit negative, otiberationists find it out of step with the latest tactics, not directly serving the
the non-extremist intent of proces§harginalized, not multicultural enough, too homogenizing of difference.
thought derives from impression- ~ On the other side, many people, of all backgrounds, find process writing
istic criticisms on two compoundtoo difficult, too abstract; “talk about misplaced concreteness!” someone wrote.
flanks. But it also illustrates theSome Feminists find it too cerebral, disembodied. Some religious conservas
difficulty in claiming to be moder- tives think process theology is too philosophical or metaphysical, too secular-
ate. Conceptions differ concernized or rationalistic, too radical, “unbiblical,” not relevant to ministry. Some
ing the nature and size of the spe&ay that in contrast to classical supernatural theism, the process concept ¢
tra upon which the extreme-modGod is truncated, diminished. They are dissatisfied with process qualifications
erate-extreme template is to b@f divine power, knowledge, action, creativity, impassibility and immutability
placed, partly because of the pein contrast to the orthodox doctrines of omnipotence, omniscience, and cre:
sistence of dismissive stereotypegtion ex nihilo. Some say the process God is too immanent, not transcen-
of poles of experience and though@iently other enough. In mistaking processgptireism for pantheism, some
that need mediation and integradismiss it as New Age, or say that petheism is “just pantheism for people
tion. Practically, the criticisms in-With Ph.D.s.” Some see process interpretations of Jesus, Bible, immortality,
dicate the need to clarify a processthics, and evil as watered down or weak.

agenda oihtegrating competing This vignette of process moderation is not advanced as a new orthodoxy
disciplines and paradigms—a [N fact there armany alternativesvithin process thought. | offer it, rather, as
source of continual misunderstandlanguage” for diplomatic proposals in the culture wars, and as an oasis for
ing for many. Historically, processexplorers weary of adversarial posturing in the desert of argumentation. | do
thought focused on integration onot see the mediating positions as constituting a fixed balance or a dead cente
the paradigms of science, religionpecause social reality is conflictual and allows only dynamic and temporary
and philosophy. Recently, somdntegrations. Will the mediating positions soon become mainstream opinion?
process thinkers have also atldo not anticipate their hegemony any time soon, for the hardened bunkers o
tempted to integrate the complegecularism and the fundamentalisms of Left and Right will likely prevent many
identity paradigm that generate§rom hearing reports of a cease fire. Intellectual Balkanization may run as
analyses from the perspectives dieep as geographic.

race, class, and gender. Thus, pro- | conclude with questions: Is mediation desirable or possible? Does pro-
cess thought is not just philosophicess thought have the capacity to mediate? Does CPS? We invite critica
cal, nor just theological, but multi-dialogue on all CPS activities. We know we cannot please everyone, thougt
and trans-disciplinary thought gensome of us may wish we could. We seek not confession of a new creed, bt
erating a continually-refined, inte-critical interaction for the sake afreative transformationnot only of the
grated, world-view with conse-institutions of our society and the world, but of process philosophies and the-

quences for public policy and dailyologies, and CPS as well. =

life. Process Perspectives, The Newslerier of The Cenier for Process

On.one side, some phI|OSQ Swudies, is published three times per year by @aier for Process Studies.
p_hers flnd_process thOUth InSUﬁ_CI A subscription to Process Perspectives is included with Center Membership, as
ciently epistemological and logi-lis a subscription to Process Studies, the quarterly devoted primarily to Whiteheadian
cally rigorous, “reallyjust” theol- fthought. Membership rates are on a sliding scale. Membership categories are

“ ” $35-65,$80,$150,$300,$600, and $1200 (plus $7 postage for members outside of the
0gy, ,fU” of fluff, anfj pe_rha_ps U.S.). Newsletter subscriptions are available for $10 per year. More information on
passé. Some Humanists find it toPmembership is available from the Center @ (909) 621-5330. Or you can write to
rellglous’ or too Spec|f|ca”y Chrls_ Center for Process Studies, 1325 N. College Avenue, Claremont, California 91711.

tian. Some want the metaphysick -~ pirectors:
without God. Some academics argjonn B. Cobb, Jr. / David Ray Griffin / Mary Elizabeth Mullino Moore / Marjorie Suchocki

bewildered by its refusal to con
form to disciplinary paradigms or
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ments but because of other differences
they aren't able to work together ef-
fectively. Take the cases of abortion
and ecological crisis, for example. It
may seem obvious that interfaith dis-
cussion could take place on these two
issues, but concerns of the ethical is-
sues are often subsumed under reli-
gious concerns. Another way religions
clash is dealing with their unresolved
faith questions. This problem is exac-
erbated by the inequities of power
among these religious communitites.
When one religious community has
dominant power, the other religious
communities define themselves over

Our co-directors at the Center for Process Studies: against the dominant one. Addition-
David Griffin, Marjorie Suchocki, Mary Elizabeth Moore and John Cobb a”y a dominant faith Community has
Mary Elizabeth Mullino Moore Seminar more influence over the political and
Religions Meeting Religiously economic decisions.
, Dr. Moore then laid out some
by June Watkins

. ile f i laiousiTR ) practical proposals. Religious com-
Is it possible for religions to meet religiouslfhis question was .\ ~itios can meet religiously but they

