
Paper Topics – Paper 1 
17.042 Citizenship and Pluralism 

* If you choose the two paper option, you must write and submit an 8-10 page paper on one of 
the following topics by 12:00 Noon, Monday, October 27, at my office. 

* If you decide to write one long seminar paper instead of writing the two 8-10 page papers, you 
must submit a one-page paper proposal by 12:00 Noon, Monday, October 27. 

Write an 8-10 page paper on one of the following topics: 

1. Explain and evaluate Berlin’s argument that there are many values that are uncombinable and 
incommensurable.  Does Berlin’s value-pluralism differ from moral skepticism and relativism? 
What implications for political thought and practice follow from accepting the fact of value-
pluralism? 

2. Explain how and why Rawls attempts, in Political Liberalism, to steer a middle course 
between liberalism conceived of as a modus vivendi and liberalism conceived of as a 
“comprehensive moral doctrine.”  Is the attempt successful, in your opinion?  Why or why not? 

3. Explain and critically assess Kymlicka’s argument that liberals in particular have compelling 
reasons for granting special rights to the members of certain minority cultures. 

4. Taylor argues that multiculturalist movements demand that we all recognize the equal value 
of different cultures. What does such recognition entail?  Why, in Taylor’s view, might we owe 
such recognition to different cultures? Do you agree with him?  Why or why not? 

5. Some argue for multicultural policies on the grounds that cultural diversity is valuable for the 
wider society. What are the benefits (if any) of cultural diversity for the wider society?  How 
persuasive do you find the “value of cultural diversity” argument for multiculturalism? 

6. Which defense of multiculturalism do you find most convincing, and why?  Be sure to discuss 
at least two different arguments for multiculturalism. 

7. Barry argues that multiculturalist policies “are not in general well designed to advance the 
values of liberty and equality.” Why does Barry think this?  Do you agree?  Why or why not? 
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Reading/Discussion Questions for October 15 
17.042 Citizenship and Pluralism 

1. Green discusses what he calls the problem of “minorities within minorities.”  What is 
this problem?  How have defenders of rights for minority cultural groups responded to 
this problem?  Do these responses adequately address the problem in Green’s view?  In 
your view? 

2. The central claim that Barry makes in Culture and Equality is that “multiculturalist 
policies are not in general well designed to advance the values of liberty and equality, and 
that the implementation of such policies tend to mark a retreat from both” (12).  Why 
does he think this?  Be sure to consider what he thinks “equal treatment” consists in. 

3. Barry argues that exemptions to generally applicable laws can be made but only on 
pragmatic grounds—what he calls the “rule and exemption” approach.  In what cases 
does he think exemptions are permissible and in what cases impermissible, and why or 
why not?  Consider his discussion of cases involving exemptions to animal slaughter 
laws, helmet laws for motorcyclists, and helmet laws for construction workers. 

4. Parekh argues that “there is no single principle in terms of which disputed practices 
can be evaluated” and maintains that we cannot but start with the “operative public 
values” of society in engaging in intercultural dialogue over disputed cultural practices 
(267). What would such intercultural dialogue look like, and how would it resolve 
cultural disputes? 
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Reading/Discussion Questions for October 22 
17.042 Citizenship and Pluralism 
Civic Republican Views of Citizenship 

Miller 
1. Chapter 3: What, in Miller’s view, is “the problem of citizenship and pluralism”? 
What are the key elements of the three different conceptions of citizenship that he 
outlines (liberal, libertarian, and republican), and how are they distinct from one another? 
How does each conception attempt to address the challenges of pluralism?  Why does he 
think the republican view is the most desirable? 

2. Chapter 4: What, according to Miller, gave rise to the politics of recognition?  What 
are the problems with the politics of recognition?  Why does he think such politics is 
“self-defeating”? 

3. Chapter 5: Why should citizenship be confined within the boundaries of the nation-
state and not extended to transnational or global forms, as Miller argues? 

