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1.Central Quotation. 

…«What I’m going to suggest in this essay  is that a new goal has become widely accepted in British race relations, namely that of the multicultural society, but that the meaning of this term remains remarkably obscure.» (John Rex, p. 206) 

2.Argument. 
In this essay John Rex tries to present and clarify the concept of “Multiculturalism”- new “trendy” goal of the British race relations, but still unclear because of its vague definition. According to him, to be viable, the ideal multicultural society should be on the one hand, unitary in the public domain and on the other encouraging diversity in the private or communal matters (John Rex, p. 208). The distinction of the two domains is essential, the public domain being characterized by the “civic culture” (e.g. the abstract public morality, law and religion), while the private domain is still ruled by a multiplicity of “folk cultures”. The very special role of the “folk culture” is to help individuals socialize in their own communities as in the external a-moral world. However some matters are both enveloping public and private domains, like education or religion. This point of view join’s Parekh’s notion of “civic assimilationist (Parekh Bhiku, Rethinking Multiculturalism, p. 200)”.     

3.Question. 
John Rex speaks about the different systems of value coexisting in the private domain in the multicultural society, and referring to that, my question is: where to put the limits of this multiculturalism? Notions of “private” and “public” domain change in space and time, and when it concerns matters of both domains, too much vague “multiculturalism” can be as harmful for the group cohesion as not enough. Moreover he writes mainly about the British case, drawing general conclusions of the multicultural society from one particular-relative case. 

4.Experiental Connexion. 
Living in Belgium, which is a multicultural and multinational federal state with two main communities, my observations are that each community is slowly isolating herself in her own system of thinking, the private identity of being “Flemish “, “Walloon” or from some foreign origin surpassing the “Belgian public” one. We have never talked so much about the collapse of Belgium as nowadays. And in a progressing Europe of the region’s it is logical that this feeling continues to grow up. 

5.Textual Connexion. 

“The idea of a plural or multicultural society is, however, a deeply ambiguous one (…)just as the discourse of culture has recast the concept of race in a new form, so multiculturalism represents not means to an equal society, but an alternative to one, where equality has given way to the toleration of difference, and indeed of inequality”( Malik Kenan, The meaning of Multiculturalism, p.170, London, Macmillan,1996). Both authors agreed on how difficult it is to find a coherent definition of the term “multicultural”, but for Malki Kenan, who has otherwise a completely different point of view, the broad use of the “multicultural society” is just a way to mask social ghettoization and to make acceptable differences and inequalities among the diverse ethnic groups. It does not play in favour of successful integration but makes just the real situation seems more bearable. 

6.Implications. 
The question of the national minorities and the peaceful coexistence of different ethnic communities is never been so present than after the attacks of September 11th and also, on a European point of view, after the enlargement of the European Union that supposes a rethinking of the European identity. To conclude, I would say that personally I’m pessimistic about the application of Rex’ multicultural model, the distinction of the public and private domain, being among other things confused by the globalisation of the culture on one the hand, and the withdraw into particular ethnic characteristics on the other hand. 

