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Dear Friend:

We wish you and your dear family a healthy, happy, creative, and peaceful New Year 2020. We are writing this letter to you, in order to invite you wholeheartedly to our 44th international course on the Future of Religion: Religious and Secular Identity and Identity Politics  to take place in the Inter-University Center for Post-Graduate Studies (IUC) in Dubrovnik, Republic of Croatia, from May 11 - May 16, 2020. We invite you to our discourse, understood as future - oriented remembrance of human suffering, with the practical intent to diminish it, because we are convinced, that you as a scholar are most competent to contribute to the clarification, understanding, explanation, and comprehension, and praxis of our rather difficult new topic: identity versus identity politics. It is of highest actuality in the present context of religious and secular tensions, contradictions and antagonisms in the public sphere of the European, American and Slavic World: between Right and Left, between communitarians and cosmopoliteans. We intend to make a contribution, small as it may be,  to the resolution of the present problem of the, by the Rightwing identitary movement fought for project of the radical separation of ethnic collectives, i.e. an open more or less religious, folkish politics, only 70 years after the first wave of European, and even global fascism. Please, see our Road Map A.B.C.D on the Siebert website http://www.rudolfjsiebert.org/
Pearl of Culture

We hope very much, that you can follow our invitation, and that you can come to the IUC in beautiful Dubrovnik, a pearl of  culture and civilization, which for centuries was able to keep all barbarism outside of its walls, in early May   2020, and that you can join us in our 44th international course on the Future of Religion: Religious and Secular Identity and Identity Politics and Religion, and  you can present a paper to us out of the center of your own presently on-going research-activities, interests, competence, and teaching, concerning the present cultural situation. To be sure, while we may have a research preference for the three Abrahamic Religions, - Judaism, the Religion of Sublimity, trinitarian Christianity, the Religion of Becoming and Freedom, and Islam, the Religion of Law, we are, nevertheless, also open for a plurality of world religions, alive or dead, in Africa, Asia, Near East, the European, Slavic and American Worlds: e,g,. the trinitarian Chinese Religion of Measure, or Buddhism, the Religion of Inwardness:  all still living world religions are engaged in the present cultural struggle of the different ethnic collectives on all continents. Likewise, while we may have a research preference for the critical theory of religion and society (CTRS), or dialectical religiology (DR), we are, nevertheless, also open for a plurality of theories of religion, and methodologies: phenomenology, structural functionalism, cognitivism, etc. You are also very welcome, if you do not want to be a resource person and to read a paper, but rather prefer to appear as a participant, and thus contribute as such to our, to be sure, very lively discourse. Our course will be part of a very rich IUC Program of courses and conferences in the Academic Year of 2019/2020, with some of which we may inter-act. Dubrovnik and the IUC are, indeed, alive and well, and have been rising again like the mythical Phoenix Bird out of the ashes, and have been growing again, in spite of all the tragic events of the past decades, and have been able heroically to resist and to survive a terrible wave of barbarism, carried out by ethnic collectives, which cost the lives of ten thousands of victims. We shall read our papers and discuss in the hope, that in all parts of the world the Jus or Lex Talionis will be replaced by the religious Golden Rule, superseding the barbarous motive of retaliation and revenge - eye for eye, tooth for tooth, foot for foot, leg for leg, hand for hand, etc., which makes the whole world lame and blind, and by the secular categorical imperative, and by the likewise secular principle of the apriori of the universal communication community of the discourse ethics, and by a global ethos, built on these religious and secular principles, and by a secular international law, which is rooted in them and will, therefore, never be without mercy and the power of at-one-ment, and of reconciliation, without which a true culture or civilization cannot exist, and barbarism will prevail. All ethics and legality must,  in order to have real motivating power, ultimately be rooted in the insatiable longing of people for the utterly Other than what is the case in nature and history, for the X-experience, and for the ultimate Reality. With such longing culture and civilization begins, and it ends, and barbarism breaks through and prevails, when such longing disappears. See our Road Map A.B.C.D. on the Siebert website http://www.rudolfjsiebert.org/
Martyrs

In this year's discourse, we shall once more remember the men and women, who in the present conflicts among ethnic collectives in the Near East, and in Africa, and in Europe, and in the American and Slavic World, and elsewhere, stood up and were brave in the many, recent culture wars, and became martyrs of freedom for a more civilized and reconciled world. We think, e.g., of the many refugees from Syria, Yemen, Pakistan, Afghanistan and several African states, streaming into Europe and America.  We remember the young Jordanian pilot, who was shot down by ISIS over Syria during a bombing run, and was then, on January 6, 2015, burned alive in a cage, while bravely standing up and praying, as once Jordano Bruno and Vanini, and many so called witches, and heretics, and atheists had done. We remember the young American woman Kelly Mueller, who had spent her life in caring for the poor, the sick,  the wounded,  and the old people in all parts of the world, and who was then kidnapped by ISIS in Aleppo, and was killed on February 5, 2015, as so called collateral damage, by a Jordanian F 16 bomber, who in retaliation and revenge for the burned Jordanian pilot, bombed Raqqa, the capital of the new Islamic State, heir of the Caliphates of Damascus and Baghdad, where she had been held captive for months. If ISIS wants really to revive the Arabic Empire Paradigm, including the Umaijadic Caliphat of Damaskus from 661 to 750, and the Classical-Islamic World Religion Paradigm, including the Abbasidic Caliphate of Baghdad from 750-1258, they must conquer both: Syria and Iraq, Damaskus and Baghdad. They have been driven out of Mosul, but have moved West into Africa. The barbarous war may, nevertheless, take a long time, depending on the resistance. We also think of the Charlie - journalists, and the Jewish people in the kosher store in Paris, who all were murdered by ISIS soldiers in revenge for Mohammed in January 2015, and then again many others in December 2015: either because they practiced the freedom of speech, or simply because they were modern, secular Europeans, or Jews. The ISIS attacks happened, symbolically enough, in Paris: the city of the great secular bourgeois, and then socialist enlightenment movements and revolutions. We remember the pious Shiite Sheik Nimr al- Nimre, who was brutally executed by the Sunni-lead Saudi - Arabian Government on January 5, 2016 together with over 40 other martyrs, including children, and whose violent death rocked the whole Mideast. We remember the old French priest, who was killed by young Muslim fighters in his home church. All that happens, while in the enlightened secular world of the West sometimes global stock rises dramatically under Trumpism, and then plunges again in the midst of fears of a new financial catastrophe like that in 2008. Democracy changes into oligarchism, or plutocracy more dramatically than ever before. Fascism, or corporatism, including nationalism and racism, rises once more its ugly head in Europe and America. Social advancement slows down. A vicious cycle of wealth and power threatens capitalism. Barbarism threatens the Western civilization. In January 2016, in the nearby Flint, Michigan, the portray of an American city, residents died as a result of an outbreak of Legionnaires disease, linked to the city's lead - contaminated drinking water: in addition to the 9,000 children who have been put at risk for lead poisoning. The city's spiraling public health disaster is the result of its move in April 2014, to draw the drinking water from the polluted Flint River, in order to save money, after the Detroit Water Department demanded higher rates in the aftermath of the Detroit bankruptcy. In America, by-weekly mass shootings make Wallstreet see gold in gun companies, and in gun production, and in massive gun sales. The theodicy, the defense of the highest Wisdom of the Creator against the accusation, which reason makes against it on the basis of the counter-purpose and counter-teleology in his world, this apology of the cause of God, which neither religious people, nor secular enlighteners can perform adequately any longer, at least not theoretically, becomes more and more unbearable in all these events and cases, and in many others. The Trump Administration differentiates between three forms of capitalism: 

