Dear IOA President, Mr. Isidoros Kouvelos,
Dear IOA Director, Mr. Dionyssis Gangas;

Dear IOA Dean, Mr. Kostas Georgiadis;

Dear IOA members of the Secretariat ans remaing staff; 

Dear colleagues and friends from the NOCs and the NOAs;

On behalf of the lecturers, I would like to start by expressing again our gratitude for your kind, honorable and challenging invitation to come here to the birth of Olympism and present a lecture.
Having said this, please allow me to present a brief overview of the lectures. 
Firstly, it must be stressed that despite the difference on the content of the topics as well as on the academic, professional, geographical and life background of the lecturers, there was a symptomatic convergence: all agreed on the decisive role of Olympic Education. For example, Mr. Papadogiannakis considered Olympic Education as the “primary element of the Olympic Movement and its quintessence”; Mrs. Nicole Girard-Savoy defended that the “Mission of Olympic Movement” is to “Educate through Sport”; I have defined Olympic Education as the “cement” of the Olympic Movement.
Secondly, it is interesting to remark that despite the fact that technology was not on the title of any of the lectures, it was indeed present. Dr. Thomas Rosandich reminded us that the “groundbreaking poster [of the 1988 Seoul Olympic Games] signifies the dawning of the computer age, now a major factor in the development of Olympic education. The poster image expresses harmony between tradition and technological advancement”. Subsequently, and keeping on citing Dr. Rosandich, in Barcelona 1992, “the poster heralds the future of technology in Games media with its brank-like logo”; the 2004 Athens Games were “the Internet Olympics”. 
The propagation of Olympic education through the media was also focused by Mr. Papadogiannakis and in my own presentation. Last but not the least, among other several and practical proposals, Mr. Henry Tandau defended the creation of a “working guideline” in order to “ensure a smooth working relationship between the key players in the development and spread of Olympic education” and he is of the opinion that “this document should be made available to all and on the IOC and IOA websites”.

A third point that I would like to underline is the following: almost all the lecturers invoked the increasing “commercialization” that involves the Modern Olympic Games, that is, the relevance of money. Interestingly, Prof. Mark Golden demonstrated that money was already an issue in Greek athletics: “athletic activity was always informed by an elite ethos, even in democratic Athens”; “the decline of the ideology of amateurism has thus made it easier to recognize the role that money and other material benefits always played in Greek athletics”; “poorer athletes”, that is, athletes with “humble origins” had great difficulties to afford the time and expense of training and travel to competitions” and “these were greatest at Olympia”. 
Another message passed by some lecturers concerned the need for a clear conceptualization. On the one hand, as Prof. Rychtecký pointed out, “[a]part from other things, the implementation of Olympic values in university curricula programmes have also been caused by a crisis in general concepts of education, which students find too theoretical, formal and verbose”. On the other hand, and once again referring to Prof. Rychtecký lecture, “the Olynpic Charter does not provide a sufficiently vivid picture or answers to questions such as “what exactly Olympism?”. That is one of the reasons that leaded me to suggest in my presentation to seek, as far as possible, to increase the specificity of the definition of the concepts that are intrinsic to the Olympic phenomenon, such as Olympism, Olympic spirit, Olympic Ideal and even Olympic Education.
Finally, I would like to underline that lecturers have also demonstrated the essential role of the Olympic Charter – as mentioned by Mr. Tandau, the “basis of everything” related to the Olympic Movement, “the reason” of initiatives such as this Joint Session.
According to Prof. Rychtecký, “[b]esides the original ideas of Pierre de Coubertin, Olympism is enriched by other objectives in the Olympic Charter”. In this context, Mrs. Savoy has analyzed the relevant rule of the Olympic Charter that frames the Olympic Solidarity and underlined that “NOCs need to establish an efficient structure in order to be able to fulfill their obligations as per the Olympic Charter”. 
In the same premise, Mr. Papadogiannakis, based great part of his intervention on the letter and spirit of specific provisions of the Olympic Charter, namely to describe and analyze the obligations of NOCs and Financial resources; the IOC’s financial support to NOCs and the problem of doping and violence – on this regard, it is important to recall one of his conclusions: the combination of Rule 31, paragraph 2.5 of the Olympic Charter with other rules enacted by the EU and the Council of Europe “do not appear able to control this social phenomenon, that is steadily expanding”.

We should reflect on this, taking into account that, as stated by Mr. Isidoros Kouvelos in his Opening Speech, doping and violence are among the “predominant” problems “that the international sports movement faces today”. Hence, they must be tackled. Other problem underlined by our President is “the inadequate education of young people in the values of Olympism”. After all, in the words of the IOC President, Mr. Jacques Rogge, quoted by Dr. Rosandich, in his lecture, “If we don’t adapt to the changes of youth, we are lost”.

Solutions can be simple. In my presentation I have recommended a few simple changes in the text of the Olympic Charter – both in material and institutional terms - that might be useful to “put the Olympic Education on the map” with the dignity and relevance that it deserves. 

Another simple solution was identified by Dr. Rosandich: In his words, [l]ooking ahead to challenges facing Nacional Olympic Committees, art emerges as a powerful tool for education of future generations in Olympism”. Further to Prof. Rychtechký, “the philosophy of art” is one tool of examining Olympism and consequently must integrate the academic research on the field. In this context, it was with great satisfaction that we had the opportunity to hear by a specialist like Dr. Rosandich about “[t]he recent IOC publication of the book Olympic Posters” and its valuable contribution ad a great resource for teaching Olympism”. 

Before finishing, I would like, on behalf of all the lecturers, to thank all of you for the questions you have raised, which created intense and fruitful debate, a true learning experience for us. There can be no doubt: in Olympia we do learn a lot with each other, not only here at this fantastic amphitheatre, but also in other contexts and scenarios, such as the library; the working groups; the archeological site and the museum; the sports facilities; the cafeteria; and, we must admit, also drinking in a downtown café or dancing at the Zorbas Bar.

Thank you very much and see you soon.
Olympia, 17 May 2010

Alexandre Miguel Mestre
