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This book is based on my five years of extensive research, including
my previous PhD results and the self-narratives and lived experiences
shared by over 150 Roma intellectuals, which are extensively repre-
sented in the subsequent chapters. It aims to provide readers with a
detailed account of the “Gypsy”, and a manifesto for reclaiming Romani
memories and recognition by addressing the phenomena of resilience
through intergenerational emancipatory narratives and agencies. Along
with an in-depth critical literature review, the backbone of this uses a
mixed research methodology that includes both qualitative and quan-
titative comparative analysis of first-, second-, third-, and intergener-
ational Roma intellectual dialogues and lived experiences dating back
to the 1920s until the 2020s.

To address and reclaim the voices and memories of the the first
generation of Romani intellectuals (people who were born between the
1920s and 1960s, encompassing the Silent and Baby Boomer genera-
tions), I analyzed documentary recordings, including written narratives
from 1976 published by Zsolt Csalog (Kilenc cigany; in English: Nine
Gypsies) and a significant Romani testimony from 2002 (Late Birth,
Hungarian documentary, color, 67 minutes) recorded by Edit K&szegi
and Péter Szuhay. To honor the memories of second-generation Romani
intellectuals (who were born between the 1960s and 1980s, representing
Generation X), the above-mentioned Late Birth documentary movie was
still applicable (as the movie included both first- and second-generation
Romani intellectuals). In addition, at this phase of the research two fur-
ther edited volumes offered records and accounts of (successful) Romani
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life that until now have not been extensively analyzed in social science.
The first book of interviews, entitled Kitorék—Interji tizenét cigany
értelmiségivel (in English: Outbreakers—Interviews with Fifteen Gypsy
Intellectuals), was published in 2009 by Laszl6 Szale. It includes stories
from fifteen Romani artists, scientists, professionals, and public figures.
This volume gave them a platform to share their personal experiences,
successes, and achievements. The second volume that still includes the
documented voices of second-generation Romani intellectuals is Egy
sor cigany—Huszonnégy mai Magyar (in English: A Row of Gypsies—
Twenty-Four of Today’s Hungarians), published in 2011 by Péter Korniss
and Pal Zavada. This book features twenty-four contemporary Romani
people who embrace their heritage while addressing the challenges that
they are faced with. The publication portrays the second-generation
Romani intellectuals’ everyday struggles, while they have achieved
success and built careers, to still maintain their cultural identity.

The current monograph furthermore includes the narratives of fifty
Romani university students (or university graduates) from across Hun-
gary, who represent the voices of third-generation Romani intellectuals
(born after the 1980s, also known as the Millennials). They were chosen
from five Roma Advanced Colleges using the snowball sampling method
and then participated voluntarily. Furthermore, this part of the research
also includes the reflections of twelve Roma Advanced College directors
or politicians on Romani politics and their institutional developments.

To address intergenerational Romani dialogue in this study, I both
applied quantitative analyses based on previous research results, and
reached out to ninety-five individuals (Roma and non-Roma) through
social media, with the help of my network, where I asked about their
experiences with the differences in Romani generational values.
I received responses from thirty-seven, while fifty-eight declined to
answer, citing irrelevance or choosing not to respond (see chapter 9,
Table 15 for details). In this research phase, I analyzed intergenerational
dialogues among Romani and pro-Romani intellectuals to understand
their experiences and perspectives over the past fifty years. I focused
on Roma and non-Roma individuals who have had significant roles
in Hungarian academic life and civil rights activism over the last fifty
years. For the case studies, I also analyzed interviews collected from
Roma Advanced Colleges and lived experiences.

