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       I’ve done an anthropological fieldwork under the above cited title during two weeks of the summer of 2004. The village located in the Eastern Horehronie region, Slovak republic is actually my grandmother’s birthplace, so I had had certain personal background there and visited it several times before I came to do the fieldwork. The result of my research was a 90 pages long so-called ‘advance thesis‘, which is sort of baccalaureate thesis at the Institute of Ethnology at Faculty of Philosophy and Arts, Charles University, Prague, and which enabled me to enter the final phase of my studies. The ‘advance thesis’ was actually a combination of the crucial points of two previously written documents: of the theoretico-methodological project I wrote before going to field, and of the actual field report. I finished and successfully defended my thesis in front of examining board in June 2005.
       The objective of my fieldwork was to describe and interpret the momentary processes of integration and segregation in a village with Slovak majority and Romani minority, with the Roma inhabiting spatially and socially marginalised locality on the outskirts of village. The research subject was approached in various dimensions of its existence and from the point of views of both groups; thus, I conceptualised the processes as localised at the same time in the cognitive sphere (norms, attitudes, construction and internalisation of auto- and hererostereotypes) and in the behavioral sphere of culture (the historic, administrative, economic, cultural, religious, linguistic, spatial and intercultural communication-related aspects of the segregation/integration process). I was concentrating on the qualitative data collection via semi-structured in-depth interviews, which I supplemented with some quantitative data from various sources I disposed of, especially on demography. I also analysed written documents made available by the Local Authority, such as the village chronicle etc. I was paying special attention to the segregating/integrating effects of the work of institutions and certain powerful individuals whom I approached as potential indicators of public opinion and producers of discourse and influential, even socially binding cognitive representations. 
       The specific goals of my research were to improve the knowledge base on socioculturally polarised Slovak villages and to apply the research methodologies successfully used by Czech anthropologists in Eastern-Slovakian villages to specific Central-Slovakian context. The region of Horehronie has been largely neglected by anthropologists focusing on the relationships between the Roma and majority so far. 
       My main research methods were standard for anthropological fieldwork: semi-structured in-depth interviews and participatory observation. I was also experimenting with questionnaires and an interesting method called ‘cultural identity scenarios’, but both of them proved to be too demanding in terms of staffing and time to collect satisfactory amount of data. Still,  I was able to extract from these failures some interesting lesson applicable in an eventual future research: that the questionnairies are really not the most appropriate method for a research done in Romani setting and that the ‘cultural identity scenarios’ were frequently misinterpreted both by Romani and elderly Slovak informants. I had tried to adapt this method from ethnic/cultural identity researches in the United Kingdom, but probably some more culturally sensitive reworking was needed.
      Typologically, my research could have been characterised rather as applied than basic research, since it focused on quite specific and delimited problem. This was set by the time frame as well. It was individual, implemented only by me and my consultants. To a certain extant the research was methodological, as I was testing new research methods and trying to combine quantitative and qualitative data analyses. It can be said that by its overal design the research was very close to descriptive and explanatory case study.
       I perceive as impossible to summarize my findings so extremely briefly. The results I tried to present both in the field report and ‘advance thesis’ evaluated momentary levels of segregation/integration in all the above mentioned dimensions or contexts. It should be noted that I was examining the intra-community excluding mechanisms as well since there was strong social and symbolical boundary in place between two groups of the Roma living in village. I also attempted to classify and typify the level of segregation/integration somehow and to deliver few development recommendations in the end of the field report. 
