AQCI III – Parekh, Bhikhu (2000) “The Political Structure of Multicultural Society” in Rethinking Multiculturalism. Cultural Diversity and Political Theory, London: Macmillan Press, Ch. 7: 196 – 219 (?)

1. “If we are to develop a coherent political structure for a multicultural society, we need to appreciate the importance of both unity and diversity and establish a satisfactory relationship between them. Since different multicultural societies have different histories and traditions and include different kinds of cultural diversity, each needs to develop it own appropriate political structure” (p. 206).

2. I have chosen the above sentence of the chapter to show the orientation of Parekh´s article: First s/he presents 4 ideal models (assimilationist theory, millet model, proceduralist theory and civic assimilationist view) and examines their advantages and disadvantages in relation to unity and diversity, and than s/he continues on describing general principles that all multicultural society needs to apply to “face the common problem of reconciling the demands of unity and diversity, certain general principles apply to them all” (p. 206) – structure of authority, justice, collective rights and common culture. If we consider the central quotation ((1.) to be the core of the text, the author does not offer a clear and ideal solution to the examining of political structure of multicultural society (and I do not think it is the aim of the chapter). However, s/he tries to draw our attention to four theoretical views on political arrangements, and to some of the public and/or private questions that every multicultural society has to face. The author puts special emphasis on the role of constitution, sense of justice and importance of equal treatment and equal opportunities, decentralisation of power, shared culture or collective rights and collective identity (I have to note that I missed the end of the article that is missing in the reader - CD). All these problems are very important for a multicultural society to function without intercommunal conflicts. 

3. My question is – in accordance with the argument: Could we ever develop a coherent political structure for a multicultural society? I wonder whether the author offers the answer of this question later in the book and this chapter serves only as a theoretical introduction of the political arrangements of multicultural societies, or whether everything s/he writes about the political structure is only an ideal state and academic document, when confronted with a reality. 

4. ( 6. It is very interesting to compare the argument with the current events in France or Germany, where – in spite of the declarations of fundamental human rights and principles of “liberté, egalité, fraternité”, the political debate of the dominant society is focus on whether to permit or prohibit the members of national minorities from wearing symbols of their religion and faith. It is truly difficult to find the appropriate measurements and relations among different cultures and communities, and to decide if the minority society has to accept the rights of the dominant one, or whether the majority society should accept all diversities of “the others”, of “the incomers”. I do not believe we can find a functioning political structure of a multicultural society. We can rather examine the existing political structure on individual cases, as the examples shown in media testified.

