Homework week 9 – 11


Compare the article by Hancock and World Bank report

If we want to compare the two articles, we could pick up the different approach to the Gypsy issue. Even if the both texts deal with the unsatisfying situation of Gypsies in Europe, the World Bank report contents itself nerozumím with giving general statements and figures. Contrary to this assessment based report, Hancock’s article focuses more deeply on reason and possible consequences of racism towards Gypsies. He puts forward some considerations about the ethnic situation under the communist regimes in Eastern Europe towards Gypsies and compares their situation to those of African Americans in United States. 

So we can say that despite the same concern about putting at stake Gypsies situation, their discrimination in social and economic field linked to racist attitudes spread in some European countries, the two texts do not have the same level of analysis. In fact, I would say that Hancock is more alarming about the future of this community whereas World Bank report makes nothing but monitoring present situation.

Compare Race Directive and FCNM

First of all, we have to precise that Race Directive has been adopted by the Council of European Union in June 2000 and the Framework Convention on National Minorities has been set up by European Council that came into force in 1998. The FCNM has been ratified by three-quarters if Council of Europe members States.

To compare the both documents, we can say that contrary to FCNM which has a legally binding status for states which had ratified it, Race Directive is not binding and European Council’s prerogative does not exceed recommendation field.  On the contrary, both belong to the so called hard law, but CoE treaties have been usually less respected than EC directives that are part of the Acquis communeautaire, ie hard law not a soft law at all! Also, Race Directive is focused more on problem of discrimination due to ethnic origins while FCNM put in forwards some rights that should be granted to national minorities such as right of self-determination, use of minority languages or minority names minority education establishments etc. Race Directive does not foresee any special measures for ethnic minorities as a group but stress at preventing individuals from suffering from discrimination due to their ethnic belonging. To my opinion, FCNM is more based in national minority protection and Race Directive is focused more on granting equality and avoiding discrimination for individuals. 

Compare the situation in France a year ago and now. What policy measures would you suggest?

If  we compare the ICARE text on French integration published in November 2004 and the very recent events that occurred in France, we are to affirm that the article exactly predicted what had been about to happen. Actually, relation among population “issued from migration”, as they are called in France has been strengthening since few years, but the sudden increase of tension spread a wave of violence in the suburbs of Paris and other cities across he country. The failure of integration model based on assimilation of all the individuals into the same values of unitary French state broke out. It is a matter of fact that Arabian or African populations are suffering from discrimination in fields such as employment, housing or even education. For instance, the most prestigious university institutions have only few students belonging to immigration population. In order to improve the situation, French government tried several measures such as quotas on admission to Grandes Ecoles, in Sciences Po Paris for instance. Secondly, they presented a project of anonymous CV that should prevent discrimination. 

Anyway, we can doubt about the efficiency of such measures since they do not deal with the principles of assimilation based integration policies that can be partly considered as responsible for the discontent. The principle of unitary and indivisible republic composed by abstract citizens do not allow to take ethnic belonging into consideration and considers all citizens as equal whereas in reality, the equality is not granted and social inequalities remain.