posed by Mary Elizabeth Mullino Moore on March 2, 1995 in ClaremofLe( to speak out of their personal
CA. Although the possibility may sound absurd, according to Dr. Moor%ﬂfritual journeyss
is absolutely necessary in a world where religious communities are fighting
against each other all across the world. The task may be difficult but itis A Word to Potential
necessary and important so that all can live together in relative peace. Visiting Scholars
Dr. Moore’s paper was built on the dream that religious communities mightAs the new Visiting Scholars Co-
meet together with the depths of their religious passions, the fullnessr@inator, | would like to introduce
their religious commitments, and the openness of their religious questigigelf to you, and pass on some in-
These three terms: passions, commitments, and questions were orgafigtination that will help us serve you
principles for the paper. when you come to visit the Center for
In the first section, Dr. Moore gave an overview of the currgptocess Studies (CPS). My name is
religious clashes around the world, such as Pakistan, Bosnia-Serbiayiitha Jean Mugg Bailey, but you can
Ireland. Are these conflicts religiously oriented? Absolutely, says Moagll me Martha. | am here to assist
religion intensifies conflict. Religious differences distance people frggu as you arrange to come to CPS
one another. In terms of passion, violence occurs in the name of religemna day or a year. | want to help
Religious beliefs are cited as justification for violence. make your visit comfortable and prof-
We might first look at the difficulties religious communities have iable, by helping with local arrange-
sharing worship. Worship and sacred texts are at the very center of igéints and by orienting you to
gious life. Some communities have become angry at mixing different relaremont and CPS.
gious scripture or ritual into their own. Moore believes that we must moveMost Visiting Scholars need assis-
beyond mere tolerance of other beliefs. tance in finding local housing for their
In terms of commitment, clashes of ethical commitments occur fseay in Claremont. We do our best to
quently between different faith communities. Groups may have altogethef housing that is suitable, but there
different ethical commitments, or they may have the same ethical commit- continued on page 13




Humanity has descended to a subhu-
man level.

The role of religion lies at the root
of these problems. In its present state,
however, religion can be of little aid
as it has misdirected and abused the
religious impulse of humanity. Reli-
gions are now “lofty doctrines” which
preach passivity. They avoid the ex-
istential factor of human life and thus
neglect their true purpose. Religions
have abused humanity, participating
in slavery and torture. They have
sanctioned the most heinous crimes
throughout history, contributing very
little to the culture of peace. Since

Professor Kathleen Dugan (UC San Diego) and Raimundo Panikkar they claim absoluteness, they cannot
: . : tolerate each other. All religions are
Raimundo Panikkar Seminar equally guilty of these offenges.

Religion and The Culture of Peace

by Sheela Pawar Déaguosis

On March 20, 1995, Raimundo Panikkar, recipient of three doc-The culture of war and its off-
toral degrees (Chemical Engineering, Philosophy, and Religion), authspohg, Western techno-scientific cul-
The Hidden Christ of Hinduisrand deliverer of the 1989 Gifford Lecturedure, have infected the world causing
presented a seminar at the Center for Process Studies. That seminapwitisal malaise, particularly in the
entitled, “The Contribution of Religions to the Culture of Peace.” Panikkgest. No longer able to consider
described the dislocation of religion resulting in a loss of humanity’s sgserything as an end in itself, the
tual stamina and prescribed a course of treatment including the properwadd suffers from a loss of spiritual
cation of religion through metanoia. An interesting symptom of this sptamina. We are now incapable of the
tual malaise is UNESCO's shelving of its project, the “Declaration on tiee of action necessary to improve
Role of Religion in the Promotion of a Culture of Peace” for more thaur world situation -- poverty, eco-
twenty years. Religion was not considered a serious subject. This attitugieal danger, etc. We are imprisoned
has recently changed and UNESCO is beginning to recognize religion agitam our obsession with techno-sci-
important part of human life and a serious source of action. Pannikantgfic culture. Absolutization of the
currently involved in formulating this “Declaration” with UNESCO. Th&ends” of technology has left us blind
following report is based upon Dr. Panikkar’s presentation: to the inhumanity of our means.

Historny Trneatment

The last 6000 years of human history have advanced a culture ofhough religion is needed to heal
war. In this time, we encoded the culture of war into rules - embeddng malaise, the historical record
them into our culture. Today 40 million soldiers existin the world; 70 timggves religion a bitter cure, more
more money is spent on each soldier than on each student. War is a culigifaful than helpful. Therefore, the
not a natural phenomenon; it is not in line with the evolutionary naturéjiet step toward a cure for this spiri-
humankind. The human species has forgone its natural weapon -- the tepgu®alaise is the conversion and re-
-- for more violent means. The power of words as barriers to violencedefiance of religion itself. We must
deteriorated. Anincrease in war has corresponded to a decrease in rhgi@sieeligion its proper place in order
and the breakdown of relations and dialogue has increasingly led to war. continued on page 12
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head, Lucas chose to draw out what
they had in common, which is, no
doubt, nearly impossible in the eyes
of some. Lucas makes a strong case
for seeing these two thinkers as part
of a general movement at Cambridge
toward a distrust of the
Enlightenment’s confidence in rea-
son. In making his case, Lucas picks
up on a theme, first talked about by
Von Wright, pointing to two separate
traditions at Cambridge. One tradi-
tion is thoroughly “modern” in its
tendencies to stresexactnessn
conceptuality, reducing wholes to
atomic parts, using mathematical
models to describe the physical
George R. Lucas, Jr. and Professor D.Z. Phillips world, and logic “to adjudicate philo-

George Lucas Seminar sophical disputes.” This movement,

. . . which Lucas claims can be traced
WlttgenStem’ Whitehead and the through Russell to Leibniz, also

Protest Against the En|ightenment places great confidence in specialists

. and experts.
by Olav Bryant Smith : o . .
y y Against this view is a tradition

When we heard that George Lucas, an Assistant Director invinéch arguably can be traced through
Division of Research Programs at the National Endowment for the Humidinime to Gassendi and Vico. The
ties, was scheduled to come to the A.P.A. West meeting in the springradition of Gassendi and Hume has
invited him to speak at the Center about his paper concerning “Wittgenstelied on history, textual evidence,
and Whitehead: The Critique of Enlightenment and the Question Conaexperiment and modeling,” has ex-
ing Metaphysics.” The paper was originally written for the 17th Annual pressed a “fear of the hegemony of
ternational Wittgenstein Congress, held during the summer of 1994 nedhematical method in sciences,”
Vienna, Austria. We were honored by Dr. Lucas’s acceptance of our inatat “the misleading promise of pre-
tion. D.Z. Phillips, Danforth Professor of Philosophy of Religion at tbigion at the expense of engagement
Claremont Graduate School, and John B. Cobb, Jr., one of the Cergétte actual.” Those who have em-
directors, agreed to give responses. Professor Phillips quipped at the leraared this tradition have spoken of
that “There was a somewhat demonic suggestion that | would reply tahtedimitations of mathematical-logi-
section on Whitehead and Dr. Cobb reply to the section on Wittgensteingaluteasoning. And there has been a
fortunately that turned out to be a rumour.” “deep-seated distrust of specialists.”

