ERCIAN TESTAMENT

The Art of Ethical Communication

6.    THE ART OF ETHICAL COMMUNICATION
Ever since we were born, we have seen the sun come out every day. As far as I know, no humans XE "humans"  have killed each other disputing this fact. It has been and it is common knowledge XE "knowledge" . That is the reason XE "Reason"  there have been no confrontations.

With religion XE "religion"  it is a different matter XE "Matter"  altogether. Unfortunately, many have died and many will continue to die in the name of religion. The obvious cause XE "cause"  of the needless carnage is that religion consists of beliefs XE "beliefs" , not knowledge XE "knowledge" .

If religious XE "religious"  people knew everything one can possibly know about God XE "God"  and the world XE "World" , the fighting would cease. Yet, speaking in the name of proligion XE "proligion" , I do not believe we can ever know the whole truth XE "Truth"  while we are on Earth XE "Earth" . We may have to be satisfied with learning parts of the truth. Nevertheless, seeking knowledge XE "knowledge"  through the free exchange XE "exchange"  of ideas XE "Ideas"  remains a sensible and valuable proligious XE "proligious"  goal XE "Goal" .

The best way to seek knowledge XE "knowledge"  and try to overcome differences in ideology is by cultivating the art of ethical communication, Eth-Com for short. 

If you ask me how we do this or what the rules of Eth-Com should be, I will tell you I do not know for sure. We are starting at ground zero XE "ground zero" . Since I have not done Eth-Com before, I am not an expert on the subject. I am on the same boat as you are. All I can do is give you what I think are common sense guidelines. We all need to scan that Beta Plus area of Mind-Space XE "Space"  with our light XE "Light"  beams.

Have you ever heard the call to “Stand up and fight XE "Fight"  for your beliefs XE "beliefs" ”? I think we should do the opposite: sit down and discuss our beliefs.

The fight XE "Fight"  must take place inside each person’s mind. We must learn to embrace the truth XE "Truth"  whether it is for or against us. Honesty XE "Honesty"  is a virtue without which we cannot become ethical communicators.

We are easily programmable, you know. Once we accept an idea XE "Idea"  as true XE "True"  or good XE "Good" , it tries to run our lives, not by itself but acting in unison with all the other ideas XE "Ideas"  we accepted in the past XE "Past" . We go on automatic, and the only way to resist this second nature XE "Nature" , this robotic XE "Robotic"  thinking and behavior, is to call forth our first nature. By exercising executive control with the conscious XE "conscious"  part of our mind, we have the power to examine those ideas in our heads. Occasionally, we should scan those programs for viruses and eliminate any we find. If any programs are worthless or outdated, we should replace them with better ones.

Humility XE "Humility"  is another virtue indispensable to the practice of Eth-Com. Acting superior to others will not gain us their support. If our neighbor supports mistaken beliefs XE "beliefs"  and we prove them wrong XE "Wrong" , let him or her save face whenever possible.

Always remember that people bleed and feel, while ideas XE "Ideas"  do not. The purpose XE "purpose"  of Eth-Com is to let the ideas do the fighting, so that we can pick the ones that come out victorious. Therefore, do not be arrogant, and do not mock people. I know this is the natural XE "Natural"  tendency of humans XE "humans"  when they think they have the truth XE "Truth"  and the people next to them do not. I am guilty XE "guilty" . I have done it, and I will probably make the same mistake in the future XE "future" . I am sorry. It is wrong XE "Wrong" . What we are morally entitled to do in Eth-Com is to defend the superiority of an idea XE "Idea"  over another, but we have to do it through well-reasoned arguments XE "arguments" .

Now let us consider the concept XE "concept"  of “respect.” People should have the legal right XE "Right"  to their own beliefs XE "beliefs" , but they also have the moral XE "Moral"  duty to seek the truth XE "Truth" . Eth-Com respects the legal right of people to believe what they want free from coercion. Eth-Com also respects the good XE "Good"  intentions of religious XE "religious"  persons and people of good will in general. What Eth-Com cannot afford to do is abandon the pursuit of truth for fear XE "Fear"  of hurting people’s feelings. We cannot respect blind ignorance XE "ignorance" . We cannot respect a lack of effort in learning the rules of logical and rational XE "rational"  thinking.

