Marion Bouchaud

Homework for 12/12/05

1. Comparaison of texts

· World Bank Report and Ian Hancock’s article:  Those two documents are focusing on the same issue: The Roma in Eastern Europe. Yet they have different approaches of the matter for two main reasons. First, The World Bank report is only (as clearly said in its title) about facts and figures. It gives a quite complete overview of the current situation of this population in eastern Europe regarding poverty, unemployment rate, level of education and health conditions. Ian Hancock also uses proven facts and relevant figures but they are only means to get deeper into the reflection on the situation the Romanies have to suffer. No one can deny that figures are useful to bring consciousness but are they sufficient to allow a clear understanding of the issue’s causes, consequences and potential solutions? Hancock, in his article, is indeed trying to bring the reader to such considerations. The second major difference between the two texts is the point of view. The WB Report gives an overview of the situation and is therefore only speaking about the Roma themselves, whereas Hancock explains this situation through the consideration of society as a whole, and by using historical, sociological and psychological facts. He takes into accounts all the components of the society, Romanis and non-Romanis, and their relations. The fact that he is himself a Roma might explain this since he doesn’t see the issue as a “Romani issue” but as one of the whole society. That is why his line of argument goes further with the parallel drawn with the situation of Afro-Americans in the United States, and the mention of the possible consequences for the European Union.

·  European “Race Directive” and Framework Convention for the Protection of National Minorities (FCNM): Both texts have been issued through multilateral agreements, whether on the European Union or on the Council of Europe scale. Their main difference is the nature of the population targeted. The “Race Directive”(2000) is aimed at fighting against racial discrimination, whereas the FCNM (1998) openly refers to the situation of national minorities (even though no accurate definition of what is a national minority is given). This can explain why some countries ratified the directive and not the FCNM. They don’t have the exactly the same fields of application, but what stroke me is, in both cases, the lack of steps that would make sure that such intent statements from the States are implemented (such as fines, economic reprehension…). Of course, both texts ask for regular reports from the states and the creation of watchdogs but the measures supposed to give concrete expression to the texts are left to the discretion of the state. And the monitoring bodies aimed at making sure that such steps are launched might not be really effective unless they have a power higher than just “advisory”. 

2. Article about France:   

· Comparison of the situation one year ago and now: Regarding the facts given by the article and the description of the undeniable racism and discrimination that is occurring in France, it is difficult to find any evolution. The young people of Arab and African origin are still facing the same level of discrimination towards employment, access to high-universities and “grandes écoles”… The only evolution that can be found since a year is that the “serious social and racial tensions which are heavy with menace for the future” turned into reality has it could be witnessed during the so-called riots that France’s suburbs had to face in November. This can be seen as a logical consequences of the lack of action to counter effective discrimination. The various proposals of the 2004 official report went unheeded and there has barely been any real debate and discussion about a serious program to improve France’s integration system. There were only intent statements, mainly due to the widely assessment of the failure of previous policies, and the claims for concrete action from a certain part of the public opinion.

· Suggested policies: it is difficult to find clearly effective solutions to the issue. The one thing that can not be denied is that a fierce effort to make everyone one obey the law in that field would be a good start. The implementation of new kinds of policies, like the advocated positive action, could be an interesting idea but it must not be done without a real analysis of the specificities of France’s situation and a real will to change things. And still, it wouldn’t be enough to achieve a real fight against discrimination: of course, it might be useful, on a short-term scale, to introduce anonymous CVs, but on long-term considerations, people should not have to hide some parts of their identity in order to be sure that they can access jobs or qualification. The real issue is about changing the mentalities, which can be made through educational means, so that the achievement of a real “colorblind” society would not be made through mandatory steps but through a real and strong will from all the actors of the society. But time is needed… a year would anyway not have been enough for that…

