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European policy and practice towards Roma

AQCI - Human Rights and Policy Formation towards Roma in the Czech Republic, Slovakia and Poland
1. Central Quotation: “The process of enlargement of the EU, by conditioning membership on the fulfilment of the Copenhagen criteria, requiring stability in regard to minority and human rights, rule of law and institutions guaranteeing democracy, had a carrot and stick effect on accession states in improving Roma policy.” (Sobotka, P. 16)

2. Argument: The text by Sobotka deals with the development in Roma policy in Czech Republic, Slovakia, and Poland from the beginning of the 90ies to the end of the century. This change was connected with two important points. First the fall of the Iron Curtain in 1989 and as a result of this the integration of the CEE states into Europe. The change was, that before 1989 Roma were tried to be assimilated, after 1989 they were tackled as a security problem and in the end of the 90ies the policy towards Roma got more and more connected to human rights. In connection with the European enlargement movement the focus in the candidate states was more and more set on human rights issues, and therefore Roma issues. This enforced an improvement of the situation in the states, as they were some kind of observed by international institutions, although the reason for this pressure by the international institutions was more or less based on the fear of an increasing Roma migration, which the “old” European member states tried to avoid.
3. Question: The question, which came into my mind, while I was reading this text, was, whether the new policy, based on human rights as equality and so on, was really wanted by the CEE states. I chose the above quotation, as I think it is a good image for the dilemma, we are in. The carrot on the stick is the accession towards the European Union and the car, which is moved, is the Roma policy in CEE states. So what will happen, when the donkey got the carrot? Will he stop moving?
4. Experiential Connection: I think it is quite doubtful, that some states act as human rights advocates. They are trying to enforce human rights all over the world, although they have enough problems to keep basic rights within their own boarders. First they have to act as models and then they can maybe try to convince other actors.
5. Textual Connection: “The EU has set preconditions as moral standards, but particular options for introducing minority rights policies in Central Europe are clearly not related to fundamental moral choices. From the timing and the choice of policy options in Central Europe it appears that policy change had less to do with moral intentions than with the domestic interests of the individual countries and with the domestic interests of individual EU member states. (Vermeersch, P. 23) This critic points in the same direction. What are the reasons for the policy change? Are there really moral reasons or is it just about self interest of the involved states?
6. Implication: I guess it does not have to be necessarily a bad way of setting some soft pressure to change policies. However it should be warranted, that first this pressure is according to your own behaviour and second this pressure does not only affect the people superficially. Otherwise there might be short term affect, but on the long run there won’t be much change. Improving human rights is a long way and pressure must not be set only on other states, but also on oneself. You have to look for a dialogue and improve together.
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