1. Ayn Rand's libertarian capitalism - greed and selfishness are good; 

2. State capitalism, which does not allow for personal autonomy; and 

3. Judeo-Christian capitalism, which is supposed to guarantee 

    civilization and protect us against barbarism.


Is such Judeo-Christian capitalism really possible, or is it not rather a contradiction in adjecto? Please, see John 2: 13-25; Rudolf J. Siebert, Moral Polemics and Revolution in Christianity and other World Religions. New Delhi: Sanbun Publishers 2017; Rudolf J. Siebert and Michael Ott. Future of Religion: Creation, Exodus, Son of Man and Kingdom. New Delhi: Sanbun Publishers 2016. Please, see our Road Map A.B.C.D. on the Siebert, website http://www.rudolfjsiebert.org/
Continuity

Please, allow me to make a few  concrete suggestions concerning the form and content of our discourse on the Future of Religion: Religious and Secular Identity and Identity Politics in May 2020. One reason for such suggestions is to constitute further continuity among our discrete, past 43 courses, on one hand, and the coming up 44th discourse this year, on the other. In fulfilling this task of continuity, we are greatly supported by Professor Reimer's book The Influence of the Frankfurt School on Contemporary Theology. Critical Theory and the Future of Religion. Dubrovnik Papers in Honor of Rudolf J. Siebert; and by Professor Ott’s new books The Future of Religion: Toward a Reconciled Society and The Dialectic of the Religious and the Secular; and by Professor Küenzlen's, Die Entzauberung der Welt; and by Professor Siebert’s Manifesto of the Critical Theory of Society and Religion: The Totally Other, Liberation, Happiness, and the Rescue of the Hopeless; The Evolution of the Religious Consciousness toward alternative Futures; The Development of Moral Consciousness toward Global Ethos;   Toward a Radical Interpretation of the Abrahamic Religions: In Search for the Wholly Other;  The Realization of Harmony in Religion, Philosophy and Science;  The World Religions in the Global Public Sphere:Towards Concrete Freedom and Material Democracy;   Early Critical Theory of Religion: The Island of Happiness; a Moral Polemics and Revolution in Christianity and other World Religions;  The World Religions in Idealistic and Materialistic Perspective: The Loss and Recovery of the Idea; and by his most recent The Evolution of the Critical Theory of Religion and Society (1946-2020). (CTRS);  and by the cooperative work of Rudolf J. Siebert/Michael Ott/Dustin J. Byrd. The Critical Theory of Religion: From Having to Being;  and by the book of Rudolf J. Siebert and Michael Ott, The Future of Religion: Creator, Exodus, Son of Man and Kingdom.  Each of these books constitutes a step in the evolution of the Critical Theory of Religion and Society (CTRS), derived from the Critical Theory of Society of the Frankfurt School. The other reason for the following suggestions is to indicate the possible direction, which our new international discourse on the Future of Religion: Religious and Secular Identity and Identity and Identity Politics may, or could, or should take, when we meet in Dubrovnik from May 11 - May 16, 2020. The final reason for the following suggestions is the fact, that the theme of this year deals with new theories, methods, logic and vocabulary, which make an introduction necessary. The few suggestions may indicate the possible, theoretical framework, logic, methodology, level, and goal for the texts, that we shall produce in writing or orally in, about, and for the present, turbulent, more barbarous than civilized world-situation, and toward the goal of further human emancipation, as reconciliation, on the long road of humankind from animality and barbarism to culture and civilization, to Post-Modern, global alternative Future III: the reconciled, free, just, and, therefore, peaceful society, instead of Post-Modern alternative Future I-  the totally administered society, as predicted by Huxley, Orwell, Kafka, Flechtheim, Horkheimer, Adorno, Fromm, Marcuse, etc., or Post-Modern, alternative global Future II - the entirely militarized society continually engaged in conventional wars and civil wars, and in drone strikes, with their terrible, collateral damages, and in the preparation of ABC wars, and their consequent environmental disasters, as predicted by Huntington. The following suggestions are to introduce us into the three sources of the notion of the present identity politics. The following suggestions are, of course, only that, - suggestions, and you may feel entirely free, to follow your own dialectical imagination and creativity, and to move in other directions as well, inside, of course, of the wider framework of the general thematic of 2020. 
Authoritarian Populism 

In the perspective of the Critical Theory of Religion (CTRS), after President Donald Trump's election, BREXIT and the widespread rise of far-Right political parties in Germany, Europe, and elsewhere much pubic discourse has intensely centered  on  authoritarian populism, nationalism, the authoritarian personality, identity, exclusive and inclusive identity politics, identarianism, the future of the West, etc. In the middle of the 20th century, critical theorists of society of the Frankfurt School, like Max Horkheimer, Theodor W. Adorno, Herbert Marcuse and Erich Fromm, Leo Löwenthal and Jürgen Habermas, and their prologic disciples  all studied , and  theorized, and analyzed the dialectic of enlightenment as well as fascism and antisemitism in Germany, Europe and the United States. In 1960, Adorno predicted in a famous article the coming of a new authoritarian populism and of Trumpism. More recently, leading European and American scholars have applied insights from the Frankfurt School to present day authoritarian populism and identity politics, including the still going on Trump phenomenon and related developments across the globe. The major contributions towards a deeper understanding of authoritarian populism's resurgence only 75 years after the catastrophic end of the first wave of European and Asian fascism, - Adolf Hitler thought it would take centuries, - in the age of digital capitalism, understood as the private appropriation of collective surplus labor, explore different aspects of the topic: theories, historical foundations, and manifestations via social media. The contributions examine the vital anthropological, psychological and social - psychological, economic, social, political, historical, philosophical and even religiological and theological theories of the Frankfurt School thinkers, and how their insights should and could be applied now amidst the contradictions, antagonisms, insecurities and confusions of the twenty first century life. 
Return of the Old Gods

