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“Some political consequences of theories of Gypsy ethnicity: The place of the intellectual” by Judith Okely

1) Quotation: “The complexity emerges when it is recognized that ideas have consequences beyond the scholar, both in the larger dominant society and for ethnic groups or minorities. There are historically specific factors which affect the emergence and influence of some ideas as opposed to other” (Okely 224)

2) Argument: In this quotation, Okely mentions the idea that scholars and intellectuals have a great influence on society in many ways. Some of the ideas that these scholars present to society have influences and consequences that are beyond the intentions of the scholar. These influences may be beyond the discipline of the scholar, or have unintended consequences. These consequences are felt in both the larger dominant part of society and in the ethnic groups and ethnic minorities of society. The ideas and the consequences of the ideas affect all aspects of society. The historically significant example that Okely gives is the ethnic minority group of the Roma. Through the examination of Roma culture and societies, she shows how the ideas of scholars and intellectuals have consequences and influences beyond the scholar in all aspects of society. 

 3) Question: Okely discusses the many ways in which the ideas of academics have consequential influence on both the dominant and non-dominant in society. She also says that the ideas of academics and scholars have influences that are beyond the intellectuals. This means that the ideas of scholars become more complex because of unintended consequences that emerge. My question is: Do the consequences of these ideas have the same connotation for both the dominant society and for ethnic groups or minorities? One would suppose that the dominate part of society would have a different agenda than the agenda of different ethnic groups or minorities. These assumed differences in agenda would be cause for various interpretations of the ideas of the academics. Does the dominant group interpret the ideas of the academic differently than the ethnic groups or minorities do? If so, what are the reasons for these different interpretations?

4) Experiential Connection: The example that Okely uses in this essay is the Roma communities. Although I have no prior experience with the Roma communities, I have been exposed to certain stereotypes about the Roma. Some of these stereotypes include the idea that the Roma are dangerous; they may try to pickpocket you, beg from you, and possibly throw babies at you in order to take your bag or purse. Coming from a completely ignorant, nonacademic background concerning the Roma, I was inclined to believe these stereotypes. They were my only connection to the Roma community. Now, after becoming slightly more educated about these communities, I see how the ideas of intellectuals can have unintended consequences and how the ideas can be misinterpreted or blindly followed by those such as myself who have little or no experience with the Roma. This shows how the ideas of academics on certain subjects can have unintended consequences and influences on people, especially those that are classified as nonintellectuals. 

5) Textual Connection: Okely addresses the fact that there are two groups in society. There is an intellectual and academic group and then there is a non intellectual group which is influenced by the academics. This stratification in academics in society is an example of the plural societies which are discussed in Leo Kuper’s essay “Plural Societies”. Kuper states that plural societies are one in which the dominate elite struggle for power and dominance over the non elite groups and society. This is connected to Okely’s quotation by looking at how the influences and consequences of the intellectuals and academics influence the ethnic groups and minorities. This influence of intellectuals is a trickle down approach to ideas; ideas begin with the educated, the elite, and trickle down to those people who are considered a part of the non-elite. The quotation by Okely in her essay is a direct connection to Kuper’s essay and is a classic example of his description of a plural society.

6) Implications: The influence of intellectuals and academics is an aspect of society that has a great impact on every policy and ideology. As Okely says, “intellectuals are in a position to present ideas that are inconsistent with…the currently identifiable policies and ideology…” (224-5). This is implicated in every part of society in which academic texts and the ideas of the intellectuals are presented to society as a whole. Academics have the ability to influence the thought process of their audiences. For example, this argument is implicated in the educational system. Academic ideas are taught in the educational system and therefore their ideas are filtrated through society. These ideas are influential in the ways in which people interpret and use them in their daily lives. As Okely states, this influence can be either intended or unintended, and it can reach above and beyond the academic discipline it was created for. In this way, the influence of intellectuals, academics and their ideas can impact policies and ideologies in every aspect of society.
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