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		Introduction


		I watched a short video not long ago that tru­ly moved me. It was a na­ture video set near a small stream in a clear­ing with many trees in the back­ground. A ba­by ele­phant and its moth­er were in the shot. The ba­by was danc­ing play­ful­ly around the moth­er’s legs, and it seemed to be a peace­ful set­ting. All at once, the cam­era start­ed shak­ing vi­o­lent­ly. The ba­by seemed to al­most drop to the ground, and the moth­er be­came alert and quick­ly start­ed cir­cling the ba­by in an alarmed man­ner. A cap­tion on the video said that the area had be­gun ex­pe­ri­enc­ing a 4.2 mag­ni­tude earth­quake. What hap­pened next was as sur­pris­ing as the earth­quake.


		The tree line ex­plod­ed, and ele­phants crashed through the trees with their trunks in the air. There had to be close to a dozen. They all rushed to the moth­er and ba­by, en­cir­cling them and fac­ing out­ward. They were there to pro­tect the moth­er and ba­by from any harm. They didn’t know what was hap­pen­ing, but it was not nor­mal. They feared for the ones who need­ed their help and went to their aid.


		I won’t pre­tend to be able to know what, if any­thing, was in the thoughts of the ele­phants who came to the aid of the ba­by and its moth­er. All I know is that they act­ed quick­ly and de­ci­sive­ly. Some­times, hu­mans act with no re­al thoughts; they on­ly act by in­stinct. When dan­ger oc­curs, we may fight, flee, or freeze. As Ma­sons, we are taught to help our broth­ers in need. But do we al­ways? It’s some­thing to con­sid­er.


		The fol­low­ing pages con­tain pa­pers on Ma­son­ic his­to­ry, but there is some­thing deep­er in each one. Each bit of his­to­ry in­cludes a mes­sage, and we should pay close at­ten­tion to these mes­sages. We should look for the teach­ings of Freema­son­ry in ev­ery­thing around us. We must know when we act ac­cord­ing to our teach­ings or when we drift away. We must not on­ly know how to act, but when.


		Freema­son­ry will tell us to help oth­ers, but it won’t force us to do any­thing. It gives us the path, but we ei­ther walk it or don’t. We can at­tend Ma­son­ic meet­ings, do all the “right things” in the lodge, and even move in­to the high­est po­si­tions and de­grees, but we can still fail at our most ba­sic teach­ings. It is all up to us.


		If you find read­ing this book sim­ply en­ter­tain­ment, then I have failed to do my job. I have in­clud­ed each pa­per to specif­i­cal­ly give the read­er some rea­son to con­sid­er the sub­ject and whether it can help them on the path to self-im­prove­ment. I don’t know if the ele­phants who rushed in to help the ba­by and moth­er ele­phant made a choice or act­ed as their in­stincts de­mand­ed but I know that we do have choic­es in all we do. I hope that you make the choice to make dai­ly ad­vance­ments and al­ways seek self-im­prove­ment. If the words in this book are of some ser­vice in your goals, then I am very thank­ful. Peace be with you.


		Michael R. Poll


		2025




		Is that a Scottish Rite Ritual?


		(Lec­ture delivered before the Southeastern Masonic Conference held in New Orleans 08/02/2024)


		Ear­li­er to­day, you saw the EA de­gree of the An­cient and Ac­cept­ed Scot­tish Rite. Ten lodges in the New Or­leans area com­prise the 16th Dis­trict of the Grand Lodge of Lou­i­si­ana. These ten lodges work in this beau­ti­ful rit­u­al. I’d like to talk a lit­tle about these Scot­tish Rite craft lodges. I’d like to ex­am­ine what they are, why they ex­ist, and why I be­lieve they are im­por­tant.


		A num­ber of years ago, I read a Ma­son­ic quote that tru­ly im­pressed me. “All Ma­son­ry is lo­cal.” And it’s very true. I re­mem­ber when I joined Ma­son­ry, the Ma­son­ry I knew was my Moth­er Lodge and the hand­ful of lodges I vis­it­ed in the New Or­leans area. That was it. What I knew was what I saw in those lo­cal lodges.