In the view of the CTRS, identarians of the New Right  speak not only about nationalism, authoritarian populism and the future of the West, but they also  complain bitterly about the death grip of the anti-imperatives, - anti-fascism, anti-totalitarianism, anti-colonialism, anti-imperialism and anti-racism, which defined the  American era after  World War II, on the West, and  long  for, and ask for, and promote the return of the pre-Abrahamic, strong and powerful, old Gods of the trinitarian Roman Religion of Utility, or of the likewise trinitarian Gothic Religion of Blood and Soil, and sometimes even of the functionalized and ideologized likewise trinitarian, Christian Religion of Becoming, Freedom and Manifestation, Protestant and Catholic fundamentalist groups, to establish law and order again in the culturally chaotic, late Modernity, sometimes with the help of Emil Dürkheim. The  Rightwing identitarians  are upset, that after the election of President Trump, up to the climax of the Senatorial impeachment trial, without witnesses and documents, against him, a number of mainstream journalists collapsed in hysterics. Donald Trump, tougher than teflon, showed resilience. Loved, hated and feared  Trump had proved once again, that he  was the most resilient politician in modern American history. Neither the ridicule of the liberal, and Left, political establishment toward the idea that he could win the Whitehouse, nor the two-year investigation by a special counsel, nor impeachment by the House of Representatives has bowed Trump, or even prompted him to temper the brash, blunderbuss style that has brought him this far. The Senate acquitted the president on Wednesday, February 5, 2020 of two articles of impeachment, that charged him with having abused power by pressuring Kiev, the Ukraine, to investigate a political rival, and then with obstructing Congress in an effort to cover up the abuse. Trump sheered the unsurprising, positive verdict as vindication. Representative Adam Schiff, Democrat from California, the lead House impeachment manager, warned that  now the president may feel more empowered and emboldened as a result, having rebuffed the Constitution's most severe penalty. CTRS may add, that the House Speaker Nancy Pelosi tore to pieces her copy of  President Trump's State of the Union speech before the eyes of the whole Congress. Chief Justice John Roberts, who presided over the impeachment trial did not make use of his constitutional power, and did not demand witnesses and documents, in order to make it a genuine trial, but behaved weakly, like a clerk, simply counting the votes. To the contrary, Senator from Utah, the Mormon Bishop Mitt Romney, was the only Republican, who bravely voted on his conscience for the president's impeachment:   the president's purpose concerning Kiev was personal and political; the president was guilty of an appalling abuse  of the public trust. There was much prayer going on on both sides as if America's state and constitution were not secular, and as if there was no separation between church and state. The Rightwing identitarians  criticized passionately the mass media for calling President Trump an authoritarian personality of some sort or another.  The same went for European populism. Countless journalists and opinion  writers supposedly warned, that a sector was  haunting  Europe, and this time the sector was not communism, aiming at the collective appropriation of collective surplus value, but rather its archenemy, namely fascism. Tract after tract has supposedly likened our times, the 2020's, to Germany in the 1930's. Indeed, for the Rightwing identarians, it was a sign of nuance, when a member of the present chattering class compared President Trump to the Italian fascist Benito Mussolini, who gave fascism its name from the Roman fasces, the bundle of sticks with an ax stuck in the middle, the symbol for Roman justice, which tolerated and even supported slavery, an early form of the private appropriation of collective surplus labor, or to the Spanish fascist  Francisco Franco, or to the Croatian fascist Pavelic, rather than to the most fanatic German fascist Adolf Hitler or Dr. Joseph Göebbels. The identitarians resent and condemn the return of the present day liberal or Left  intelligentsia to the trying decades of the early twentieth century.  It was for the identarians, as if the present intelligentsia desperately wanted to keep the last century alive and going, insisting that the fight against fascism remained our fight. For the identarians, this was absurd. It was not 1939. Our societies were not gathering themselves into masses marching in lock step. Central planners did not clog our economies.  There is no longer an overbearing bourgeois culture bent on exclusion. Bull Connor is no longer commissioner of Public safety in Birmingham.  CTRS may add, that Henry Ford does no longer go to Berlin in order to receive high decorations from Hitler, Father Caughlin, the Catholic priest and  fascist radio preacher from Canada, Kalamazoo, and Detroit, does no longer address millions of followers every Sunday afternoon. Instead, so the identarians argue, our societies are dissolving. Economic globalization shreds the social contract. A uniquely Western, anti-Western, multi culturalism deprives people of their cultural inheritance. Mass migration reshapes the social landscape. Courtship, marriage, and family no longer form peoples' moral imaginations.  Borders are porous, even the one that separates men from women or vice versa. Tens of thousands die of heroin overdoses. Millions are aborted. Many Catholics and Protestants follow Trump, because he is pro - life, in spite of the fact that he is for the death penalty, and for drone strike assassinations, the name drones being taken from the Catholic Mass, with collateral damages, which also contain children and embryos. Most of all,  the identarians are upset, because Left-wing identity politics, the democratic Left, disintegrates  civic bonds in civil society and liberal state. 
Resurrection of the Third Reich

