
Attention to quality also bears on the production of a national culture. Aside froni whether it is
féasible, it ia a dneosproject. It implies that somneone or group decides what it should be and how it is
to be instilled. It provides a mcai for manipulation -- a problein with ail culture. Cultures empliasize
stability and conformity rather than chanige and invto.A naturafly deeoing culture bas the virtue of
offering seeurity and identity while being open to change and diversity. A auctrdulrespdan
imposcd from above, nu matter how weil intentioned, is an cntirely différent matter. Atkinson (1994:744)
lias suggested that the elite politics required tomanti a mosaic that accommodates diversity probably
would produce the sort of culture that is ".J.ess Iilcely to produce a challenge to the statua quo."

In emphasizing culture, ive may loac sight of the fact that it la a constriict - a concept creatod by
schoars Meia nd ultralpolcy ddrss opuar ulture (e.g., folk art, commercial etranet) and/or

high culture (pitndraina, literature) and idealize the possibility of a national culture (Le., culture
costucdto tito a pltc entity, a psiltythat Hndler has imse [1994:27], cf Collins [1990b]);

Ilcy dounot adesculture inthe etngahcsaise. A culture in that sense is the tradition of atre
ways in which a group lias acomdtdt t icmtne.Cultures develop auly;tearno
purposely planne4 or manipulatecL The people who exhibit these patterns do not consider their routines to
be aculture. It is sefeietand obiu bte that their normal patrsof behavior, shrdnorma,

in this light, the call toprotect or dvlpa nainlculturernay be a temnabuso o'galad

norms, and vausnedeforthe coutry to urvive (cf Bsonah eg,1989). If s, hois itthat
knos watthenaionl ultreshoul4 be and watst implant it (cf. Yevoe and Moll, 1995, ¶4>? 1 -would


