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Birch, Anthony (1989) Nationalism and National Integration, London: Unwin Hyman Ltd, chapter 4: National integration, pp. 36-51
Central Quotation
: If society is divided on ethic or religious or linguistic lines to such degree that membership of these communal groupings determines partisan loyalties, then there is likely to be no alternation of political power, no readiness to compromise and no acceptance of rule by the minority. (p. 39-40)

Argument: The Birch’s fourth chapter is rather descriptive. He deals with the process of national integration as a part of other social and economic development and partly as a result of deliberate government policies. The author explains the four main arguments for national integration: historical necessity, a positive impact of integration on minorities, the need of feeling of national unity for representative government and the argument that national integration is to be the only secure basis of political authority. Later, he divides the steps which promote nation-building into categories and deals with the meaning of symbols, socialization and educational system, institutions, religion. He focuses on the important role of language and possible lines on language policies. Finally, Birch summarizes the arguments for social pluralism and highlights the patterns of integration with the stress on full and partial integration. As we can see the text is more informative than argumentative. 

Question: I would like to ask Birch if he really sees the four arguments for national integration as the main ones. Or better would he see different arguments for national integrations in these days? And why does not he think in terms of social cohesion etc.?

Experiential Connection: Although I find Birch arguments more out of date than up to date I realized that many people still follow his second argument for national integration: assimilation has a positive effect on minorities. I was completely shocked after reading a speech by Pauline Hanson (an Australian very conservative politician), in which she explained the very positive effect of the forced assimilation of Aborigines (who were almost wiped out in the last two centuries) on their economic level.

Textual Connection: I choose to compare this chapter with a book by Samovar and Potter
: Intercultural communication (2000) that would not agree with the Birch’s arguments about how to promote nation-building. Their main focus is on culture itself and the construction of identity which focuses more on individuals and which is given much higher importance than nation-building.

Implications:  The value of this chapter lies in the clear overview of different reasons for integration and its possible implications. So (looking at the present situation of the Czech policy on integration) the implication is that firstly we should know what are the beliefs, values and theories we are building on, second, what we want to achieve and third how to achieve it - instead of mixing all these things together. 
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