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The members of the panel view Theology and Philosophy in light 
of the crisis and tension of the modern age. We consider the exchange 
of persons in a period we characterize as a scientific age. A 
scientific age is a neutral age. It gives the clues, the insights, 
but it does not tell you the ultimate values of life. 

In reality we were not concerned with the exchange of persons. 
The concern was with the exchange of ideas. Conversation has been 
the cradle of all great cultures. It is entirely ppssible that 
interna tional exchange students may have had their more significant 
learning experiences through "coffee house " conversation. In our 
own contemporary culture, convers a tion has become a lost art. When 
one talks one does not always look for agreement; one does not look 
for those things that are held in common, but for differences. Ive 
talk to see what we have, and prerequisite to the art of conversa­
tion is the art of listening. 

There does exist an exchange in the fields of philosophy and 
theo]Jogy. \ii i thin the Leaders program of the Department of State 
single individuals a re brought usually in an area not exclusively 
related to religion. In progr amming an opportunity to meet leaders 
in the field of religion, the efforts of the Catholic Church have 
been somewhat sporadic, but there is a planned program now in effect. 
The Protestant Churches have their own programs and the National 
Council of Churches usually brings theologians and religious scholars 
for a. .on~-year period and for graduate w6:rk . 
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\'Jith agreement tha t an increasihg ·'exchange is desirable the 
questi on was raised as to whose task it is to facilitate the 
program. There is a need: .for mor·e _ car~ful 'design , more careful 
planning, more adequate financial support. 

Understanding . can · be furthered · by persons who share a ·common 
religious and philosophical outlook. There is a "blood relationship" 
between differing religions and theologies. Such exchange should 
not omit literature~ Exchange snould 'also be. concerned on" a "two-way 
street" basis. Respect for persons, always the prerequisite for 
understanding, is rooted in our relious tradition. 

There should be concern lest leaders who puTsue their professional 
training outside their ho¢e country find . they have become alien to 
their own culture . It is easy to . gen~ralize op this proplem, but 
it is likely thaf we do not now ha'fre the fe\cts~ 

There was complete ~greement that religious organizations should 
support exchanges ·of lay as well' as clerical p~rsons and this is 
current practice. 

There is merit in international. congresses of philosophers and 
theologians but the exchange of individuals has the greater significance. 
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