Lucas wanted to make clear that he had not spontaneously s&tauiVright has made the case that
to compare Wittgenstein and Whitehead. As someone responsible for grditigenstein belongs to this latter tra-
giving in philosophy at N.E.H., he admitted that comparisons of philoddion at Cambridge, and Lucas
phers are usually only mildly interesting at best. But the theme of the Intetkes the case that the later White-
national Wittgenstein Congress had been “Wittgenstein and The Traditidreat], of the speculative years, as well
20th Century British Philosophy.” A recent Lucas book entifleel Reha- as G.E. Moore and, “to some extent,”
bilitation of WhiteheadSUNY Press, 1989] had led to the invitation tBrank Ramsey, also belong to
speak about Wittgenstein and Whitehead. this tradition opposed to

Rather than focusing on the differences between Wittgenstein and White- continued on page 7
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Enlightenment overemphasis of théa likely story,” not meant as a “snap-of the relationship between our words
value of logical precision. shot” of reality. and reality is a struggle with scepti-

Lucas also used the occasion to D.Z. Phillips and John Cobb werecism. Pointing to the example set by
ask the question whetheboth critical of Lucas’s theme ofPlato and the Sophists, Phillips asks:
Whitehead’s “metaphysics” tran-“modeling.” “Are we really saying something, or
scends the boundaries of philosophy Phillips began by questioning theare words merely weapons by which
that Wittgenstein saw as necessariendency to emphasize the notion ofe seek to dissuade each other?”
Lucas has concluded thaphilosophy asherapy. He said that  Phillips does not believe that the
Whitehead'’s activities fall under thewittgenstein had come to hate the ugwtion of “fallible models” can suc-
description ofheuristic conceptual others made of this idea, because deed against this power of scepticism.
modelingthat Wittgenstein approvedsuggested that philosophy was akili gives away the game before it be-
of and often used. Lucas had firdb psychoanalysis, as in John Wisdorgins. He said that Wittgenstein would
made this argument about théut that this suggestegarsonati- argue that scienceoesshow you
hermeneutical nature of Whitehead'snension to philosophy that is exagsomething. But it does saot as a
metaphysics in 1983, but it met wittgerated. “While we must strugglenodel, but in the sense ofdinary
resistance. He used the opportunityersonallywith our problems,” said realism,as opposed tmetaphysical
of this paper to revisit the issue. Hehillips, “the problems are nger- realism. Against the Enlightenment
makes a distinction between tlite sonal like psychological problems.view, we can find arordinary cer-
eral use of metaphysical hypotheseRBroblems areonfusedvays of think- tainty.

and theirheuristicuse. Following ing, to which anyoneis prone. “He was terrified of
Hertz and Boltzmann, Lucas argueEhey’re not personal. Thégmptus Shakespeare,” Phillips remarked.
that scientific theory is meant as all.” “He said ‘I can't find the man’style

model used to help reveal the nature Turning to Von Wright's analy- | can find astyle in Goéthe, but
of things, but without being intendedkis, Phillips had no quarrels with VorShakespeare says to nieere’s the
as a “snapshot” of reality. As op-Wright if read as Lucas suggested thatorld, LOOK at it!You can't find him
posed to the “snapshot” model o#e should. However, he believes thanywhere.” Now | think that
reality,Vorstellungin German, there Von Wright sometimes wrongly sug-Wittgenstein tried to be a kind of
is a model, Darstellung,used “to gests that Wittgenstein is outside obhakespearean philosopher: ‘I show
tease out aspects of the real and gty philosophical tradition. you the city with no main road.”
you ever closer to what the real mightvittgenstein once commented tdVhereas the Enlightenment sought to
be.” Lucas believes that the use afoad that his questions were the sargéve the world a foundation,
this kind of hermeneutical model isas Plato’s. Phillips says thatWittgenstein says: ‘the world
well within the western philosophi-Wittgenstein, like Plato, was condoesn’'tneed it. Look atitin its vari-
cal tradition, pointing even to Platocerned with the question “What is i€ty.... Instead of saying that the world
who in theTimaeuswrote that what for words to say something, that isheeded foundations, he said ‘wonder
was being presented was “a likelyo have contact with reality? And thaat the fact that idoesnt! And that
story.” In theSophist,Plato writes question runs right through the histhat is a wonderful fact that is both
that the way to attain the level of théory of philosophy.” The Enlighten-precarious and ithat sense fallible;
Ideas is by way dfypothesesyhich ment project was optimistic regardfallible in being precarious; but there
should be taken as far as they can kiag the laying of a foundation whichto be appreciated.”

and then used agringsto propel us would guarantee a kind of certainty ~Cobb, while appreciating Lucas’s
to ever higher levels. Lucas comabout the relationship of language tpaper in the main, questioned calling
pares this to the analogy ofeality. That foundation was basedVhitehead’s project “modeling” in
Wittgenstein’s ladder, to be droppeeither on Reason or Experience. B@ny sense. He preferred Lucas’s use
as soon as you've gotten to the highéscepticism succeeds in driving @f the termhypothesesyhile point-
level. And Lucas argues thatvedge between how wthink our ing out that Whitehead's own terms
Whitehead'smodel is to be taken asdiscourse and reality.” This question continued on page 13
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June Watkins and Stephen Hinkle John Renesch and Luann Linquist

CPS Business New Paradigm Roundtable
by John Quiring

On April 28 The Center for Process Studidgle- or wave-like individuabbjectsto experience-like
hosted an all-day roundtable discussion of new paradigpmmunaévents Smaller firms can fit into this view of
ideas in business management theory. Twenty-four hings--managed as communities participating in the
vited participants and seven auditors discussed papérer human community which in turn nests in the cos-
written by special guest John Renesch and three @GmScommunity. Cobb warns, however, that in our times-
representatives. Renesch, formerly of the World Busithen finance and business are the dominant institutions-
ness Academy, is Managing Director of Stirling & Stondarger firms are still acting more like the competitive
Editor/Publisher oThe New Leaderbusiness newslet-individuals of economic theory, seeking short-term ad-
ter, and Editor oNew Traditions in BusinesmdLead- vantage rather than long-range common good.
ership in a New Era Mary Elizabeth Mullino Moore’s paper “Insti-

