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Central Quotation 
If cultural differences were accepted as a normal part of life, those involved would not need to ground them in something as intractable and non-negotiable as religion and ethnicity. Religious and ethnic difference would, no doubt, remain, but they would not become politicized, turned into the last bastions of cultural defence, and given more importance than they deserve (p. 199). 

Argument

Since the text has rather descriptive character, I did not find any argument for or against the concept of multiculturalism. Nevertheless, Bhikhu emphasizes several relevant examples of how multicultural societies “coexist” in one state and under one constitution. In the context of political structure, the author analyses advantages and disadvantages of assimilation and existence of common authoritative “symbol” or “law” (e.g. constitution, justice). In the end of the text there is precisely explained the difference between collective and individual rights and the author underlines that to both concepts should be paid enough of attention in order to maintain democratic values (p. 218/219). 

Question

The author did not raise a question about current development and future accordingly. In the current global world, multiculturalism became the issue of everyday life and it seems that people are not ready yet to co-exist with “the others”. The next inquiry could analyse whether “global societies” are even open to accept “somebody else” among each other. 

Experiential Connection
Multiculturalism is the “hot topic” of current sociology. Theoretically, taking trans-nationalism into account, it could be expressed that the public is very well aware of the multicultural aspect. However, the reality seems not to confirm the theoretical point of view. Talking about the Czech Republic, the people are still conservative to accept other cultures into or next to the one they are already used to have. 

Textual Connection

On page 203 the author argues that political symbols such as ceremonies or images play a very important role in the political concept. Jan Kubik supports such a statement in his work. Kubik discusses the Pope’s visit of Poland in June 1979. He states that “[t]ransformative ceremonies do not serve to settle social conflicts but to articulate and amplify them; they are staged by the oppressed in situations in which other forms of rebellion do not seem viable” (1994:152).

Implications 

In order to support the multicultural concept, it is worth stressing that the people should be interested in other cultures instead of closing their eyes while meeting them. Is there something beneficial in fighting other cultures instead of considering how they could help to develop the country? In my opinion, the other cultures offer a “fresh air” into the already stereotyped society. For example, discussing the education - already schoolchildren should get used to play with other cultures in order to get ready for their future cooperation at work. It is noticeable in some EU countries that non-white people are successful in their job and family life accordingly (e.g. the UK, France). Furthermore, nobody thinks about it as a strange fact. On the other hand, e.g. the Czech society has a long way to go to fully accept the other cultures.   

References:

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

Kubik, Jan. 1994. “John Paul II’s Visit to Poland as an Example of the Ceremonial Transformation of Society,” in The Power of Symbols and the Symbols of Power. The Rise of Solidarity and the Fall of State Socialism in Poland. University Perk: The Penn State University Press
