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European Policy and Practice towards the Roma

AQCI for “The Emergence of European Roma Policy”

Central Quotation:  “Only ‘Europe’ has the authority and the resources to provide the framework for addressing the multifarious policy problems affecting Roma,…but to play its role effectively, its institutions need to be realistic about their own competence and recognize that the complexities involved require channeling of policy initiatives through state-level structures,” (Kovats 110).

Argument:  In the article, Kovats argues that the Roma problem is exacerbated by viewing it from too broad a context.  This may be through failing to recognize the great diversity of the Roma or by summing up the problem as cultural (stemming from prejudice) instead of examining the actual economic, political, and social problems that are complicated by this discrimination.  The author argues against sweeping recommendations from large European institutions, such as the Council of Europe or OSCE, who are unsure of what they can and should do about each country’s Roma problems.  Instead the author supports the efforts of the EU.  Larger multi-country organizations must make it attractive for each country’s elite to tackle the Roma problem in their own country.  The EU and PHARE can do this by providing the financial resources for updating antiquated educational systems and infrastructures in order to benefit both Roma and non-Roma alike.  Each country will add to the Roma problem its own personal knowledge of its own Roma, and thus provide area appropriate solutions.

Question:  No matter what, the article suggests it will take large amounts of money to be invested in the Roma problem.  If there is such animosity toward putting money directly toward the Roma problem, how can it be assumed that people will want to pay for it indirectly through the larger taxes needed to fund programs such as PHARE?

Experiential Connection:  In thinking about group projects that I have been a part of in school, Kovats’ plan makes sense.  The benefit of a larger group is greater resources – the burden does not fall so heavily on one person.  The benefit of a smaller group is ease of communication and a clear focus that comes with limited viewpoints.  Ideally you would want the best of both worlds, and that is what Kovats suggests.

Textual Connection:  “For these reasons, in some states, official figures, based on criteria which are usually arbitrary, may differ from estimates made by other bodies by up to 500%,” (Liegeois, 29).  This quote supports Kovats’ ideas because it demonstrates just how difficult it is to know the Roma population and how varying government bodies have different ideas about who the Roma are.  Because that is the case, it makes sense for each nation to be in charge of its own Roma problem, as they would have the best idea of how to aid the Roma in their own state. 

Implications:  This article shows that change must occur from within, on a local and state level, and not from outside governing bodies.  It suggests that inequalities cannot be addressed by putting a band-aid over the symptoms, but rather by addressing fundamental problems in the educational and legal systems and in the infrastructure.  It also seems that the only way to convince people to help others is to show that in doing so they will also benefit themselves.  
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