Sandel 
4. How does Sandel define the liberal or “voluntarist” conception of freedom?  How 
does he define the republican or “civic” conception of freedom?  How are these two 
conceptions distinct in his view?  Do you agree with Sandel’s characterization of the 
liberal conception of freedom? 

5. Sandels claims that the republican conception of freedom has been expressed in 
political debates about moral virtues and about the economic preconditions of citizenship.  
What are some examples that he gives? Do you agree that the republican conception of 
freedom, as distinct from a liberal conception, was actually present in these debates? 

6. Sandel observes that the authority of the nation-state is threatened from above by the 
emergence of the global economy and challenged from below by resurgent demands of 
subnational groups for autonomy and recognition.  The problem then is the devise 
political institutions capable of governing the global economy while also cultivating civic 
identities necessary to sustain such political institutions. How does Sandel suggest he go 
about addressing this challenge? 
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Reading/Discussion Questions for October 29 
17.042 Citizenship and Pluralism 

1. In reflecting on the history of the term “nation,” Habermas notes two different usages: nation 
as a community of people of the same descent and nation as a community of citizens. What are 
the main differences in these two usages of the term “nation”? 

2. In distinguishing between liberal and republican models of citizenship, Habermas notes one 
particular advantage of the republican model.  What is that advantage? 

3. Habermas maintains that democratic citizenship must be rooted in a common political (as 
opposed to ethnic) culture. Why does he think this?  Do you agree? 

4. How does Habermas think we can justify the priority of special membership-based duties over 
universal obligations to all human beings?  How does he think restrictions on immigration or 
immigrants’ rights can be justified? 

5. Hollinger discusses and endorses a view he calls “liberal nationalism.” In what ways is 
“liberal nationalism” liberal, and in what ways is it nationalist? 

6. Why, in Hollinger’s view, is it important to affirm national solidarity? What purpose does a 
strong sense of national solidarity serve? 

7. Hollinger distinguishes between cosmopolitanism, universalism, and pluralism. What is the 
difference between cosmopolitanism and universalism? Between cosmopolitanism and 
pluralism? Is cosmopolitanism consistent with affirming national solidarity in his view? 

8. Smith observes that U.S. citizenship laws have always expressed illiberal and undemocratic 
“ascriptive myths” of U.S. civic identity. For example, both Thomas Jefferson and Andrew 
Jackson appealed to doctrines of scientific racism in defining what it meant to be an American. 
Why have such ascriptive views been persistently attractive throughout American history? 

9. In Smith’s view, where do liberal universalist and pluralist views of citizenship fall short? 
What is the conception of citizenship that Smith endorses? Why does he think his conception is 
superior to the existing alternatives? Do you agree? 
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Reading/Discussion Questions for September 10 
17.042 Citizenship and Pluralism 

1. What, according to Marshall, are the different dimensions of citizenship?  In what order did they 
develop?  Have they been prioritized in any particular way?  How should they be prioritized? 

2. What has been the impact of citizenship on social class inequalities?  Is equal citizenship consistent 
with the inequalities of social class? 

3. Marshall discusses the development of civil, political, and social rights of citizenship. What, if any, 
are the duties of citizenship? 

4. In Brubaker’s view, what has been the relationship between conceptions of nationhood and the 
development of citizenship in France and Germany? 

5. Why is the principle of territorial closure (i.e. that noncitizens be excluded or expelled from the 
territory) so vital to the modern state?  What interests are served by sustaining domestic closure against 
noncitizens? 

6. Every state ascribes citizenship to certain persons at birth.  Brubaker points out that the ascription of 
citizenship is a striking exception to the secular trend away from ascribed statuses.  Why historically has 
citizenship been ascribed at birth?  Is the ascription of citizenship desirable?  Some have suggested that 
citizenship should only be founded on individual consent.  Is this possible?  Desirable? 

