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European Policy and Practice Towards the Roma

AQCI 2: Mayall, D.: ‘Gypsy Identities 1500-2000. From Egipcyans and Moon-men to the Ethnic Romany’
1: Central Quotation: ‘The idea of multiple and even competing identities contained in the language of mosaics and kaleidoscopes (...) are both attractive and entirely reasonable. However, a problem does arise when these sub-groups are described as forming separate ethnicities within the larger ethnicity. Taking any of the definitions of ethnicity and the criteria for inclusion in an ethnic group, it is impossible to understand how one ethnicity can exist within another, or how one individual can simultaneously belong to two ethnic groups,

without some dilution of at least one of these categories.’1
2: Argument: Mayall reviews the quasi objective components of ethnicity which ‘Romologic’ literature operates with when claiming that the Roma form a unitary entity, ranging from shared origins to the ‘state of mind’. He critically points to underlying overlaps of ethnicity with ‘race’ in some of such pretensions. refuses ‘common  origins’ as historically dubious and proven only unsatisfactorily by hitherto linguistic and genetic or physical-anthropological research, and neither holds in high esteem the criteria of descent/ancestry/kinship as primordial in nature. Mayall then analyzes the other components having been employed in this context – culture, state of Mind (‘the Gypsy spirit’) and history of persecution, and sketches a typology of methods of establishing the Roma as a totality. He concludes by saying that ‘[f]or many years, the ethnic school of Gypsiologists remain locked within the primordialist/ethnographic paradigm…’2
3: Question: A passage I found especially problematic was: ‘In order for Gypsies to be brought within the legal provisions outlawing discrimination and racism, Gypsies and their

legal representatives had to win a hard-fought prior ruling that they constituted an ethnic group.’3 I do not find this claim so self-evident at all, as the protection against discrimination and racism is at least de iure provided to every citizen of a democratic states irrelevant of his or her ethnic affiliation. The interesting question thus raised is why does Mayall need to mirror one of the strategically important misconceptions after such rigorous reevaluation of the body of Romologic literature. 
4: Experiential Connection: Of the approaches analyzed by Mayall, the most outstanding in terms of its absolute neglect of empirical reality seems to be the one stressing the supposed ‘Gypsy spirit’. One only has to wonder if the authors working in this paradigm have ever came into contact with living Romani person. As I came to see in multiple interactions with the Roma, most of the supposedly ‘typical Romani’ traits such as love of freedom or radical non-conformity are directly antithetical to the reality ‘out there’.  
5: Textual Connection: ‘Most of the research has been guilty of flagrantly overemphasizing the role of genealogy and/or inheritage in establishing Gypsy identity, to the extent that one is left with an analysis that is overwhelmingly propagating an ideology of biological determinism.’4 In this respect, Belton clearly supports some of the crucial arguments of Mayall’s analysis. 
6: Implications: Main practical implication is the need for ‘Romology’ (viewed as composed not only of academics holding an university degree in Romani studies, but also of scientists coming from different backgrounds but concerned primarily with the Roma) to reevaluate itself, also with regard to possible political uses to which it can be co-opted.
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