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1. Central quotation:“The question is not “have national minorities given us a compelling reason to abandon the norm of ethnocultural neutrality?” but rather “why should national minorities not have the same powers of nation-building as the majority?” p.28

2. Argument: In this paper, Kymlicka tries to define the features of a liberal-democratic approach of ethnic minorities and diversity. First of all he denounces the “myth of ethnocultural neutrality”, i-e believes that policies made by liberal-democratic states are culturally neutral. Indeed, Kymlicka needs a much more tighter definition of national culture to argue, but one must concede that, when a state decides to use one official language, or when he decides which days people do not work because theses days are Christian events, the state promotes certain culture. With this quotation, Kymlicka wants to analyse the roots of the problem and wonders why in a state some group has more influence than an other. This question of legitimacy is crucial if we want to be awareness that, what we consider as normal - the majority group decides mainly for the other group as a leading and more influential group – is probably not a necessary means of government.

3. Question: Kymlicka tends to see on the given territory of state national minorities who are clearly identifiable, and clearly differentiated from immigrants. As we must recognise further for the Baltic states, such categorisation do not really describe reality and is sometimes fruitful to understand complex situations. He also granted multi-nation federalism to be the most suitable solution to manage ethnic minorities. As every theories, scientist has to schematise and to simplify reality to describe it and to make it intelligible. However I am not sure that in this domain of sociology schematisation are really helpful because such works are often used by politicians to elaborate some policy. Kymlicka quotes Belgium as a good example of multi-nation federal state. Although administrative and politic  situations in Belgium are far much more complicated because religious entities do not correspond with linguistic entities, and such federalism does not lead to more coherence for the state or in the society.

4. Experiential connection: As a French, I am surely one of the most convinced by the “myth of ethnocultural neutrality” and it is difficult to accept that minorities coud provides something good to the state, that the rule of majority is not always the most suitable. I do really appreciate the way Kymlicka denounces our own mis-believes and finally the propaganda which can use a state who wants to put under silence claims of national ethnic minorities. Even if Kymlicka's paper remains a theoretical approach, I think that many politicians and many citizens who belong to the majority should read this paper to consider with more respect and more recognition national minorities. Kymlicka proves with facts excellently analysed that a generous policy of integration is not a threat for national identity.

5. Textual connection: However, the weak point of this paper is probably the tight definition of culture in liberal society. Benhabib's vision of what is culture is probably more helpful. In fact, Benhabib is opposed to multicultural policies because it tends to petrify cultures and prevents from necessary tendance to interaction with other cultures. “These assumptions form what I will call the “reductionist sociology of culture”. In the words of Terence Turner, such a view “risks essentialising the idea of culture as the property of an ethnic group or race; it risks reifying cultures as separate entities by overemphasising the internal homogeneity of cultures in terms that potentially legitimise repressive demands for communal conformity; and by treating cultures as badges of group identity, it tends to fetishise them in ways that put them beyond the reach of critical analysis” (1993, 412)” Maybe it is too bold too affirm that Kymlicka has also a “reductionist” sociological approach of culture, but when he wants to distinguish clearly immigrants from national minorities, or when he wants to build some multi-nation federalism which, according to me, leads more to segregation than a living-together, his approach can be ubiquitous. 

6. Implications: I read this paper as I was writing some essay on ethnic minorities in Baltic countries and as Kymlicka demonstrates using force or pressuring to impose the majority culture is a fruitful and even dangerous approach for politicians. He tries to draw our attention on some of our prejudgements on the rights of majority group towards minorities, and when we know that in Latvia almost 500,000 persons are still stateless or non-citizens in the country in which they have been living for decades, the needs for recognition and respect for a more harmonious integration become more  striking. The same thing could be said for France towards Norther Africans from our previous colonies.
Céline Moyon - third AQCI 