		So, for me, there were two types of Ma­son­ic lodges. One was called “York Rite” and the oth­er “Scot­tish Rite.” Of course, I had no idea why they were called by these names. For me, it was just names used to dis­tin­guish one from the oth­er. I did know that if I vis­it­ed a York Rite lodge, I could ex­pect one type of rit­u­al. And if I vis­it­ed a Scot­tish Rite lodge, there would be an­oth­er kind of rit­u­al. Sure, their names didn’t make much sense to me, but so much in Freema­son­ry was a world away from my life ex­pe­ri­ence. So many things were un­ex­pect­ed, dif­fer­ent, and un­known.


		Even when I start­ed to un­der­stand things such as the rit­u­al and some of the sym­bol­ism, there was still so much to learn. For ex­am­ple, it wasn’t un­til I start­ed vis­it­ing lodges out­side of Lou­i­si­ana that I re­al­ized that the type of Ma­son­ry used in New Or­leans was unique. I thought that ev­ery­one had Scot­tish Rite craft lodges. I had no idea that it was al­most un­known out­side the New Or­leans area. But that was on­ly the start.


		As time passed and I vis­it­ed oth­er lodges in oth­er ar­eas, I re­al­ized that there was much more that I didn’t know. For ex­am­ple, I didn’t know why oth­er ar­eas didn’t have Scot­tish Rite lodges, and I didn’t know why so many Ma­sons had nev­er even heard of them. It was al­most as if I was liv­ing on a dif­fer­ent plan­et.


		I joined the Scot­tish Rite Val­ley of New Or­leans and re­ceived my 32nd de­gree sev­er­al years af­ter re­ceiv­ing my Mas­ter Ma­son de­gree. Then, I learned why the Scot­tish Rite craft lodges were called “Scot­tish Rite.”


		The Val­ley had start­ed “One Day All the Way,” ab­bre­vi­at­ed re­unions, but I hap­pened to join when they were putting on a “full” three-day re­union. When I saw the fourth de­gree, things be­came much clear­er. You see, the fourth de­gree picked up where the Scot­tish Rite third de­gree left off. It was a nat­u­ral flow be­tween the third and fourth de­grees. This was not the case with the third de­gree of the York Rite craft lodges and the fourth de­gree of the Scot­tish Rite.


		Sure, I could see the Hi­ram­ic Leg­end in both York Rite and Scot­tish Rite rit­u­als. How­ev­er, there was a clear and ob­vi­ous dis­con­nect be­tween the sto­ry­line of the York Rite’s third de­gree and the Scot­tish Rite’s fourth de­gree. I be­gan to un­der­stand the na­ture of Ma­son­ic Rites a lit­tle bet­ter.


		As I com­plet­ed the re­main­der of the de­grees in the Val­ley, I be­came ab­so­lute­ly fas­ci­nat­ed with the Scot­tish Rite phi­los­o­phy. I was giv­en a copy of Clausen’s Com­men­taries on Morals and Dog­ma, and I de­voured the book. But it wasn’t enough. I be­gan study­ing ev­ery book that I could find con­cern­ing the Scot­tish Rite.


		I re­al­ized that there was the


		

				or­ga­ni­za­tion of Freema­son­ry,


				the mem­bers,


				the his­to­ry and


				the phi­los­o­phy of Freema­son­ry.


		


		Each had its own place.


		Over a good many years, more than a few mem­bers were able to suc­cess­ful­ly nav­i­gate and rise in the or­ga­ni­za­tion. These mem­bers were skill­ful in the or­ga­ni­za­tion but not al­ways thor­ough­ly versed in the his­to­ry or phi­los­o­phy of Freema­son­ry. The or­ga­ni­za­tion and its op­er­a­tion be­came one thing, while the his­to­ry and phi­los­o­phy be­came re­lat­ed but not di­rect­ly con­nect­ed or es­sen­tial to the or­ga­ni­za­tion. I be­lieve this in­no­va­tion was a mis­take and the cause of many prob­lems.


		So, let’s take a minute to look at an ab­bre­vi­at­ed, nut­shell ac­count of why Scot­tish Rite lodges ex­ist.


