AQCI II

Parekh, Bhikhu (2000) Rethinking Multiculturalism: Chapter 7: The Political Structure of Multicultural Society. By Anita Jolink

Central Quotation: ….”By definition diversity is an inescapable fact of its collective life and can neither be wished out of existence nor suppressed without an unacceptable degree of coercion and often not even then.”

Argument: Bhikhu examined four different views on the political structure of multicultural societies, and concludes that all four views fail to find the right combination of unity and diversity.  Therefore, he claims that if one wants to develop a coherent political structure for a multicultural society, one needs to appreciate the importance of both unity and diversity, and has to try to find the right balance between them. In order to do this he gives what he calls a “navigational device” about several important aspects of society.
Question:  In Bhikhu’s “navigational device” he talks about the necessity of fundamental rights in a multicultural society. In a multicultural society it would be hard to agree on the content, so he proposes to limit fundamental rights to “matters essential to all devisable forms of good life”. I think ‘Good life’ might entail something different in one society than in others. So my question is: Why would it be possible to agree on fundamental rights to stress equality? 

Experiential Connection: From my experience I can say that Bhikhu makes some good points. Living in the Netherlands, I see that it is sometimes difficult to combine unity and diversity in the right way. We have many people from Morocco in our country and it is really hard to integrate them. At this point our government forces them to take Dutch language courses, but many people oppose this, as it is forced upon them, they rather choose for themselves whether they need this or not. This stresses the point Bhikhu makes about ‘forced assimilation’. Our government really tries to integrate foreigners into our society, but this goes hand in hand with many problems, as Bhikhu stresses.

Textual Connection: I think the text by John Rex can be linked with Bhikhu’s text. Bhikhu makes clear, when he talks about the shortcomings of the civic assimilationist view that some parts of the public sphere interfere with the private sphere. As an example he uses education, which is both a public institution and a cultural institution. This example is also used by Rex, he writes: “….A modern educational system has three clear functions; it selects individuals, it transmits important skills and it also transmits moral values. It is this third function which brings it into conflict with the private domain…”
 

Implications: I like Bhikhu’s argument, and I think he makes his point really clear by giving some good examples. I do agree that the models he uses cannot explain the multicultural society, but I think no model can. It is always hard to make some model for a complicated society like a multicultural one. Therefore, I think it is good that Bhikhu mentioned that he does not make a model, but a “navigational device”. Which I think stresses that models cannot really explain multicultural societies.
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