Against the analysis of the identarians, CTRS observes, that at present, in February 2020, Germans are unnerved by a political turmoil, that echoes the Nazi era, 90 years ago. Germans took to the streets this week, when the New Right, the Alternative for Germany, AfD, and Chancellor Merkel's conservatives from the Christian Democratic Union, CDU, voted together in a local power struggle in Thüringia, Germany.  To some people, it was like the Third Reich had been resurrected. When in Thüringia a popular state governor was shunted aside this week, it might have been just another local political wrangle:  but not in Germany, at the current moment, with the New Right resurgent. The maneuvering found Chancellor Merkel's, CDU's  conservatives voting with the rival, Rightwing Alternative for Germany, AfD, raising alarms, that they had violated a taboo among mainstream parties against working with the New Right. The reaction was fast and furious. One headline screamed:  A pact with fascism.  Another gasped about a coup. Protesters gathered spontaneously in major cities across the country, chanting anti-fascist slogans. Even the CDU Chancellor Merkel  weighed in from afar during a visit to South Africa. Merkel said darkly:  It was a bad day for democracy. Three years after the Alternative for Germany, the AfD, became the first New Right party to enter Germany's national Parliament in Berlin since the end of World War II, the events in Thüringia underscored, how the country's beleaguered traditional parties were still struggling to deal with the new disruptive force: the New Right, the AfD. The political drama in Thüringia has already succeeded in setting off a big round of soul searching in Germany, which is still deeply conscious of its Nazi past, and anxious about where the present inroads by the New Right, might end. For many Germans, allowing the New Right, AfD, to be kingmakers, as it happened in Thüringia, conjured up dark memories. It is a red line, that many Germans do not want to see crossed. Jan Techau, Director of the Europe Program at the German Marshall Fund in Berlin said:  Just looking at the reaction you could be forgiven for thinking that the Third Reich has been resurrected. Deep down we Germans don't trust ourselves. That is one legacy of the Hitler era. It did not help, that it had been  precisely Thüringia where, in the dying days of the Weimar Republic  more than 90 years ago, the Nazis first won power locally, before going on to win nationally-with the help of conservative parties, particularly the Catholic Center Party, the predecessor of the CDU.  This history echoed loudly across the country. Gerhart Rudolf Baum, a former Center-Right Interior Minister, told German public radio: A whiff of Weimar, - I say, not exaggerating and having reflected deeply on this -, hangs over the  republic. Bodo Ramelov, the leftist governor who got beaten by the AfD in Thüringia, reacted swiftly by tweeting a quote from Hitler in 1930, the year his Nazi party, NSDAP, gained its first foothold in Thüringia.  At the time Hitler had boasted: We achieved the biggest success in Thüringia.  There we are  today really the decisive party. The parties in Thüringia that have governed so far, are unable to get a majority without our assistance. The events in Thüringia were all the more symbolic and significant, because it is the fief of the AfD's  most notorious New-Right leader, Björn Höcke. A history teacher and  tried New Right ideologue, Mr Höcke used language, that was packed with echoes from the 1930's, and has called the Holocaust Memorial in Berlin a memorial of shame. He also runs a movement inside the AfD known as the Flügel, or the  Wing, which is under observation by the intelligence service on suspicion of extremism. A court last year ruled, that it was in fact legitimate, to call Höcke a fascist.  The photo of Mr. Höcke shaking hands with the victorious center-right candidate, Thomas Kemmerich, prompted particular outrage in Germany. The front page headline of the tabloid Bild  read: Handshake of shame. The new governor gets elected  by neo-Nazi Höcke.  Martin Patzelt, a vocal defender of  CDU Chancellor Merkel's  2015 refugee policy and member of her conservatives, is no friend of the AfD.  But he said  he understands, why isolating the AfD party riles its voters,and some conservative Christian Democrat voters too. Mr. Patzelt said in a recent interview before the events unfolding  in Thüringia: We can't stick our heads in the sand and pretend  they're  not here. The AfD is not going away.We need to learn how to deal with them in  a mature way. The AfD, meanwhile, has enjoyed accusing mainstream parties of distorting democracy by ignoring the will of the voters. For it, the week's events in Thüringia served as a case in point. Alice Weidel, leader of the AfD's parliamentary group, said triumphantly: The AfD can't be bypassed anymore. 
Democratic Left

According to the CTRS, many  Rightwing  identarian interpreters consider  the identity  politics of the democratic Left  to be the main cause of its crisis in Europe and America. They accuse the social democracies to have concentrated themselves too much on the fight for the recognition of the rights of mostly culturally defined identity groups, as e.g. religious, homosexual, lesbian, ethnic and other minorities. Thereby they supposedly neglected  the  economic and social  interests of the working classes, who in earlier times gave them their great election victories: particularly,  the transition from the private appropriation of collective surplus labor to the collective appropriation of collective surplus value, in whatever form. Here the question arrises for the CTRS, if there existed an unsurmountable abyss  between these two goal directions of engagement, between the recognition of minority rights, on one hand,  and the distribution of wealth, on the other,  between communitarians and cosmopoliteans, or if the future did not rather lay in the convincing mediation between  the two  opposite aims.
Identitary Movement

In the view of the CTRS, at the same time, an opposite form of identity politics is keeping captive the public attention in modern civil society and liberal or social state. That means the project of a radical separation of the ethnic collectives, i.e. an openly  folkish, i.e. fascist politics, fought for by decisively Rightwing, identitary movements in all of Europe and America. It is the task of the CTRS, and our task here in our discourse, to analyze the foundations of the two contrary variations of identity politics, and to work out most of all their highly different relationship not only to democracy, and to the fundamental human and civil rights, but also to religion, understood as longing for the totally Other than the horror and terror of nature and history; the longing for perfect justice, and unconditional love; and the longing, that the murderer shall not triumph over the innocent victim. In this process of understanding and analysis both forms of identity politics may prove themselves in their own way as key for the comprehension of the actual political happenings at this time, in 2020, and for the answer to the elementary challenges of the democratic Left as well as of the democracy in general,  as well  as of  genuine religion,  and the still  living particular, positive religions in general.  The clear differentiation of the essential core of the Left and Right identity politics, and the understanding of their  dialectic  is the foundation of the productive public discourse, to which we want to contribute in our meeting. This, of course, is not possible without the dialectical method:  determinate negation.
Cultural Belonging

The development of the notion identity politics happened almost out of nothingness to the peak of the political and religious order of the day. The development was short and steep. It has three sources, which furthermore feed the three main meanings, which the notion of identity politics has today, in 2020.  All three meanings are united by the concept of a politics, which is based on the cultural belonging of an individual subject to special groups, religious or secular, and which represents their interests alone and exclusively. Since the notion of identity politics aims at the politics of cultural, including religious groups, which strive for the predominance or supremacy over other groups, particularly unequivocally in the case of the Rightwing, ethnically based identity politics, as well as also at the striving for the equalization of cultural minorities, e.g. homosexuals, lesbians, native people, etc.  It is connected with a fundamental ambiguity, which resolves itself always in the use context itself.  However, the notion of identity politics gains its extraordinary profile in all connections  through the accentuation on cultural, ethical and religious, instead of economic, social, or political interests. Therefore, identity-political conflicts represent themselves most of all as recognition, and not as distribution fights, in spite of the fact that these three dimensions can in reality melt into each other. It is, of course, also always possible, that identity politics and recognition struggles distract from distribution struggles: the attempts to move from the contradictory, private appropriation of collective surplus labor to the collective appropriation of collective surplus value, in whatever form. Since social identities are not divisible, if also being able to be combined, identity politics is in all its variations inclined toward polarization, and lack of compromises, and fanaticism, the latter understood as absolute concentration of all energies into one exclusive cause. Such inclination is visible in the identity politics of ISIS, as well as of Trumpism, and other authoritarian populist movements.
End of History