		Our Spec­u­la­tive Grand Lodge sys­tem be­gan in Eng­land (or the area) around 1717. It be­came very pop­u­lar very quick­ly. In on­ly a few years, it spread to France, ex­plod­ed in pop­u­lar­i­ty there, and then trav­eled all around the world. But let’s go back to France for a minute.


		It’s easy to quick­ly men­tion France and not think too much about how that hap­pened or what it meant. Now, France is on­ly about 600 miles from Eng­land. So, dis­tance was not a sig­nif­i­cant prob­lem, but lan­guage was a prob­lem. The on­ly rea­son why Freema­son­ry was able to ex­plode in pop­u­lar­i­ty in France was be­cause some Ma­son, or maybe Ma­sons, trans­lat­ed the rit­u­al from Eng­lish to French. It’s that trans­la­tion that’s so im­por­tant. Who­ev­er did it con­sid­ered the per­son­al­i­ty of the French peo­ple. The rit­u­al was juiced up a bit, tak­ing the French cul­ture in­to ac­count.


		The rit­u­al was still the Hi­ram­ic Leg­end but be­came more es­o­ter­ic, sym­bol­ic, and “French” in style. It was pop­u­lar, but it was al­so no­tice­ably dif­fer­ent. It was a French Ma­son­ic rit­u­al. Now, let’s look a bit at the Unit­ed States.


		Eng­lish-speak­ing Ma­son­ic lodges and Pro­vin­cial Grand Lodges un­der Eng­land, Ire­land, and Scot­land had been es­tab­lished in North Amer­i­ca and the West In­dies long be­fore the Amer­i­can Rev­o­lu­tion. But when the Rev­o­lu­tion came and sud­den­ly the Unit­ed States was po­lit­i­cal­ly free from Eng­land, what hap­pened to the Ma­son­ic lodges in the 13 colonies?


		Well, the lodges be­gan the process of es­tab­lish­ing them­selves as in­de­pen­dent Grand Lodges. They de­vised a plan and then ex­e­cut­ed it so that Freema­son­ry in the young Unit­ed States would be to their lik­ing. How­ev­er, the Freema­son­ry of the 13 colonies was not the on­ly Freema­son­ry in ar­eas that would be­come the Unit­ed States.


		France first claimed the Lou­i­si­ana Ter­ri­to­ry in 1682. The Lou­i­si­ana Ter­ri­to­ry was a mas­sive 828 thou­sand square miles ex­tend­ing from present-day Lou­i­si­ana all the way up to Cana­da like an ex­pand­ing cone or wedge. Its jew­el was the valu­able Port of New Or­leans, where goods could be brought down the Mis­sis­sip­pi Riv­er and shipped out to any­where in the world.


		From what we know, Freema­son­ry ar­rived in New Or­leans in 1752 from French Ma­sons in the West In­dies. The lodge worked in the French lan­guage and one of the French rit­u­als of that time.


		The Grand Lodge of Lou­i­si­ana was cre­at­ed in 1812 by five French-speak­ing lodges, and Lou­i­si­ana be­came the 18th state in the same year. The Grand Lodge, as well as the city of New Or­leans, were French in lan­guage, na­ture, and cul­ture. The lodges and the Grand Lodge used French rit­u­als.


		I can’t tell you with 100% con­fi­dence which French rit­u­als were used by the lodges or Grand Lodge, but I can tell you that they were French-lan­guage rit­u­als, most like­ly the old French Rite.


		Vis­it­ing Ma­sons com­ing in­to New Or­leans were sur­prised and then un­hap­py to find mul­ti­ple rit­u­als and lan­guages in the lodges. The cus­tom de­vel­oped in most ar­eas of the Unit­ed States was that the lodges would have one lan­guage, Eng­lish, and one rit­u­al, the Pre­ston-Webb or York Rite rit­u­al. But New Or­leans was very dif­fer­ent.


		By the 1840s, lodges in New Or­leans were work­ing in French, Eng­lish, Span­ish, Ital­ian, and Ger­man. In 1833, the Grand Lodge cre­at­ed what it called the Cham­ber of Rites to su­per­vise the three ap­proved rit­u­als be­ing worked by the lodges un­der the Grand Lodge: the Scot­tish Rite, French or Mod­ern Rite, and York Rite.


