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Motto:

“l am sitting on the tram number 10 in Helsinki cityis a windy and cold

spring day. In front of me, two ladies are havingiatensive discussion. |
can see their concentrated facial expressions.mAecho | hear fragments
of their chat...

“...Have you seen the beggars in the city centré@ré are so many of
them...”

“I heard that they are from Romania...Romanian GygmsBut | cannot

understand why are they coming here? Why doesnitaR@ take them
back? (...) The beggars are something that doesomwéespond to the im-
age of this society (...)"

“Well dear that is the concrete benefit that Finthis in the European Un-
ion (...) you can feel it every day on the stredtthe city... They are the
new EU citizens and migrants!”

| am sitting on the tram number 10 in Helsinki atyd | can hear a sys-
tematic echo on my ears: the beggars (...) the &exgyf..) the Romanian
beggars (...) the Romanian Gypsies (...) the EUanig (...)

Extracted from my diary



ABSTRACT

Anca Loredana Enache, The recent migration of tbm&hian Roma to Finland. Lan-
guage: English. Jarvenpaa. Spring 2009.
Diaconia University of Applied Sciences. DegreedPammme in Social Services. De-

gree: Bachelor of Social Services.

The aim of the study was to describe the recentatian of the Romanian Roma to
Finland through the experiences of the migrantsndedves. The study looked at the
factors and characteristics of migration at théed&int micro, meso and macro levels of
migration. The theoretical approach used was repted by the theories of migration,

especially the system theory of migration and pysii-theories of migration.

The study follows qualitative research methodolggymarily utilising semi-structured
interviews. The primary data for this study waslexiked by the project Roma on the
Road, developed by Helsinki Deaconess Institute taedCity of Helsinki. From this
data, eight interviews have been randomly seleateti used for the study. All inter-

views were conducted among Romanian Roma who redjtatFinland in 2008.

The findings showed that the migration of the RoimarRoma to Finland is a process
of circular mobility resulted from the interactioh pushing factors in the home country
and pulling factors in the destination country. Thain elements of the migration are
represented by the migration networks which anestratting and shaping information,
life alternatives, attitudes and migration relatedues. Moreover, described as a con-
tinuous and dynamic process, the migration of tben&ian Roma was pictured as a
lifelong strategy that contains its own culturahtiges. Last but not the least, it was
concluded that a culture of migration is developadong the Romanian Roma mi-
grants.

Keywords: recent migration, the Romanian Roma, itpiale study, system theory,

migration networks, migratioritave.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Could you walk on the streets of Helsinki withowtining the people begging, playing
music or selling flowers? Mass media, public opinénd individuals were considering
and trying to formulate hypothesis on the so calleglv phenomenon” during the last
two years. The practice of street activities is amoiew one, but one of the oldest means
to generate income in the world. However, stregvities haven’t been very much pre-
sent in the Finnish society in the last decade.ddeer, the ones that were on the streets
this time were coming from outside of the Finnisitisty. Their physical appearance,
their clothing, as well as behaviours and habitsnediately translated in the main-
stream eyes, the fact that they are coming fronffareint country and culture. There-
fore, many questions arose such as who are thepte@eWWhere are they coming from?

Why are they coming to Finland?

Under all these questions, together with the sommm ethic aspects, that a group of
people has to “beg” their income in the streets, dfficials from the City of Helsinki
reacted quickly. Therefore the Department of saoaiftdirs of the city and the Helsinki
Deaconess Institute developed the project entRlecha on the Road. The main goals of
the project were to meet the people in the stedsanswer to questions such as: where
are the migrants coming from, which are the motofetheir migration to Finland, what

is their life situation in the home country as waglin the newly arrived country. Acute
humanitarian aid and was also one of the projeatsg@s to promote respect towards
human rights and human dignity (Vesalainen&Leinqrfi08, 4).

The project Roma on the Road conducted field imt&rs among the Romanian Roma
people having as a focus: the reasons why peoplgated to Finland, their socio-

economical conditions in the home country Romatiiair conditions in Finland, the

groups or family members which are accompanyingnthaltogether 54 interviews

were made until the®1of October 2009, from which 24 interviews wererstbusing

digital recorder. The findings of the field work rgepresented in the mid-term report



“From Day to Day, from Country to Country-Objectivecome®, published in Decem-
ber 2009 (Vesalainen&Leinonen, 2008, 4).

As aRomanian migrant in Finland, studying social wdriyas very motivated to look
at the situation and reasons why this group is ailgg to Finland. Therefore, | started
my cooperation with the Roma on the Road projea pgactical trainer. From this po-
sition | participated at the project activities aatdhe field interviews conducted among
the Romanian Roma people. At that moment | thotight by using the data and ex-
periences gathered by the project, | would devalgbudy that would bring a compre-
hensive description of the migration of the Romarikma people to Finland. | started
a discussion with the Helsinki Deaconess Instituteelation to the use of data that the
project collected. The answer was positive andwthele process will be further dis-

cussed under the fifth chapter, entitled Type efdtudy.

Designing the study | wanted to go beyond the “legjgissue and to look at the Ro-

manian Roma as EU migrants, for which begging & an element of the migration

mechanism. | started from the premise that theupcof their migration is a dynamic

and not a static one. Therefore, the core ideh®fktudy is to let the Romanian Roma
migrants speak for themselves about their migragixperience (Cohen, 2004, 26). On-
ly by knowing and understanding how they live, hiney feel, what they hope for, talk-

ing, listening and negotiating with them the reabehind the migration phenomenon,
can be truly understood.

Moreover, the migration of the Roma who are setittedifferent East European coun-
tries towards the West European countries is a ghenon which increased after the
enlargement of the European Union borders in 20@# 2006. Literature also shows
that, the Romanian Roma people started to migmtards the Western Europe after
the collapse of the communist regime in Romanid989 and especially after 2006
when Romania became a Member State of the Europgeam (Cahn&Guild, 2008,

75). The recent migration of the Romanian Roma leetapFinland is considered a new
phenomenon that started in 2008. Therefore, theréesv studies conducted in this area

(Vesalainen, Leinonen, 2008, 4).



The aim of this study was to describe the recegration of the Romanian Roma peo-
ple to Finland through the experiences of the nmtgrahemselves. Questions such as:
Which are the factors that determine and desctige nhigration from Romania to
Finland and which are the characteristics of thgration?, were addressed in order to
describe the migration of the Romanian Roma pedpie study looked at the experi-
ences and factors of migration of the Romanian Rpewple to Finland from the per-
spective of three different levels: micro-individiuavel, meso-social ties level and

macro-nation states level.

| have based the research on the perspective tnyahe theories of migration, with
strong emphasis on the system theory of migratr@hies push- pull models of migra-
tion. Having this theoretical framework as a baseldpted a three levels model for the
description of migration. A holistic and comprehgaspicture on the micro, meso,
macro characteristics of the migration experienas the result of the study.

The core idea of this study is to let the Romamt@ama migrants speak for themselves
about their migration experience (Cohen, 2004, @&y by knowing and understand-
ing how they live, how they feel, what they hope talking, listening and negotiating

with them the reason behind the migration phenomgecan be truly understood.



2. THE ROMA PEOPLE IN EUROPE

2.1 A history of migration

This study describes the migration of the Romaama people from the perspective
of the subjects themselves. Therefore, a deep staaeting of who are the ones who
were approached, their origins, history as welpessent situation in Europe and in
Romania is very important for the study. Howevle goal is not to generalize, since
the Roma people are very a heterogeneous groupga(lia003). On the other hand,
there are not many documents related to the Roroplgie origin or some of these

might contain different information, therefore eeata might be difficult to present.

To start with the term a "Roma person”, in the eantof the European Union it refers
to:

An umbrella term including groups of people whorsheore or less
similar cultural characteristics and a history efgistent marginalization
in European societies, such as the Roma, Sintyelleas, Ashkali, and
Kalé (European Union Agency for Fundamental Righ@€)9, 7.)

From this umbrella definition, | focused in thedfwon a heterogeneous group that be-

longs to the Romanian Roma community.