7. Is there any real value to citizenship? In his conclusion, Brubaker points out that noncitizens in many 
western societies enjoy civil and social rights comparable to those of citizens.  So why should they want 
to naturalize? 

8. What conditions, in Anderson’s view, set the stage for the emergence of the modern nation? 

9. How can we explain the attachment people feel for their nation?  How is it that nations have been able 
to successfully demand colossal sacrifices from its members? 

10. How should we conceive of the relationship between citizenship and national identity?  Does 
citizenship require a homogenous nation? 

11. Smith suggests that political leaders and activists deploy three different kinds of stories of 
“peoplehood” to inspire communal trust and allegiance: what he calls economic, political power, and 
constitutive stories. When are constitutive stories, such as appeals to particular racial or religious 
identities, likely to become more prominent? 

12. Do you agree with Smith that the articulation of particularistic constitutive stories is an inevitable part 
of our political landscape?  How can we ensure that such stories will not lead to unjust, exclusionary 
citizenship policies? 

General: 

How does each of this week’s readings conceive of citizenship?  What are the elements of citizenship?  

Why is it important?  How do the different authors conceive of the relationship between citizenship and 

social class, between citizenship and nationality, and between citizenship and race? 
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Reading/Discussion Questions for September 17 
17.042 Citizenship and Pluralism 

General 
When each author talks about pluralism, what kind of pluralism (for example, pluralism of 
preferences? values? cultures?) he is talking about?  What are the implications of pluralism for 
political thought and practice? 

1. Berlin distinguishes between two political senses of liberty: negative and positive.   
He defines negative liberty as the absence of the interference by others within the area in which 
one could otherwise act (freedom from, p. 127). In contrast, he defines positive liberty as the 
freedom to lead one prescribed form of life (freedom to, p. 131). Are these two senses of liberty 
really distinct?  Why, according to Berlin, should we favor the negative understanding of liberty? 

2. In Gray’s view, Berlin defends the stronger version of value-pluralism:  not only are there 
many values that are uncombinable, but also incommensurable.  What does it mean for values to 
be incommensurable? 

3. While Berlin believes in strong incommensurability, Gray insists that Berlin’s “objective 
pluralism” differs from moral skepticism and relativism (see Gray, pp. 62-66).  Do you agree? 

4. What, if anything, follows from accepting the fact of pluralism for political thought and 
practice? (See Gray, pp. 58-62; Parekh, pp. 1-11; and Rawls) 

5. Rawls observes that a democratic society is marked by “the fact of reasonable pluralism.”  
What does he mean by this?  What is the difference between pluralism and reasonable pluralism? 
(See Rawls, pp. 36-39) 

6. Rawls states at the outset that his theory of justice seeks to answer the following question: 
How is it possible for there to exist over time a just and stable society of free and equal citizens, 
who remain profoundly divided by reasonable religious, philosophical, and moral doctrines? 

Part of Rawls’s answer consists in elaborating a political (not metaphysical) conception of 
justice that is free-standing (not comprehensive).  What does he mean by this? 

7. In Lecture IV, Rawls asks:  How can a society of people deeply divided in their religious and 
moral doctrines hold together? Rawls provides an answer through the idea of an overlapping 
consensus. What is an overlapping consensus, and how does it secure the basis of social unity? 
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Reading/Discussion Questions for September 24 
17.042 Citizenship and Pluralism 

1. Why, in Dworkin’s view, is the economic argument for state support of the arts limited? 
Aren’t cultural goods (like opera and fiction) public goods, like military defense and clean air, 
which qualify for state support? 

2. Why, in Dworkin’s view, should a liberal state support art?  (Be sure to consider his 
discussion of the importance of “cultural structure,” pp. 229-233) 

3. According to Kymlicka, why is cultural membership valuable?  (See Liberalism, Community, 
and Culture (LCC), chapter 8, and Multicultural Citizenship (MC), chapter 5)  In discussing the 
value of cultural membership, Kymlicka distinguishes between the “cultural structure” and the 
character or content of a culture.  Why does he make this distinction?  Does the distinction do the 
work Kymlicka wants it to do? 