		Un­for­tu­nate­ly, se­ri­ous trou­ble soon be­gan in Lou­i­si­ana Ma­son­ry. Time will not al­low a com­plete ex­am­i­na­tion of this sub­ject, but I’ve pro­duced videos, books, and pa­pers on the ex­treme­ly trou­bled times of the mid-1800s in US Ma­son­ry. In ad­di­tion, MW Bro. Chip Borne will be speak­ing to­mor­row at Etoile Po­laire Lodge. He will like­ly cov­er some of these trou­bled times. For now, it’s enough to say that there was an ex­treme­ly an­gry di­vi­sion in Lou­i­si­ana Ma­son­ry dur­ing the 1800s, which al­most re­sult­ed in the de­struc­tion of Freema­son­ry in the state.


		The sim­ple fact was that two sides could not, or would not, agree on the fu­ture na­ture of Lou­i­si­ana Freema­son­ry. On­ly when the de­struc­tion of ev­ery­thing was at hand was a com­pro­mise reached. That com­pro­mise was that Lou­i­si­ana would al­low lodges to work in the York Rite Pre­ston-Webb rit­u­al and a lim­it­ed num­ber in the Scot­tish Rite craft rit­u­al. The French or Mod­ern Rite be­came the odd man out and dis­ap­peared from Lou­i­si­ana Freema­son­ry.


		This is the short an­swer as to why we have Scot­tish Rite craft lodges in the New Or­leans area. But let’s look now at what a Scot­tish Rite craft lodge is and see if we can dis­cov­er ad­di­tion­al an­swers.


		Sim­ply put, a Scot­tish Rite Craft lodge works in the first three de­grees of the An­cient and Ac­cept­ed Scot­tish Rite. The first Scot­tish Rite craft lodge was cre­at­ed in New Or­leans in 1807 by sev­er­al Sov­er­eign Grand In­spec­tors Gen­er­al from the 1804 Supreme Coun­cil of Kingston, Ja­maica. This was the third supreme coun­cil ev­er cre­at­ed and the sec­ond one by Alexan­dre de Grasse-Tilly. It traced it­self di­rect­ly back to the Moth­er Supreme Coun­cil in Charles­ton.


		The sec­ond, third, and fourth supreme coun­cils al­so con­trolled Scot­tish Rite Craft lodges un­der their ju­ris­dic­tions; Charles­ton was the on­ly one that did not. No mat­ter what any­one thinks or be­lieves, the An­cient and Ac­cept­ed Scot­tish Rite has al­ways had its own unique craft lodge rit­u­al. It hasn’t been worked ev­ery­where, but it has ex­ist­ed. Now, why do I be­lieve these lodges are so im­por­tant?


		I saw some­thing on­line re­cent­ly that read: “It’s not your lapel pins, rings, car de­cals, or aprons that make you a Ma­son. It’s liv­ing the Ma­son­ic teach­ings.” That is so true.


		The goal of Freema­son­ry is sim­ple and not a se­cret. We take good men and give them the tools to make them­selves bet­ter. The Scot­tish Rite is per­fect­ly in line with that thought. But the Scot­tish Rite has its own teach­ing meth­ods, and its craft lodges are no dif­fer­ent.


		Like the York Rite, the Scot­tish Rite craft lodges em­ploy the Hi­ram­ic Leg­end in their rit­u­al, but it has unique el­e­ments. For ex­am­ple, in the Scot­tish Rite Craft rit­u­al, the three “bad guys” are likened to three hu­man fail­ures: Ig­no­rance, False­hood, and Am­bi­tion. Think about it: through­out his­to­ry, those three hu­man fail­ures have caused count­less hu­man suf­fer­ing.


		Pro­found sym­bol­ic lessons are of­fered in the Scot­tish Rite craft rit­u­al. They are of val­ue to all of Freema­son­ry, not just the mem­bers of the Scot­tish Rite. I am not say­ing that the sym­bol­ic lessons of ei­ther the Scot­tish Rite or the York Rite are bet­ter than the oth­er. It’s not a com­pe­ti­tion.


		I’m al­so not say­ing that ev­ery­one should char­ter new lodges us­ing the Scot­tish Rite craft rit­u­al. A lodge’s rit­u­al does not guar­an­tee its suc­cess. A whole set of in­gre­di­ents goes in­to what makes a suc­cess­ful lodge, and the rit­u­al and how it is per­formed are on­ly one as­pect of those in­gre­di­ents.