How could we effectively consider the truth XE "Truth"  or falsity of religious XE "religious"  beliefs XE "beliefs"  if we treated them with the ultimate XE "ultimate"  “do not question” form of respect? In Eth-Com, there are no “holy XE "Holy" ” beliefs, no ideas XE "Ideas"  exempt from examination. Eth-Com assumes all beliefs come from human XE "human"  minds XE "Minds"  capable of error. If anything deserves the highest form of respect is knowledge XE "knowledge"  that we all agree on because we have tested it repeatedly. Even then, we must be careful and put an asterisk next to these items in case nature XE "Nature"  throws us a curve ball and starts giving us different results in the future XE "future" .

The above notwithstanding, my idea XE "Idea"  of Eth-Com does not have to be everyone’s form of Eth-Com. If a proligious XE "proligious"  group XE "group"  congregates for such purpose XE "purpose" , the rules for debate or discussion become the ones agreed upon by all parties, liberal, moderate, or conservative, tailor made for the occasion. 

It would be great if religious XE "religious"  people who decide to participate in Eth-Com have a background in logic XE "Logic" , but that is unlikely for the most part. The only logic lesson I will try to teach you is this: you cannot use your holy XE "Holy"  book XE "Book"  as a source XE "Source"  of unquestionable authority. In other words, if we are questioning the truth XE "Truth"  or falsity of a particular Christian XE "Christian"  belief XE "belief" , for example, you cannot defend it by stating, “This is true XE "True"  because it says so in the New Testament.” You cannot use the Bible XE "Bible" , the Torah XE "Torah" , the Koran XE "Koran" , or any other holy book as your answer to everything. Their authenticity and their claims to have the whole truth or parts of the truth is exactly what we may be considering. Whether one is challenging a belief or defending it, one needs to make the case through argument XE "argument" ation by using logical statements.

In our courts, the prosecution has the burden of proof. It must present material XE "material"  evidence or witness testimony XE "testimony"  to prove a case. Both the prosecution and the defense have the right XE "Right"  to cross-examine witnesses and raise objections to statements that are hearsay. When we question the veracity of statements or stories in holy XE "Holy"  books XE "books" , we encounter XE "encounter"  various problems. We cannot interview the people who made those statements. We cannot cross-examine witnesses. We have no films or videos that could support claims of miracles and other extraordinary events XE "events" . Therefore, there is insufficient evidence to support those claims. The fact that they appear in a holy book XE "Book"  does not prove their authenticity.

During Eth-Com, reason XE "Reason"  makes the appeals, while emotion XE "emotion"  is subdued. Feelings and emotions take the back seat. Shouts and flailing arms carry no proof one is right XE "Right"  about anything. Although we use the heart as a symbol of our feelings, the human XE "human"  heart only pumps blood. The seat of our feelings is in our minds XE "Minds" , not in our heart. If our blood pressure rises when somebody threatens one of our beliefs XE "beliefs" , it is because the body reacts in defense of the programming in our mind. This type of response is instinctive. We view the outsider not as a friend trying to help us but as a hacker trying to implant a virus in our system. What we ought to do is examine the idea XE "Idea"  itself rather than trying to determine the motivation of that person. Bad ideas XE "Ideas"  can come from the mouths of trusted people as well as from the mouths of strangers.

Finally, if you decide to do Eth-Com, learn to say phrases such as “I do not know,” “I believe this but I do not know” “I was wrong XE "Wrong" ,” “You were right XE "Right" ,” “I am sorry if I offended you,” “I apologize XE "apologize" ,” and do not forget “I love XE "Love"  you” if those words are heartfelt. Do not be a phony, and say things you do not feel. Utter words that ring true XE "True" , for example, “I empathize with your problems and I care about you and your family XE "family" .” You should not have to finish that statement with “...because I am a good XE "Good"  human XE "human"  being XE "human being"  like you are.” We should all understand that to be the case.

Let us cultivate the art of ethical communication in the name of God XE "God"  and for the betterment of humankind XE "humankind" . The ecumenical efforts of the past XE "Past"  are laudable, but they remain superficial efforts at achieving togetherness XE "togetherness" . We must discuss matters of substance XE "substance" . We must reach the foundations of our belief XE "belief"  systems. We need to go deep. I believe proligious XE "proligious"  Eth-Com is the way to get there.
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