4. In Chapter 9 of LCC and Chapter 6 of MC, Kymlicka argues for special protections for 
minority cultures by appealing to the liberal ideal of equality.  How does he make this egalitarian 
case?  Do you agree that equality require special protections for minority cultures? 

5. In MC, Kymlicka distinguishes between immigrants and national minorities.  On what basis 
does he distinguish these two types of groups? What sorts of cultural protections is each group 
entitled to?   

6. How should a liberal state treat non-liberal minorities? 
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Paper Topics – Paper 2 
17.042 Citizenship and Pluralism 

* Papers are due on Friday, December 12th, by NOON, in my mailbox. 

Write an 8-10 page paper (12 point font, double-spaced) on one of the following topics: 

1. Compare and contrast the civic republican and liberal conceptions of citizenship with respect 
to the question of which conception best accommodates the cultural and religious pluralism that 
characterizes contemporary democratic societies. 

2. Compare and contrast the views of Kymlicka and Waldron with respect to the question of 
whether each individual needs a “secure cultural structure.”  Explain which view you find more 
persuasive, and why. 

3. Can liberals defend restrictions on immigration on principled grounds?  On practical grounds? 
Why or why not? 

4. Evaluate Okin’s claim that granting special protections to minority cultural groups is bad for 
women.  Why does she think that granting minority group rights works to the detriment of 
women?  Do you agree or disagree, and why? 

5. Develop and defend a conception of American citizenship that you think best accommodates 
religious and cultural pluralism while also providing an account of what ties Americans together. 
What would such a conception look like?  What would motivate people to accept it (i.e. is it 
possible to achieve?)?  Why should people accept it (i.e. why is it desirable?)?  Feel free to be 
creative, but be sure to draw on readings from the course. 
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Reading/Discussion Questions for December 3 
17.042 Citizenship and Pluralism 

O’Brien, pp. 268-308 
1. According to O’Brien, what are some U.S. constitutional doctrines by which religious and 
cultural groups can seek special protections? 

2. O’Brien examines the practice of cultural accommodation in the U.S. by focusing on non-
immigrants, including American Indians.  Which sorts of American Indians’ claims for 
accommodation have met with success in state/federal courts?  Which have not? 

Norgren and Nanda, pp. 83-120 
3. Students of the Jehovah’s Witness faith sought to be exempted from mandatory flag salutes in 
public schools, which local and state governments saw as central to promoting national unity in 
America. On what grounds did the U.S. Supreme Court uphold mandatory flag salutes against 
the claims of the Jehovah’s Witnesses in Minersville School District v. Gobitis (1940)?  On what 
grounds did the Court reverse this decision and grant the exemption to Jehovah’s Witnesses three 
years later in West Virginia State Board of Education v. Barnette (1943)? 

4. The conflict at the heart of Wisconsin v. Yoder (1972) was the state’s interest in universal 
education and the right of Amish parents to direct the religious upbringing of their children.  The 
U.S. Supreme Court ruled in favor of the Amish and exempted them from Wisconsin’s 
compulsory education law. Why? 

Walzer, pp. 3-49, 81-101 
Introduction 
5. Walzer asks how actually existing ethnic differences might be encompassed within some 
overarching political structure, and offers two different models: an American model as a union of 
nations/races/religions and a European model as a union of states. What are the differences? 

“What Does It Mean to Be an ‘American’?” 
6. Walzer disagrees with Horace Kallen that “hyphenated Americans” (Irish-American, 
Chinese-American, etc) can only find self-realization or communion with what comes before the 
hyphen (i.e. within their particular ethnic communities). Instead, Walzer argues, ethnic-
Americans can “live his spiritual life as he chooses, on either side of the hyphen” (p. 45). He 
goes on to say that Irish-Americans, for example, are “culturally Irish-American and politically 
Irish-American” (46). What do these statements suggest about what it means to be an American, 
in Walzer’s view? 

