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Talking of events that took place in New York and Washington, D.C., last week, obviously it was a great crisis. But the word “crisis” in Greek means “choice” and in Chinese it means “opportunity”. From the Buddhist point of view, anything which happened, however negatively, the Buddhists are asked, are trained to look at things hopefully, positively to be skilful and to be mindful in order to think, to speak and to act non-violently.

What Swami has just said about the methodology of dialogue, which was indeed by the voice of the Holy Spirit, and now you have to listen to  the voice of an unholy spirit, which could also be wonderful, especially in the evening with wine, red and white, particularly from Russia.

As for the methodology of dialogue, again from the Buddhist point of view, first we should have a dialogue within ourselves. We should have time to concentrate and to meditate in order not to take ourselves seriously, to be detached from ourselves, and to learn that in our views, our speech, our actions we are usually controlled by four motives or biases. If we are aware of these four motives, then perhaps we could be ready for a dialogue. 

The first one, we are consciously or subconsciously controlled by fear. We tend to be afraid. Secondly, we are controlled by hatred, by anger and by  violence, of course. Now the mainstream mass media promoting – both violence and fear.

And we are also usually controlled by love. Love could be good, but sometimes love makes us unaware of the negative sides of the one we love, hence love could become biased: they are on my side – they must be right, those are on the other side – they must be wrong.

And lastly, we are usually controlled by delusion or by ignorance. On the whole we think we know, either from scientific knowledge, or technical knowledge. But from a Buddhist point of view, unless we are critically aware of ourselves, we are in fact controlled by delusion. I think that is the first step: when you confront anything, the Buddhists are advised to examine it internally, to have meditation, to breath deeply and to be aware of peaceful motives. When we are ready, that’s when we have seeds of peace within then a dialogue would be  possible especially by listening rather than by talking. Listening is the most important element in Buddhist traditions. 

The Buddha has two great attributes. One is wisdom, one is compassion. The compassion is sometimes personified as Avalokiteshvara Bodhisattva once the idea reached China. He becomes Kuanyin. She is indeed a great  personification of compassion. And the best attribute of Kuanyin is that she listens. Even to the depth of hell she would listen and carefully to the voices of the sufferer. And by listening, I think, that is the first step in dialogue. 

Secondly, once you are critically aware of the four attributes which tend to motivate us: hatred, fear, ignorance and love. When we are aware of that, whatever we try to do – we need to have good friends. And a good friend is the one who really tells you what you do, not want to hear. The good friend will be your other voice of conscience. Good friends or Kalyanamitta is also a synonym of Paratoghosa, the other voice of conscience. Once we have good friends then we can do many things. Sometimes you know particularly when we are organizing things, we are in power and so on, we like those people who do not challenge us nor criticize us. But they are not really good friends. Good friends are those who criticize us, who challenge us, but they really mean well and we should try to work together.

What can we do if we are ready to listen, if we are not taking ourselves too seriously, have good friends, perhaps, we can move to the methodology of dialogue. And I think, there are three aspects, which we can operate. 

On the one hand, we should work with those good friends who are like-minded. And I think what we are doing here is tremendous for three or four years already. But there are other organizations that are doing something similar. We should link with them. For instance, I think some of you know already the World Parliament of Religions, The World Conference of Religion and Peace, United Religions Initiative, I think these you know already. 

But I would add two more, which I am involved with. One is called “Bandung 2”. “Bandung 1” was started in 1955 by Mr. Sukarno of Indonesia, Mr. Nehru of India and Mr. Chou Enlai of China. That was to be away from American hegemony on the one hand, and the Soviet hegemony on the other hand, hence non-alignment was fostered by “Bandung 1”. In the year 2005 it will be the 50th anniversary of “Bandung 1”. My friend Abdurrahman Wahid who was president of Indonesia for 20 months – well, I mean in Buddhism nothing is permanent – but anyhow he is a man of great commitment from the Islamic tradition, a man deeply committed spiritually, ethically. And he feels that whether he is or not President of Indonesia, he would like to see “Bandung 2”. At least he should fostering something new from the present paradigm. Instead of using weapons, perhaps we should use something else. Instead of third world and first world fighting, we should link together like good neighbors, nations, states – working against transnational corporation and the like , we should encourage  to have more dialogues at various levels. 

The other one is called “Future World Council”. “Future World Council” was initiated by HH the Dalai Lama, by Prince Charles of this country, the King of Jordan and the President of the Czech Republic. Some others are working on that. The Future World Council’s idea is that: in some countries they have what they call ombudsman which it is to consciencize the public, to consciencize governments, warning them, what is the wrong direction, what is the right direction. At the world level, we should have a “Future World Council”, something like ombudsman on the world level, warn people about armaments, and other facts, such as the gap between the rich and the poor which is tremendous. And this idea means operating, moving. Since you are so concerned with the Global Dialogue, it may be something that we can share. That is why the methodology of the dialogue is, firstly: like-minded people and like-minded organization should link somehow. That is my point number 1.

The methodology of the dialogue number two is that we – although we are not all that powerful – we are not to be controlled by big states or international corporations. We should have dialogue with them.

And I am glad that the Ambassador Singhvi sitting next to me and I belong to a group called “World Faiths and Development Dialogue”, chaired by the archbishop of Canterbury and the President of World Bank.

In this sense you see those of us of the faith have dialogue with the World Bank, and not only with Mr. Wolfensohn, but with top economists too. Because the economists now regard themselves as number one in the world, because they control the World Bank, IMF and so on. But I think if we have dialogue with them, we can be friends and perhaps try to share with them attitude to be more humble. And we also should learn from them that we, of the faith side, should be more concretized, when we talk of love, we talk of wisdom, should be more concretized. So, I think that is what is going on these last few years. I think, that is one example: if we can have dialogue with those in powers, also try to talk to them, the top executives of BP, Royal Dutch Shell and so on; it would be good to have a better understanding of them.

This point is essential: to talk with them and learn from them, not regard them as enemies, but as friends.

So, number one of the methodology of dialogue is to have among ourselves like-minded organizations, number two – talking to powers.

And last but not least, I think, we should have dialogue with the powerless people. We talk so much of the poor. We should listen to them and learn how their life style has existed for the last six hundred, seven hundred years. Unfortunately, globalization is destroying the environment, destroying the poor. Yet these poor, particularly tribal people, have a very meaningful life style. I do not mean that we should all opt for poverty. But unless we take the poor seriously and regard them as our friends, have dialogue with them, listen to them and together try to change the structural violence in the world, only then I think it will be meaningful that our Global Dialogue will I think move forward meaningfully.

Since this is a new century, the new millennium, I think somebody quoted Toynbee a great historian yesterday. Toynbee said, that this new century, if it is not going to be the century of the spiritual dimension, it could be the end of human kind.

And I feel, that if we have spiritual dimension with ethical commitments, perhaps we can change, although those people who control the world, the international corporations, they have the latest technology, they employ the best brains to serve them, but they have no spiritual dimension and they have no ethical legitimacy. With ethics and spiritual empowerment, with good friends, with good dialogues, I am pretty sure we can change the crisis from something bad into something good and positive.

I am happy to share my thoughts with you, I am very grateful for the opportunity.

4

