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This book has examined three main questions through interdisciplinary
lenses, including historiography, ethnography, anthropology, sociol-
ogy, and psychology. Through these disciplines, my aim with the first
question was to consider how the “Gypsy” has been constructed over
the centuries, and moreover, what their position was in society. Using
a historiographical analysis, starting from eighteenth century records
until today, it becomes evident not only how societies perceived the
“Gypsy”, but also how the social sciences shaped the perceptions and
identity politics of Romani people, resulting in different schools over
the past two centuries, culminating in so-called academic antigypsyism.

As a result of the constructed “Gypsy”, it can also be seen how
Romani people faced different forms of social exclusion and marginal-
ization, even though they were—and until today are—part of European
culture and values as a transnational community that has contributed
over the centuries to their respective countries through arts and culture,
historical narratives, and actions. With this question in our societies,
it is crucial to recognize and assemble their memories, records, and
social efforts that have shaped national and European accounts. Romani
people have been part of decisive historical actions and turning points;
therefore, they (we) also deserve a place of respect in the public memory
and in society.

Analyzing the ethnographical, anthropological, and sociological
results on the “Gypsy” gave rise to more puzzles. It was difficult to put
aside the past and clearly focus on the results that have been written
over the past centuries on the “Gypsy”. In various academic dialogues,
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Romani people have been called by different names and categories,
some of which continue to be used today. In cases where the academic
discourse is about the “underclass”, the “poor”, “minorities”, the “dis-
advantaged”, the “underprivileged”, the “underachiever”, or “ethnicity”,
everyone clearly knows that the discourse is about “Gypsies”.

Considering the often racist and antigypsyist discourses of the past
to be a challenge, I aimed to deconstruct these discourses around the
“Gypsy”. Therefore, I turned to analyzing critical theories that include
the concept of resilience. Understanding the various forms of resilience
in ecology, social psychology, and education can offer a further stand-
point to understand Romani identities from a different (insider—out-
sider) perspective, including trauma, breaking points, blaming, the need
to prove oneself, healing, and pride. The narratives and case studies in
this book share life experiences that are often harsh, funny, and raw,
but those are realities of Romani people, which they were pleased to
share with another Romani person to transmit to those places that are
often privileged and closed to them. Additionally, despite their shared
challenges, the book also emphasizes the remarkable social, economic,
and psychological mobility that has been observed among generations
of Roma intellectuals. The research findings indicate that Roma people
have been subjected to a range of informal and formal categorizations,
as well as academic racist discourses, since the time of their emer-
gence in the public sphere. Despite the good intentions behind certain
academic discussions, these discourses have consistently perpetuated
negative stereotypes associated with “Gypsy”.

The key result of the book is around the third question, where I
have tried to understand the process and path of Romani generational
emancipation through the concept of resilience. The research find-
ings shed light on the values, movements, and manifestations of the
Romani social liberation movements over the decades, from the 1920s
to the 2025 (present day). The initial wave of Roma intellectuals from
the 1950s to the 1980s focused on advancing a cultural emancipation
movement. Through the analysis of their life paths, it can be observed
that Roma intellectuals and activists from each era have not only strived
for the emancipation of their own communities but have also made
an effort to bring about broader societal changes as well. They view
social emancipation as a collective interest and goal, emphasizing the
necessity of belonging and addressing structural issues such as anti-
gypsyism, LGBTI-phobia, and discrimination. Their efforts are geared
towards changing society as a whole, recognizing that achieving this
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transformation requires confronting societal prejudices and structural
inequalities.

This “three-generation model of Roma emancipation” demonstrates
how the initial, often physical, resistance of first-generation Roma intel-
lectuals has evolved into a more subtle, knowledge-based psychological
resilience in the case of third-generation Roma intellectuals.

The research also shows that Roma intellectuals’ social, economic,
and political role in the public sphere is progressively strengthening.
While the first generation of a very small handful of Roma intellec-
tuals—ten to fifteen at most—focused on Roma visibility using Roma
cultural roots as a form of reclaiming Romani memories, the second
generation of intellectuals concentrated more on political emancipation
through law, public policy, and humanities and social studies. Compared
to the first generation of Roma intellectuals, the number of second-gen-
eration Roma graduates has doubled during the generational shift, and
the proportion of Roma women graduates has also increased compared
to the first generation. Furthermore, it is observed that the third gener-
ation of Roma intellectuals consider the concept of emancipation to be
an indirect social responsibility rather than a direct social achievement.
This is because, on the one hand, they are pursuing professions that
are not directly connected to community empowerment. On the other
hand, they do not necessarily feel the need to be actively involved in
the space that once excluded them.

The first-generation Romani intellectuals’ primary objective was to
raise awareness within society about Romani arts and culture, aiming
to establish recognition and acceptance of Roma as integral members
of society. However, as the generations progressed, later Roma intellec-
tuals and activists transitioned the focus from cultural emancipation to
attaining political visibility and advocating for social equality within the
political realm. Emphasis was placed on representation and influence
in political spheres to support the rights and needs of the Romani peo-
ple. The third generation assumed a more multifaceted role, including
representation, social responsibility, and participation in promoting
resilience and knowledge production.

The research underlines these movements’ evolutionary trajectory
and the transformative nature of Romani aspirations and their endeav-
ors in aiming for recognition, equality, and social integration across
different generations. The findings suggest that third-generation Roma
intellectuals have reached a point where they can raise issues that were
previously not discussed by earlier generations of Roma activists and
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intellectuals. The groundwork laid by the preceding generations has
enabled today’s third-generation Roma intellectuals and activists to
critically analyze society and the identity politics that have developed
in relation to the Roma as a result of non-Roma movements or the posi-
tions of scholars in prior periods. Moreover, the book has also shown
that today’s third-generation Roma intellectuals’ social and personal
(family) relationships and partnerships are more open and public than
those of first- and second-generation Roma intellectuals.

As a final thought, it is critical to recognize when advocating for
social progress; it is crucial to critically examine perceived social injus-
tices. This process involves questioning the status quo and challenging
existing societal norms. It is important to emphasize that this critical
inquiry is not confined to personal perspectives, nor is it limited to
specific activist groups or communities. Instead, it represents a broader
societal common aim, marking the value of collective memories and
the past.
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