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1. Central quotation     

“The standard for evaluating minority rights claims is no longer ethnocultural neutrality but ethnocultural justice”
.

2. Argument

In the beginning of this article author clearly expresses his attitude towards neutral state that is viewed as an ideal form of government by many liberal philosophers. Kymlicka has a different opinion and he states, that neutral state is neither realistic nor just. He calls it “the myth of ethnocultural neutrality” which is a reflection of hegemonic culture: other cultures are forced to accept the way of living that is imposed by a dominant group. Therefore, supposed neutrality is actually a legitimization of discrimination. Because of this injustice Kymlicka suggests another model – differentiation policy - which is fairer towards minorities as it grants minority groups some special rights that provide equal opportunities and help to integrate them into society as well as to retain cultural uniqueness. 

3. Question

Even though Kymlicka recognizes a complex dialectic of state demands on minorities and minority demands on the state, he looks only from minority perspective. Kymlicka is so enthusiastic of being just to minorities that sometimes I have a feeling that he forgets the justice towards majority. I understand that majority is not as vulnerable as minorities but implementation of differentiation policy might radically change the situation, not necessary improving it. Thus, my question is: can various interpretations of ethnocultural justice instead of creating a just society lead to other reverse injustices and why it happens?

This question of (in)justice involves both the matter of degree and the matter of content. Minimizing the degree of injustices for all groups in the society is the idea of differentiation policy. If it is done wisely who is going to determine what is wise and what is not_, no new injustices will be created. If it was so easy  there would be none by now. However, if by differentiation policy some groups are favored more than others they can gain more power and mobilize the resources in their dispositionThis creates a new basis of authority and the possibility to manipulate in legislative, educational and other systems. Thus abusing the degree of differentiation policy can reverse the content. .  Who decides what is more power and when is it more than justified? To remove all injustices is a normative goal that society aims at.  Unless justice is reached  those measures can be seen as redressing the balance and it is up to a judge to decide whether somebody ´s rights are being shortened or not.
4. Experiential connection.  

Jews as a minority group in Lithuania have a big influence. The disputes about the implementation of the law concerning restitution and returning Jewish property – individual and collective – was a painful issue both for Jews and Lithuanians since the establishment of independent Lithuanian state. In my opinion Jews were and still are abusing the law when they claim their rights to almost every old-town building in the centre of the capital of Lithuania, including university where I study and some other important institutions that now belong to the government of Lithuania I am not saying that the injustices that where made towards Jewish nation during the war should be forgotten, but this kind of massive returning of the property and the pressure from international structures might be a threat to the stability of the society in Lithuania. This example is a matter of degree, but not a matter of content yet. 

5. Textual connection. 

Varady Tibor finds more examples of “unjust justice” towards national minorities from the history of former Yugoslavia, where minority groups gained power and changed the content of the policy creating injustices towards other groups (for example Constitution of Bosnia and Herzegovina included Bosniacs, Croats and Serbs to the decision- making process while other nations where excluded).

 Varady is more pessimistic than Kymlicka saying that “in some instances the problem was simply avoided, while in other places ethnic affiliation is observed with a brutal straightforwardness”
. 

Both Kymlicka and Varady state that neutrality of the state is simply avoiding the problem, but Varady is drawing out attention towards the threat that straightforward implementation of ethnocultural justice without referring to other circumstances might create even bigger confusion. Therefore, he emphasizes ethnocultural balance rather than ethnocultural justice.

6. Implications.

The question concerning minority rights is profoundly important but it was almost entirely ignored by liberal political theorists. There was a widely spread opinion that liberalism is not compatible with a differentiation policy. Kymlicka filled the gap in liberal theory saying that the minorities can use the core virtue of liberalism – freedom – only when they have collective rights. 

The idea of ethnocultural justice did a revolution not only in theory, but in practice as well. There were many attempts to implement ethnocultural justice in the past. Unfortunately, some of them failed because of the wrong setting of the pattern or abusing ethnic stereotypes. Many examples show that it is very easy to cross the line and turn ethnocultural justice into a parody, creating another inequality instead. Thus, politicians should be careful implementing ethnocultural justice, they should avoid any extremes and try to have a balanced view combining both minority and majority rights and being just to all groups.
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