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AQCI: 
BIRCH, Anthony (1989), “Nationalism and National Integration”, London: Unwin Hyman Ltd, chapter 4: National integration, pp. 36-51
1. CENTRAL QUOTATION 

“Our concern is with the way in which ethnic and cultural groups have become wholly or partly merged into national societies so as to support the political organization of the national state.” (page 36)
2. ARGUMENT 
In this chapter Birch analyzes and discusses various components and aspects connected with national integration. He commences by summarizing four traditional arguments in favor of the process of national integration and assimilation: historical necessity, positive benefits for the assimilated, need of representative government for national unity, and necessity of national integration as a secure basis of political authority. Birch continues by describing the practice of nation-building. He explains numerous instruments and measures exercised by the government to influence and enhance national integration. A few of the measures mentioned are: creation of symbols of national identity, socialization through educational system, establishment of political institutions to represent the entire society, and diminution of ethnic, religious or linguistic cleavages in society. Thereafter the author mentions the drastic change of view towards national integration. During the 1960’s and 1970’s minority assimilation in general became outdated and pluralistic societies became the more desirable integration model. Birch summarizes the normative views towards integration by identifying three patterns and sublevels: social (assimilation, melting pot, cultural pluralism), economic (full/partial integration, economic integration), and political (political assimilation, accommodation, ethnic conflict, majority control) patterns. 

3. QUESTION 

Birch identifies various patterns and sublevels of national integration. Is there a correlation between these patterns and sublevels? For example, does an ethnic group which is labeled socially assimilated have a higher chance of being economically and politically integrated as well? Does an ethnic group - which is economically not integrated at all - tend to be socially not assimilated and politically not represented? Or, is it not possible to identify a connection between the sublevels of social, economic, and political patterns? 

4. EXPERIENTIAL CONNECTION 

My experience confirms Birch’s analysis that the process of nation-building can, to a certain degree, be stimulated by government policies. At the age of six I moved from Europe to the U.S.A. I, even though I was a new immigrant, was expected not only to salute the American flag, as Birch mentions on page 41, but to also sing the pledge of allegiance every morning. Although I can understand the (European) skepticism of this policy, I cannot deny the fact that symbols of national identity and socialization through educational system did create a certain appreciation for and assimilation in the host country. It is therefore my personal experience that government policies can influence the practice of nation-building.
5. TEXTUAL CONNECTION 

“The structure of political loyalty among Arabs and among Muslims generally has been the opposite of that in the Modern West. For the latter the nation state has been the apex of political loyalty.”
 For the former, Ira Lapidus observed that for the Islam “two fundamental, original, and persisting structures have been the family, the clan, and the tribe, on the one hand, and the unities of culture, religion, and empire on an ever-larger scale.”
 These quotes elaborate on Birch’s descriptive overview of national integration by emphasizing that people in the Modern West have relatively strong political loyalty towards the nation-state and that Arabs and Muslims generally have relatively weak political loyalty towards the nation-state. Basically, some state governments seem not to be equally successful and/or devoted to the process of nation building. According to these two authors, the Modern West, unlike Islamic countries, was relatively successful in changing people’s attitudes and loyalties by promoting the process of nation building.

6. IMPLICATIONS 

The argument implies that throughout history, governments of various countries have used different concepts and normative views to analyze, judge, and implement national integration. Basically, the normative view not only seems to fluctuate with time and from country to country but also seems to be dependant on numerous variables such as historical setting of the country, political affiliation of the government, integration levels of the ethnic minorities, etc. Whether these implications have a practical impact on policy making is doubtful: normative views are an integral part of decision making. However, it could be interesting if, for example, the U.N. conducted a historical analysis of the national integration models of different countries. This analysis could look at the various policies of countries and summarize its affect on social, economic, and political patterns of ethnic minorities and majority. The question is: could the analysis itself remain objective and unbiased? Such an analysis could be used by national governments as a way of understanding how potential policy choices could influence integration issues. 
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AQCI: 
BIRCH, Anthony (1989), “Nationalism and National Integration”, London: Unwin Hyman Ltd, chapter 4: National integration, pp. 36-51
1. CENTRAL QUOTATION 

