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Excellencies, Distinguished Participants,

Ladies and Gentlemen,

I am reminded this morning of the story of how the medieval monk Augustine was walking along the seashore contemplating how he could understand the universe and his God. An angel appeared to him and promised to give him that understanding, if he could first pour the entire

ocean before him into the pail he was carrying.

In similar fashion, I feel a little like being asked to pour an ocean in to a pail, in attempting to summarize the week's rich deliberations into twenty  minutes. The task is even more difficult than that in standard conferences for  two reasons: First, the annual ACEID tradition of concurrent sessions has  become a recognized marketplace of innovative education ideas throughout

 this region, so that this year we have over a hundred such sessions, in  addition to the special interest group meetings, the roundtables, and plenary  sessions. Second, this year's theme is far more complex then others in the  past. Based on your feedback, PROAP responded by identifying four dominant themes: globalization, information technology, indigenous  knowledge, and multiple intelligences. I originally worried as to how these  four major topics could be woven together for an overriding theme. My fear  was unfounded; you will testify that these themes indeed came together very  well this week.


From the opening addresses of Mr. Anand, Ms. Bravlavsky, and Mr. Kinelev, all the way through the plenary and active group sessions, the ideas  planted in the four gardens of the four themes came together in a veritable  forest of exciting new ideas. It is thus impossible for me in my few minutes  to mention or  even catalogue all of these. I am sure you have identified and  chosen your favorite ideas and insights to bring home. I too have picked my  highlights from the gardens of ideas and, without meaning to be comprehensive, I have woven these ideas together into a kakala, using, Prof. Konai's analogy, a garland not of flowers but of insights and things I learned. My kakala has four clusters of flowers or rather ideas, around four major ideas:
    1. 
This week we not only talked about the potential and perils of information technology, we also experienced it. We witnessed hi-tech presentations from Ms. Valmonte and Mr. Gupta, self-confessed low-tech presentations from Mr. Hughes, and now from me, even a no-tech presentation, devoid of screens or computers.


We were reminded, both in the lectures, and implicitly by its use, how such technology can be so well used, and sometimes ill used,  under-used, or over-used. Ms. Villanueva made a key distinction: I.T. can help us to two different ways: either to do better what we already do (as Mr. Kanchit used PowerPoint to illustrate an otherwise standard lecture), or to do something entirely differently (as Ms. Valmonte did with a bombardment of sounds and images). 


I confessed, I was more comfortable with the former presentation than the latter, because I was more used to the  academic format it embodied. But upon reflection, I realized that the latter presentation was indeed the wave of the future, for it reminded me that that is the way media communicates nowadays, and more importantly, that is the way the next generation have                              come to think and absorb their inputs, via MTV and other means.                              It reminded me of a more important truth: Unless we teachers begin to understand the new and different ways the youth think and earn, we will not be effective teachers.
           
 (The impact of technology on the way we behave and think cannot be underestimated. One does not even have to talk about computers to realize this. The simple device we all use, the television remote control, is a perfect analogy for this. It was devised simply to save us the inconvenience of having to get up  from the couch to change channels, presumably a few times an evening. What resulted was, because of its convenience, that we change channels dozens, and hundreds of times a night, often even  within the same program, as we avoid dull moments, or try to catch two programs at the same time. The effect of this is that we have dramatically raised our threshold of expectation and lowered our tolerance for anything not spellbinding, implicitly shortening our span of attention. It has driven media to be more spectacular, more dynamic, with new surges every few minutes if only to prevent the viewer from reaching for the guillotine of the remote. The impact on the viewer, and for us, the student, is that now he or she is so easily bored and cannot long sustain a difficult intellectual session without added stimulation. The teacher has to be more and more a performer, and study has to be more and more attractive. We have not begun to assimilate the implications of this. Using Ms. Villanueva's framework, if the learner and the context have changed, the teacher and even the content must also change.)


2. 
Second, globalization, for better or worse, reality but it does not mean that we have to passively accept all its implications. There is a need to swim upstream against this

incoming torrent. As they say it takes a fish to swim against  the current; a sick fish or even a dead fish to swim against Mr. Grossman pointed out the polarization implications of globalization: the rich will get richer and the poor poorer, with all the tensions and inequities that implies. My research has reinforced this: Up to the mid-seventies, free trade and global markets did indeed increase incomes generally. But after that the wealth/poverty gap, not only between nations, but more worryingly

even within tiger economy nations, started to grow.  Now 20% of the world's population controls 80 of the world’s wealth, and it is getting worse. Governments must swim against the current in the free market competition, avoid this "race to the bottom” in providing incentives and cutting on government revenues, and ensure minimum government support for social safety nets, and for basic education to start with.

