«Enseignement des langues en Communauté française : pour un vrai projet pédagogique»

Le Centre d’études Jacques Georgin et Mme Caroline Persoons, députée à la Communauté française et à la Région bruxelloise ont l’honneur de vous inviter à la soirée-débat organisée le lundi 22 mai, de 19h00 à 22h00, à la Maison des Associations internationales, Salle Washington, 40, rue de Washington, 1050 Bruxelles 

REPORT

[Principal Coordinator. Report in black. Additional comments in blue.]

Politicians, teachers, students, professors were all present. The issue here was:

1) Concern regarding the fate of the French language on this planet.

2) Teaching languages (there are serious linguistic problems in Belgium): what does it mean to learn a language, when should one learn a language, where to learn a language and what languages should one learn? 

It soon became obvious that the main overwhelming concern was: communication, how to learn a language and...why? 

[I might comment here that “communication” is a vast and complex issue. Indeed,  what does it mean exactly “to communicate”? Do people who speak the same language all necessarily “communicate”? Does mastering a language mean that you can automatically “communicate”? Do minds who speak to each other necessarily communicate? Does understanding necessarily mean communicating…?…and vice-versa? Not to mention the communication difficulties that can occur within the individual her/himself…]
The existing educational structure seemed far from satisfactory. To put it bluntly: it was a failure. Everyone and everything needs to be questioned and reassessed: the teaching methods available, the teachers/professors themselves, the evaluation tools, the pupils/students… [This is an interface issue, I said to myself.] 

The debate developed into problems regarding education in general (science, arts, ...and research) and how to best get through to the child, students and adults. A central conclusion was to develop "intercomprehension". [Another interface issue.].

But how? No one had any suggestion. Everyone seemed stumped. I therefore entered the debate and exposed the NewPOL Network Paradigm, the notion of integrated interdisciplinarity, interfaces and the Interface Assimilation Program to be developed during the IMIRC. 

Referring to the panel’s concern about the world-wide waning interest in the French language, I explained that even though the NewPOL Network had Chinese, Russian, Indian, …NC Teams representing respectively, the Chinese, Russian and the impressive number of Indian dialects on the international scene, …  there were as yet no NC Team for France, the main difficulty being that their educational system is terribly compartmentalized. Integrated interdisciplinarity is still in its infancy there too. We have difficulties finding a NC Team for France because of their educational system. Result: no French Team and no French language on the international scene... 
I also mentioned the very strong reaction of a teacher of modern languages (Flemish and English) in a Belgian High School who shall soon be retiring. Extreme bitterness when looking back. 30 demotivated, rude, rambustious and violent teenagers per class, verbal aggression and disciplinary problems. The teacher always succeeded to contain the violence because of her strong personality, but this always meant working under constant pressure: “I must not give in!”. 

[Why all these difficulties and violence? Are these inevitable in certain quarters? What can the NewPOL Network do?]

She heavily criticised the political manipulations and double-talk. 

[Quite right. But she “forgets” to mention the shocking manipulations inside the Educational System. This is quite general and is by no means restricted to the Belgian Educational System. 

Please refer to the link http://www.imnrc.org/IMNRC/imnrc.htm] 
I also proposed to completely rethink the Belgian Educational System. 

Approved. This is very encouraging indeed.

Let’s hope that something concrete comes out of this all.

