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1. “(...) we should distinguish between collective rights of individuals in virtue of belonging to or being perceived as member of particular group (collective as adjective); and rights of a 'collective' – a corporate conception implying rights for the group as such, against the world and even against its 'members'.”1 

2. The text offers limited guide to the crucial global and European legal documents concerned with rights of national, linguistic and ethnic minorities. Of these, the focus is put on Article 27 of the International Covenant of Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) and The UN Minority Rights Declaration (UNDM). On the European level, the documents included are those of OSCE and CEI, and then in higher resolution The Charter for Regional or Minority Languages of the Council of Europe and esp. The Framework Convention for the Protection of National Minorities. The minority rights were re-entering the international canon slowly and with difficulties due to the 'political version of Occam's Razor' (p. 47) embodied in the post-war universal individualism of human rights discourse. Of course, the protection against discrimination on grounds of minority affiliation is assured by the 'undifferentiated' principle of non-discrimination featured e.g. in UN Charter (1945) and UN Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948), but more and more, the need for instruments (a) of more 'positive', affirmative character, and (b) providing explicitly for the protection of various human collectivities (i.e., 'differentiated' documents), has been voiced. The key dilemma is that between the rights of the members of these collectivities and the rights of communities themselves. (It is important to note that we should always bear in mind that 'individual' as well as 'group' are abstractions which can turn out to be misleading.) While the former type of minority rights proved to be more compatible with global political discourse, Thornberry argues that 'dealing with minority rights through relentless insistence that they are rights not of minorities but of persons belonging to minorities has its limitations' (p. 71). Thus he seems to be willing to embrace the conception of corporate rights. Yet another philosophical controversies and practical problems are connected e.g. to the formulation of the obligations of minorities towards state party and the implementation and monitoring mechanisms of various minority rights treaties.

3. The author notes while elaborating on the 'collective in strong sense vs. weak sense' dilemma that poverty can result from cultural disintegration and that cultural self-determination and self-esteem can somehow help oppressed and discriminated against groups to remedy their condition and also to engage the respect of majority. Just as when reading similar claims anywhere else, for me the obvious question remains HOW precisely is the cultural self-determination to alleviate discrimination and social exclusion usually resulting from complex and highly individualised combination of racial/cultural/ethnic affiliation with class and socio-economic status, especially when we consider that the most socially excluded persons usually don't care much about projects of national emancipation for they are not linked to their actual condition and needs. Obviously, the assertions of this type are to be classified as normative statements (representing the interests of ethnic elite?) or truisms at best, unless they are supported by some empirical evidence. To be honest with author what do you mean? If you agree with him, write it simply, nobody expects u to be honest with him :-) as it does not sound academic enough,   you can also use the conjugation nevetherless he rightly points to the need for certain balance between the 'intimacies' of a culture and more general, over-arching affiliations.

4. The example of Roma population in the Central European countries could effectively support the critique of the claim that cultural self-determination is automatically prerequisite of a kind for their vertical social mobility and the elimination of discrimination against them. Except the relatively feeble elite engaged in national-emancipation project, most of the Roma population is more intensively preoccupied with other forms of collective identity such as those derived from kinship or location of residence.                                                                                              5. Will Kymlicka2 offers a differentiation of collective rights alternative to the distinction between the rights of members and the rights of groups. This is distinction between 'internal restrictions' which are basically claims of a group against the individual liberty of its own members, and 'external protections' which are claims of a group against the larger society. The former are wholly compatible with liberal democracy and actually strengthen and broaden 'undifferentiated' individual rights, while the latter are usually unjust and practically intolerable in a liberal society. It is noteworthy that his differentiation intersects that of Thornberry (the 'internal restrictions' can be put on an individual by whole group as well as by a subgroup of individuals of that group, and the 'external protections' can be exercised by whole group as well as by an individual or a subgroup). It offers better and more practical normative clue for distinction between applicable and inapplicable conceptions of rights.                                         6. The basic implication is that the international codification of minority rights is a result of certain 'art of balancing': between the interests of state parties and the interests of minorities, between individual and group rights, between the fluidity and practical employability of the definition of minority, between rigidity and flexibility of international treaties and charters... Many good solutions have been already found, but there remain serious flaws in the mechanisms of monitoring and evaluation of implementation. Also, many important political actors and opinion makers still criticise collective-specific rights on grounds of their supposed incompatibility with individual rights; it is desirable to think over whether these opinions are not negatively shaped by just the type of differentiation Patrick Thornberry and many others recurrently utilise. In such a case, other framework is wanted.

A+,  if  the honesty if removed
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