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A Close Reading of Passage 4
Passage 4 represents a conclusion that is derived from the tension between cultural homogeneity and cultural heterogeneity. In the rest of the work, the author has presented the differing opinions of different researchers regarding cultural homogeneity and cultural heterogeneity. In this passage, therefore, the author presents the summative analysis of the differing opinions. The paradox in the expression “homogenized heterogeneity” is an indication that finally the author has established a balance of the tension between heterogeneity and homogeneity as discussed in the entire work; making this passage a summative analysis of what the author has discussed in the entire work.  
After presenting the differing scholarly perspectives that creates the tension in the work, Molz (2011) finally establishes a middle ground in this passage. The contextual relevance of this passage is important in helping the reader understand the concrete opinion developed from the assessment of the differing perspectives regarding cultural heterogeneity versus cultural homogeneity. The summative analysis of the differing opinions, as presented in this passage gives the reader a clear picture of the issue at hand. 
The metaphoric language used by the author in this passage is useful in understanding not only the meaning, but also the process of “homogenized heterogeneity”; which is the subject of this passage.  Also, the language used in the passage makes the author an effective communicator, who is able to employ figures of speech, to explain a point in a way that the reader can easily understand. The language is also useful in nullifying the tension between the cultural homogeneity and cultural heterogeinity, which is evident in the rest of the paper.  For instance, the author indicates that, in order to achieve homogenized heterogeneity; the difference in heterogeneity is “transformed. Its edges are smoothed and its contours are flattened so that it fits more neatly into its assigned pigeonhole in the global display of culture” (Jones and Leshkoich 2003:14 as cited by Molz, 2011, p. 39). 
The metaphorical representation of the homogenized heterogeneity in this case, makes the process look less threatening; by describing the process through which heterogeneity is diminished using words such as “smoothed edges, and flattened contours”. This makes the reader to see that heterogeneity is not entirely disregarded, neither is homogeneity upheld higher than heterogeneity.  Rather, heterogeneity is appropriated in order to fit into global cultural homogeneity, resulting in “homogenized heterogeneity”. The use of metaphoric language is not only important in eradicating the tension between cultural homogeneity and cultural heterogeneity, but also in summing up the differing opinions on both elements, as discussed in the entire work. By doing so, the narrator of the passage, who is also the author, manages to appropriately connect this passage to the rest of the work, while bringing out its significance in the context of the entire work. 
The definition of “homogenized heterogeneity” is the most important significant sentence in the passage. It is the sentence that summarizes what the author has discussed in the rest of the work. The middle ground is achieved by in a paradoxical way, through what the author identifies as “homogenized heterogeneity.” In the meaning of this term, the both cultural homogeneity and cultural heterogeneity are appreciated in a paradoxical way, thus breaking the tension between their distinctions. The author indicates that in homogenized heterogeneity, the cultural differences are recognized and appreciated (this puts cultural heterogeneity into consideration). However, these differences are then fitted in order to diminish them relative to the global modernity. In this case, cultural homogeneity is achieved, in appreciation of cultural heterogeneity. 
In conclusion, this passage is significant to the entire work because, it is a summative work where the author establishes a middle ground to the differing opinions discussed in the rest of the work. The language used by the author is simple to understand, moreover, the metaphorical representation of the subject being discussed in this passage is important in understanding the subject, thus making the author an effective communicator. The author is also able to connect this passage to the rest of the work, while bringing out its significance as a subset the entire work.
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