“Our concern is with the way in which ethnic and cultural groups have become wholly or partly merged into national societies so as to support the political organization of the national state.” (page 36)
2. ARGUMENT 
In this chapter Birch analyzes and discusses various components and aspects connected with national integration. He commences by summarizing four traditional arguments in favor of the process of national integration and assimilation: historical necessity, positive benefits for the assimilated, need of representative government for national unity, and necessity of national integration as a secure basis of political authority. Birch continues by describing the practice of nation-building. He explains numerous instruments and measures exercised by the government to influence and enhance national integration. A few of the measures mentioned are: creation of symbols of national identity, socialization through educational system, establishment of political institutions to represent the entire society, and diminution of ethnic, religious or linguistic cleavages in society. Thereafter the author mentions the drastic change of view towards national integration. During the 1960’s and 1970’s minority assimilation in general became outdated and pluralistic societies became the more desirable integration model. Birch summarizes the normative views towards integration by identifying three patterns and sublevels: social (assimilation, melting pot, cultural pluralism), economic (full/partial integration, economic integration), and political (political assimilation, accommodation, ethnic conflict, majority control) patterns. (very good summary of all the arguments!!!)
3. QUESTION 

Birch identifies various patterns and sublevels of national integration. Is there a correlation between these patterns and sublevels? For example, does an ethnic group which is labeled socially assimilated have a higher chance of being economically and politically integrated as well? Does an ethnic group - which is economically not integrated at all - tend to be socially not assimilated and politically not represented? Or, is it not possible to identify a connection between the sublevels of social, economic, and political patterns? 

4. EXPERIENTIAL CONNECTION 

My experience confirms Birch’s analysis that the process of nation-building can, to a certain degree, be stimulated by government policies. At the age of six I moved from Europe to the U.S.A. I, even though I was a new immigrant, was expected not only to salute the American flag, as Birch mentions on page 41, but to also sing the pledge of allegiance every morning. Although I can understand the (European) skepticism of this policy, I cannot deny the fact that symbols of national identity and socialization through educational system did create a certain appreciation for and assimilation in the host country. It is therefore my personal experience that government policies can influence the practice of nation-building. (very good experiential connection)
5. TEXTUAL CONNECTION 

“The structure of political loyalty among Arabs and among Muslims generally has been the opposite of that in the Modern West. For the latter the nation state has been the apex of political loyalty.”
 For the former, Ira Lapidus observed that for the Islam “two fundamental, original, and persisting structures have been the family, the clan, and the tribe, on the one hand, and the unities of culture, religion, and empire on an ever-larger scale.” 
 These quotes elaborate on Birch’s descriptive overview of national integration by emphasizing that people in the Modern West have relatively strong political loyalty towards the nation-state and that Arabs and Muslims generally have relatively weak political loyalty towards the nation-state. Basically, some state governments seem not to be equally successful and/or devoted to the process of nation building. According to these two authors, the Modern West, unlike Islamic countries, was relatively successful in changing people’s attitudes and loyalties by promoting the process of nation building. (I like the quote, but you might underline the connection a little bit more, e.g. difficulties to integrate people whose home countries do not stress loyalty, different background) 
6. IMPLICATIONS 

The argument implies that throughout history, governments of various countries have used different concepts and normative views to analyze, judge, and implement national integration. Basically, the normative view not only seems to fluctuate with time and from country to country but also seems to be dependant on numerous variables such as historical setting of the country, political affiliation of the government, integration levels of the ethnic minorities, etc. Whether these implications have a practical impact on policy making is doubtful: normative views are an integral part of decision making. However, it could be interesting if, for example, the U.N. conducted a historical analysis of the national integration models of different countries. This analysis could look at the various policies of countries and summarize its affect on social, economic, and political patterns of ethnic minorities and majority. The question is: could the analysis itself remain objective and unbiased? (just as a suggestion: you could use your textual connection here again and suggest that such a analysis could also be used to integrate people with general weaker links to the state more efficient or it could be used to understand their reactions towards integration measures) Yes, added a sentence at the end to make it more practical.
� HUNTINGTON, Samuel P. (1996), "The Clash of Civilizations”, Simon & Schuster UK Ltd, p. 174


� LAPIDUS, Ira M. (1988), “History of Islamic Societies”, Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, p. 3


� HUNTINGTON, Samuel P. (1996), "The Clash of Civilizations”, Simon & Schuster UK Ltd, p. 174


� LAPIDUS, Ira M. (1988), “History of Islamic Societies”, Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, p. 3