Most of the academic sources confirm that Roma lpelopEurope are descended from
groups which left India around one thousand yegosand began arriving in the terri-
tory of today’s European Union in or around thd béntury (Fraser, 1992; European
Commission, 2004, 7-8; Barany, 2002). After therival to Europe the mobility of the
group continued towards different countries, onlibsis of the socio-political and eco-
nomical factors. For example, literature estimateat around 14 — 158" centuries, the
Roma communities were found in today’s southerreGeewhile, later on, some of the
groups moved on the territories of the Southerrk&#& and to the parts of the present
East-Central Europe (European Commission, 2004, 7.)
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After their main settlement in different Europeavustries, the history of the Roma
varies according to the countries where they hawgrated. Certain moments and ex-
periences they have lived are mentioned as pdhiedfiistory of the European countries.
It is mentioned, for example, that in the terriésriof the present Romania, the Roma
groups were taken as slaves and forced to workafatowners around the year 1348,
and their slavery continued until the years 1844866 (Barany, 2001). The poor eco-
nomical situation of the Roma communities and #ek lof work in agriculture repre-
sented the reason for which the Roma people wesiaveed and forced to work in the
lands of the monasteries. The documents whichtadttese aspects recall that the Roma
people in Romania were called during that timegdsi’ and “rob” which translates to
“Gypsy” and “slave” (Barany, 2001, 52).

The Hitler domination and rules are also recallega important moment in the Roma
history. At that time, in Germany, as well as imest Nazi-occupied countries, there
have been many crimes against the Roma peopleefbney the regime ruled by Hitler
is known as the Romani Holocaust, it is said thdtad a million of Roma across

Europe have been executed during those years (Fi&85; Lewy, 2000).

Moreover, the communist regime in different Eurapeauntries is characterized as a
regime that committed many violent acts and criegginst the Roma people in coun-
tries such as Albania, Germany, Slovakia, Hung&gmania, Bulgaria, and Poland
(European Commission, 2004, 9.) For example, dutiegcommunist time in Romania
(1947-1989), the strategy of the Government wamtegrate the Roma by acts of
forced assimilation. Therefore, the Roma commusiiere obliged not to practice no-
madic lifestyle, or the Roma families were forcéfudispersed among Romanian com-
munities. The Romanization process of the Roma conires in Romania was not just
an involuntary one, but one based on crimes antbnwe. (Helsinki Watch Report,
1991).

As it might be noticed from the brief historical/rew, the Roma communities have had
a history of migration in search of a good sociditjpal and economical environment.

After some of the groups had settled in Europe hietory proves that they had an un-
privileged position in most of the European cowgdrias they were representing an eth-

nical minority. This aspect was related to the fihett, most of the time; their socio-
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economic status was a low one, which could inflgetheir future migrations as well.
Relating to the overall situation of the Roma peaplEurope, Marden remarks that the
situation of Roma was not one that improved in fiared he mentions some of the key

moments for the Roma history in Europe:

Nazi Germany killed at least half a million Romatle Holocaust, Swit-
zerland enacted a policy of taking Romani childhemm their parents
care and giving them to non-Roma to raise, and Swdxhrred Roma
from entering the country. This list is not exhatest but it provides a
general sense of the level of persecution facedRbgna throughout
Europe (Marden, 2004, 1182.)

2.2 Present situation

Nowadays, sources estimate that there are betvesen sind nine million Roma people
in Europeand they represent the biggest recognised minati§o of the Roma people
are living in Central and Eastern Europe and incthentries of the former Soviet Union
(World Bank, 1995; Liégois, 2007). Zielonka (2008), example, reports that the fol-
lowing figures in Table 1 are the most currentreates of Roma people living in se-

lected European Union member states today.

TABLE 1: Numbers of Roma inesgted EU countries

EU country Roma Population Estimate
Hungary 140,000-600,000

Bulgaria 313,000-800,000

Czech Republic 32,000-200,000

Slovakia 80,000-520,000

Romania 600,000-1,500,000

Source: Zielonka (2002, 60)
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The low and high estimates of the Roma populatithese selected EU countries are
illustrated in Figures 1 and 2 below.

600.000 -
500.000 4
400.000 4

300.000 1

200.000 4
0 4

Lower Esimate of Roma Population

||:|Czech Rep M Slovakia OHungary O Bulgaria MBRom ania |

FIGURE 1. Lower estimates of Roma populations legted EU countries
Source: Based on tabular datéelonka (2002, 60).

1,500,000 -

1,000,000 -

500,000 -

Higher Esimate of Roma Population

O Czech Rep M Slovakia O Hungary O Bulgaria B Romania

FIGURE 2. Higher estimates of Roma populationsiected EU countries
Source: Based on tabular datéelonka (2002, 60).

As we can see from the charts above, while theahowmbers differ sharply, the rela-
tive numbers of Roma estimated to be living in ¢heslected EU member states re-
mains consistent from the low to the high ones. Jdmgation of figures is based on the
unbalanced data collection, the Roma's mobilityl e Roma's opposition to register
as "Roma" in censuses for fear of being stigmatiasdwell as the ethical question of

who identifies oneself as being Roma (Tanner, 2005)

Approaching the situation of Roma communities hi@ last ten years and especially the
East European Roma, the European reports and cbssaare reporting the worst situa-

tion in regards to access to education, health@myent, housing, social security and
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discrimination in all areas of life. All these asfgehave their roots in a multitude of
factors. Recently the focus is also on the migraiad mobility of the Roma from the
East European countries to the Western countrieeanch of a better life (European
Commission, 2004, 17-35.) This study describes tisanigration of the Roma people
from Eastern Europe towards the Weastern countpessisely the migration of the

Romanian Roma to Finland.

2.3 The socio-economic conditions of the Roma peopRomania

At a European level, the highest number of Romaleeis said to be found in Roma-
nia. It is hard to estimate it, since sources dispdifferent information. For example,
Human Rights Watch estimated in one of its publcet that there are at least 2.5 mil-
lion Roma people living in Romania, which is ovéeA of the total population (Human
Rights Watch, 1991.) The last National Census coteduin Romania estimated that
between 1992-2002, there were 535,140 Roma pemuhg lin the country, which is
2.5% of the total population (Romanian Nationalitoge for Statistics, 2002.)

The Romanian Roma represents a very diverse geggrding several aspects: histori-
cal background, religion, language, occupationsl #re socio-economical situation.
Therefore, it is desirable to avoid generalizingagards to the Roma people. However,
for the majority of the Romanian Roma, the sociorernical status is characterized by
statistics and studies through poverty or risk ofgrty, unemployment, low level of
education and qualification, poor housing conditipeor health and discrimination
(World Bank, Ministry of Labor, Family and Equalitf Chances, and NIS-Romania
2007; Ringold, Orenstein, Wilkens, 2005, 104).

The poverty rate for Roma in Romania was estimétele 76% in 2003 and 58% in
2006. According to the statistics, in 2003 the ptweate for Roma was three times
higher than the national average, and in 2006 & mvare than four times higher (World
Bank, Ministry of Labor, Family and Equality of Gtw@es, and NIS-Romania 2007.)
The risk of poverty for the Roma people in Romaraa be also seen in Fig. 3 and Ta-
ble 2. Some common features of the phenomenonarfyoconcerning the context of

Roma minority are revealed in the study of Zamfid Zamfir (1993). Therefore, it was
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found that the income derived from formal employmemages constituted a signifi-

cantly lower proportion of average income for thenfa than for the majority of the

population. A lot of Roma people are gaining theadome from a combination of part

time, casual, and self-employed work, most of theegt@ns being done in the informal
economy and at the times on the margins of legalibhe low level of education and

gualifications for those unemployed are also a wammon cause for this status. (Zam-
fir and Zamfir, 1993).

Risk of Being Poor (%)

romanian

hungarian

rroma

other

Poverty headcount, index

FIGURE 3 RISK OF BEING POOR (%)
Source: World Bank (2007, 23)

TABLE 2 Poverty rates among Roma and Non/Roma huealds, 2000.