 “Civility and Civic Virtue in Contemporary America” 
7. What should American citizens expect of one another, in Walzer’s view? 

8. What’s wrong with a liberal model of citizenship that focuses on civility and toleration? 
Why, in Walzer’s view, is it important to nourish patriotism? What are the ways of expanding 
participation in order to nourish patriotism? 
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Reading/Discussion Questions for December 10 
17.042. Citizenship and Pluralism 
Parekh, Rethinking Multiculturalism, Introduction, Ch. 3-5, 7-9 

Chapter 3: What, according to Parekh, is wrong with contemporary liberal responses to 
diversity? 

Chapter 4: How does Parekh conceive of human nature?  (What are the properties that all 
human beings share?)  What is the relationship between culture and human nature? 
Parekh rejects relativism and monism, and defends a version of minimal universalism 
which holds that there are universal moral values but that they are mediated by the “thick 
moral structures” of different cultures (127).  How does this mediation work?  What, if 
anything, grounds the moral values that Parekh discusses, including respect for human 
life and respect for human dignity? 

Chapter 5: How does Parekh define culture?  What is the relationship between culture 
and morality?  Between culture and religion?  Between culture and individuals?  How is 
it possible to retain one’s culture but lose/sever ties with one’s cultural community?  
Does one have duties to one’s cultural community?  Why?  Parekh points out that 
cultures have always interacted and influenced one another; what, if anything, does this 
point imply for the normative debate about special protections for minority cultures?  Do 
you find Parekh’s case for cultural diversity convincing? 

Chapter 7: What are the limits, in Parekh’s view, of the following models of 
multicultural society:  ‘proceduralist,’ ‘civic assimiliationist,’ and millet?  Parekh goes on 
to outline the elements of his own (admittedly minimal) model for a multicultural society: 
a collectively acceptable set of constitutional rights, a just and impartial state, a 
multiculturally constituted common culture, and an inclusive conception of national 
identity. Is a “multiculturally constituted common culture” possible?  How has/would it 
come about?  Why in his view do multicultural societies need a shared conception of 
national identity? 

Chapter 8: “Broadly speaking equality consists in equal treatment of those judged to be 
equal in relevant respects. In a cultural diverse society citizens are likely to disagree on 
what respects are relevant in a given context, what response is appropriate to them, and 
what counts as their equal treatment.” (242). Parekh calls this view of equality “a 
contextualized view of equality” (256). What exactly does this view entail, and do you 
find it persuasive?  Why or why not? 

Chapter 9: How would the model of “intercultural dialogue” advanced by Parekh work? 
How would this model address the case of female circumcision?  Polygamy?  Parekh 
argues that “there is no single principle in terms of which disputed practices can be 
evaluated” (267). On what grounds then does Parekh advocate banning female 
circumcision and polygamy? 
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Reading/Discussion Questions for November 5 
17.042. Citizenship and Pluralism 
Cosmopolitanism 

1. In Waldron’s view, how does a cosmopolitan’s lifestyle undermine the Herderian 
claim that human beings have a need to belong to a particular group based on a shared 
language and way of life? 

2. Waldron criticizes Kymlicka’s case for preserving minority cultures by pointing to 
two different assumptions about (1) the nature of cultures and (2) the relationship 
between individuals and cultures.  What is it that Kymlicka gets wrong on these matters? 
Do you agree with Waldron’s criticism? 

3. Why does Waldron think that particular cultures and national communities owe a debt 
to the global community?  Do you agree? 

4. Carens applies Rawls’s device of the original position on a global scale.  What are the 
considerations the parties to the global original position would engage in?  What would 
the parties agree to on the question of migration?  How could restrictions on immigration 
be justified, if at all? 