The paradigm shift from hierarchy to systenmstional Leadership and Social Transformation” suggested
thinking and holism, suggests Renesch, is not just a ntla&t survival in the transitional decades through which
ter for academics but an actual grassroots transforma-are now living require institutions to be purposive,
tion of consciousness. One issue Renesch broughtammunal, conversational, passionate, and prophetic.
CPS was that of spirituality in the workplace. The Work- John Quiring’s paper was entitled “Balancing
place Values Survey, conducted by Renesch’s news&takeholder Claims: Applied Process Thought and the
ter, suggested a growth of spiritual practice at work a@ttl/New Paradigm Dualism in Business.” Stakeholder
increased interest in spiritual meaning. His paper “Sptheory seeks to extend enterprise responsibility beyond
& Work: Can Philosophy and Business Live Together8tockholders to all internal and external groups or enti-
discussed continued resistance to spirituality evidendies influenced or impacted by an enterprise, and Process
by management guru Tom Peters’ remark that “when theught wishes to encourage this development.
talk turns to the spiritual side of leadership in business, | Beyond clarification of New Paradigm issues,
mostly want to run.” To account for this contradictiothe main goal of the roundtable was to get feedback on
to his survey, Renesch responds by differentiating wdiether CPS has a unique contribution to make in this
tween ‘religion’ as group-oriented ritual and dogma, whitkeveloping area of management theory. The three work-
‘spirituality’ is a more personal quest for communityng groups answered this question with a “definite yes!”
openness, trust, caring, responsibility, and harmony withho projects are indicated: further development of
one’s environment. CPS'sinterpretation of the New Paradigm in management

John Cobb’s paper “Can Whitehead Maketheory and development of marketablemanagement
Contribution to Management Theory?” characterized tiverkshop focusing on New Paradigm Perspectives and
new paradigm as the shift from viewing reality as pdpirituality in the Workplaca.
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natural risks, burdens of degraded

Georg Michalik Seminar :
land, conservation laws, and changes

Banks and Ecological Risks in value. Social factors include risks
by John Quiring of credit-worthiness, mortgage risks,
loss of image, and shift of business

fields.

A breakthrough for sustainability,
says Michalik, is the development,
deployment, and expansion of the
stakeholderconcept of enterprise re-
lations. Instead of seeing responsibil-
ity to stockholders as the only or pri-
mary responsibility of managers, re-
sponsibility is expanded to include a
wide range of entities contributing to
and impacted by the actions of the
firm. Initially modeling information
interfaces between components of the
social sphere of production and ser-
vice, the stakeholder idea is now be-
ing expanded to include the ecologi-
cal sphere. The stakeholder concept
parallels the process notion of com-
munity-of-communities developed by
Herman Daly and John Cobb kor
the Common Good

The payoff for businesses with
ecological consciousness and astute

Stephen Hinkle, John Quiring, and John Cobb employment of public incentives is

Banks and Ecological Risks” was the topic of a Center Seminaghining competitive advantage over
Georg Michalik on April 27, 1995. Michalik, a graduate student at tt@er firms by greater reduction of
University of Mannheim and Swiss Federal Institute of Technology, Zurildsses from degradation of resources
was a CPS Visiting Scholar from March through April. He is applying hisd environment. Loan directing by
field of organizational psychology to business management theory, withrsks give them special leverage in
focus on the ecological audits banks increasingly need to run on corpm@acting sustainability. A remaining
tions to minimize lending risks. Michalik sees ecological risk managenuaallenge lies in the dominance of the
as a function of the sustainable development stage of the environmelttgaradigm that sees the socio-eco-
revolution. Itis the response of the corporate and international commumic sphere as the primary environ-
ties to the first stage of environmentalism which emphasized limits to gromiéint and the ecological sphere as the

Perhaps five percent of lost loans, said Michalik, are due to baseondary environment. The new
nesses running afoul of nature and environmental regulations, at least eitazligm sees nature as primary with
European context. To calculate risks, banks employ a “hazard totem pbé&ehuman as derivative. By encour-
that ranks possible hazards from high probability and low-cost preventiging expansion of the stakeholder
(at the top) to low probability and high-cost of prevention (at the bottoogncept, process thought miagve a
As you move from top to bottom, hazard risks become increasingly fimale in facilitating negotiations over this
cially acceptable--in the present context. Ecological factors includertiagor perceptual difference. -