50 percent of median

Per equivalent $2.15 PPP $4.30 PPP
Country adult Per capita Per capita Per capita
Bulgaria
Roma 36.1 37.2 414 80.1
Non-Roma 38 34 4.1 36.8
Hungary
Roma 245 26.3 6.6 40.3
Non-Roma 45 3.6 0.5 6.9
Romania
Roma 395 43.1 37.6 68.8
Non-Roma 10.9 11.1 7.3 29.5

Source: Ringold, Orenstein, Wilkens (2005).
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A main cause for the poverty of the Roma househefas the high rates of unemploy-
ment on the official labour market among the Roreapte. Roma employment, on the
other hand, has been categorized in literature fotw types of occupations: work
abroad, day labours, trade and subsistence oconpafRingold, Orenstein, Wilkens,
2005).

Poor employment possibilities are strongly relatedlow educational level in the

Romanian Roma communities. According to the stesisunschooled Roma children
represent about 80% of the total number of unsetbohildren in Romania. Moreover,

pre-school enrolment of Roma children (aged 3-Gs)eia one quarter of the national
average (17.2% compared to 67%) Surdu, 2003, 2373tee quarters of the Roma
children attend primary and secondary educatiof aftend high school and technical
school and just 1% attend college (EUMAP, 2007.) t&a other hand, the national
average of graduating students is 90.3% for prinzary secondary education, 52.8%
for high school and technical school, and 38% foiversity level. Furthermore, the

2002 Census showed that over 100.000 Roma peoete Higand above were recorded
as illiterate (Surdu, 2003, 23-34).

The statistics are based on various factors, ssclack of economic resources, dis-
crimination that the children face in schools oy ather practical issues, e.g. living in

remote areas Academic sources emphasize alsolkbwifmg aspect:

Now before it is cold and before the earth freedesy go more. After
the winter comes, we don’t send them anymore-wét d@ve clothing
and shoes, there is no food either (Ringold, OsamstVilkens, 2005,
104).

Another aspect related to the Roma people’s scmoamical status in Romania is rep-
resented by their housing conditions. Lack of istiracture and access to services are
the main characteristics for the Roma householat im rural and urban areas. More-
over, conditions are usually poor, characterizeceklyeme overcrowding and lack of
services. The access to utilities, such as waser, glectricity, or public services is an-

other issue that Roma people have to deal withg & children, 2001a).
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Romanian Roma people are also confronted with pealth conditions and bad access
to healthcare. For example, family planning andlthgareproduction services are al-

most unavailable for the Roma families since they lacated in the urban areas and
require a financial cost they cannot afford. Thefggsional interventions are replaced
with informal advice and support from people in deenmunity. Moreover, sometimes

even the access to general healthcare serviceglgmgered for those living in remote

areas. Some of the general causes for this aresaqtied by the lack of communication
means in those areas that delay the urgent medieaventions, economic constraints

that they face and lack of information and commaitian between patients and service
providers (Ringold, Orenstein, Wilkens, 2005).

A low access to social benefits has been noticatiencase of Romanian Roma and it
makes the poor economical status even more diffistice many Roma households are
users of these benefits. The main reason is thergleeconomical and political situation
in Romania. For example, due to the economicakitian period difficulties, the range
of social services and benefits, as well as theailability, has dropped very much in
Romania. Moreover, the task of delivering sociaistance has been transferred to local
municipalities. Therefore, the gap between poorwedithy municipalities increased at
the same time as the support offered to their &ngold, 2000).

As a result the distribution of the social assistahenefits takes place in a random and
unequal way, since it is dependent on the locatfomunicipalities. On the other hand,
the annual budgets of different municipalities drgtributed on subjective eligibility

criteria:

| received benefits twice... In Cernavoda (anothenicipality) they pay
it every month. Why is it that we don’t receiveshnoney? (Ringold,
Orenstein, Wilkens, 2005, 143).

Access to security is also vulnerable among the &oam Roma. The Helsinki Human
Right Watch urged Romania several times to guaeatite security of Roma people
against the violent attacks in Romania. Since 198@&n Romania became a democratic
country, there have been at least 16 attacks orsyegpmmunities in no more than a
period of 20 months. Roma homes have been burhenl,gossessions destroyed, they

have been chased out of villages, and many haveliesgen or even killed.
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On September 20, 1993, 3 Gypsy men were killed byoh in the vil-
lage of Hadareni following the stabbing death ofedhnic Romanian.
During the violence, 13 Roma houses were set erafid destroyed and
an additional 4 houses were seriously damaged i(ttelsuman Right
Watch Report, 1991).

Last, but not the least the Roma in Romania arenoonty facing discrimination in re-
lation to their ethnicity and treated on the badifmegative stereotypes. For example,
recent reports are stating that the status of hrea&Rin Romania is mainly discussed in
relation to themes such as illegal or shameful ignation to the Western countries,
criminality and disrespectful attitude towards tbecial norms, violent acts, illegal
housing and nomadism (Government of Romania, 2009).

All in all, it can be concluded that the majoritf the Roma in Romania have a low
socio-economical status compared to the other etraups. Moreover, their condi-
tions in Romania can be described through povertiyexclusion from some of the ba-
sic needs. It can also be noticed that there isiaus circle of factors that links to their
low status and access to employment, resourcesagdn, security, social assistance,
health and the issues related to these. The netdip between the socio-economical
status of the Roma communities, the status thgtlibong to and the degree of partici-
pation and accessibility to rights and servicesrsé® be in a dangerous interdepend-

ence and multifaceted therefore it is a phenomenon.
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3. MIGRATION OF ROMA WITHIN THE EUROPEAN UNION

3.1 Defining migration

The present study approaches the migration of hd®ian Roma to Finland - both
Romania and Finland being EU members. Therefoterriational migration is going to
be revised from the perspective of the Europearotumigration in between member
states. The migration of the Romanian Roma withenliorders of the European Union
Is going to be analysed thoroughly, and, ultimatéhe migration of the Romanian
Roma to Finland.

The umbrella concept of international migrationersfto a wide range of population
mobility, with different migration reasons, andtte legal status of the migrants: rights
and the duration of staying in the migration coyrf#orld Health Organization, 2003,

9.) Boyle has defined the international migratisrf@lows:

International migration refers to the mobility toather state and taking
residency there for at least six months. Therefitre other types of mo-
bility refer to touristic movements or businespdr{Boyle, 1998).

In order to contribute to the conceptualization dedcription of migration, we can dis-
tinguish between different types of migrants ieritture. For the most typologies, the
push- pull mechanism can be determined as the dinghwlevelops and shapes the mi-
gration characteristics. For example, Cahn andd3{#008, 37) proposed a migrants

typology classification in relation to the Roma naigts in Europe:

Persons forced to move: migration either within bboeders of one coun-
try, or internationally, caused by extreme povestysocial exclusion.

These persons are defined by the European Comnoitt8ecial Rights

as “Roma who choose to follow an itinerant lifestgk who are forced to
do so” (European Committee of Social Rights&Coun€iEurope, 2004,

7.)
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1. Persons who left the regions of Central/South-Eadteirope periodi-
cally after 1989 (Balkan states for example) andsedoto Western
Europe temporarily or permanently. Among them wa tiad long
term residents of the country they have migratedt@eople who live
in excluded conditions, which means that the actessocial rights,
employment, health, education or documents is dichit

2. Bulgarian and Romanian Roma, who share similaritigs the com-
munities integrated by the second type, but thexe Hately acquired
the EU rights.

3. Persons and communities constructing a rewardirgjezce and lives
around new opportunities for mobility in the EU, éstablishing cen-
tres of “vital interest” in more than one count8ocial exclusion in
the home country, among others, might determine &dam Roma to
make regular back and forth travels between Romamiasome of the
Western Europe countries. Therefore, these typeganfps have cen-
tres of central interest in more than one country.

4. Roma people who are applying for the asylum, redsgend persons
with a protection status, although inside the EaawpUnion the asy-
lum regime should be diminishing for persons fréva Member states.