In the sphere of education, we have heard many times, that preparing our students for a globalized future, so necessary as that is, must not take away from making him or her aware of and proud of his or her own identity and culture. Mr. Anand painted a picture of how this balance should be achieved; on a more practical level, Mr. Rung illustrated how this is done by incorporating different dimensions of "Thai wisdom" into their curricula.  Mr. Hughes and Prof. Kanai also provided illustrative case studies of aboriginal studies and Pacific Island mentalities respectively incorporated into traditional subjects of math, language, and history. Other speakers of course pointed to the need for balance and integration (Morris); local knowledge must always be enriched with universal knowledge from outside (Mr. Gupta); such balances must be reflected in higher education as well, especially since the pace of change there is much slower than industry (Mr. Kanchit); great care must be given to which aspects of local culture are to be preserved (Mr. Anand).


3. 
The third overwhelming sense I got was that everyone was calling for an expanded vision and concept of education, far beyond merely the transmission of information. The fast changing environment of the future calls for more than just traditional subjects taught in traditional ways. The themes of the special interest group sessions



were an indication of this: on HIV/ADDS, on citizenship training, on values education, on environmental protection, and so on. As the student is not a disembodied brain but a total human being, a holistic approach to his or her formation was emphasized by all three plenary chairs, Ms. Quisumbing (emphasizing values), Mr. Tenedero ("The heart of education is education of the heart"), and Mr. Kandelwal (quoting Tagore). This was echoed in many different ways: in the discussion of multiple intelligences by Ms. Habito, in the reference by Mr. Kinelev of the UNESCO Delors four pillars of education, in the concept of multi-dimensional citizenship expanded by Mr. Grossman, in the new knowledge and global competencies and attitudes required by the future as expounded by Ms. Mok, the challenge to the limitations of traditional testing by Mr. Met, and in the curriculum revision based on Intelligence Quotient, Diligence Quotient, and Emotional Quotient illustrated in one of the concurrent sessions.


4. 
The conference seemed to emphasize the importance of action over words, of not just talking about problems but actually going about solving them. I was pleased to see that many presentations were not of theoretical constructs but narrations of actual experiences and lessons learned from these. Speakers did not only talk about



what can be done, they had actually done it. So we learned from real life experiences in post-colonial Hong Kong (Morris), computer-based lesson planning (Valmonte), incorporating Thai wisdom in education (Rung), aboriginal studies adaptations in Australia (Hughes), capturing innovations in a Honeybee network (Gupta), and many other examples in numerous concurrent sessions.

It is my hope that this experience sharing not only leads to conceptual insights, but inspires all participants to apply in their daily work the new fruits of these insights.

In fact, there is an added specific assignment given to me by the conference organizers today. They have asked me to emphasize the importance of the last session of the conference, right after this talk, when you will be breaking up into discussions groups to work out practical implications of what you have learned and translate them into doable, measurable resolutions for action in your own work.

The measure of success of this conference is not, after all, how good the speakers were, or we feel at the end of the week, or even (given the test mentality) how well we would do on an exam about the lectures given. The true test is the extent to which this conference will improve and change the way you work when you return. In that sense we will not know if this conference has succeeded until you come back next year and tell us what has changed because of it. So conference organizers and I agree that the next hour could well be the most critical and important of the whole week. Reflect, discuss, and formulate clear actions plans that can make this whole experience worthwhile. 

Ladies and gentlemen,

This then is my kakala, my garland of highlights from this conference, arranged from four bouquets of ideas: the potentials and perils of information technology, the need to balance globalization with equity and indigenous aspects, the expanded vision for education of the future, and the importance of translating words into action.

My kakala, like yours, has many other flowers to embellish my memory of this conference, the reunion with old friends and colleagues, the grace of the Thai classical dances, the hospitality and generosity of our Thai hosts, of NEC and PROAP, of the hotel and of all those who quietly served behind the scenes, the informal conversations over dinner which inspired me with the hopes and dreams of so many of you.

But as Prof. Konai reminds us, kakalas are not made by someone for his or her own benefit, they are meant to give away to those you hold dear. And so in this spirit, I offer you my version of the conference kakala of ideas, knowing that I value your potential for reshaping education for the future, and hoping that this garland will not just be put aside on a shelf, but will be used to inspire you to make significant improvements in your noble work. I wish you godspeed and every success.

