Video: Lecture 10 Gypsies, Tramps and Thieves

1). Central Quotation:  “Life is about surviving, just surviving.
”

2). Argument: The argument of the documentary is that the reason the Gypsies are coming to Britain from the Czech Rep was because of the discriminatory policies and attitudes of the Czech people toward the Roma community. Although there is no doubt that what the documentary shows are facts and the truth, the documentary chooses its interviews carefully and does well to demonize the Czech people, and martyr the Roma community.

3). Question:  Who is the audience of this documentary? What did the documentary hope to achieve? In fact, the filmmakers had to make a deal with the Czech Rep. that the documentary would not be shown in the Czech Rep. I wonder if this lifted them the burden of being politically correct when editing the documentary. The audience of the documentary was the British public. It seems the filmmakers intended to draw attention to the plight of the Gypsy community in the Czech Rep, and to raise the awareness of the British public to their plight.

 4). Experiential Connection: I must say that perhaps this documentary is a little out of date. Not in its agenda, but in its portrayal of Czech attitudes towards the Gypsies. Most of the Czech people I’ve spoken to about the Gypsies are indeed negative but many feel a responsibility, and possibly guilt, that they haven’t been able to help the Roma to integrate into Czech society. The piece seemed to romanticise the Roma in almost noble savage terms, romanticising the notion of Gypsy and even alluding to the Indian origin theory as fact.

5). Textual Connection: According to Van Den Berghe “all group distinctions between in-group and out-group are designed to exclude potential competitors from competition for scarce resources, but racial distinctions are especially nasty because they are almost totally beyond individual control.”
 And it seems that the Roma are not in control. The documentary shows them as weak and powerless victims. It showed how they are excluded from resources such as work, education and accommodation. However, thedocumentary completely ignored the success that was Tibor Tonka’s integration into society. This man was in the army, has a job, a wife (who’s Czech) and family yet the documentary proceeds to focus on the negative, and further portrays the Roma as powerless

6). Implications:  One has to wonder how far the Czech – Roma relations has come since the filming of this in the 90s. But one must remember that this documentary doesn’t provide a broad overview of Czech – Roma relations. It merely picks at the extremes, the violence and the exclusion. I wonder how the documentary would be perceived by Czech people. It is a portrait of a desperate situation. However, no matter how subjective the film was these problems do exist and unless this is tackled in a broad social way i.e. changing attitudes and raising the standards of the Roma at the same time can there be a better society in the Czech Rep. Can you reformulate this please in terms of public policy measures?
 If done then A
� Quote from Tibor Tonka, one of the Roma community, referring to the systematic violence and persecution  the Gypsies have endured in the Czech Rep. The comment was after he had told of the brutal beating he received from “skin heads”.


� Van den Berghe, Pierre: “Does race matter?”, text 9, in Hutchinson, John, Smith, Anthony, eds. (1996) Ethnicity, Oxford- New York: Oxford University Press, pp. 62