George Michalik and Niels Hansen
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Susan Nelson Seminar Lrom something you have done or
. , have not done. Shame is feeling bad
For Shame, for Shame, the Shame of It All”:about yourself because of who you
Postures of Refusal and the Broken Heart 3'¢:_Guilt can be atoned for but
shame cannot.
by Sheela Pawar Shame is knowing oneself as un-
Susan Nelson, Assistant Professor of Theology, Pittsburgh THe@thy, deficient, as needing to be
logical Seminary and author Beyond Servanthood: Christianity and hidden from view. Shame breaks our
the Liberation of Women (1989), is interested in redefining the concept tfterpersonal bridges. Humans are
sin. Nelson participated in the Presbyterian Church’s restatement ofd§@ply relational and have a desire to
which acknowledges two types: pride/rebellion and “hiding.” This is tp@ cared for. Borrowing an image
first time that “hiding” has been doctrinally stated as sin. Nelson has HE&R the poet Marge Piercy, Nelson
interested in hiding as an aspect of sin for many years, asking, “Is Siptai¢s, “Human beings are bridge
appropriate name for the experience of alienation?” She explores the nagileiers, and shame is the result of
of shame and the process of internalizing shame that leads to hiding. broken bridges.” We build bridges
Nelson notes that the usual way that philosophers and theologiédfdn ourselves, forming our identi-
discuss sin is bipolar. The human condition is characterized by two typ&§®f We learn to treat ourselves as
sin: pride and sensuality. However, it is the sin of “hiding” that is of intereiers treat us. Being human, Nelson
to Susan Nelson. Her preoccupation stems from feminist thought, €§gits, includes the knowledge that
cially the work of Carol Gilligan, who notes that woman is socially coifme broken bridges may be mended
structed to “hide.” and some may not. Broken bridges
Nelson also studies human relationality as an aspect of sin. &g part of the regular human situa-
envisions a matrix of relationships in the midst of which the tension betwé&h We cannot always be there when
finitude and freedom arise. Nelson explores the work of theologian Ed Fafigyvant or need to be. Shame is part
who sees the human condition as three spheres: the agent, or persofif tfe human situation, and thus is
social; and the interhuman. Farley believes that philosophers have negleetdfie problem whose solution we
the interhuman sphere, which is formative of our relationality, our faceffist seek. Rather, what happens to
face relationships. Unfortunately, Farley still locates sin in the human agétme should concern us: the possi-
Refusing our vulnerability (the basic structure of our existence), we asshiffi of reconciliation. When bridges
a posture of insistence in which we use relationships to suit our own digbroken and mended, we feel hope.
pose. In this manner, all the dimensions of humanity are distorted an&iee many of our shaming relation-
are corrupted. In contrast, Nelson asks, what if one is insecure becausdgifeare forgotten and buried within
is a victim, not an agent? our psyches, therapy to recover from
Nelson defines sin as: a refusal to be who we are; (leading@t®nation includes returning to the
postures of refusal, where the defense mechanisms involved become r#igiiarical location of our shame. We
ized; (and expressed in) violation, or (consent to) acts of violence. H@wst learn that we feel ashamed for a
ever, even this definition portrays alienation/hiding as an act of the agéagon, a particular broken relation-
Nelson notes that for women hiding comes more from being refusedhi-
“broken hearted,” than from refusal. Patriarchy refuses our very being. Suchelson asks if our defense mecha-
ruptures of relationality are a precondition for sin. We are born extrenfégyns are sinful, as well as being in-
dependent and need to have face to face relationships. We internalizéiGaiive of a deeper problem. She
relationships and build ourselves in response to them. Broken relation§lifgs two sources of sin: refusal and
lead to broken hearts and alienation. being refused. She explains that
Nelson asks, why did Adam and Eve hide themselves? Why digh@me both happens to people and
they just confess? They hide because something terrible about themd@@gde participate in it through alien-
has been revealed. They are ashamed. The Genesis story points oatifigahemselves and others. She sug-
shame and guilt reflect different human experiences. Guilty feelings &€s#s that the traditional understand-
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ing of sin equated with alienation/shame is inadequate. We should unéédraccess to our bibliographic ser-
stand sin as dissecting an axis of alienation and broken heartedness. vices.

Respondent Marjorie Suchocki questioned Nelson about the definiWhat are we doing about the
tion of sin: How can we be other than what we are? Isn’t our refusal \teness of the journal? We tried
we are? What does it mean to say “we refuse to be who we are?” Negs@fal things in the past, but they did
replied that this refusal is a refusal to admit to the ontology of our exister@ehelp much. Recently, however,
the human condition. It is to refuse to admit that we are connected, that@veave taken some steps that we

are free, finite, and relational creatures. believe will solve the problem. We
] have taken over the typesetting of the

WW Corner journal so that we can control the

by Jeff Sanders turn-around time. Further, we have

In the recent past, you have seen a great deal of chamgenber- taken a more active role in “encour-
ship pricesand categories. Several years ago, we sought to meet the rggag” the printer to be diligent in
of our members through introducing a pricing structure that was more getting our publication printed and
sitive to the needs of those who could not afford our base $50-a-year rghipped to us in a timely manner.
bership. This reduced our income considerably, which has placed an enoPiease understand that when you
mous financial strain on ti@enter. In order to alleviate the strain, it is noweceive aenewal noticeyou should
necessary to increase our membership rates. Our participating membéeratdpreceived all issues of the jour-
rates will begin at $35 a year for incomes of $0-$19,000 and go up fr@nup to and including the expira-
there. This increase has been long in coming, and we hope that we witlavoprinted on your renewal form.
need to increase our rates again in the near future. However, it may be well behind the

A second change is also in progress. As of April 1995Ctheer calendar date. For example, the last
for Process Studiesnd the Processd Faithprogram willno longer offer  journal to be mailed was volume 22
joint memberships. The logistics of maintaining a joint membership praumber 4, which is dated Winter
gram with two separate staffs is too costly and offers little to our membe®93. This issue was mailed in June
Because member renewal schedules are radically different for each progfap®95. In the unlikely event that
separate enrollments are advisable. there is any discrepancy with your

If you were a joint member, your membership has been changeddmbership, please let us know and
participating membership in each program and you now will be billed sepawill do everything we can to clear
rately for each program. The information that you receive will not charipep immediately--including sending

We have received many questions concerning membership bengfiisany issues that you may have
and renewals, so we would like to explain our renewal process in datddsed.

Your membership in the Centerentitles you to 4 issues of the journal, 3 As we work toward “catching-
issues of the newsletter, 12 free papers (4 advertised in each newsleethe publication of the journal,
bibliographic services, help in research, the latest information on procgss-will begin to receivenore than
related scholarship, access to our library, and participation in our visidirigsues of the journal in a calendar
scholar programNevertheless, the way we track expirations is through flear. You will then be receivimgore
journal. When a member has received 4 issues of the journal we countliiaat one renewal notice per calen-
person’s membership as having expired. Normally (in an ideal world) glat year Please be sure to check
would receive 4 issues of the journal eaalendaryear. your expiration against the lastissue