5. Nomadic Roma/Gypsies: communities with nomadic iti@ts and
practices present in countries such as Francegetrfingdom and
Romania. Some of these groups are crossing theetsotdroughout
Western Europe for seasonal travelling.

6. Persons living in very excluded Roma settlementdt tton't have
Roma roots, but are seen as Roma because of thi&tian.

7. Domestic Roma of a country to which other Roma atgyrwho are
sometimes confused and subjected to measures aanddreign
Roma.

Source: Cahn&Guild (2008, 37)

The model proposed by Cahn and Guilt (2008) briaggeneral perspective on the
Roma migrants’ typology but it is very difficult @istinguish between accurate catego-
ries given that the status of the people is veryatyic and they might belong to differ-

ent groups at the same time.

3.2 Migration inside the European Union - legislatiramework

The member states of the European Union are parcofnmon immigration policy and
legislation at the level of the Union. Therefoat a macro level, the migration in be-
tween the member states is managed according twothenon policy standards. In this
study, the migration takes place between Finlandl Romania, both member states
countries of the European Union. Therefore, a wewié the EU policy regarding the
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migration of the EU citizens of the EU inside therders of the member states’ is nec-

essary in order to analyse this aspect as a paltemdicro level factor of migration.

One of the fundamental documents that establishmiigeation inside the EU borders,

as well as the rights and principles for the mensbates, is the Treaty Establishing the
European Community. Article 17 is relevant in thespect as it refers to citizenship
within the European Union: citizenship derives auatically as long as a person is citi-
zen of one member state. As a result, any citiZem member state is a citizen of the
European Union and is subjected to all rights asponsibilities brought by this status
in relation to migration (European Parliament, 20016. 17).

The 18" Article of the same treaty links the citizenshigue to the mobility inside the
EU borders and announces the general frame of ityobéedom inside the EU bor-
ders. According to it, all nationals of the 27 me&mbtates have the right to enter the
territory of any other state on presentation odkdviD card or passport. Restrictions on
entry are only permitted on the grounds of pubbtiqy, public security or public health
and accepted if they are proportionate and baseldsaxely on the personal conduct of
the individual, previous criminal convictions do#stonstitute such ground. The per-
sonal conduct of the individual must represent muges, present and sufficiently seri-

ous threat affecting one of the fundamental intsresthe society:

Every citizen of the Union shall have the rightove and reside freely

within the territory of the Member States, subjecthe limitations and

conditions laid down in this Treaty and by the nugas adopted to give

it effect (European Parliament, 2006, art. 18).
The 39" Article entitled “Free movement of persons, sessiand capital” clarifies the
issue of migrant workers inside the EU and a frexement of workers is established.
Therefore, anyone who is crossing the borders wiglurpose to seek employment has
the right to do it. Moreover, the freedom of wokamnigration includes the principles
of equality and non-discrimination among the woskef the Member States in relation
to employment, training, working conditions, prafiesmal organizations, social protec-
tion, and social security, as well as social adages and access to supply of goods and

services, including houses (European Parliame®6 28rt. 39).
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According to the Directive, the EU citizens have tiight enter to the territory of a
Member State and reside freely for a period ofeghr®nths. For those residing longer
than this period of time, an official registrati@required. At the same time, for the
period of residence, the persons should not reptrésareasonable burden” for the so-
cial systems of the respective country. In otherdspthey should have an independent
living and the responsibility for it as much as sibte (European Parliament, 2006).
The Directive states as well that expulsion of B4 citizens from a Member State is
not permitted besides: on grounds of public pobcyublic security (European Parlia-
ment, 2004, Art. 27).

As for the Romanian Roma migrating to Finland, pin@ciple of free mobility applies
as it was established through the Treaty Establisktiie European Community since
both countries, migration country and destinationrary, are Member States. For Ro-
mania, this status was acquired just only in 2006en the country became a new
Member State. Moreover, before 1989, Romania wesopghe communist regime, and
the borders were totally closed for the Romanidizan’s legal migration. These two
aspects, and especially the last one, represem@rtant macro factor mechanism for
the recent migration of the Romanian Roma.

3.3 Recent migration of the Romanian Roma

When referring to the recent migration of the Rotha,study approaches the migration
that occurred between the™nd the 28 centuries within the European Union coun-
tries. During this time, at the European levehat been noticed that the Roma from the
South-Eastern European countries fled to the Wiested Northern countries. It is con-
sidered that the fall of the communism in Easteurofe around 1989, and the
enlargement and integration of countries which useldelong to the Eastern European
Block in the EU between 2004 and 2007, are the drackd forces which shaped and
impacted the migration (European Commission, 2004gre are a few studies which
approach the recent migration of the Roma in Eurape a report that discusses the
issue of the Romanian Roma migrants to Finlandedkas the push and pull factors for

the migration.
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According to the study conducted by Cahn and G@i08), “The Recent Migration of
Roma in Europe” the main countries of origin foe tRoma who migrated recently in-
clude countries such as Bulgaria, Hungary, Rom&sliayakia, countries in which the
Roma represent around 10% of the total populafidre main destination countries
have been Austria, Germany, Italy and Czech RepuRkgarding the migration of the
Romanian Roma, the study reveals that they haveateid) especially in the last ten
years to countries such: Italy, Spain, and Frafite fact that these countries have
Latin roots might have constituted one pulling ¢actor the Romanian Roma (Cahn,
Guild, 2008, 33).

The general factors for migrating from the homentpuare described to be the poverty
and the social exclusion that Roma people facbencountries mentioned. Related de-
terminants for migration are the high unemploynates, low work opportunities and

discrimination, the lack of social assistance aretlical care. All these elements are
described as a cause and effect for the phenonmexclusion previously mentioned.

Moreover they are leading for some groups to tiee tfaat households cannot fulfil the

basic needs such as food, shelter, hygienic camditor medical care (Cahn, Guild,

2008; Max Weber Sociology Professional College Bedearch Centre on Inter-ethnic
Relations, 2006). On the other hand, the lack efhiiy documents and the difficulties

for obtaining these make the accessibility to sgdifficult and develop another push
factor for the recent migration of the Roma. Thecdmination that comes from the

authorities and officials, but also from the maieatn population is mentioned as well
(Romeurope, 2008).

The European Union Agency for Fundamental Rightedooted and published a study
in 2009 entitled: “The situation of Roma EU citizsemoving to and settling to other EU
member states”. The study approached the recemanoigy of Roma from Central
Europe, especially Romania, Bulgaria, Hungary, &kiev and the Czech Republic, to
Finland, France, Italy, Spain and United Kingdom.

This study also found out that the main pushingofscfor the Roma people from the
countries mentioned above are: poverty, experignacism and discrimination in the
countries of origin. Poverty was described in sfroalation with the unemployment

status that people faced:
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| didn’t know what to do. We had so little. | sedtto despair so much
that | was considering committing suicide. It wastalemate situation
and there was no way out. My husband then deciusdhe only way of
surviving was to leave for the United Kingdom.

(Interview extracted from: European Agency for Famental Rights,
2009, 18.)

My family and | lived on social assistance [in Raonad, which
amounted to 100 euro a month. How are four peageased to manage
with 100 euro a month? [...] Also, my mother is itidaold, should I not
take care of her like she took care of me? The negive more to my
children and my parents is what gets me out of Roana

(Interview extracted from European Agency for Fundatal Rights,
2009, 18.)

The same study revealed some other pulling fadtorshe Roma migration towards
Finland, France, Italy, Spain and the United Kingddhe friends and family connec-
tions which are already migrants of a specific ¢ouand provide support and informa-
tion, the hopes for improving the living standaraisd the plans of finding employment

on the official or unofficial labour market.

| heard from other people that here it is possiblevork; that there are
opportunities and | saved bits of money little bfld from what | was
getting for the children.

(Interview extracted from European Agency for Fundatal Rights,
2009, 19.)

