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Bhikhu Parekh: Rethinking multiculturalism

1. Central Quotation: “It [multiculturalism] should foster a strong sense of unity and common belonging  among its citizens, as otherwise it cannot act as a united communityable to take and enforce collectivly-binding decisions and regulate and resolve conflicts. The greater and deeper the diversity is in a society, the greater the unity and cohesion it requires to hold itself together and nurture its diversity(Parekh2000:196).”

2. Argument: Parekh argues that multiculturalism is the best, if not the only way of dealing with the interaction of different cultures within a country. And since no society can or should ignore the demands of diversity, the assimilation mode is unsuited. The multicultural community should further encourage interaction between and across the cultural groups, to enable collective decision-making. 

3. Question: All though Parekh thoroughly examines how one should make multiculturalism work, there is no critique towards the concept itself and how it may have social reprecautions that are not desireable. “Multiculturalism should foster a strong sense of unity and common belonging,” he says, but makes no further thesis on how the to uphold an ethnic group’s culture and sense of self whilst at the same time having a sense of common belonging to the society as a whole. “Positive equality requires equality of rights and opportunities,”(Parekh2000:211) Parekh states, but how can this be done if the societies don’t even know the language or for other reasons don’t interact in the rest of the society?

4. Experiential Connection: My own experience from living in a coutry that embraises multicultiralism, namely Australia, is that by encouraging ethnic groups to maintain their own culture sometimes results in isolation of the ethnic groups. It results in second generation chinese-australians that doesn’t speak Australian. If you live in a country where you do not even know the language and where everyone you know are of your ethnicity- then you don’t interact in the community as you have no ability to orientate in the society around you. Therefore I believe the consept of multiculturalism should be examined more closely and that what the term “multiculturalism actually implies should be made clearer so that states that wish to pursue this strategy will not find themselves in the situation that Australia are currently in.

5. Textual Connection: Rex confirms that there are a lot of confusion around the consept of multiculturalism, and that it is still a mere ideal. “A new goal has become widely excepted in British race relations, namely that of multicultural society, but the meaning of the term remains remarkably obscure (Rex2001:206),“ he writes. And further suggests that continued studies of this consept is needed. 

6. Implications: Parekh’s text on the political structure of multicultural society implies that given the circumstanses and with the right ‘model’- multiculturalism is the way of dealing with a multi-ethnic society. Parekh tries to explain how multiculturalism can work, but fails to see all consequenses of a multicultural society. 
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