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1. Central quotation 

“’We’ cannot integrate ‘them’ so long as ‘we’ remain ‘we’; ‘we’ must be loosened up to create a new common space in which ‘they’ can be accommodated and became part of a newly reconstituted ‘we’” (p.204)

2. Argument

The sentence presented above is like a definition of ideal multicultural society, which Parekh is arguing for.  To him multicultural society must find the ways to establish a satisfactory relationship between unity and diversity by applying some general principles. Those, which he calls “navigation devices”, are: (1) constitutionally enshrined system of fundamental rights; (2) equality of treatment, equal rights and opportunities; (3) collective rights to maintain the collective identity of cultural communities and (4) shared culture that grows from interaction and helps to sustain multicultural dimension. His concept contrasts with the assimilationist view of multicultural society that is recognized with neatly divided public and private domains and domination of one culture with which others should assimilate. 

3.Question 

Although Parekh gives so much theoretical advices what multicultural society should do for the harmony between unity and diversity, it is still not clear how to organize it in the real life, especially in the case of refilling constitution with multicultural dimension. What do you mean here?
4.Experiental connection.

To my mind B. Parekh’s view is too idealistic. I think we still live in plural societies with the domination of one culture. On the other hand I like the way he ‘rethinks multiculturalism’ because I also disagree with the assimilationist approach that ethnic minorities should assimilate with dominative culture if they want to enter wider society. That is not your experience its just your view…
5.Textual connection

As was mentioned before Parekh argues against the idea of divided domains in society: unitary public and diverse private. His concept contrasts that is not fully correct, I would rather suggets that it reinforces Rexes view… Who should judge us then.. with the point of view of John Rex, who clarifies that “in a multicultural society we should distinguish between the public domain in which there is a single culture based upon the notion of equality between individuals and the private domain, which permits diversity between groups.”(p.218)

6. Implications

In my point of view Parekh’s concept of multicultural society is useful for politicians and public sector as a theoretical ideal model. It may help to recognize and solve mistakes in laws that concern ethnic minorities. Give concrete examples here pls.
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