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Will Guy: The Czech lands and Slovakia: another false down? 
1. CENTRAL QUOTATION

“There is no doubt that considerable efforts have been made in recent years by both Czech and Slovak Governments to carry out a range of Roma-related activities, and to demonstrate this to the European Union (e.g. Czech Government 2000b, Slovak Government 2000).”

2. ARGUMENT

The given text provides a synopsis about the policies made. Starting up from the first recorded appearance of Roma in Czech lands in 1399, bridging to measures implemented during the era of communism, and most recently actions taken by the governments primarily in order to fulfil the EU membership criteria. Even though during communism it was the first time in Romani history that they were entering the general labour markets and considered “rural-to-urban migrant workers” not nomads any longer, Guy reveals that “the Communists believed that integration could be successfully achieved only by the complete assimilation of all Roma”
. Whereas this goal was no to be achieved by voluntary assimilation but by coercive policies such as dispersal, implying the law “on the permanent settlement of nomads”, and indictable offences towards human rights naming sterilization of Roma women. The publication of the “Report on the situation of the Romani Community in the Czech Republic” in 9/1997 was a landmark in the assessment of the situation of Roma in Czech Republic but at the same time was a shock to foreign, especially EU governments, because of the high discrimination and social exclusion mentioned. This concern emanated a stimulus as Czech Republic was eager to fulfil the membership criteria. Therefore various goals such as lowering unemployment, ensuring the safety of Roma, removal of all discrimination, amelioration of the housing standards, and better health care designated new policies decreed. 
3. QUESTION
As Guy states that it was the appeal of the EU membership which functioned as a stimulus, I question myself what would the policy situation be like right now if the membership of the EU would not have been mooted? Would Romani parties and NGOs nowadays have sufficient influence modifying policies towards a better status of Roma in society? Would taking action and tolerance emerging out of the development of society itself be more auspicious than implementing EU Guidelines onto people’s minds?
4. EXPERIENTIAL CONNECTION
Nonfeasance of the stated aims also became visible during the field trip, when Mrs. Demetrova and Mrs, Bozena-Viragova mentioned that they still feel exposed to discrimination. Adding to that the housing conditions have not improved, even rather worsened as we were told. What implies that the late start and low rate of progress on Roma policy making might have been written on paper but still did not reach the broader level of society in order to reduce social exclusion. Probably more time has to pass so that the administrative measures taken also impact social interaction.
5. TEXTUAL CONNECTION

The Human Rights Watch Report 2002 states that “The treatment of the Czech Republic's ethnic Roma minority remained a major stumbling block as it made progress towards membership in the European Union”.
 In the same manner as Guy, Human Rights Watch considers the policy addressing towards Roma due to the membership of the EU and pressure implemented by other organisations like UNHCR and OSCE. The measures taken in 1997 are appreciated but still highly criticised regarding their execution. Guy’s doubts of whether the decreed measures will have lead to equalisation by the EU entry date are therefore appropriate. Also European Roma Rights Centre objects the success of the policy initiatives. They give a very good example on how efficiently the ambition of complete removal of discrimination was realized, even on the political level, quoting the Czech Labour Minister “It’s because of the Romani culture and their lifestyle; they do not fit with the discipline of work. Roma do not have the motivation to work; they are unreliable, lazy and prefer to live on social assistance than earn a living.”

6. IMPLICATIONS
The text clarifies that even if one can speak of improvement of Roma policy making, it still depends on the means used, be it administrative or financial measures in order to reach those aims. Thereby the basic for integration and tolerance can only be given on the societal level. This is also the level where changes should be directed to in the first place. Comments as such of the Czech Labour minister reveal that stereotyping and prejudices are still a widespread phenomena.
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