		But while I am not say­ing that Scot­tish Rite craft lodges should be in ev­ery ju­ris­dic­tion, I am say­ing that what is taught in these lodges is of great val­ue to all Ma­sons, not just Scot­tish Rite Ma­sons. The phi­los­o­phy and lessons taught in these lodges should be avail­able to all Ma­sons. We do our­selves no fa­vors by pre­tend­ing that these lodges and their phi­los­o­phy do not ex­ist.


		Al­bert Pike’s Morals and Dog­ma was dis­trib­uted by the South­ern Ju­ris­dic­tion for about 100 years, and it in­clud­ed the phi­los­o­phy of the Scot­tish Rite craft de­grees. I find it un­for­tu­nate that the books that re­placed Morals and Dog­ma be­gin with the fourth de­gree and not the first. The Ma­son­ic phi­los­o­phy that was re­moved cre­ates a pro­found hole in our teach­ings.


		Freema­son­ry us­es the build­ing trade as the source of its sym­bol­ic in­struc­tion. Think of a mas­sive, beau­ti­ful build­ing. Now, think of that build­ing with its first three floors miss­ing. What kind of sym­bol does that rep­re­sent?


		The Scot­tish Rite does not be­gin with its fourth de­gree. It has a beau­ti­ful, mean­ing­ful, and high­ly Ma­son­ic craft lodge rit­u­al and phi­los­o­phy. I be­lieve that it is es­pe­cial­ly im­por­tant be­cause it does pre­cise­ly what a Ma­son­ic rit­u­al should do. We just seem to have for­got­ten it or were maybe nev­er taught it.


		It should sur­prise no one that we have mem­ber­ship woes. Too many come to us with wide-eyed ex­cite­ment on­ly to walk away shak­ing their head. We promised to take good men and make them bet­ter. But do we? Too many times, they find on­ly a club-like at­mos­phere where an­gry, com­plain­ing old men read min­utes and eat a hot meal. So, they walk. The new Ma­sons ex­pect­ed more than an old men’s club.


		But we are not a club, and we are not a build­ing miss­ing its foun­da­tion­al floors. Know it or not, rec­og­nize it or not, we are a pro­found, com­plete sys­tem of moral phi­los­o­phy and ed­u­ca­tion. There is noth­ing wrong, or bet­ter, about ei­ther the York Rite or Scot­tish Rite craft rit­u­als. They both do the very same thing but in a dif­fer­ent style. They can both give us the tools to be bet­ter Mas­ter Ma­sons and bet­ter hu­man be­ings. We on­ly have to use them. Maybe by ex­plor­ing dif­fer­ent rit­u­als, we can rekin­dle that ed­u­ca­tion­al spark we felt as new EAs and build a true ed­u­ca­tion­al fire in our lodges. Maybe by giv­ing those young men the ed­u­ca­tion­al “food” they were promised, they will de­vel­op a life-long hunger to ex­plore the end­less depths of the Ma­son­ic phi­los­o­phy. Af­ter all, it is what we promised them.




		When Living in the Moment Misleads Us


		“There­fore do not worry about tomorrow, for tomorrow will worry about itself.” (Matthew 6:34)


		How do we deal with time, and, for that mat­ter, should we? Freema­son­ry’s sym­bol­ic view of the 24-inch Gage in­structs us in the im­por­tance of time man­age­ment. Count­less philoso­phers have pon­dered var­i­ous as­pects of the use of time – past, present, and fu­ture. We are wise­ly warned against wast­ing time by wor­ry­ing over things that might hap­pen to­mor­row. We can­not know the fu­ture. We are al­so told that wal­low­ing in sad­ness or guilt over past mis­takes is point­less. We have no pow­er to change the past. The goal is to se­cure the best chance of at­tain­ing the in­ner peace of liv­ing in the present. But look­ing deep­er, we can see that mis­un­der­stand­ing can be mixed with good ad­vice.


