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1). Central Quotation:  “Representation by the intellectual or academic of ethnic ideologies . . . [can become complex] . . . when it is recognized that ideas have consequences beyond the scholar, both in the larger dominant society and for ethnic groups or minorities.”

2). Argument: Okley is concerned about the effects that intellectuals have on society and in particular the Roma and how the larger society views them. She sees ethnic groups as being extremely sensitive to academic opinion of self professed experts. This is especially the case for the Roma as with such a high rate of illiteracy they have to rely on the few Roma (or insider) intellectuals, and the many outsider intellectuals (i.e. non-Gypsy) all of whom have differing opinions on everything from origin, ethnicity, whether there should be a Gypsy state. What Okley is concerned about is that the Roma people may “pick and choose” what they want from this and further racially mark their ethnicity as different. 

3). Question:  Why is Judith Okley so critical of the consequences of Indianism? Every society has its origin myths. Milesian Kings and ancient warriors stories abound in many cultures yet these are by no means the defining marker of any ethnic group. I feel that having such a link to the past however tedious is good for the sense of self the Gypsy creates.

4). Experiential Connection: I agree with Okley, that intellectual deliberation upon an ethnic group may be detrimental. Coming from Ireland I understand that such theories and ideologies can be used for negative reasons i.e. to reinforce difference or to stigmatise a certain group. The problem in Northern Ireland today, can be seen as a battle for ethnic identity. Both groups try to use history and origin and authenticity (most of which they share) as markers to justify violent, discriminating, and endogamous practices between Loyalist and Nationalist groups. 

5). Textual Connection: Hancock may be a good example of how intellectual discourse may affect how specific ethnic groups sees themselves and others. Van den Berghe maintains that “most ethnic groups [that] look so much like their neighbours . . . must rely on cultural markers of distinction”
. If we expand this to the issues that Okley talks about then her argument becomes even more relevant. The Roma community have to contend with Van den Berghe’s belief in “biological discrimination” which is further trivialised by the internalisation of “cultural markers” propagated by intellectuals.
6). Implications:  
The implications of Okley’s argument is that people’s  perceptions can be altered or affected in many ways, and that when ideologies and grandiose statements come from intellectuals the impact is that much greater. Thus there is a lesson here for both intellectuals and everyday people that what they say or do or how they interact with individuals or groups affects how that group perceives itself. Moreover, these perceptions can become a carrying call but also can become a source of difference and stigmatization.  And policy  implications? Eg should curriculum or media cover this? Etc
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