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Abstract 
Liberal multiculturalists tend to rely upon the state to carry out 

negotiations with groups that make justice-based demands for the 

political accommodation of their religious or cultural practices; the 

state is expected to address such demands in ways that are consistent 

with upholding the vital interests of vulnerable members affected by 

such accommodations (such as the equality interests of women, for 

instance).  

 

My attempt in this paper is to problematize the role of the 

postcolonial liberal democratic state as an actor in accommodation-

related negotiations with non-hegemonic religious and cultural 

minorities. In section 1 I will highlight the dangers of statist 

domination that can sometimes play out in such negotiations, 

entrenching thereby a form of domination that I classify as 

“neocolonial governmentality.” In this section, I will undertake a 

critical examination of Ayelet Shachar’s transformative accommodation 

model. The aim will be to show that the realization of the positive 

potential of even the best institutional models of accommodation 

(involving the liberal democratic state) requires a careful 

enunciation of the role of the state so that efforts to counter 

intragroup and inter-group domination do not result in the 

entrenchment of new forms of domination (statist domination as 

neocolonial governmentality, in this case).  

 

 1

In section 2 I will argue that despite an acknowledgment of the 

lurking danger of neocolonial governmentality, reliance upon the 

instrumentalities of the postcolonial state cannot be abjured. Because 

the state ensures the maintenance of a law-governed order that secures 

the basic rights of persons within its jurisdiction, it offers 

indispensable instruments to resist intragroup domination and thus 
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remains a relevant actor in processes involving the political 

accommodation of contested non-liberal religious and cultural 

practices observed by members of non-hegemonic groups. (In this 

section of the paper I will resist the anti-statist predisposition of 

postcolonial theorists such as Partha Chatterjee and Dipesh 

Chakrabarty.) 

 

Still, admittedly, the danger of domination as neocolonial 

governmentality can attach to the use of state power to secure 

vulnerable members of religious and cultural groups from intragroup 

domination. This is because in the process of securing vulnerable 

members of non-liberal groups from the allegedly agency-inhibiting 

practices of their groups the liberal democratic state might fall back 

into asserting liberal constructions of equality and equality as 

ethically superior to the doctrines of cultural and religious groups. 

This could well come to appear as a “civilizing mission” and therefore 

a new-fangled expression of the superiority of  liberal (western) over 

non-liberal (non-Western) culture, i.e., a new form of colonialism. 

 

The challenge, then, is to consider ways by which the state’s capacity 

for providing indispensable instruments to counter intragroup 

domination may be employed without giving rise to domination as 

neocolonial governmentality. The task then becomes one of envisaging 

ways by which the state can discriminatingly intervene in processes 

related to contested practices so as to empower vulnerable members’ 

assertion of their agency on an ongoing basis, and of envisaging 

channels of communication between binding legislative forums and civil 

society sites where ordinary agents act to shape the contexts of their 

lives. Section 3 of the proposed paper will seek to provide an account 

of how the institutions of the state can be involved in efforts to 

encounter intragroup and inter-group domination in both formal and 

non-formal sites of political activity. 
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