Report of the English speaking group 
The English speaking group examined methods of enhancing social cohesion, citizenship and social inclusion in their widest sense focussing mainly, but not exclusively, on the participation of immigrants and refugees. The group sought to define a social democratic position in which freedom, liberty and solidarity were the guiding principles. 

There was recognition that when different cultures meet there is a need for mutual understanding. Whilst social democrats are generally of this view it is not universally held. In some cases, people in the host nation state have no wish to integrate other cultures. In other instances, the refugees or immigrants may wish to maintain their nationality and make no cultural compromise. In other cases, an imperative of the host or the newcomer may be to establish a universal belief system and to CONVERT everyone to that system (eg fundamental Christianity, Islaam, Communism). 

The group examined how various countries has sought to develop greater inclusion by showing mutual understanding, valuing differentness and recognising the contribution that could be made to the host culture. (note-culture is never static; it is always subject to change and variation as a consequence of social movements). 

Through demonstrating appreciation of the songs, dances, writing, painting, foods, religions of all cultures ( and not presuming that there was only one African, Asian or Eastern European culture), better interaction was being established in some countries. But the group recognised, interaction is not enough, although it is a pre-condition of integration, citizenship and social cohesion. 

Social democrats need to create a climate in which cultures and individuals new to the nation state begin to feel that they can influence the direction of that state and its institutions. Whist education will play an important part in this process, a holistic approach including housing, health, planning, social and employment policies will be more likely to engender success. 

In terms of the influence of education, the kindergarten (and even earlier) were seen as the ideal locus for creating a climate which might lead to cohesion. Young children learn their new language quickly. Through the kindergarten their mothers might be contacted and helped in the host language. Writing, reading, number, scientific and information technology were seen as essential elements of developed citizenship and crutial to engagement. 

But lack of participation was not seen as being a characteristic only of immigrant, refugee populations and those who first language was not that of the host countries. Many people who are eligible to participate and are lon term resident of the state are not included and do not fulfill the role of the citizen. For them too, basic skills acquisition was a factor (ignorance was seen as the major enemy of social democracy); But in addition, participation in decision recommending and making from the early years was considered appropriate in developing the practice and understanding of democratic procedures and purposes. 

Whilst mutual tolerence and understnding of cultures was considered a desirable social democratic imperative there were areas of conflict between social democratic principle and culture that needed to be addressed. Difficulties include
- the wearing of clothing that signifies the woman is the chattel (property) of the man
- female participation in educational activities which include either pysical education and showering or joint activities with boys
- tacit acceptance of the law of the host country whilst in practice pursuing other actions (eg; consuming alcohol in Saudi Arabia, practicing polygamy in a non-polygamous state, marrying under-age girls)

Whilst recognising differentness, and valuing its contribution to our societies within that differentness different cultures face the same problems. Focusing our afforts on those commom problems may represent the way forward. How we mutually improve our envirnment, reduce pollution, effectively re-cycle our waste and create safe, sustainable communities may be a means of engaging everyone in collectively beneficient projects. 
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