SIESC 2011       Warsaw

Summary of the group work

INTRODUCTION: General impressions

1) On the whole the participants were satisfied.

Example: “we appreciated the fact that the speaker started from her personal experience … we were impressed by the coherence of the three talks” (French-Italian group)

Even the pieces of criticism point into the direction of satisfaction: there were a lot of points which the participants would have liked to see developed further.

      2)  In all groups the personal testimonies were numerous, showing the difficulties of reconciliation after World War II, or the war in Algeria, or again the events in Cambodia, in Bolivia, or between Poland and Lithuania, Russia, Germany …

Often deeply moving testimonies, sometimes positive (e.g. these children in Africa dancing together without heeding the comments of the enemy adults …) etc.

3) As a consequence the talks set off a torrent of reflections and questions.

I. With some the difficulties provoke pessimism.
Statements:

· Violence is always and everywhere, be it individual or collective.

· The teaching of history can incite hatred and cause a lot of evil (testimony of a Pole in the French-German group). In fact it can transport lies and taboos, nationalism and withdrawing into one’s shell …

· The democracy of today would demand participation of the citizens, which does not always exist! (English group)

· The consequences of hatred and acts of violence are stronger on the level of emotions than on that of thinking. (German group)

· Our societies tend to lose the sense of time and space.

· The concept of law is also getting lost.

The members of the French-Italian group think that anyway reconciliation can only take a lot of time. That will last long, may even be impossible, e.g. between France and Algeria.

Moreover, in order to come to terms with the past one must know it, understand it – and everybody has his/her proper viewpoint!

II. And yet, on the whole optimism and hope prevail.

Why?
· Our reconciliation cannot be eluded because “we have the mission to transmit”. (German group)

· We must help the young generations to build the future.

How to do it?

A. The schools system is challenged very much.

a. Especially the teaching of history seen as the initiation into the encounter with the other.

The French-German group enumerates the objectives of that teaching:

· providing the sense of time and space

· making aware of the fact that changes take place; but that there is also a “permanence of human nature”
· making aware of our responsibility in our time
· educating to citizenship in order to build the future
· explaining to everyone his/her “heritage”: the past is sometimes a heavy burden … not the same for all (German group)

· making understand that all history is ambiguous, represents a viewpoint that can (should ?) evolve (French-Italian group)

· History demands choices of events in order to fix historical orientation.

· In addition to that, and especially important: History makes us reflect on the past with the aim of not allowing whatever was destructive to repeat itself!

b. It would also be necessary to develop the teaching of “Rights”. A lot of examples of immigrants not keeping to the law are presented … (not only of immigrants!). Concerning that topic the French-German group showed an interest in the problem of personal obligation of laws (what we today call “communitarianism”: a group obeys to its proper laws) as opposed to the territorial obligation of laws (the law is the same for all in a politically organised territory).

c. Moreover, the school has numerous means: international encounters of the young people, travels … create often deep personal ties. Some work organised together in order to reach consensus …

A lot of initiatives are taken in that sense, which bring former adversaries closer.

B. Other institutions besides the school play a role in reconciliation.

UNESCO, the French-German Office for Youth (OFAJ)… etc. are mentioned.
And especially the Church! 

The English group puts the more global question of the role of religions? Another group speaks about NGOs or JMJ.
At a deeper level the English group reminds us that “democracy is rooted in Christianity”: personalism, mutual respect, hope.

C. That optimism is not only based on school or institutions, but also on the progress achieved in the last half century:

· the emancipation of women
· the progress of medicine

· the Arabian spring
· the end of murderous ideologies
· international courts of justice
· the awareness of problems formerly ignored.

……….

“It’s just a beginning” ...  and a lot of “bridges” are built.

D. 
A lot of questions remain.
· What role do the media play?

· One claim causes problems: “In any case the inclusion of the stranger strengthens a community, his/her exclusion weakens it and puts its existence at risk.” 

Is that claim justified? Maybe in private individual reconciliation, but in politics? See e.g. the case of Cyprus …
The question of borderlands was scarcely dealt with in the groups. It will be necessary to return to it …

Conclusion

Point D above shows the topic dealt with this year could be taken up again and deepened. We all realize the necessity of building a world of peace, which implies deep changes of mentality and requires

· sacrifices

· a serious work of reflection (even if “one’s heart is also touched”) in order to understand, explain, determine the causes of violence

· a deep belief in the human person, and in his/her capacity of creating a more acceptable world 
· humbleness (we are not God!) and patience

· finally hope for all trials.
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