5. Do you agree with Carens that liberals could not restrict immigration on the grounds 
that (1) it would reduce the economic well-being of current citizens, or (2) it would 
destroy or radically alter the culture and history of the society? 

6. Mehta focuses on cosmopolitanism as an existential thesis, as opposed to 
cosmopolitanism as a moral ideal or a particular legal/political status. He is skeptical that 
we can seriously engage with deep differences and that we can appropriate different 
cultural elements for ourselves in the way that Waldron claims we can.  What reasons 
does Mehta give for his skepticism? 

7. Mehta defends a “cosmopolitanism of distance,” i.e. a cosmopolitanism that 
recognizes the limits of reflection. How then does he suggest we respond to the fact of 
deep disagreement after reason has been fully exercised? 

8. In light of powerful globalizing forces at work, Mehta remarks that cosmopolitanism 
might be beside the point.  What exactly does he mean by this? 
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Reading/Discussion Questions for November 12 
17.042 Citizenship and Pluralism 

1. Previously Gray argued for abandoning the universal aspirations of liberal theory on the 
grounds that liberal principles are incommensurable and indeterminate. On this “post-liberal” 
view, political conflicts are only resolvable in practice within liberal civil society. In this article, 
Gray now argues that the “post-liberal” view was mistaken and endorses a “pluralist” view. 
What is the “pluralist” view? 

2. How does Gray’s “pluralist” view take the fact of value-pluralism more seriously than the 
traditional liberal or post-liberal view? 

3. If we abandon any liberal or democratic project, as Gray advises, what form will the political 
order take? What will be the standard by which we can evaluate any regime? 

4. What does Connolly mean that pluralism must be pluralized? 

5. Connolly states that we do not need “a wide universal ‘we’ (a nation, a community, a singular 
practice of rationality, a particular monotheism) to foster democratic governance of a 
population” (xx). Where then should politics be located, and what will hold the members of a 
society together? 

6. In Connolly’s view, what is “an ethos of critical responsiveness” and what role does it play in 
the pursuit of justice? See xv-xix and 178-187. 

7. What are the dangers in pluralizing culture, and how does Connolly address the fears about 
these dangers? See 193-198. 

8. Honig discusses four different versions of what she calls “the myth of immigrant America”: 
the capitalist, communitarian, traditional/patriarchal, and liberal versions. According to each 
version of the myth, what function do immigrants serve? Why have Americans felt ambivalent 
toward foreigners? 

9. Honig herself advocates a “democratic cosmopolitanism” (98-106). What is the content of this 
view, and how does it differ from the different versions of the myth of immigrant American she 
discusses? 
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Reading/Discussion Questions for November 19 
17.042 Citizenship and Pluralism 

1. Okin argues that “there is considerable likelihood of tension” between multiculturalism and 
feminism.  What exactly is the tension? 

2. Why, in Okin’s view, have defenders of minority group rights neglected the tension between 
multiculturalism and feminism? 

3. How does Okin conceive of the relationship between culture and gender?  Is Okin right that 
most religions and cultures are patriarchal, and have “as one of their principal aims the control of 
women by men” (p. 13)?  Are her examples convincing? 

4. Do you agree with Okin that women who belong to a “more patriarchal minority culture” 
might be better off if their cultures were to become “extinct” or to be “integrated” into the 
majority culture? (p. 22-23) 

5. Why, in Pollitt’s view, have cultural rights movements centered on gender? 

6. In what ways are multiculturalism and feminism allies, in Kymlicka’s view? 

7. Honig argues that western societies should take “the perspectives of new immigrants” into 
account “when passing judgment on their illegal acts” (p. 36).  Why is this important? 

8. Al-Hibri argues that Western feminists aim of saving women of minority cultures from 
internal oppression at the hands of their religious and cultural groups is “condescending, even 
patriarchal” (p. 44). What does she mean by this? 

