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NWGEN Think Piece 2 – Jaya Graves
Terminology – commonly used terms
These are some thoughts about commonly used terms. I am suggesting that there is an attitude and even a subscript to some.

Integration: This term has a history dating back to the bad old days of assimilation. As used then integration was a milder form of assimilation that still suggested a ‘norm’ to which ‘incomers’ had to conform. The Commission on Integration and Cohesion (CIC) commissioned by Ruth Kelly’s office (I have only read a synopsis) has a new definition that aims to recognise the contribution of different groups but recommends focusing the similarities. However, it is the differences that create fear but also are potential nodes of creativity. I feel that it is the fear of differences that we have to tackle. The HO document on Integration Matters (for ‘integration of Refugees and Asylum seekers) has this to say, ‘By integration we mean the process that takes place when refugees are empowered to achieve their full potential as members of British society to contribute to the community, and to become fully able to exercise the right and responsibilities that they share with other residents). My notion of integration is related to the creation of an intercultural society. We have specific cultures – even indigenous British culture is not homogenous.  These are valuable. We create a set of overarching values. Lord Parekh’s book is the best I have read on this. He talks of a ‘community of communities’ who develop a base of shared values through public discourse and debate. The Commission was dismissed by many politicians as well as the media because, in my view, many did not make the effort to read the commission before damning it. 

Exclusion and marginalisation: Exclusion from what? Who is marginalised from whom? In statutory terms both terms are addressing exclusion from sources of power, decision making and services.  The heritage sector, in response to government directive as well as consultation is seeking ‘community’ interpretation in their collections. This indicates that the sector has been excluded from the knowledge and experience of different communities. It could be argued that DE has excluded and is excluded from southern perspectives and knowledge.  I am suggesting that these conditions (E&M) co-exist. If you exclude you are also excluded. Sometimes we choose this. The issue has to do with power and choice.
Poverty: Someone is said to have remarked to a charity worker, ‘We never knew we were poor until you told us’. When SV was founded, we challenged this linear, impoverished view of poverty. We pointed out that materially poor people were not necessarily culturally, spiritually or socially poor. Poverty is taking on a one-dimensional meaning again. This is not an attempt to minimalise suffering. But ‘poor’ people should not be objectified. Their multi- dimensional lives can present the over-consuming, exploitative North and elites with many learning opportunities. 

Development: Like ‘poverty’ this term has been questioned over the years. Groups in the South used the term ‘liberation’ instead. Charities have experimented with ‘maldevelopment’ to apply to both the so-called ‘developed’ and ‘developing’ world.  (Such a discourse cannot define a panacea for all evil and would encourage us to look at our own societies.

Tolerance: I once remarked at a seminar that I didn’t want to be ‘tolerated’. Everyone started laughing and then nodding. Tolerance is, in my view a mean response to the possibilities that people possess. It suggests a barrier beyond which outsiders will not be ‘accommodated’ – another much bandied term. We must go beyond mere tolerance to become creative. 

Terms are not neutral. These are assumptions and concepts. We have to interpret the subscript; hear what other people hear. 

