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1) Central Quotation “When a society refuses to accommodate the legitimate demands of its cultural minorities, the latter seek to exploit such spaces as society itself provides to legitimize their demands. Modern Western society is extremely sensitive to religion and does not wish to appear intolerant of deeply held religious beliefs and practices …(and( minorities are naturally tempted to take advantage of this… ”

2) Argument In discussing the reasons why the pressure to assimilate does not always succeed, Parekh brings to our attention crucial issues regarding cultures. First of all, he points out that cultures are too deeply woven and integrated into the lives of their members. Second of all, cultures are extremely complex structures of beliefs and practices and most of its unspoken postulations need to be born into – in the sense that total cultural assimilation requires biological assimilation. Parekh argues that due to these factors, assimilationist pressure not only does not succeed for the most part, but often has the opposite consequences to those intended by its propagandists – such as complete secularization. Full and unqualified acceptance rarely comes about as a result of assimilation, since the very demand for assimilation is generated by society’s intolerance of differences, which are hence exaggerated. With respect to the highly sensitive issue of religion, minorities tend to take advantage of its status and “demand recognition of their differences on the grounds that they are an integral part of their religion”
. As a result, many cultural practices or symbols are turned into mandatory religious requirements leading to “religionization of culture”
. 

 3) Question I found Parekh’s in-depth examination of modes of political integration in multicultural societies to be highly enlightening and thorough. It dealt with issues that are for the most part overlooked by many. In my opinion, religionization of culture is an escalating trend that affects cultures worldwide, having far reaching effects on state policies and even legislation. However, what Parekh does not address is the issue of religionization of dominant culture – since in this day and age we often come across it. In believe that, as a result of minorities having been forced into resorting to extreme measures in order for them to be heard and to legitimize their demands, there are now many dominant cultures that are - essentially – wanting and doing the same. One of the contemporary examples would be President G. W. Bush’s adopted ‘fundangelist’
 approach, which is slowly – yet very effectively – being meshed into the “dominant” American culture. This is clearly expressed in the escalated need within US society to portray its culturally developed positions on certain issues such as gay and lesbian marriage, abortion, etc., as those of “proper Christian and hence American values” – and vice versa. Had Parekh touched upon this “twist” on religionization that is emerging in the world, his article would have been thoroughly encompassing with respect to the interlocked issues influencing the political structure of multicultural societies.  

4) Experiential Connection Having lived in the fairly liberal countries of the Middle East most of my life and then spending four years doing an undergraduate program at a university in Canada, the issues of multiculturalism as well as assimilation are essentially integrated into my very being. Having been immersed into so many different cultures – not only different as to their composition, but also with respect to their stance on multiculturalism issues, I cannot but agree with Parekh’s notions regarding the complexities and peculiarities of cultures, especially ones that are marginalized – these almost without an exception go through the process of ‘religionizing’ their cultural practices and symbols: some of which as a consequence serve to further amplify their differences unnecessarily (for example the Muslim hijab is really an optional element in a female’s attire that has now acquired such emotional charge on both sides that the simple scarf has moved out of its original category of accessory/attire!)

5) Textual Connection Kymlicka writes that as early as the 1970s “it was clearly recognized that [ ] assimilationist model is unrealistic, unnecessary and unjust” and that this model is “unrealistic because no matter how much pressure to assimilate is applied, immigrants never fully lose their distinctive identities and practices”
. This point clearly confirms Parekh’s argument in that it provides support for his notions regarding the interwoven complexity of cultures and the need for biological assimilation for it to really work. 

6) Implications With respect to multicultural and assimilation policies, Parekh’s analysis provides a window of opportunity to realize a fundamental point when it comes to acceptance of other groups and cultures into mainstream society: in order to preserve and legitimize their identity in an assimilationist environment, minorities often religionize or even ethnicize their cultural practices, which are subsequently assigned a false identity-sustaining role – often leading to even more conflict and marginalization. Thus, we should focus on accepting cultural differences as a part of normal life so that religious and ethnic differences do not become politicized and given more importance than they deserve.
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