The Helsinki Deaconess Institute and the City ofski&i published a mid term report:
“From Day to day, from country to country — Objeetincome. The report presents the
work done by the project Roma on the Road amon@treanian Roma migrants in the
Helsinki area between June and December 2008.i&ldestudy and findings in relation
to the migration of the Romanian Roma were alscsged by the report (Lei-
nonen &Vesalainen, 2008, 4).

The report describes the migration of the RomaRama to Finland, as a living strat-
egy that the people adopt in order to generatenmecdn relation to the factors and
characteristics of migration the report refers: plogerty conditions in the home coun-
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try, limited social support from the authoritiegnfeless conditions, lack of work op-
portunities, low salaries level, discrimination aswruption. On the other hand the mi-
gration to Finland is presented as being determinyetihe expectations for a better life.
Generating a wealthier income by practicing stee#ivities such as playing music, sell-
ing flowers and begging are the key thoughts th#tience the migration decision.

Moreover, a very important aspect of migratiorhis picture represented by friends and

relatives who were previously migrating to Finlaheéinone&Vesalainen, 2008, 5).
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4. THEORIES OF MIGRATION

4.1 Review of the main theories

Migration is determined by various reasons and coudifferent contexts. Moreover,

the experience of the migration process is veryviddal and subjective for the mi-

grants themselves. Therefore, there is no theatdt@ame or theory that would provide
a comprehensive and universal description of thgration experience. However, mi-

gration theories can bring explanations and adadddewhen reflecting them through
specific data and contexts. In this study | lookédhe migration experience of the Ro-
manian Roma from the perspective of the migratimoties, more precisely the system
theory of migration. Moreover, throughout the stuthe model of the three stylized
levels of migration analysis was used when loolahg¢he migration experience and its
characteristics at the micro, meso and macro |&ved. result was that a description of
the phenomenon was provided by linking the indigidexperiences to its meso and

macro contexts.

The oldest concept of migration was developed B561hen Ernest Georg Ravenstein
elaborated the “laws of migration”. His main fingsstated the fact that migration has
at the base a “push- pull” process. That meantrthgtation dynamics are on one side
the unfavourable conditions in one place (“pushifagtors) and the positive opportu-
nities in another place (“pulling” factors). Moresy according to his theory the main
cause of migration are the better economical oppdrés that a potential migration

country can sustain (Ravenstein, 1885; 1889; B&#)(4).

Since then, several approaches have been desigroeder to explain the mechanism
of migration and its different factors. However, shof the theories followed the same
push-pull model developed by Raveinstein. Everett (1966) reformulated Ravein-
stain’s migration laws. Keeping the same push-migjration mechanism, in his theory

there were introduced new concepts such as: “iatemg obstacles” in the migration



26

process - distance, political barriers, communityamnily dependents - and “personal
factors” influencing the migration - age, gendedu@ation, family ties (Lee, 1966.)
The further developed theories of migration cardiveded in between the theories on

the economics of migration, and the theories orptrpetuation of migration.

The most common theories on the economics of magradre: neoclassical theories,
new economics of migration theories, dual labowotly, and system theories of mi-
gration. According to the neoclassical theoriesnadration, at the macroscopic level,
migration is guided by factors such as the capita labour market potential of differ-
ent regions in the world (Lewis, 1954; Harris aratldro, 1970; Todaro, 1976). On the
other hand, at the microscopic level there arerdidetors, such as the rational and
individual decisions of the people that are willitagimprove their living standard and
employment opportunities (Sjaastad, 1962; Todag912976; Todaro and Maruszko,
1987.) The decision-making process appears to lamalytical calculation in between
the costs and benefits of the migration and itsalées. Therefore the migrants will
leave the countries with a low labour supply antl migrate towards countries with a

high potential of labour (Massey, Aarango, Hugou&aouci, Pellegrino, Taylor, 435.)

The new economies of migration theories keep theesaconomic emphasis of migra-
tion, but they move from the individualistic appcbaon migration to the household or
to the community one (Stark and Levhari, 1982; ISt@ded, 1985; Katz and Stark,

1986; Laubyand Stark 1988; Taylor, 1986; Stark 1P8tcording to these theories,

decisions and patterns of migration are determimgdamilies, households or other

forms of group and not individually. Moreover, thew economies of migration are

suggesting that migration is not influenced just“algsolute deprivation” factors but

also by “relative deprivation determinants” asratstgy of the household to maximize
the potential to assure capital (Stark and Tayl®89.)These theories are therefore
concluding that migration studies should be dewedo relation to specific units and

not for autonomous individuals (Massey, AarangogéjuKouaouci, Pellegrino, Tay-

lor, 436.)

The dual labour market theory, as well as the weylstem theory moved the focus of
migration towards the nation states and thereforthé macro level factors of migra-

tion. The emphasis is also on the pulling factomgards a country of migration more
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than on the pushing conditions in the home couiitoy.example, according to the dual
labour market theory, migration is the result oé #taconomical development of the
industrial countries, therefore the need for labiouthese countries represent the pull
factors for migration and, actually, the cause ajration. The idea of the labour de-
mand of the modern industries being central forrthgration dynamics puts aside the
individuals’ decisions as a cause of migration (€idl979). The world system ap-
proaches focuses on the role of the cultural glea@bn that affects the movement of
cultural values worldwide. According to this theahe economic differences, life-

styles and models are circulated and perceive@reasd therefore they shape and im-
pact migration (Hoffmann-Nowotny, 1989).

The theories on the perpetuation of migration aiegyeven further from models pro-
posed by the neoclassical theories of migratiom fbleus on migration is not anymore
on the potential economic benefits of the migra@ts.the other hand, the emphasis is
on the importance of the family and friendship reekg in the home country as well as
in the destination country for the migration medbkan For example, the network the-
ory emphasizes the role of migrant’'s networks i@ mhigration process. It is consid-
ered that the socio-economical factors have a deeteimportance in comparison to
the network ties of the migrant in a specific coyrttf migration. These ties represent
a guarantee for the future economic and sociallgyabf the migrant in the country of
migration (Hugo, 1981; Massey 1990).Theories rezamthat as a valuable social
capital (Boyd, 1989.)

Moreover the cumulative causation theory, expldireg once a number of migrants
have settled in a migration country they createaas structure and capital that would
sustain further migration (Castles&Miller, 2003; 84ay 1990, Massey et al, 1998.)
Bocker (1994) describes the migration function @ious migrants as “bridgeheads”
for the potential migrants. According to this hypesis, migration mechanism feeds
itself through the migration process and develapghér mobility more likely to hap-

pen (Stark, Taylor and Yitzhaki, 1986; Taylor, 199Pherefore Migration is seen as a
continuous social process and an integrated papeople’s life (Tilly and Brown,

1967; Lomnitz, 1977.) As a conclusion the cumukativeory comes with the hypothe-
sis that migration is characterized through seldgtsince it attracts those with a hu-

man capital potential. At the same time it develepsnomic growth and labour de-
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mand in receiving societies while having the opt@osonsequences in the countries of
origin, mechanism that sustains further migratigiagsey, 1990; Myrdal 1957.)

The institutional theory brings into attention ttede of the different types of institu-

tions and organizations that have been built owertime in supporting or organizing

legal or illegal immigration. On one side, illegabrkets might develop a business of
providing services and facilities for migrants wcess the other countries’ territories,
such as clandestine transportation, labour costractanging documents and registra-
tion papers. On the other hand, different legahoizations might support social ser-
vices, counselling and legal advice on immigraigsues that facilitates the migration
process. Therefore, if international migration ascon a large scale it starts to sustain

itself at an institutional level (Massey et al.93%.

4.2 System theory of migration

System theory of migration developed the hypothasiording to which migration
networks and institutions are developing stablégrirational migration systems be-
tween receiving countries and specific sending traes (Zolberg and Smith, 1996.)
However, the receiving and sending countries thatpart of the international migra-
tion systems are not linked just by the flow of pledout also by other factors such as:

historical, cultural, colonial, technological on&sitz and Zlotnik, 1992, 3.)