According to the CTRS, one of the three sources of the notion of identity politics was the, after the breakdown of the Eastern Marxism and of the Soviet communism in 1989, and after the failure of the Leninist  Gorbachev's Perestroika, suddenly and intensively starting public discourse and debate about the question, what should really take the place of the global philosophies, and then ideologies, of liberalism, Eastern Marxism and fascism, which seemed to have been falsified and even extinguished, as central world historical conflict axis after World War II, which cost the lives of 70 million people. Here we understand ideology as necessary appearance, false consciousness, masking of particular economic interests, shortly, the untruth. It showed itself very soon, through the world-historical process itself, particularly the rise of Islam, the Religion of Law,  that  the famous situation interpretation of the American political scientist, Francis Fukuyama, that the end of history had arrived and been reached, and that the supposedly tamed, liberal capitalism had proved itself as the resolved riddle of history, and that the private appropriation of collective capital, as horded, dead, social  surplus labor, did really work, in spite of two world wars, would not last long and endure. Only too soon, the Rightwing-Hegelian, Fukuyama, himself saw the light.
Clash of Civilizations

Soon after the fall of  Fukuyama and his theory, his colleague, the American philosopher Samuel Huntington, the disciple of the fascist philosopher and theologian Carl Schmitt, and Pentagon advisor during the Vietnam War, developed fast, and soundingly, and totally effectively, the until today, in 2020, by many scholars represented, or at least used theory, that now the age of the identity politics, of the  conflict of the world cultures, of the clash of civilizations, had started. In this new age, the unreconcilable, religiously impregnated identity claims of the world cultures become the central cause of all great political conflicts, primarily and  particularly among countries, which are determined through them, and derived from them among the groups, which belong to them inside of most of the other nations. Here our discourse is particularly concerned with the religiously impregnated identity claims, with the functionalization of the positive religions for the purpose of identity politics, to which some founders of religions have yield only too easily, on the basis of their authoritarian character, with the exception maybe of Jesus of Nazareth and his so called Sermon on the Mount. In our discourse, we are only too aware, that in the religious situation of our time, there can be no peace among the nations without peace among the positive religions; and that there can be no peace among the religions without discourse among the religions; and that there an be no discourse among the religions without fundamental research inside and outside of the religions.  We want to contribute to such research, discourse, and peace among religions and nations.
Religious Fundamentalism 

In the view of the CTRS, according to Huntington's still popular diagnosis and prognosis of the clash of civilizations  of 1996, the 21st century  shall become the arena  of culture wars, up to the in no way improbable, post-modern, alternative Future II - the more and more militarized society, instead of the post-modern, alternative Future I - the totally administered society, or post-modern, alternative Future III - the reconciled society. Alternative Future II could very well reach its culmination point of a third world war, as a decisive battle between cultural power claims, which according to their dogmatic nature would never have a chance of mutual understanding, and  agreement, and conclusion.  The world will become the booty, loot, or prey of a religious fundamentalism, which takes over power and control in all cultures. This religious fundamentalism is the most possible paradigm of the new identity politics. In Huntington's view, the cultures can understand and come to an understanding even the less, the more they recognize each other in their differentiation, distinction and variability, free from all residuals of ideological  make up, and from the protection of geographical distance, e.g., the two oceans, the Atlantic and the Pacific,  for America. Thus, the war of ideologies is followed by the war of religiously impregnated cultures. Also this is a cold war in the beginning, but it could faster turn into a hot war, than the unsuspecting world expects.
Self-fulfilling Prophecy  


