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       Palmer pointed out straightforwardly that fear is the most compelling features of inner landscape. Especially, students are afraid of failing. It reminds me of a devastated situation occurs now in Taiwan. Almost over one third of the student population of Junior High is under depression. I agree with Palmer’s remedy: if we were to turn some of our externalized reformist energies toward exorcising the inner demons of fear, we would take a vital step toward the renewal of teaching and learning. On the other hand, considering personal emotion and cultural traits, Palmer said that fear could be both pathological and healthy (p.39). I agree with the three areas, what Palmer claimed, where the shut down could be occurred and the remedy he offered. They are in the lives of students, in teacher’s self-protective hearts and in dominant way of knowing. 
     First, Student from HELL: not brain dead but full of fear. The way we diagnosis students condition will determine the kind of remedy we offer. Brain–dead leads to pedagogic, therefore, need a new diagnosis of our students’ inward condition. The remedy of dead brains is to put the student “behind the wheel,” let them found a voice to speak of significant things. Secondly, regarding the teacher’s fearful heart-- work unappreciated, inadequately rewarded, discover choosing the wrong profession. Spending lives on trivia fear of the judgment of the young. Palmer followed Erik Erikson’s thought that the way of renewal in order to break the cycle of fear is called generativity. It suggests two related dimensions of a healthy adult identity. Good teaching is an act of hospitality toward the young, and the hospitality is always an act that benefits the host even more than the guest. Thirdly, regarding our fearful way of knowing, Palmer contrasted objectivism detachment with subjectivity intimacy. He said beautifully, “at its deepest reaches, knowing is always communal.”
      By employing the analogy of ecosystem dies verse human system fail, Palmer encouraged the educators to dare to move through our fear, to practice knowing as a form of love, and enter a partnership with the otherness of the world. By finding our place in the ecosystem of reality, we might see more clearly which actions are life-giving and which are not, fully in our destiny. Relational way of knowing is a way in which love takes away fear and co-creation replaces control. It is a way of knowing that can help us reclaim the capacity for connectedness on which good teaching depends. However, one needs not be his own fears, for there are other places in one’s inner landscape from which one can speak and act. I can have fear, but need not be fear—if I am willing to stand someplace else in my inner landscape (p. 57). 
      We could feel more at home in our lives, no longer strangers to one another and aliens to the earth. I appreciate Palmer’s concept of homecoming (p. 58) in terms of facing one’s true self. The homecoming for a Christian is to go home to be with the Lord. However, according to Palmer, that home is not a place we can own, or abandon, can not be stolen in terms of one’s being, knowing and doing. A new way of being—into the realization (knowing) that he could have fear but did not need to be fear, that he could speak and act from a place of honesty about being fearful rather than from the fear itself.    
