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This paper employs the depolarizing methods of Hartshorne and Whitehead to addresses the problem of a spectrum of conflicting environmental psychologies, philosophies, and scenarios. As process thought creatively transforms polarized orthodoxies in religion, philosophy, and science, so it might seek ways to address the polarization of environmental psychologies (pessimism/optimism), paradigms (ecologism/economism-technism), and scenarios (collapse/sustainability). Hartshorne’s “position matrices” and Whitehead’s harmonizing of opposites might facilitate critical integration of selected aspects of competing environmental philosophies. A path from polarization, through eco-pluralism, to polarity is charted.　
The introduction indicates that future-scenarios evoke the need of consequentialist ethics to assess their conflicting projections. The book Future Ethics explores a dialectic of polarized meanings of climate change: political inertia (the inaction of denial in the modern paradigm of progress) vs. apocalyptic fatalism; mediated by a paradigm shift to radical resistance to anthropogenic causes of climate change.

Section 1 discusses the spectrum of environmental philosophies, or ideologies, that differently-prioritize scenario variables—from left to right: anarcho-primitivism, deep ecology, ecofeminism, people-of-color ecojustice, eco-Marxism, social ecology, eco-humanism, liberal environmentalism, conservationism, traditional green conservatism, ecorealism, neoliberal green, free market environmentalism, green conservatism, and wise use.

Section 2 discusses a spectrum of environmental scenarios—from civilizational collapse through varieties of sustainability:

2A discusses comparative scenarios (Global Megacrisis Survey; Tellus Institute; Global Scenario Group); population scenarios (Millennium Ecosystem Assessment); energy scenarios (Four Energy Futures); oil scenarios (Robert Hirsch; Shell Global Strategies; oil depletion timelines; peak oil); global water scenarios; climate change scenarios (IPCC), and “Climate-Change-Denial Debate issues.”  

2B discusses scenarios proposed by those who focus on population, resources, and pollution.  Arranged from bad to worst, they include forecasts by Worldwatch Institute, Lester Brown, Panarchy, Resiliance Thinking, Graeme Tayler, Robert Nadeau, Thomas Homer-Dixon, Joseph Tainter, New Scientist, Petra Kelly, William Rees, Jon Foley, “The 11th Hour,” David Orr, Robert Costanza, Jorgen Randers, “Collapse” (National Geographic), James Gustave Speth, Sing C. Chew, P. H. Liotta and Allan Shearer, John Cobb, Bill McKibben, James Lovelock, and Frank Fenner. 

2C discusses scenarios proposed by those who focus on economics, business, and technology.  Arranged from bad to seemingly-utopian, these include forecasts by Yvon Chouinard, Ray Anderson, Hazel Henderson, Natural Step, World Business Council for Sustainable Development, Jeffrey Sachs, Republicans for Environmental Protection (McCain, Gingrich), Joel Garreau, Stewart Brand, Indur Goklany, Matt Ridley, Ronald Bailey, Julian Simon, Bjorn Lomborg, Kevin Kelly, Andy Clark, Ray Kurzweil, Singularity Institute, and Singularity University.

Section 3 discusses possibilities of mediating the polarized philosophies and scenarios. Environmental methods paralleling the method of Hartshorne (polarity, inclusive contrast, creative synthesis, interweaving both sides) might be considered in aspects of the thought of John Dryzek, Bruce Hull, Eric Lambin, Eric Neumayer, Vaclav Smil, Daniel Farber, Eric Katz and Andrew Light. They propose that the plurality of scenarios, philosophies, and psychologies might actually reflect competing paradigms. The middle ground that is typically offered is sustainability (strong/weak), relating differently to the opposites: pessimism/optimism, ‘doomsters’/‘deniers’, environment/economy, regulation/market, preservation/development, steady-state/growth, intrinsic value/ instrumental value, scarcity/abundance, Eastern thought/Western thought, and shades of ‘Green’ (deep/ stakeholder/market/compliance).                                                                                                          