		Yes, we ac­com­plish noth­ing by sit­ting in a dark room sulk­ing over past judg­ment er­rors. But it is al­so true that we can ob­jec­tive­ly ex­am­ine and try to un­der­stand those er­rors. We can learn what hap­pened and why, and by do­ing this, we can avoid mis­takes in the fu­ture.


		We can’t know how any­thing we do in the present will be re­ceived in the fu­ture, but we can be cer­tain that all ac­tions or in­ac­tions have con­se­quences. Feel­ing fear­ful of what the fu­ture may bring does us no fa­vors. Yet, we must con­sid­er all ac­tions, in­clud­ing the lack of them. Past mis­takes are of­ten the re­sult of fail­ing to for­mu­late plans cor­rect­ly when the past was the present.


		Let’s look at a Ma­son­ic sit­u­a­tion. Let’s say that you are of­fered a po­si­tion in a Ma­son­ic body. You are hon­ored and ac­cept it. But you have al­ready ac­cept­ed po­si­tions in a num­ber of oth­er Ma­son­ic bod­ies. You de­sire to be of ser­vice. You may be up­right and un­mo­ti­vat­ed by ego or the quest to gain ti­tles and of­fices. The prob­lem re­mains that if you overex­tend your­self, you may be un­able to prop­er­ly do the work nec­es­sary in any of the po­si­tions you have ac­cept­ed. In a time when many bod­ies are in trou­ble, you may se­ri­ous­ly dam­age a body that you gen­uine­ly de­sire to help. Un­ex­pect­ed dif­fi­cul­ties may re­sult from your lack of con­sid­er­a­tion of pos­si­ble prob­lem­at­ic sit­u­a­tions.


		Not wor­ry­ing about to­mor­row is not a li­cense to act with­out think­ing. Ad­vice to avoid los­ing our­selves in guilt does not mean that we should not learn from our mis­takes. Liv­ing in the present is the phi­los­o­phy of act­ing with a sound plan. It means that we are free of the chains of the past, not be­cause we have for­got­ten them but be­cause we un­der­stand them. We know what needs cor­rec­tion. We don’t wor­ry about the fu­ture be­cause our de­ci­sions and ac­tions are mind­ful of past er­rors and what is nec­es­sary to avoid stum­bling blocks. We think be­fore we act.


		Freema­son­ry is de­signed to “take good men and make them bet­ter” (phys­i­cal­ly, emo­tion­al­ly, men­tal­ly, and spir­i­tu­al­ly). We are not “bet­ter” if we live in the present with­out think­ing of past or pos­si­ble fu­ture er­rors. If we rec­og­nize and un­der­stand past mis­takes and make the nec­es­sary course cor­rec­tions to avoid them, then we are “bet­ter.” If we re­al­ize that the fu­ture is ap­proach­ing, con­sid­er all op­tions, and make sen­si­ble de­ci­sions, we will be “bet­ter.” Of course, noth­ing in life is guar­an­teed. But if we sin­cere­ly try to learn from the past and make what we view to be sen­si­ble, nec­es­sary de­ci­sions for the fu­ture, then we live as Freema­son­ry teach­es.


		Liv­ing in the mo­ment is prop­er­ly un­der­stood as the re­ward of peace of mind that comes from un­der­stand­ing the past and do­ing all pos­si­ble to se­cure a ben­e­fi­cial fu­ture.




		The Dangers of Being Wrong: The Master Mason Degree


		I’d like to look at an as­pect of the Mas­ter Ma­son de­gree that may not of­ten be con­sid­ered. I’d like to ex­am­ine the three “bad guys” and their ac­tions and el­e­ments of the sto­ry in a dif­fer­ent light. We can quick­ly sum up that what they did was wrong, but is that all there is to the sto­ry? Let’s dig a bit deep­er.


		Let’s start with a term we have all heard be­fore. It is when some­thing is said to be “math­e­mat­i­cal­ly wrong.” This would mean that some­thing is not on­ly wrong, but it is a clear fact that it is wrong. It’s not an opin­ion, nor is it a mat­ter of de­bate.


		Math­e­mat­i­cal­ly wrong is how we view what the “bad guys” did. There is no chance that they were in­no­cent, jus­ti­fied, or any­thing oth­er than guilty. But still, let’s look at math­e­mat­ics. 2+2=5 is con­sid­ered “math­e­mat­i­cal­ly wrong.” In arith­metic 2 + 2 = 4. That’s the cor­rect an­swer, and we all know it, right? Well… maybe not al­ways. Let’s look again.