9. According to Tamir, the use of the term “survival” in the debate over group rights is common. 
Survival of what exactly? What is wrong with casting the defense of group rights in terms of 
survival? 

10. One of Parekh’s criticisms of Okin is that she “fails to appreciate the full force of the 
challenge of multiculturalism and the opportunity it offers to liberals to deepen and enrich their 
self-understanding” (73). What exactly does multiculturalism reveal about liberalism, in 
Parekh’s view?  Do you agree?  Why or why not? 

11. Sassen argues that cultural protections should not be seen as simply a way to preserve 
intracultural gender inequality.  Why does she think this? (Consider her point that minorities 
experience oppression in their interactions with the dominant culture, in school or on their jobs). 

12. Nussbaum defends a “political liberal” approach to evaluating the claims of culture, which 
makes more room for religious believers than Okin’s “comprehensive liberal” approach.  On 
what grounds does liberalism make room for religious believers?  Do you agree with 
Nussbaum’s claim that political liberals should respect the Catholic Church’s refusal to hire 
women as priests? 
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Reading/Discussion Questions for October 1 
17.042 Citizenship and Pluralism 

1. Taylor argues that today minority or “subaltern” groups, including women and racial 
and ethnic minorities, demand recognition.  What does such recognition entail? 
Recognition of what/whom by whom?  

2. How did recognition come to be seen as a “vital human need” (p. 26)?  What does 
dignity and authenticity have to do with recognition? 

3. What counts as recognition?  Who says what counts and whether a group’s claim of 
recognition has been met? 

4. Taylor contrasts what he calls procedural or difference-blind liberalism with an 
alternative model of liberal society which is open to differential treatment of different 
groups. What does he think is wrong with procedural liberalism?  What does the 
alternative “communitarian” model he favors look like?  Do you agree about its 
desirability over procedural liberalism?  Be sure to consider the comments by Walzer and 
Habermas on this question. 

5. Taylor concludes by arguing that we should presume that all cultures are equally 
worthy of respect. Why should we presume this, in his view? 

6. Appiah states that he is less disposed to grant special protections to contemporary 
cultural groups demanding recognition because such recognition “presupposes 
conceptions of collective identity that are remarkably unsubtle in their understandings of 
the processes by which identities, both individual and collective, develop” (156).  Do you 
agree?  Why or why not?  
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Reading/Discussion Questions for October 8 
17.042 Citizenship and Pluralism 

1. Mill argues for tolerating a diversity of religious and moral opinions in society.  Why 
does he think it important to tolerate a diversity of opinions?  What are the benefits and 
the costs of such toleration, and why do the benefits outweigh the costs, in his view? 

2. What, in Kymlicka’s view, is the value of cultural diversity for the wider society?  In 
what ways does he think that the diversity argument is insufficient in defending the rights 
of minority cultures? 

3. Kronman explains that the claim that racial and ethnic diversity is an educational good 
rests on two propositions: (i) that diversity of experience and values is an educational 
good, and (ii) that diversity of experience and values is strongly linked to racial and 
ethnic diversity.  Be sure to think through the arguments behind each of these 
propositions. Why is the diversity of experience and values an educational good?  ( How 
does a diverse student body contribute to the goals of a liberal education?  Why is the 
diversity of experience and values relevant in studying the human sciences and not the 
natural sciences, in Kronman’s view?)  What are the grounds for thinking that racial and 
ethnic diversity serves as a proxy for the diversity of experience and values?  What are 
some reasons Kronman gives for being cautious about the diversity argument? 

4. What does the majority of the Supreme Court mean by “diversity”, and why does the 
Court think it is important?  Do you agree that diversity is an important goal?  Why or 
why not?  Does promoting a racially and ethnically diverse student body through 
affirmative action conflict with ensuring equal protection of the laws to non-minorities? 
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