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In this book, Rita Chin tries to understand
what is behind the statement, frequently
made by politicians across Western Europe
especially since 2010, that multicultural-
ism has failed. In order to do so, she sug-
gests that it is necessary to trace how mul-
ticultural societies emerged in Europe in
the first place.

Chin’s study places the beginning of mul-
ticultural Europe at the emergence of the
post-World War Two political and social
order with the first large-scale immigra-
tion of people of non-European origin.
Following the introduction in which Chin
situates her analysis in the context of on-
going political debates on immigration
and diversity, the authors takes the reader
on a huge interestingly journey through
histories of immigration, the politics and
economics that have shaped the different
phases of these histories as well as the po-
litical and larger public discourses where-
by political actors have conceptualized
immigration, nationhood, diversity and
multiculturalism. Focusing on the UK,
France, Germany and to a lower degree
the Netherlands, Chin shows how immi-
gration emerged from the different histori-
cal scenarios of these countries after World

War Two forging two basic patterns: one
in which imperial and colonial histories
shaped routes of migration, institutional
pathways of recognition and nascent forms
of coexistence (Britain, France and the
Netherlands); and another one in which
immigration resulted from the need for la-
bor (Germany). In many cases, politicians’
attitudes towards questions of migration
and integration had to do with their lo-
cation within the political spectrum, with
left-leaning politicians usually favoring
policies that promoted immigrants’ rights
and conservatives arguing for tight immi-
gration controls and promoting discourses
that championed national cohesion and
warned against national fragmentation.
However, skillfully moving between differ-
ent political and levels, historical periods
and regional subnational scenarios, Chin
shows that this was not always the case
and that there was variation. In particular,
leftist politicians’ support for migration
was sometimes qualified by concerns over
workers’ rights and social justice. Left-lib-
erals, in turn, have become over the last
decades more hesitant to support migra-
tion as discourses about the lacking sup-
port of migrants, in particular Muslims,
for liberal values and rights became more
entrenched.

While the book provides a welcome his-
torical contextualization for many of the
ongoing social scientific debates on migra-
tion and offers a host of interesting data,
it does little to bring more clarity into the
often convoluted debate on multicultural-
ism. Chiefly, Chin fails to provide some
working definitions and permanently
shifts between descriptive, political and
normative uses of the term multicultur-
alism. Thus, she describes processes of



institutional change — changes in citizen-
ship regimes, the granting of certain rights
to immigrants etc. — as multiculturalism,
but treats polemical discourses on im-
migration and multiculturalism in the
same way. But what does it actually mean
when German chancellor Merkel declares
multiculturalism as a failure although, as
Chin also notes, the country never had
an official policy of multiculturalism? The
consequences of such pronouncements
are surely different from those resulting
from changing laws. However, the author
repeatedly confuses these levels, failing to
distinguish between multiculturalism as a
political buzzword and a combat concept,
and muldiculturalism as a lived reality or a
legal regime.

‘These confusions lead her to unconvinc-
ing conclusions, e.g. that multiculturalism
was already beginning to be dismantled
before it was even installed. In addition,
throughout the book the author identifies
moments or periods in which the politici-
zation of immigration and multicultural-
ism was advanced, entrenched, fully estab-
lished, or again on the rise. But it rarely
becomes clear how these periodizations are
helpful in understanding the problem, and
more often they seem somewhat arbitrary.
In the later part of the book, the narrative
is that Western Europe is constantly mov-
ing towards a right-wing, anti-immigra-
tion position. While the evidence supports
that argument, it does not really live up to
the complexity of social science debates on
that issue.

There is one broader problem in the book
that is more directly related to its topic. In
several chapters, Chin suggests that racial-
ized political thinking was banned from
European political practices and vocabu-
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laries after World War II and the Holo-
caust but that it returned in the guise of
an increasing emphasis in public discourse
on the cultural distinctness of immigrants.
The idea is that there has been a rise of the
argument that immigrants are inherently
and permanently different, not because of
their biology but because of their “culture”
and religion and that this difference pro-
vides unsurmountable obstacles to their
integration into Western societies. In oth-
er words, according to Chin’s reading the
discourse on the presumed incompatibility
of Western modernity and immigrant cul-
tures, in particular Islam, excludes immi-
grants in forms that are similar biologically
based racisms. In fact, she even suggests
that Merkel’s dismissal of “multicultural-
ism” provides the ground for “social apart-
heid”.

Not only is this wrong and there is no
evidence for it. This argument also collides
with her claim that immigrants have the
right to cultural difference and thus are
to some degree culturally different. It is
unclear whether cultural difference is ac-
tually an element in a discursive strategy
deployed by nationalist, anti-immigrant
politicians, or something existing and in
need of recognition and regulation. The
problem is that Chin does not distinguish
between the nationalist notion that cul-
tural differences exist but are undesirable,
the political strategy to exaggerate them,
and the claim that they would — right-
fully — exist weren't they suppressed. The
underlying problem is that, except for the
section on “secular Muslim women”, im-
migrants have no voice in this book. It
presents the notion of a “unified Islam” as
an essentializing, orientalist trope of West-
ern political discourse and ignores the fact
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that this is actually a project pursued by
Muslims across the world. The reliance on
the voices of Western political commenta-
tors limits the book’s remit to “talk about
multiculturalism” whereas the lived reality
of it remains muted. The book’s value lies,
in my view, therefore in the detailed de-
scription of moments of immigration his-
tory rather than in the narrative it offers.
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Kwame Nkrumah was born in 1909 in a
small village in the southwest of the Gold
Coast, then still under British colonial
rule, and became the first president of
Ghana, when the country gained indepen-
dence in 1957. In his politics he followed
the ideals of African socialism, Pan-Afri-
canism and non-alignment, but his visions
turned into an autocratic governing style
and in 1966 he was removed from office in
a military and police led coup d’état when
he was on his way to Hanoi for a state visit.

He died in exile in Bucharest in 1972. An
edited volume and a monography explore
the depth of this historical figure.

The volume “Kwame Nkrumah 1909-
1972. A Controversial African Vision-
ary” is edited by Bea Lundt, Professor of
History at the European University of
Flensburg, and Christoph Marx, from the
Historical Institute at the University of
Duisburg-Essen. It is structured into three
parts. The first, “Visions and Politics”, ex-
plores the ideological and philosophical
influences of Nkrumah as well as his ambi-
tions to spread his ideas. The second part,
“Opposition and Coup”, appraises the po-
litical cleavages in pre- and post-indepen-
dence Ghana, policies under Nkrumah as
well as the circumstances that led to the
coup in 1966. The third part, “Evaluation
and Memory”, focuses on the political and
national legacy of Nkrumah.

To look at the chapters in more detail:
The first part on “Vision and Politics”
opens with an exploration of the intellec-
tual relationship and personal friendship
between Kwame Nkrumah and George
Padmore, the influential anti-colonial and
Pan-African intellectual, who even served
as Nkrumah’s special Advisor on African
Affairs after Ghana’s independence (Arno
Sonderegger). The introduction of this
particular person in Nkrumah’s life and
thinking is followed by a chapter on a sig-
nificant place: the “Ideological Institute’
at Winneba” (Kofi Darkwah). The insti-
tute was envisioned by Nkrumah to teach
his understanding of political theory and
was opened in 1961. Until it closed in
1966 it had trained hundreds of students
from diverse social and regional (even in-
ternational) backgrounds in economics,
history or philosophy, but first and fore-