Kritz and Zlotnik (1992) developed a model of twauotries (sending and receiving
countries) which are interacting in a system otinational migration represented
through the example of Marocco and France in Figurgs it is visible through the
representation, the migration system has spatit@emporal dimensions. When refer-
ring to the spatial dimension countries which bglda the same migration system
share aspects like: geographical closeness, tuatan technological links. The tempo-
ral dimension of the migration system is represgigethe changes and dynamics that
occur in the context of the migration system asccamponents. The same figure dis-
closure is the fact that the system theory of nlignadoes not emphasize so much the
role of causalities in migration but the functiasfsmigration determinants. The deter-
minants of migration are divided into four diffeterategories: economy: society, pol-
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icy and connections between countries (Kritz aratridk, 1992, 3).

political
context

other linkages

demographic
context

social
context

- historical
- cultural
- colonial
- technological

economic
context

FIGURE 4. Two countries in a system framework é¢inational migration
Source: Kritz and Zlotnik (199).

Furthermore, the international migration system®mgncountries with their complex
exchanges and interactions are perpetuating andising the migration flows be-
tween the specific sending and receiving regiortgerdfore, the structure that they
built it's visible and persists across space ame tdimensions (Mabogunje 1970, 12.)
This type of structure and its connections arerrefeto as transnational communities
(Castles 2002, Riccio 2001, Vertovec 2004.)

Another migration concept and approach that is ldgee from through the system
theory of migration is the one of culture of migoat Through migration the sending
communities are in a continuous contact with themaractices, lifestyles and values
of the destination societies. Moreover, the alreselfled migrants are continuously
transmitting directly or through their personal exdes the wealth and successful sto-
ries and societal models (Fadloullah et al, 2008)s leads to the fact that some peo-
ple in the sending communities are adopting theevéihat migration is their only fu-
ture perspective for building life. As FadloullahdaSchoorl (2000) put it for many
young people the question is not so much whethsarigoate or not, but when and how
to migrate. The context when migration becomesraagfeocial norm in a community

leads to the emergency of a culture of migratiomagbéy et al, 1993, 453.)
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4.3 Three stylized level of migration analysis

In his book, The Volume and Dynamics of Internagilonigration ant Transnational
Social Spaces, Faist (2000) elaborated a theoketiodel through which he looks at
the migration theories by using a multiple levgiget of analysis. More precisely, he
elaborated a micro, meso and macro model of amatirsough which the migration
characteristics and dynamics are analyzed andrfatbenceptualized. In the study of
the Romanian Roma migration | used and adaptedhtieel of three stylized level of
migration analysis developed by Faist (2000, 31-BR)oked at the migration of the
Romanian Roma linked it to the system theory ofratign at the three levels of analy-

Sis.

The content and the explanation of the micro, nmasib macro level analysis devel-
oped by Faist (2000, 31-32), are summarized inéldbiThe definitions and character-
istics of each level of analysis further on disedss the next paragraphs.

TABLE 3
MICRO MESO MACRO
values or desires and collectives and social | macro-level opportunity
expectancies networks structures
individual values and social ties Economics
expectancies - strong ties families and - income and unemploy-
- improving and secur- | households ment differentials
ing survival, wealth, - weak ties networks of | politics
status, comfort, stimula- | potential movers, brokers - regulation of spatial
tion, autonomy, affilia- | and those who stay; mobility through nation-
tion, and morality symbolic ties states and international
kin, ethnic, national, po-| regimes;
litical, and religious or-| - political repression,
ganizations; symbolic| ethnic, national, and
communities religious conflicts
content of ties cultural setting

-transactions obligations| - dominant norms and
reciprocity, and solidar-| discourses

ity; information, control, | demography and ecology
and access to resources population growth;

of others - availability of arable
land

- level of technology

Source: Faist (2000, 31-32).
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Therefore, the micro level of migration refers tee tindividual level of decision-
making process concerning migration. Moreoverefiers to the autonomy of the indi-
vidual in relation with the evaluation of the mitiom factors and decision. The influ-
ences brought by the personal relations of theviddals in the home country or in the
country of destination are included in the sameednsuch as: families, households,
friends, neighbours, and members of the communthias the individuals belong too

(Massey, Arango, Hugo, Kouaouci, Pellegrino andlday993).

The meso level of migration focuses on the symbantid social ties, the system of so-
cial relations around the migrant in the home cguand in the destination country,
and the impact of this cooperation (so called “abcapital”) on shaping the migration
dynamics. As it was mentioned, they represent thenections of the migrant with
specific communities in both countries. They canrélgious communities, ethnic
communities, official or unofficial organizationsat are working with migrants, vol-
untary associations or trade unions (Putnam, 1988).resources that arise from this
level of interaction are considered by the mesoriks extremely important in the mi-
gration characteristics. Some of these concreteoougs would be that migrants are
facilitated the access to resources by the otl@icarmation in relation to the destina-
tion country and support during the migration psscgMassey, Arango, Hugo,

Kouaouci, Pellegrino and Taylor, 1993.)

The macro level refers to the nation states leaath structures in both home and desti-
nation countries. More precisely, it refers to pluditical, economical and cultural struc-
tures of the state’s levels, as well as of the evegistems. The theory supports the idea
that in the socio-economic-cultural context, difietr countries develop a different de-
gree and content for the pushing and pulling meisharof migration. Therefore, the
economical differences between two countries, cired in differences in the quality
of life, income or employment opportunities miglavelop a pushing and pulling mi-
gration mechanism between two countries. An imparéspect in this flow is the link-
age to the world system theory, according to whiblpugh globalization, people can
get the contact and view of the politico-socio-emaical and cultural differences be-
tween countries (Massey, Arango, Hugo, Kouaoudlegeno and Taylor, 1993.)
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5. PROCESS OF THE RESEARCH

5.1 The aim of the study

The aim of the study was to describe the migratibthe Romanian Roma to Finland
that occurred between 2008 and 2009. By examiriegntigration experiences, deter-
minants, factors, related feelings, the goal iseforesent the model of migration that
they sustain and reform. The migration is represgbitrough the eyes of the migrants
themselves. As Cohen would say, by letting the amty speak for themselves (Cohen,
2004, 26).

The study looked at the model of migration of trenfanian Roma to Finland at three
migration levels: micro, meso and macro level. Thiero level described the individ-
ual representations that shape the migration. Tesontevel looked at the social ties
and organizations that are describing the migrati@st but not the least; the macro
level looked at the migration at the level of tladion state Romania as a home country
and Finland as a destination country. This modébaking at the migration phenome-
non was adapted from the theories of migration risoded especially the system the-
ory of migration that served as a theoretical franord for this study (Massey, Arango,

Hugo, Kouaouci, Pellegrino and Taylor, 1993.)

Last, the base of the study is represented byabethat the recent migration of the
Romanian Roma in Europe, phenomenon that has ¥grmuch debated but not very
much studied (Cahn, Guild, 2008.) Moreover, in &ml the recent migration of the
Romanian Roma became visible around 2008. Hence tiae been lots of questions
related to it such as "Who are these people?”, "Vdhy they coming to Finland ?”,
"Why did they leave Romania ? ”. From this persjpecthe study aims to bring an un-
derstanding and to develop a comprehensive deseript the migration phenomenon.

Thus, possible proposals could arise for the psdd@sils working in this area.
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5.2 Type of the study

The study’s approach is a qualitative one. The ggmeason why | used this approach
was the fact that the fundamental frame of thearefewas to explore and describe the
phenomenon of migration of the Romanian Roma t¢taRah the way people see it, feel
it and experience it. Therefore, the research sowgarrive to new understandings and
definitions of this phenomenon (Strauss and Corb898.) Moreover, in this study |

used the phenomenological approach, characterzéeiag the study of the phenome-
non, its nature and meanings. The phenomenologiggdose is to expose a vast de-
scription of the experiences as they are lived Utyjexcts (Husserl, 1936/1970) and to

capture rich descriptions of the phenomenon and $k#ings (Kensit, 2000, 104.)