With this three-generational model, I aim to illustrate the Romani
emancipatory journey by representing and defining their lived experi-
ences, obstacles, and achievements over time. Furthermore, the study
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offers an insider—outsider understanding of the lived experiences of
the Romani people as they reflect on non-Romani perceptions, which
have subconsciously shaped their identities and limited their knowledge
productions. I aimed to offer an understanding of Romani memories,
reclaim their narratives, and place their resilient emancipation through
generational changes onto the academic agenda. This comprehensive
research, which has been carried out over a five-year period, primarily
focuses on Hungary, but with transnational implications, and combines
quantitative data, self-narratives, and lived experiences.

In working on this book, I have consciously embraced a foundational
perspective focusing on the concept of power relations, and have also
considered the (often) marginalized position of Romani people within a
predominantly privileged majority society. Furthermore, I have critiqued
the previous academic and political interpretations that describe the
relationship as “Gypsy” versus Hungarian (mutatis mutandis depend-
ing on the country) and labels such as the “Gypsy ethnicity” or “the
minority” that generate and reproduce social distance, with the impli-
cation that Roma people are not citizens of the respective state.

Considering the ethical aspects of the research, I emphasized
addressing group vulnerability. To do so, I applied a formal method
that explicitly aimed to inform all interviewees and obtain their consent
at the beginning of each discussion. Prior to conducting the interviews
and gathering data, I made it clear that they had the right to decline
to answer any questions, to stop or end the interview, or to pause the
process at any time. Furthermore, at the start of each interview, I assured
them that I would keep their personal data completely confidential for
the next fifty years in a secure online cloud storage system protected by
stringent passwords, thereby ensuring their privacy and data security.
I made sure to create a safe and trusting atmosphere for interviewees
to share their stories and knowledge. During the data collection phase,
I kept the research materials anonymous, ensuring that the findings
could be published in a manner that respects the openness and honesty
of the interviewees, contributing to intergenerational Romani dialogue.

I am truly grateful for their willingness to participate. A key pillar
of this book is ethical standards and responses that could be defensible
and valid in any social context and phase. It is essential for my work
that this research approaches power dynamics with sensitivity and aims
to prevent any elevation of the privileges of the researcher over the
researched. Throughout the research, there has been a constant question
about who is interested in this research and who will benefit from the
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results. I also considered the external social and political influences that
might affect the study and its relevant context. Lastly, I had to reflect
on how much of the interviewees’ lived experiences could be shared
respectfully, and at the same time publish them objectively.

Taking into account the Romani narratives from different gen-
erations, the participants faced the dilemma of whether to willingly
share their experiences or reserve ownership of their thoughts. On
the one hand, I observed that their openness and trust towards a Roma
researcher allowed them to step out of the researched context and
place themselves in a knowledge transfer position. Another poten-
tial motivation could have been their desire to challenge stereotypes
about Roma through research conducted by a Roma person. It is widely
argued that researchers need to be able to adapt to different social sit-
uations while placing their identities into the context. There is a fierce
debate in academia about whether researchers should be able to switch
between roles and tasks while effectively navigating any challenges
in obtaining ethical results. The concept of an insider—outsider in the
research raises the question of how researchers can objectively employ
counter-history, shared values, and methodological concepts. In her
book, Jennifer Mason argues that researchers need to remain objective
and adjust their research methods to accommodate the ever-changing
nature of individual identities and perspectives.* Additionally, Esther
Bott suggests that a common problem in research is the tendency to
favor certain individuals or label them as “Other”. This perspective
underscores the critical importance of researchers being fair, socially
responsible, and objective.” When conducting research, it is crucial to
rethink and re-evaluate the researcher’s power dynamics, aiming for
a balanced and respectful methodology. Focusing on ethical sensitiv-
ity in research may not only result in forward-looking outcomes, but
may also challenge the previous framings of the “Other”. This implies
understanding of the issue being studied, with the participation of the
“research subject” (ergo with the individuals involved). Additionally,
it is essential to establish a shared social language that can help bridge
or minimize any potential ideological, economic, or historical gaps
between the researcher and the “subjects”.

4  Mason: Qualitative Researching.
5  Bott: Favourites and Others.
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