In the perspective of the CTRS, Huntington's historical model of a modern world  condemned to continual  lack of peace, the very opposite of  the  greatest  bourgeois enlightener Immanuel Kant's eternal peace, of a new epoch of global identity politics had all  prospects, to shape the political reality, and that also then, when its matter of fact, objective, factual core was empirically untrue. This became obvious once more most recently, on February 5, 2020, through President Trump's State of the Union Speech, which was again a classical example of Rightwing identity politics, directed against socialism, and through the Speaker of the House, Nancy Pelosi's tearing to pieces the manuscript of the impeached President's speech in the face of the whole U.S. Congress, after he had refused to shake her hand  at the beginning of the ceremony. Huntington's model has been taken over fast, und willingly, and gladly by religious, cultural and political identity entrepreneurs for their justification of their praxis. Of course, the religious identity entrepreneurs are most interesting for our discourse, as they can be found, e.g., in innumerable Protestant and Catholic radio - and television stations in America and Europe, and all around the world. Religious as well as other identity entrepreneurs begin to act, as if the Huntington model was empirically true, because everybody believed to be well advised, when he calculated, and estimated, and reckoned, with a corresponding praxis of the others.Therefore, the Huntington model had from the very start the best chances, to become everywhere in the world a self-fulfilling prophecy.  From its very start  in the 1990's, the model had the potential, to cover up, or repress social-economical class conflicts, and other distribution conflicts, through the by it promoted and forced recognition conflicts. Particularly the religious identity entrepreneurs remembered, that Rabbi Jesus of Nazareth  had once  said near his execution, that his followers would always have the poor with them, forgetting completely the eschatological reservation, and thus perverted his word into a piece of  identity ideology:
Six days before the Passover (of the year 30), Jesus went to Bethany, where Lazarus was, whom he had raised from the dead. They gave a dinner for him there; Martha waited on them and Lazarus was among those at table. Mary brought in a pound of very costly ointment, pure nard, and with it anointed the feet of Jesus, wiping  them  with her hair; the house was full of the scent of the ointment. Then Judas  Iscariot - one of his disciples, the man who was to betray him – said, 'Why wasn't  this ointment sold for three hundred denarii, and the money given to the poor?' He said this, not because he cared about the poor, but because he was a thief; he was in charge of the common fund and used to help himself to the contributions, So Jesus said,' Leave her alone; she had  to keep this  scent  for the day of my burial. You have the poor with you always, you will not always have me.'
(John 12:1-8).  Judas, the man from Kariot, a suburb of Jerusalem, was not only a traitor and a thieve, but also the first identity entrepreneur and ideologue, who abused the communism  of the early Jesus movement (John 12:1-8;Acts 2:42-47; 4:32-35). According to the present day religious Right wing identity entrepreneurs and ideologues, if there would always be poor classes, it would make no sense  to try to move from the private appropriation of collective surplus labor, which produces the poverty, to the collective appropriation of collective surplus  labor, which could overcome it once and for all, as well as solve realistically the recognition problem, which is connected with poverty. Likewise, the authoritarian,  religious Right functionalizes, ideologizes, and weaponizes Paul's Letter to the Romans:
Let every person be subject to the governing authorities.For there is no authority except from God, and those that exist have been instituted by God.
(Romans 13. 1). Jesus rejected even public oath in the name of God, as coming from Satan (Matthew 5:  33-36). That did not prevent the Christian West, which continually appealed to Jesus, to do the opposite, and to require oath in civil society, political state, the military, and even in his Church. To be sure, Constantinian Christianity has let every person be subject to the governing authorities for many centuries, and continues to do so today continually forgetting the eschatological reservation. However, Jesus and Paul and innumerable Christians were executed and martyrized by the Roman authorities. Also, as Gibbons has seen clearly, the Roman authority was more effectively undermined and destroyed by the early Church, than by Spartacus, through the non-violent transformation of the internal disposition of slaves as well as of slaveholders. Hitler knew this, when he called the early Christians the Bolsheviks of the Roman empire, who destroyed it through their message of equality. Was Hitler's authority from God, and was it instituted by God, and were people to be subject to his fascist authority? The cover up and repression of  the class struggles can be seen in an exemplary way in the religious-political fundamentalism of all shades. Today, it can best be seen in the Islamic fundamentalism. But it can also bee seen in the Protestant fundamentalism, the Evangelicals, which in the USA has become the strongest political influence group. It is giving President Trump and Trumpism most support. But not only Protestant, but also many Catholic fundamentalists give the Trump Administration their fullest support. There was in the 20th century not only the Vatican's Lateran Treaty with the fascist Benito Mussolini, but also the Reich's Concordat with the fascist Adolf Hitler, which is still valid today in the German Federal Republic. Most recently, in January 2020, Catholic identity entrepreneurs and ideologues invited President Trump, who had just issued two successful drone strikes against Islamic leaders, to participate and  speak during their Washington D.C. March For Life, which was directed against the high numbers of abortions in America and elsewhere,  but not against death penalties or wars: e.g. heavy rocket attacks in the Near East and in Africa against ISIS and other Islamic fundamentalist groups, with massive collateral damage, which includes also children and even embryos. With all these identity-political movements and groups  on a religious-cultural foundation, what matters is always the  political utilization of a religious tradition for power - political purposes. That means the transformation from a faith praxis into a political ideology.The worldwide comparative religion research has shown, that every known positive religion has been  politically instrumentalized in this way, and that not one of them has been from its origin, or by its nature,necessarily and inescapably fundamentalistic:  not even the trinitarian, Roman Religion of Utility, not to speak of the trinitarian, Christian Religion of Becoming,  Freedom, and Manifestation.
The New Right 
  
According to CTRS, the second persisting, very influential source of the notion of the identity politics is the New Right, nouvelle droite, with its intellectual leader, the French journalist, intellectual and activist Alain de Benoist de Gentissart. As Umberto Eco warned, and as Alan de Benoist shows, fascism can return in the most unexpected disguises. President Trump has brought the  European New Right into the White House, which  he disguises under the name of principled realism . During the recent State of the Union Speech and at the conclusion  of the Senate Impeachment Trial without witnesses and  documents, on February 5, 2020,  not the Judge from the Supreme Court, but the Speaker of the House, Nancy Pelosi, and the Mormon Senator from Utah, Mitt Romney, resisted most bravely this new form of American fascism. Alain de Benoist is the creator of the  notion of this identitarian movement and politics. It is a folkish, or fascist, conception,which pursues the goal of ethnically pure, unmixed, political communities. This ethno-pluralism is a Right-wing populist ideology, which is spread all over  Europe and America, and which lets arise again the commandment of the purity of the races as ethnically determined cultures in a slightly modernized form: Hitler without gas chambers! Other races are not annihilated any longer, but rather sent home, where they came from, and are supposed to stay there. The mixture of  ethnical groups, or nations, was supposed to be the cause of the decline of their cultures and of their  social holding together. The acceptance and inclusion of male or female migrants from other cultures into the countries of Europe and of America violated supposedly not only the latter's natural right to ethnic-cultural self- assertion, but likewise the natural right of the immigrants themselves  to their own  ethnic-cultural identity. 
Race Chauvinism

In the view of the CTRS, thus precisely the equality of the cultures, under the presupposition of their ethnically, naturalistic thingification or reification, is supposed to ground the radical demand, - and that is with the New Right the core of the matter-,  that so called foreign cultures ought not to settle and unfold themselves in the West. Their representatives ought to return to the territories, where they had come from, but now no longer for the sake of the interests of the  Westerners, to keep at a distance the rest, the non-Westerners, but precisely also  in the interest and according to the natural right of their own culture: an apparently consequential, egalitarian grounding for a separation, which, seen by light,  reveals itself fast as the old race chauvinism of the 19th and 20th centuries, which served as ideological justification of European and American colonialism. Today the ethno-pluralism takes the same place in the thinking of the New Right in Europe and America, which the open biologistic racism took in traditional forms of the Rightwing extremism. However, the neo-racistic doctrine of the ethno-pluralism wants to awaken through the demand of a mere separation of the ethno-cultures from each other, instead of domination, exploitation, or annihilation, the impression, to be compatible with democracy and human and civil rights. The fundamental principle of his Right-wing variation of the identity politics is consequentially the Apartheid. The ascension of an ethnic-culturally accentuated identity politics in a series of Eastern European countries, particularly in Poland and Hungary, after the fall of  Eastern Marxism, or Soviet communism,  follows in  slightly toned down form precisely this Apartheid pattern.
Inclusion 