		Could 2+2=5 be cor­rect? Well, the ques­tion of whether 2+2=5 is not un­known in math­e­mat­ics. With­out qual­i­fy­ing the state­ment with some­thing like “in our num­ber­ing sys­tem” or “in stan­dard arith­metic,” most math­e­ma­ti­cians will not au­to­mat­i­cal­ly elim­i­nate the pos­si­bil­i­ty of the odd sound­ing but iso­lat­ed state­ment 2+2=5 be­ing cor­rect … even if on­ly in rare cir­cum­stances.


		But isn’t it at least de­cep­tive to ad­vance the idea that 2+2=5 when most ev­ery­one is work­ing with the stan­dard un­der­stand­ing of arith­metic? It seems so, but sales­men and politi­cians are of­ten mis­lead­ing about what they say.


		Re­gard­less, is it pos­si­ble to rea­son­ably ar­gue that un­der cer­tain cir­cum­stances, 2+2=5? Well, it de­pends on whether we care or are con­cerned about how oth­ers un­der­stand some­thing. So, let’s keep this math­e­mat­i­cal co­nun­drum in mind when we con­sid­er that re­al­i­ty can some­times be­come what we alone be­lieve.


		Now, what is the re­al­i­ty of the moral of the Hi­ram­ic Leg­end? Three work­ers want­ed a job pro­mo­tion. They de­mand­ed that one of the boss­es give them what was need­ed for that pro­mo­tion. He re­fused, and they killed him.


		The con­se­quences of their ac­tions would seem clear. They mur­dered some­one, and they were pun­ished for it. They were ex­e­cut­ed. But what was their thought process for what they did? Were they mind­less an­i­mals, or did they op­er­ate in some al­ter­na­tive re­al­i­ty?


		Let’s look again at the sit­u­a­tion. The three bad guys want­ed a job pro­mo­tion. They felt that they were due it, and they want­ed it. In their mind, it was fair to get the pro­mo­tion and un­fair for them to be de­nied.


		So, in their mind or al­ter­na­tive re­al­i­ty, Hi­ram was wrong. He was the prob­lem. He didn’t do what they want­ed. He was un­fair, and that need­ed to be cor­rect­ed. So, he was pun­ished. By their arith­metic and un­der­stand­ing of right and wrong, they seem to be able to jus­ti­fy what they did – at least, to them­selves. So, what is the re­al­i­ty of be­ing wrong?


		We just looked at the in­di­vid­u­al needs. The in­di­vid­u­al (or sev­er­al in­di­vid­u­als) need­ed some­thing. It was felt wrong to be de­nied; the an­swer was to get what was want­ed or need­ed. That is the con­cept of the in­di­vid­u­al need. But what about the group’s needs?


		There is a dif­fer­ence be­tween the needs of one or a few and the needs of many. This con­flict has al­ways been at the heart of so many sit­u­a­tions. Do we think of what is best for the one or the many?


		Com­mu­ni­ties ex­ist for the com­mon good of their mem­bers. Speed lim­its might be low­er in one com­mu­ni­ty than in oth­ers. That’s their choice. If an in­di­vid­u­al feels that he needs to drive over the speed lim­it to get to work on time, he will prob­a­bly get a tick­et if caught. How­ev­er, his in­di­vid­u­al needs do not over­ride the needs of the com­mu­ni­ty.


		The big “I” and lit­tle “you” peo­ple (mean­ing, those who on­ly con­sid­er them­selves and give no thought to oth­ers) have al­ways been the source of prob­lems in hu­man­i­ty. “I want this. I need this.” And what’s re­al­ly prob­lem­at­ic is when you get two “Big I” peo­ple who want dif­fer­ent things. Com­mu­ni­ties ex­ist for the bet­ter­ment of all, not se­lect­ed in­di­vid­u­als. The “on­ly me” peo­ple have al­ways been at the heart of hu­man­i­ty’s prob­lems. Iron­i­cal­ly, they are the very ones who be­lieve that the oth­ers are the “on­ly me” group.
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