The frame and characteristics of the qualitativenamenological research were con-
sidered the most appropriate for this study. Birgtie research aimed to provide a de-
scription of subjects’ experiences regarding tlosun migration to Finland. The sub-
jects’ experiences, feelings, beliefs, culturalesl, relations and networks are the most
valuable issues in constituting the living pictofeheir reality and of the mobility phe-

nomenon.

The purpose of the study was not to arrive to @&gsized perspective from the point of
view of a vast number of persons, but to look & fhenomenon through the eyes of a
small number of subjects and to arrive to an urideding of it, in the context of the
specific sample. As a researcher, | looked at ttenpmenon and at the research proc-
ess with openness and curiosity towards the reduldas very interested in listening to
what people have to say, the way they say it, thy they feel it and describe it.

Dahlerberg describes openness as a charactefigtienomenological studies:

Openness is the mark of a true willingness todistee and understand.
It involves respect and certain humility towards ffhenomenon, as well
as sensitivity and flexibility (Dahlberg, 2001, »7.

Another reason to use this type of research wasatiig¢hat the research area was not a
much explored one. The recent migration of the RoeamRoma (after 2006) is a new



34

European mobility phenomenon noticed for the firse in Finland in relation with this
specific group, so there was not much informatigailable. At the same time, the re-
searched topic required a lot of flexibilitlyat could be supported by the phenomenol-
ogical method (Mack, Woodsong, Mac Queen, Gue€d530The adaptation and the
flexibility in this study were qualities that weepplied at all levels and stages of the
process: from the planning stages to sampling miberniiews and to data collection

methods and tools.

As a research method, | used the thematic senttated interview since the focus
was on gathering concrete individual details of ¢lxperiences described which could
give a clear picture of the phenomenon and notratisviews. In this respect, | used
questions such as: “Could you describe the sitoaback home?” that stimulated the
narrative style of the interviews (Wertz, 2005.)eTdirection of the interviews was to-
wards the participant’s feelings, beliefs, and ¢ctmns (Welman & Kruger, 1999,
196.)

The form of the qualitative interview is describ&sl being non-directive, unstructured
and non-standardised one (Taylor & Bogdan, 1998, B& interviews realised for this
study can be described by the same characterigtesstructure of the interviews was
built around three central themes, but their oxdered, since that is one of the charac-
teristics of the thematic interviews: the topicsl dhemes are known before the inter-
view but the exact order of questions is not detideforehand. The themes of the in-
terviews were: the pushing factors which actedeasans for migrating from Romania,
the pulling factors which acted as motives to camEinland and how have these been
experienced by the subjects at an individual legemmunity level and institutional

level.

The flexibility provided by the semi-structuredentiew, was essential for this research
process as well. Sensitive or intimate issues wikseussed (Metsamuuronen, 2006,
115), such as the personal situation of the indiaisl and households in Romania,
therefore there was a need to adapt the intervadnvest for each participant’s style and
personality. Moreover, this type of interview alkedvan open, interactive and relaxed
atmosphere that influenced in a positive way tharialy of thoughts. All the inter-

viewed persons had a low level of education, anda$ very important to make the
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guestions simple and clear, to explain them armal/&y check the answers for accuracy.
Bauer states:

Any possible misunderstandings involving both theeriviewee and the
interviewer can be prevented directly by meanslafifging questions
and answers, immediate and fast collection of mfdion, abundance
and completeness of data (Bauer, 1996, 68.)

5.3 Data collection

The primary data for this study was collected ia pinoject Roma on the Roadkvel-
oped by Helsinki Deaconess Institute and the Clityledsinki. The Project was initiated
on the 29 of June 2008, since a new group of Romanian migranainly the Roma,
migrated to Finland and started to practice diffiesgreet activities. The aim of the pro-
ject was to find out the situation of this grougddahe reasons for which they have left
Romania and migrated to Finland, as well as segutie acute humanitarian aid (Ve-

salainen, Leinonen, 2008, 3).

The project developed street work among the RomaRiama people in the Helsinki
city area and between June 3 and October 31, 200& have been 54 interviews were
carried out by using the semi-structured intervieethod, and 24 of them were stored
using digital recorder. The themes of the intergevere: the pushing factors that acted
as reasons for migrating from Romania, the pulliagtors that acted as motives for
choosing Finland, and the experiences of the stsmt these aspects. All interviews
were transcribed into Romanian and translated vedtels into Finnish. Later on, the
information was included in the Mid-term report 6n Day to day, from country to
country - Objective: income” (Vesalainen, Leinon2@08).

| have established contact with the Roma on thelRoaject and we have agreed to get
involved and do the practical research for my ssidl have expressed my interest in
the project’'s themes and work since they were weugh related to my academic and
professional interests, as well as to my natiothiity roots. Moreover, since | partici-
pated in the street work and in taking the intemgaenentioned above, | had the access
to the interviewees and to the information obtaiaidrwards. | got interested and mo-
tivated in going further by analysing the data &hdve built a study based on some of
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the interviews gathered. | have expressed my istanethe research topic to the work-
ing team, they were interested in it and the Eti@mmmission of the Helsinki Deacon-

ess Institute approved it.

Using the random sampling network, | have randosdlected eight interviews from
the ones mentioned previously, that representedvéweages after the transcription.
The only selection condition was that the intensemere addressed to the Romanian
Roma who have recently migrated to Finland. | hals® chosen those interviews be-
cause | was present when they were carried out.eidie interviews within the study
are marked with a letter and a number: W 1, W ZWW 8 (W meaning a Romanian
Roma, recent migrant to Finland). To be more pegdise sample was formed of eight
Romanian Roma who migrated to Finland in 2008 éwttuch half were men and half
women to keep the gender balance and diversityalsotbecause there weren’t enough

interviews taken from women.

Four of them belonged to the same Romanian Romaedatives group, so they share
the same or close living places in Finland and amBnia (SoutheriRomania). They

also have similar lifestyles and values, familyusture and organisation. Their migra-
tion to Finland might therefore have common aspéaisthe other hand, the other four
belonged to different, separated groups, which ctsora different areas and communi-
ties in Romania (North- Eastern regions of Romawastern and Southern regions of

Romania).

The average age was between 18 and 40 years a@dllahad an average education,
less than primary school, and no type of vocati@aaication. Two of them spoke about
brief work experience in picking vegetables andibsrin other countries. They were all
married or in a long term relationship with thearimers and they all had at least two
children back in Romania. Finland was not the fatintry of migration for them and

they had been in other European countries before.

The reason why | chose this sample is becausdyfitslidn’t have a fixed number of
persons to be interviewed. | knew that the intevgievere very different, and so was the
data that they can bring out. Thus, | startedandcribe and analyse the interviews from

the project until a saturation point was reachethinstudy (Glaser and Strauss, 1967.)
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However, all the interviews | have chosen weredhes | had taken part in. | believe
that this is important as | would have had direxitact with the interviewees, this giv-
ing a better understanding of the information pded, and | would be able to clarify

the questions and answers.

Regarding the people interviewed, | thought itngortant that they come from differ-
ent families, that they are not relatives and thay belong to different Romanian geo-
graphical areas as this would ensure a wide rahgdéferent perspectives. The gender
diversity could also bring up different issues aminmon aspects as well. However,
choosing the sample was limited by the possibslitieat the projedtas had in conduct-

ing the interviews and the will and participationtihe interview of certain subjects.

5.4 Data analysis

For a phenomenological analysis, the aim of thestigator during the analysis process
is the reconstruction of subject’s inner experisné&ach individual has his own way of
experiencing temporality, spatiality, materialibyt each of these coordinates must be
understood in relation to the others and to thal toiner ‘world’ (Hycner, 1999, 153-
154.) For this study, this meant that | lookedha&t pieces that represented the push and
pull phenomenon of migration at different levelslaat the same time, always looking
at the wholeness of the migration phenomenon (Hyd899, 161.)