In the view of the CTRS, the third source of the concept of the identity politics bubbles,  in contrast to the two other sources, most strongly in the Left-wing regions of the political landscape: in the beginning most  productively in the USA, in the meantime almost globally. The CTRS stresses this third source.  With this third source, what is at stake is not exclusion, but rather inclusion. The African-American equalization movement has been the beacon of this identity political variation since  Martin Luther King Jr. and Malcolm X in the 1960th, inso far as what was at stake was the integration of this discriminated against large ethnic group into the mainstream of the American civil society, and liberal state, and history. The identity politics of the self-consciousness and the equal  recognition of a growing number of excluded, cultural minorities, into the social and political mainstream in all parts of the world, owes to the  American philosopher  Judith Butler essential impulses and great attention through a very effective international engagement. Like Martin Luther King, so has also Judith Butler, an American social and political philosopher, and co director of the International Consortium for Critical Theory Programs in her ethics of interdependence, strongly been influenced by Georg W. F. Hegel's Philosophy of Right and Philosophy of History: world history, understood as realization of the freedom of the One, the Freedom of the Few, and the Freedom of All. CTRS, likewise influenced by Hegel,  as well as by his great student Karl Marx, emphasizes in its identity politics besides equal recognition also just distribution: the transformation of the private appropriation  of surplus labor into the collective appropriation of collective surplus value, without which also the struggle for recognition can not realistically be won: the Freedom of All.
Cultural Minorities 

According to the CTRS, the cultural minorities, for the recognition and rights of which  the  Left identity movement  works hard  respectively, and which it supports, are about very varying and differing, but always primarily culturally and socially, and not economically and politically defined groups. To these minority groups belong presently, depending on the level of development and on the special situation in the respective countries among others: ethnic minorities like the Jews, the American Indians, the Afro-Americans and the Hispanics in the USA, women, homosexuals and lesbians, trans – and - inter-sexuals, the old, the homeless, the ex-psychiatry patients, and the handicapped. A particular characteristic of this Left identity politics, the main direction of which aims knowably at the equalization and emancipation of  disadvantaged and victimized groups, is their principle inconclusiveness. Is is so, because every successful equalization and emancipation progress reveals unavoidably always still a rest of unovercome, unfinished, unmanaged and uncoped with recognition claims. After the seemingly successful domestication of the capitalism. as private appropriation of collective surplus labor, in the Western world in the course of the first post-war decades, appeared in the USA, and then also in some European countries, the themes and the  moving and motivating energies  of the  Left  identity politics, as struggle for recognition, seemed  to  drain away, to wear down or  out, the rank  of the classical Left socio-economic distribution conflicts. The gay marriage, and soon afterwards the right of homosexuals to adopt children, seemed not only for religious, but also for secular  people more important and significant in the public discourse and sphere than the increasing, social inequality and the control of the economic power. According to the CTRS, the supposed domestication of monopoly and oligopoly capitalism was a tragic illusion, or delusion as the financial catastrophe of 2008,  and its state-supported, fast recovery showed only too clearly: the old God Pluto was as strong as ever in modernity. The exaggerated  fixation of the Left on always new themes of  inclusive identity politics became the cause for its own weakening,  and at the same time for the strengthening of the authoritarian-populist Right. This direction has to be considered in the liberal  and Left milieu, be it secular or religious, and  it has also  to be taken into consideration  in our discourse in the IUC in 2020: no solution of the recognition problems under the condition of the more and more privatized, and deregulated appropriation of collective surplus labor, without the solution of the distribution problems, ultimately under the new condition of the collective appropriation of collective surplus labor, in whatever form, religious or secular.
General Orientation

We hope very much, that those few concretizing suggestions about the dialectic of the religious and the secular, reason and religion, recognition and distribution, and of inclusive and exclusive identity politics, and of communitarianism and cosmopoliteanism, may give us some general orientation for our own preparatory work for our new international course. You can make your own comments and objections to those suggestions, and to this general orientation, when we come together in Dubrovnik in May 2020. We hope very much, that you shall be able and willing to come to our discourse, and that you shall, if possible, present a paper, concerning aspects of our general theme, shortly unfolded in the above suggestions and orientation, or not. The general theme is broad and gives you much freedom to adjust your paper to it. If you have a hard time to connect your paper to our general theme this year, we shall do that for and with you in our argumentative discourse. Please, let me, or the IUC, know as soon as possible, if you shall join us in Dubrovnik, and if you like to give a paper during early May, available to us in the IUC building. Please, tell us also, if you desire to give your paper at a specific day and hour, and how much time you would like to have. I shall do what I can, to give you as much time as possible. We shall meet in the IUC Building on Monday , May 11, 2020, at 10.00 a.m. See you then!
Present Research

Please, prepare your paper out of the material of your  own present research, in the horizon of our specific theme of this year, and in the context of the present economic, political, historical, and religious situation, and in direction of our common goal - alternative Future III: Shalom, Salam, Peace, Friede between the Abrahamic and all other living world-religions, on one hand, and the modern secular enlightenment movements, on the other, as well as among the nations, in which they are situated. Our texts must not be perfect. Nobody is perfect! You can still complete your paper to the level of publication-maturation after you have presented it, and after we have discussed it together. Our new discourse may help you, to complete your paper, and to make it ready for publication after you return home. It may then be included into our new Dubrovnik Book, which shall be edited by our colleague, Professor Dr. Dustin Byrd. Please, see our Road Map A.B.C.D. on the Siebert website http://www.rudolfjsiebert.org/
Collection of Paper