The journal, Process Studiehas been plaguedby chronic late- of the journal that you received and
ness. What does this mean? First, it means that you have not been recedtifigus if there is a problem. We
all of your journals in a singlealendaryear. Will you receive those jour-hope that all who are members in the
nals? Yes, no matter how long it takes to get a volume of the journal ©ghterthink of their investment in
This also means that you are entitled to all of your other rights and privilegembership as much more than an
as a member until you receive your fourth issue! You receive extra newigleéstment in their‘member benefits.”
ters, you are entitled to extra papers, longer access to the library, and contin- continued on page 14
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W' tina Schol. p ..% Sewi
by Olav Bryant Smith (continued from page 5)

This past semester has been a very busy time at the Center for Procesé%rtlhhto function as .the natural source
ies, especially in terms of our visiting scholars, who continue to keep the Center@@difegulator of spirit. A second step
with new perspectives. We have had five visitors from Europe, which reflects a gitoward spiritual health involves an-
ing interest in process studies there, and two from old friends in the United Stategering two complex problems: know-

John Hammond, Professor Emeritus at Portland State University, visitefhigfwhat is true and knowing the mys-
five days in April, researching “ways of conceiving persons in process thought.tdfe. The cultural milieu is our source
gave a talk on “Whitehead’s Aestheticism,” but unfortunately our report on his information. We must learn to
seminar is delayed until the next issue of this newsletter. . . )

Niels Viggo Hansen, a Danish philosophy Ph.D. student with a backgrolﬂma ou_rselves with human Communl-
in physics, is working on a project entitled “Concepts of time, change and dev&l§g: With our true selves and with Na-
ment in recent philosophy and natural science.” He was able to meet with John tii§band the Divine.

Rob Valenza, and Granville Henry here in Claremont, and with David Griffin in En- Only religion’s mutation to another
gland en route back to Denmark. Hansen reflected on the growing interest in Elggpécan overcome the failure of reli-
in process studies that is especially coming by way of French thinkers such as Isg§lg. This mutation must occur in all
Stengers, Michel Serres, ar_md Bruno Latour. _ three aspects of religion: religiousness,
_ Roland _Faber, ASS|sta_nt Pr_ofessorof Th(_aology at the Institute for Doqnﬁg_inherent dimension of the human
ics and Dogmatics History/University of Vienna in Austria, and a member of thé .

Austrian Society for Philosophy of Religion, arrived in May for a one year stay. H%qgson where Qne recognizes he or she
working on a project called “God, Creativity and ‘The Ultimate’.” His work is abdgtnot self sufficient but needs some-
the “notion of God” in Whitehead and he is interested in producing articles on WHi#g; religiosity, the sense of commu-
head and Aquinas based on his research. nity or belonging that one feels as a

George Michalik, whose degree was in Psychology from the University@émber of a particular group; and
_l\/lann_heim in Germa_ny, and v_vho works for t_he Swiss Federal Institu.te of T_eChan@W;ionism, a belief system, such as
in Zurich as the Chayr of Envwonm_entaLSmen_ces/NaturaI and Soc,!al Science Lﬂﬂ?&dhism or Christianism. Mutation
face. He was working on the topic of “sustainable development,” and offered_his “ .
expertise to us both on ecology and the economy, and on banking/loan managgmgﬁtta_ke the form Qf metanoia. )
and sustainability. His visit happily coincided with our Business Conference, whichvarious translations of metanoia
he attended, and George gave a presentation of his own that is covered in this i¥ige @Mployed: penance, repentance,
the newsletter. change of mentality, transcendence

Beate Weinz, a student of Theology, could only take a short look atbbgond the mental/rational. Each trans-
Center and Claremont in June. She is currently pursuing a Master’s degree ingg@jn gives a shade of meaning of the
many, but is looking into the possibility of returning to Claremont sometime after W@Eessary treatment. Religions need

Susan Nelson, Assistant Professor of Theology at the Pittsburgh Theologi- . )
cal Seminary, whose presentation here entitled “For Sgh);me, For Shamge, The %E%r%@tance for their abuses: - slavery,
of it All: Postures of Refusal And The Broken Heart” is covered in this newsle _F,ture, etc. Thus, they must ask for-
visited for two weeks in June. giveness. They also need repentance/

Ferrie R. Veen, a Lecturer on organizational theory and management dofigiveness for their uses: the reduc-
Business School Hoge School West-Brabant at Breda, in the Netherlands, vigitedf religion to morality, the super-
from mid-July to early August. He requested and received a series of condgpsghity of religious books and sermons,
tutorials on process thought, and his visit culminated with his writing a draft-papeggign Religions have succumbed to reli-
an application of process thought to organizational theory. He learned of Whitegﬁﬁ]&is :
through the work of Van der Veken in Belgium, and is quite interested in the poteptlaal consumerism and have become
impact of a non-deterministic, non-mechanical, interrelational paradigm on organiza-_ ) L
tional theory. Change of mind/mentality is also a

We are saddened by a report that Michel Weber, who spent the lasP@¥ of metanoia. This change must
years with us as a visiting scholar at the Center, was seriously injured in an auit@iode:
bile accident during a trip across the United States. Michel was heading to the eateDispelling our misunderstandings
partofthe U.S., visiting a number of people on the way before his scheduled retgi§é@it, our caricatures of, other reli-
Belgium. We understand that Michel isrecovering in Belgium at this time. Befor@lmﬁ]s_ Religion is polysemic. It does
return home, Michel was hospitalized with a back injury from the accitlent. .

