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Greetings to the GCPE Advisory Group:

 

I am, my friends, very sorry not to be among you.  I know that this will be a significant and productive meeting that will lead the Campaign into the next phase of promoting and facilitating the introduction and practice peace education into all the world’s learning environments.  Since we began our efforts to bring to all educators the results of the forty or more years of peace education that preceded the Hague Appeal for Peace Civil Society Conference, the world has become more violent and less hospitable to all the values and goals articulated in the Hague Agenda.  Leadership lacks the ethical direction and the imagination to envision   possibilities for a just peace, as well as, the capacities and courage to struggle to achieve them, the qualities we strive to cultivate in learners.  Only through an informed and mobilized public can the hopes we engaged in May 1999 be realized.  Civil society must be educated toward the implementation of the Agenda. 

 

In this next phase of the Campaign, as we pursue our core purposes to educate toward the abolition of war, I believe we need to focus on the most significant challenges and problems that must be overcome.  The learnings we disseminate should develop the understanding that war is an institutional problem as much as one of world views and values.  We have done much at cultivating the world views and values of a culture of peace, but have yet to lead learners into an inquiry into alternative security systems that would enable citizens to challenge the political institutions, assumptions and arguments used to rationalize the ever growing, rapid recourse to armed force by those who suffer few, if any, of the consequences. As feminists now ask, so should we be asking learners, who makes security policy, who or what is made secure and who pays the costs for such security?  Institutional alternatives to armed conflict must become a central inquiry of the curricula we develop for this next phase.

How can we create networks which cultivate diversity and culturally appropriate approaches to peace education?  How can we establish partnerships with ministries and education authorities to facilitate their being truly pro-active in the pursuing the goals of the UNESCO Integrated Framework of Action for Education for Peace, Human Rights and Democracy to which they are committed?  And how can we adapt and extend that statement to meet the new challenges that have revealed themselves since 1994 when the Framework was adopted by the UNESCO General Conference?

How can we assure that the world’s teachers will be aware of these goals, and more importantly be able to engage in the participatory pedagogies of inquiry and engagement that are essential to preparing citizens to be active and effect agents in the achievement of general and complete disarmament and the other institutional changes necessary to the abolition of war and the achievement of a just peace.    

 

You have much to determine in your Tirana deliberations. I wish you well in your discussions and hope that you will address and determine directions to deal with the challenges of:

 

-Disarmament education, including the concepts and institutional requirements of general and complete disarmament and alternative security systems;

 

-Changes in teacher education needed to prepare educators to use the methodologies of critical inquiry and civil engagement;

 

-Globalizing the substance of and participation in the Campaign to assure cultural diversity, geographic, ethnic, gender and age balance;

-Establishing productive partnerships with education authorities and teacher education institutions

 

 Good luck in your work.  Enjoy each other and your time together. 

 

Peace in the struggle!

 

Betty
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