Professor Emeritus, Dr. Michael Ott, has completed the collection of our research papers once more for a third volume, following the late Professor Reimer’s excellent first volume - The Influence of the Frankfurt School on Contemporary Theology. Critical Theory and the Future of Religion. Dubrovnik Papers in Honor of Rudolf J. Siebert. Lewiston, New York, Queenston, Ontario, Canada, Lampeter, Dyfed, Wales, United Kingdom, and his own most outstanding second volume The Future of Religion: Toward a Reconciled Society, which has appeared with the publisher Brill in Holland, and with the publisher Haymarket in 2007/2009, in England. Michael has worked once more very hard for the new third volume, entitled The Dialectic of the Religious and the Secular. We are most grateful to him, and all contributors. We thank Professor Dr. Dustin Byrd for having volunteered with his great publishing talent and experience, to bring out our third volume. In the future my own three volume Manifesto of the Critical Theory of Society and Religion: The Wholly Other, Liberation, Happiness and the Rescue of the Hopeless, which is very much based in our discourses and experiences in Dubrovnik through the past 44 years, and reflects very much our common interests and efforts, and has come out with the publisher Brill in Leiden, Holland, in 2010, can also be of help to us in our present and future discourses. We celebrated the arrival of the Manifesto during our discourse in April 2012 with an excellent presentation by Professor Dennis Janz, in the framework of our work done in the past 4 decades, which it reflects. Our gratitude goes to Professor Janz for his excellent review of the Manifesto in Mike's third volume. Also Professor Reimon Bachika from the University of Kyoto, Japan, has produced an excellent review of the Manifesto. Professor Michael Ott and I have authored a 40th  Anniversary book, entitled The Future of Religion: Creator, Exodus, Son of Man and Kingdom. It sums up the history of our course, and all the work we have done in the past 40 years. The book has been published by Sanbun Publishers in New Delhi, India. It is available: see E-mail: sanbunpublishers@hotmail.com. Copies were available and distributed in Dubrovnik, at the occasion of our anniversary celebration in April 2016. My new book Moral Polemics and Revolution in Christianity and other World Religions, which deals with the enlightenment religion and Christology from Kant to Hegel, has been published by Sanbun Publishers in New Delhi, India, in 2017. We hope very much, that we can also publish the papers of our 39th, 40th, 41st, 42nd, 43rd, and 44th discourses in a later publication. Professor Dustin Byrd, Olivet College, Michigan, has generously volunteered to produce a fifth volume of our more recent papers, maybe in his own, newly formed publishing house. You may send your paper to him after you have presented it to us in Dubrovnik. We always wanted to share our findings about the possible futures of religion, and the religion of the future, not only with each other, but also with a broader, even global audience of interested scholars. Only recently Professor Michael Ott has completed the editing of my newest, 32nd book The World Religions in Idealistic and Materialistic Perspective: The Loss and the Recovery of the Idea, in which our previous 42 discourses are concretely superseded. The book will be  available in our 44thdiscourse. Please, see our Road Map A.B.C.D. on the Siebert website http://www.rudolfjsiebert.org/ In March 2020, Sunban Publishing House in  New Delhi will bring out  into the market my most recent book The Evolution of the Critical Theory of Religion and Society:Union, Disunion and Reunion of the Sacred and the Profane (1946-2020), which sums up the whole development of our CTRS in the past halve century,which gave direction to all our discourses on The Future of Religion  in Dubrovnik, since 1977. 
Invitation

Thus, we - the Directors Professor Emeritus Rudolf J. Siebert, Western Michigan University, Professor Mislav Kukoc, University of Zagreb, Professor Emeritus Gottfried Künzelen,  from the University of the Federal German Army, Munich, Professor Emeritus Denis Janz, Loyola University, New Orleans, Professor Emeritus Michael Ott,  from Grand Valley State University, Allendale, Michigan, Dr. Dinka Marinovic-Jerolimov, Institute for Social Research Zagreb, and the Coordinators Professor Tatiana Senyushkina, Taurida National University, Simferopol, Ukraine, Dr. Goran Goldberger, Institute for Social Research, Zagreb, and Professor Dustin Byrd, Olivet College, Olivet, Michigan 49076,USA, - invite you very personally and wholeheartedly in the name of the IUC, to join us as resource persons, or participants, in our 44th international course on the Future of Religion: Religious and Secular Identity and Identity Politics in  the IUC Building, from May 11 - May 16, 2020. We chose this year's course title once more in a democratic procedure. It grew logically out of the texts, and the contexts, and motivations of our previous discourses on the Future of Religion:Logical continuity! This year’s theme is certainly once more of highest actuality considering the present world situation, in which our culture and civilization is continually threatened by utter barbarism: a situation characterized by the so-called war against terror, which unfortunately has also continued so far under the Trump Administration and its drone strikes in Afghanistan, Pakistan, Palestine, Syria, Iraq, Libya, Yemen, Jordan, Africa, and elsewhere, and by the Ukrainian civil war, and which is continually fought on both sides according to the cruel Jus or Lex Talionis, without any real peace, or liberation, or redemption in sight, as the possible result of the praxis of the Golden Rule, in personal, national, and international affairs: a praxis, driven by the yearning for the totally Other, for perfect justice, for unconditional love, and by the longing, that the murderer shall not triumph over the innocent victim, at least not ultimately,  and by the hope for redemption, liberation and happiness, and the rescue of all the hopeless victims of society and history, who have never had their day in court. The present dissonance and antagonism between the often religiously motivated, ethnic collectives, and the consequent on-going culture wars, threaten once more with barbarism the religious expectation of Exodus and Kingdom, as well as the secular hope for Post-Modern alternative Future III - a more reconciled society, based on a global ethos, and our democratic culture. 
Contacts

In case you have any further questions, please address them to the IUC, to me, or to the other directors at the following addresses and through the following media: Professor Emeritus. R. J. Siebert - RSieb3@aol.com -http://www.rudolfjsiebert.org/, 630 Piccadilly Road, Kalamazoo, Michigan 49006, USA. Tel.: 269-381-0864 / Fax: 269-381-1935. Secretariat of the Inter-University Center, Don Frana Bulica 4, HR 20000 Dubrovnik, Croatia, Tel.+385 20 413626/7 /Fax +385 20 413628. Please, also contact either Hotel Argentina (Tel + 385 20 440 555 / Fax + 385 20 432 524), Hotel Lero (Tel. + 385 20 411 455 / Fax + 385 20 432 501), or any other hotel or private pension of your choice in Dubrovnik for room and board. Hotel Lero is the less expensive one. Hotel Argentina is the most expensive one. Most of us will probably stay at Hotel Lero. You can get a lower hotel price, if you make your reservation through the IUC Secretariat as early as possible. You may also get inexpensive rooms in the IUC.
Financial Foundation

As far as OSI support is concerned, unfortunately, the IUC has not yet managed to replace it with a similar financial  foundation. At the moment, the IUC has only the modest IUC support, with which they can fund one participant per course, according to the criteria that are listed at: http://www.iuc.hr/iuc-support.php. The IUC would be happy to help resource persons and participants in finding more convenient accommodations. Lately, many of the resource persons and participants stay in the nearby monastery, which offers the most convenient prices that could be found in Dubrovnik. Since the nuns do not speak English, nor do they have an e-mail address, all the reservations must be done through the IUC. Our friend Georg Sorros has   unfortunately ceased to  support financially our Slavic scholars.He has turned to the Far East, after his hope to establish civil society in the Slavic World had either been fulfilled or disappointed.

I am with all my best New Years wishes for you and for your dear family, and for your good work.

Your

Dr. Rudolf J. Siebert

Professor Emeritus of Comparative Religion 

IUC Course Director and Yalta Course Director, 

Director of the WMU Center for Humanistic Future Studies