continued on page 13
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not translate from culture to culturefor peace. proposes certain forms of action,
Therefore, this step requires human Progussie which then may be able to lead to a
sympathy, intellectual curiosity and  \when religion finds its propertest.” Speculative philosophy is al-
effort. place, it can function as an instrumenf¥@ys in a process of refining its hy-
B. Understanding the Other. Tqor peace and mend our spiritual dg?othesis to be more adequate to the
achieve this, we must ask others fogay,  UNESCO's renewed interest iflata of experience. Itis true, he said,
their self-understanding. This re4ts project “Declaration on the Rolghat the theory offers a kind of lens
quires dialogue. of Religion in the Promotion of a Cul-through which the world is evaluated,
C. Changing the very idea of “reli-yyre of Peace” is a promising devel@nd in fact, this is a major task of the
gion” so as not to overemphasizeypment. This 23-point declaration i§-€nter for Process Studies, but this
doctrine and the supernatural. Restj|l in need of amendment. The CullS nNot exhaustive of the role of
ligions have neglected the seculatyre of Peace implies: a new theologyVhitehead's speculative philosophy.
but the secular does not oppose the new anthropology, and a new epis- 1his discussion was very well re-
sacred; the profane opposes the sgsmology. The Culture of Peacéeived by a large and appreciative

cred. The secular is the vital spanmeans the cultivation of peace so thatdiences
it is the vital source of religious peace flourishes and blooms. Little

spirit. Justice, hunger, peace - thesge|p/hope exists for the world if we7e Pazeatial Vesitors
are religious problems, as well as lego not give religion its rightful place.(continued from page 4)

gal, and economic. For more information regarding@re€ some ways you can help us suc-
D. Transcending the mental. HUyNESCO's “Declaration on the Rolece€ed. Much of our housing is with
man nature implies a political aspecf Religion in the Promotion of a Cul-local residents, and we need at least

and must lead to action. This reyre of Peace” please write to: two months advance notice of your
quires “relativization of the means  Centre UNESCO de Catalunya Nneeds in order to be able to locate
and deabsolutization of the ends.” Mallorca, 285 housing.

Panikkar employs a twelfth century  Barcelona 08037 When you know that you are
concept of three eyes: the senses, the gpa|N - coming to CPS, and that you would
intellect, and faith. Faith, the third like our help in finding housing,
eye, sees the third dimension of re- please write or call me at CPS. Some
ality — the depth of the world. Thelm@ Seminar of the information | need is: dates of
three eyes are dependent and intefeontinued from page 7) stay; number of persons/number of

connected aspects of human natureierehypotheseandtheories.Every beds you will need; your housing bud-
Pure thinking leads to ideas whileproposition is a theory, and the bodget; willingness to share a bath,
contemplation leads to action. Inof propositions that go to make ugkitchen, entrance; distance you will
this way, religion can become a wayWhitehead’s philosophy of organisnwalk to get to CPS or if you will have
to peace. Peace means participis a system of propositions, or a theory car; do you smoke?; are pets okay?;
tion in the harmony of the rhythmof theories. Cobb said thavfodels and any other special needs. | will
of the Universe. are almost inevitably, in Whiteheadask you these questions personally,
We must understand the “otherian terms, inpresentational imme- but this list may help you begin to plan
not as a competitor. To eliminatediacy” your trip.
the enemy is to wound the victor. Cobb agreed that there is a cer- | will answer any questions you
Violence is a violation of the dig- tain aspect of Whitehead’s work thalhave about the area, as well as | can.
nity of a being. Each of us is a midsheuristic,but argued that this is notwe look forward to having many of
crocosm of the entire reality. Talk-an “exhaustive” description of hisyou come and visit us in the futume.
ing about human rights in the abspeculative philosophy. Speculativ
stract is very easy, but to act tghilosophy is both a theory and somg
thwart injustice is a great challengething more, Cobb said. “A theory ig
The place of religion is unavoidablepartly heuristic,” he said, “but alsg

Center for Process Studies
1%2% North College Ave.
Claremont, CA 91711




Page 14 Process Perspectives Summer 1995

Membershits Corner

(continued from page 11)

Letters to the Editor

Our newLetters to the Editosection was very well
Itis an investment in the future of t@enter for Process received by the membership. As stated in the previous issue,
Studiesand, we hope, an investment in the future of pribis very important to us that you, as Center members, feel a
cess thought. part of the Center and its development. This forum provides
Finally, please help us to maintain accurate an important means for you to voice your opinions. As
records. It is very difficult for us to find you following a Dr. John Quiring suggests in his Ieaq e_ditorial of this issue, we
move if you do not give us a forwarding addrédisase do not want the Center to be an entity isolated from your con-

; ; cerns, but consider it our role to help facilitate dialogue.
notify us of your new address if you move® _Olav Bryant Smith, Editor

Jeff Sanders To the Editor:

Membership Manager There was a strong undertone of pessimism and frus-
tration running through “The Future of Process Thought”
[Newsletter of the Center For Process Studies,2 (Fall
1994)] that struck me as being warranted in only a small part.
5,@742:7 ?aaéa’gm‘«y Euvent John Cobb speaks of Whiteheadians as being “marginalized in
all the academic disciplines in which they work,” questions
whether “we have had our chance and failed,” and calls it “very
likely” that “reforming the dominant life of the Western mind
(is) a grandiose pipedream.” | appreciate the depth of feeling
behind this line of self-interrogation, but also believe that gain-
ing acceptance from what John Cobb calls the “university cul-
ture” in the current “intellectual climate” is (or should be) a
non-goal, since this culture has become too prone to following
intellectual fashions rather than encouraging independent and
iconoclastic thought. To achieve a lasting influence, one must
attract the giants of intellect, not the midgets. Very often these
are outsiders or iconoclasts.

So a better goal would be to seek out dialogue with
some of the truly original thinkers in the arts (for instance, an
Umberto Eco) and sciences (for instance, an llya Prigogine)
and let the fashion-followers worry about themselves. When
John points out the seeming inability of the deconstructionists
to offer “positive proposals,” he is alluding to their devolution
into trendy verbal cleverness and self-reference when vigorous
intellectual engagement beyond the academic world would have
been more a sign of health and integrity of their ideas. The
critical contribution of communications theory to the develop-
ment of postmodernism is hardly in doubt, but to begin and end
with linguistic and psychological theories, as deconstructionism
has, without taking into account developments in systems think-
ing and information theory, does not bode well for the future
viability of this branch of postmodern thought. Changing the
Western mindset is likely to be a work of many generations,
and building toward this goal requires that we demonstrate the
ability to grow and leave an abiding intellectual legacy rather
than devolve into mere self-satisfied fashion.

