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I ask this question: what would happen to this planet if the people of India had the
same number of cars per family as the Germans? How much oxygen would there be
left for us to breathe? More clearly: Does the world today have the material elements
to enable 7 or 8 billion people to enjoy the same level of consumption and
squandering as the most affluent Western societies? Will that ever be possible? Or will
we have to start a different type of discussion one day? Because we have created this
civilization in which we live: the progeny of the market, of the competition, which has
begotten prodigious and explosive material progress. But the market economy has
created market societies. And it has given us this globalization, which means being
aware of the whole planet.

Are we ruling over globalization or is globalization ruling over us? Is it possible to
speak of solidarity and of “being all together” in an economy based on ruthless

competition? How far does our fraternity go?
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These days I often wonder why I teach English. In the school where I work, students
work on debate, discussion, and speech in English. I'm sure their English ability has
improved a lot since they entered. In fact, some students in my homeroom class
advanced to the nationwide English speech contest. The reason why I help them join
speech contest is to improve their skill: by practicing for and joining the speech
contest, they can develop not only their language skill like writing and speaking, but
the way to speak in front of people efficiently and confidently. This is actually
necessary after you start working in a company.

However, what comes after teaching practical English? I teach practical English and
its aim is to have students acquire language skill, but these days I feel the students are
less motivated because we can't show the clear goal after teaching language. They are
becoming able to speak English better and they practice speaking English even with
Japanese students, but they hesitate to communicate with foreign people. Why do they
study English then? I feel like, we focus on the education of practical English too
much and less on growing global mind but I guess these two shouldn't be divided.

What do you think about this point, guys?
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“Development cannot go against happiness. It has to work in favor of human
happiness, of love on Earth, human relationships, caring for children, having
friends, having our basic needs covered. Precisely because this is the most

precious treasure we have; happiness.”
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Human happiness and the environment Address by Uruguayan president Jose Mujica

Translated by Global Alliance, from: http:/d.hatena.ne.jp/shiro-kurage/20130224/p2
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