The Christian “sectarianism” of many Whiteheadian
investigators also need not be a barrier to the application of
John B. Cobb, Jr. Whitehead's ideas to other forms of religion. Again, it may be

Karen Baker-Fletcher and William Beardslee
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fruitful to look beyond the mainstream (academic and religioya)e, Mentor: p.26).

for participants in a broader dialogue. For example, contempo- Regarding future emphases on Whiteheadian thought
rary pagans have a largely immanence-based spirituality théduld like to see comparatively more emphasis (relative to
meshes well with Whitehead’s conception of deity, and leadiifgology and to the analysis and interpretation of this or that
pagan thinkers such as Starhawk and Margot Adler could épect) on the APPLICATION of Whitehead’s basic ideas to
vide some original insights into ways in which non-Christiafe problems and issues of those Whiteheadian basics in order
religions could apply Whitehead's thought in a formal way. The&make meaningful applications.

example of Jung, whose original development of Please continue your very important work towards
psychomythography as a vital intellectual discipline contributggater visibility and greater influence of process thought and
significantly to contemporary paganism, is one which show¢hiteheadian ideas. Thanks also for your plan for an interna-

encourage Whiteheadian scholars. Jungian thought also haidit@l conference on “The Future of Process Thought” celebrat-
spend its time in the wilderness of academic disfavor, muchr@gthe 25th anniversary of the Center.

one might say Whitehead's thought has, but the perserverance

of able Jungian-oriented scholars such as Eliade and Camphigtierely,

has now made psychomythography a touchstone of compaigrman C. Truxton

tive religious thought in our present cultural environment. Itis

important, as John Cobb points out, to maintain the indepgs-the Editor:

dence of studies in the works of highly original thinkers, such David Griffin’s article, The Future of Process

as Whitehead, such as Jung, such as Kierkegaard, rather th@ight,nspired me to respond. | have been an enthusiast of

diluting them in “diverse contexts,” because the total messaggcess Thought/Theology for over fifteen years now. The

the voice and soul of such thinkers, deserves to be kept alivgyfgtadigm Process Thought/Theology offers lured me into sev-

the future generations that may come to understand it mex&l endeavors. One was originating a UU Process Theology

clearly. Network almost ten years ago and beginning a private practice
So my recommendation is that when the programgppsychotherapy where | continue to be conscious of embody-

original and ambitious (even grandiose!), seek out others vith@ Process Thought/Theology in my work with clients.

also demonstrate originality and ambition to engage in dialogue, The paradigm offered by Process Thought/Theology

perhaps all the more vigorously when such others do not fitiifanclusive, offering a dynamic process behind dualisms. |

the mainstream of popular fashions in academic or cultural thiaree that the vision is a timely one. My perception is that in

ing, when they are outsiders. The community of Whiteheadiga last two years in our western culture, the rate of change has

scholars will make its best contribution by adding a strong ingtcelerated and people are hungry for philosophies that answer

vidual voice to discussions among other challengers of the “eme of the big questions such as issues around diversity.

rect” and “acceptedstatus quan the intellectual and academic David, | appreciate your point about perception. Un-
worlds. derstanding and appreciating diversities in perception is tre-
mendously helpful. | saw a client the other day who has come
Paul Connelly in to see me off and on over the past six years for various wa-
tershed times in her life. She said the most valuable under-
To the Editor, standing she has gained from our work is the understanding

As a Center member and reader of the Newslettahat her unique perception is just as important as the percep-
was happy to see the two articles (John B. Cobb Jr., Autufigh her husband holds at any moment in time. Even though
1994 and David Ray Griffin, Spring 1995) regarding “The Fwe had talked about the idea early in our work together, she
ture of Process Thought.” Thank you for sharing. | was ev@tknowledged that now she truly felt the new awareness. How
more pleased to learn that the question whether to pursueniB&erceive a situation is also influenced by the paradigm or
continuation of Whiteheadian thought as a distinct element W&ss through which we view the world. The notions are funda-
being answered in the affirmative. mental and timely.

Thanks also for printing full three Letters to the Edi- Let me know about what your plans are for a confer-
tor (Newsletter, Spring 1995) which provided additional vievesice that bridges the sacred and the secular- another move-
on that same question. ment beyond dualisms-yeah!! Moving beyond “misplaced con-

My own opinion, as a non-scholar very much integreteness” and into possibilities for open dialogue are exciting
ested in process thought in general and A.N. Whitehead in pgyd aiming for 1997-98 sounds appropriate.
ticular, is that we today need Whitehead more than ever. A
holistic/relational worldview is crucial in this time of increasm dialogue and always in process,
ing disorder and fragmentation. “Where attainable knowlegarbara Keiller, M.S.,MFCC
could have changed the issue, ignorance has the guilt of visgn Diego, California
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Center for Process Studies Calendar

Process Perspectives

Most events sponsored by the Center for Process Stud
ies are held at the Davis Community Center in the But-
ler Building, on The School of Theology at Claremont's
campus. If you plan to attend, we encourage you to call
for more information at (909) 621-5330.

November 9, 1995
4-6pm
Gila Hirsch Art Exhibit and Talk

*kkkk

November 19, 1995
9-11pm
Center for Process Studies
Reception
at the American Academy of Religion and
Society of Bible Literature's
1995 Annual Meeting
at the Philadelphia Marriot (Rms. 302 and 303)

The School of Theology ar Claremont

Center for Process Studies

1325 North College Avenue
Claremont, CA 91711

Forward And Address Correction

Summer 1995

CPS MEMBER PAPERS

Upon request, the following papers are available free of

charge to center members ($3 each for non-members). We werg
unable to email papers after the last issue due to technica
problems, but believe those problems now to be resolved
Therefore,if you have email, and would like to receive membe
papers via email, please send requests to: <process@cgs.edd>.

~ Raimundo Panikkar
Religions and the Culture of Peace

~George R. Lucas, Jr
Wittgenstein and Whitehead

Susan L. Nelson
Soul-Loss and Sin:
A Dance of Alienation

Leslie A. Muray
Transformative Model of Pluralism

Credits: Thanks go to John Quiring, who again took all of
the photographs for this issue. Also, special thanks to Je
Sanders for invaluable technical support. We welcome co

ments and suggestions from members of the Center. -- Eg
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