During the first stage of the analysis, | followda steps proposed by Hycner (1999)
for the data analysis: bracketing and phenomencdbgeduction, delineating units of

meaning, clustering of units of meaning to formntles, summarising each interview,
validating it and, where necessary, modifying #tracting general and unique themes

from all the interviews and making a composite suarym

The first step, bracketing the data, consistedsténing and then reading and rereading
the transcripts of the interviews and making nateshe thoughts that came up. The
aim was to become more familiar with what the pgstints in the interview said and
expressed and which are the pieces of the pullmigpaishing migration mechanism for

the Romanian Roma. The process helped me to beowne familiar with the phe-
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nomenon as it is described by the subjects (HoNpWwa97; Hycner, 1999.) The proc-
ess was challenging since the interviews broughé Ut of unstructured data. More-
over, since the interviews were open and comfogtablere was a lot of irrelevant data
as well. Also, a few answers had an ambiguous mgami inexplicit language, so it

was difficult to clearly understand — though thenawvas to avoid this through direct

explanationgluring the interview.

The second step consisted of emphasising the caenpdata which is more significant
for the research questions: statements that detbgeanderstanding of the researched
phenomenon were extracted or isolated (Creswe®81%olloway, 1997; Hycner,
1999.) Therefore, at this stage | was more seleatith the data and | looked precisely
at the relevant data. The clustering of unit's stagnsisted of grouping together the
data with a similar meaning in themes (CreswelR8 XKing, 1994, 26; Moustakas,
1994) so that new significant themes were found.tRe study this was a challenging
process, since each participant in the interviesubht large and different perspectives,

so it required a lot of work when organizing themes

During this step | had already started to summaeiaeh of the eight selected inter-
views Common themes, but also unique variations, canistg a wholeness of the
phenomenon were revealed (Hycner, 1999, 154.) Betevariations were noticed in
relation to the gender differences, but also iatreh to the hometown area of migration
and to the group or community that the respondesitsnged too.

The second stage of the analysis had as aim toecotime findings brought up by the
interview’s data to the theoretical framework oé tstudy, process which had already
emerged during data processing. The approach uasdaw abducting one as a way to
arrive to new findings from the data (Anderson 198&pel 1967; Fann 1970; Hanson
1965; Reicherts 1991 b; Tursma, 1987; Wartenbu®glld The reason for using the
abduction was the goal of using both a logical al as an innovative character in the
process of linking the theory and the data and mmsing the profound meanings
(Flick, Kardorff, Steinke, 2004, 160.)

More precisely, | looked at the results of my staahyg tried to organise them into the

System Theory of Migration and its three levels elaaf analysis. | searched the simi-
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larities, connections, patterns and relationshgisvben the two levels of information. |

have reached the conclusion that the everyday ssiores of the Romanian Roma were
organised into expressions appropriate to the sfieenliscourse that supported the
study (Sadala and Adorno, 2001, 289.) The processwery dynamic since the patterns

between these levels were very complex, hiddemauitlayered.

| have also paid a special attention to the proflomneanings of the data and the differ-
ences and wholes between the theoretical framewfottke study and the data brought
up by the participants in the study. This leveanélysis revealed relevant and new per-
spectives on the specific of the migration of trefanian Roma to Finland. It was ob-
vious that there are gaps and differences betweenystem theory of migration and the
migration of this group. Afterwards, | formulateddareported under specific themes the

results that emerged from this process.

5.5 Reliability and validity of the study

The reliability and validity of the study were folled throughout the whole process.
Lincoln and Guba describe the following as beinigeda of reliability and validity:
credibility, neutrality, conformability, consistenand applicability (1985, 300.) I will
describe how these aspects were applied in theepspby emphasising their strengths

and weaknesses.

Concerning the credibility of the study, | considieat a key strength is represented by
the fact that | have spent a very long time doietdfwork due to my involvement in
the project Roma on the Road. Therefore, thereandsance to get insights and orienta-
tion related to the world of the persons that weae of the study. If in the beginning
the contact with their reality was superficial arajue, in time | succeeded in getting to
the depths of the issue. The same thing happendtetsubjects: if in the beginning
they were not very interested in talking to me leeyt were wondering about my role
and identity, in time we managed to build a relati@sed on trust and fairness. This is a
very sensitive issue since the subjects are coffnimg a background where they faced
unethical situations, so it is not enough to sagt there will be confidentiality, you

must gain their trust as well. Moreover, they migave had a bad relationship and bad
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experiences with the authorities, and at the same they might have been misunder-

stood, so a long contact brought a better undeistgron my role.

However, | am a Romanian, but a non-Roma, so lutaterstand and be part of what
they experiencén Romania, as long as it does not affect the oelt8peaking of cul-
tural aspects, the subjects regarded me as ameutditheir world and reality because |

was not one of them, but the study did not seakriphasise cultural issues.

As a validity method, debriefing was used in thedgtas well (Licoln and Guba,
1985.) Considering my own bias implication in tela to the study — since | am my-
self a Romanian migrant in Finland | developed wssoons with other project worker.
My colleague was a Finnish person and had a stcomgact with the Romanian mi-
grants. | used this method in order to become aaloait my implication in relation to
the data.

For this research the only method applied to gatiherdata was the interview. There
have been used eight interviews taken from eighjests. Therefore, it can be argued
that there were not used a diversity of methodstheddata was limited. For a more
comprehensive and deeper understanding of the piesramn, it would have been nec-
essary to use different qualitative methods sucbbagrvation and diary. A possibility
for triangulation of data would then have been labéeé (Licoln and Guba, 1985.) Also
a bigger number of interviewed people could havenbsonsidered. However, the inter-
views presented gave very complex information aedewgathered from subjects with
different backgrounds. A small number of intervieslbwed at the same time better

quality and preparation for each developed intevvie

No member check was formally conducted, but it eygslied informally during discus-

sions and meetings with the subjects after thevies. | think that their continuous
participation and confirmation of the data is a kespe for the validity as well as for the
ethics of the research. However, the research whdane with each participant and it

did not have a systematic frame due to the prdctaastrains.

The transferability of the results was approacimetthis study through the deep descrip-

tion (Geertz, 1973) of the information collectedhisT also represented a quality of the
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phenomenological approach in the study that previdedescription of the research
guestions as represented by the subjects. TheraavBsdency to summarize or to cut
from the amount of information, especially at tivstffew steps in presenting the re-

sults.

Reflexivity was used as a tool for confirmation.nSmlering the issue:

A researcher's background and position will affebtit they choose to
investigate, the angle of investigation, the methjpdged most adequate
for this purpose, the findings considered most epate, and the fram-
ing and communication of conclusions (Malterud, RO4B3-484.)

| reflected both my implication in the process adlvas the paths of each step in the
research. | achieved this by using a reflexiveydiamcoln&Guba, 1985.) The research
topic was strongly influenced by my bias. On onachhwas interested in finding out
what pushes people to migrate from my home couarid/what pulls them to Finland —
process that | also went through years ago, thaughs a different context. As a Ro-
manian, | was interested in understanding the Rpenspective. | could recognize my
choice of using a phenomenological approach reggnaiy interest in psychology and
philosophy. Also, my position regarding the papants of the study was the one of
belonging to their group and reality, probably hessaof our common status: being a

Romanian migrant in Finland.

There was no other audit research used that caaleer confirm the dependability of
data in this study The reason for that is the flagt my desire was to provide a unique
perspective on the Romanian Roma migration to Rthla

5.6 Research ethics

The research ethics has been very important ferrdgearch process not just because

the study had to follow the research ethics of gulitative study, but also because this

was a study on a specific ethnic minority: the Roiaa Roma minority.
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A group being a European Ethnic minority has themeebeen approached (the Roma) as
well as an immigrant minority in the host count®nland. The Ethical Commission of
the Helsinki Deaconess Institute evaluated thearebeethics for this study starting
with the planning stage. The permission to useirtterviews gathered by the project
was handed to the Ethical Commission of the Helsibdaconess Institute and ap-
proved.

The fundamental ethics frame is represented byr#meework offered by the Belmont
Report (National Institutes of Health, 1979) and laa core values the respect and dig-
nity for the persons, benefits, justice and respectcommunities (Weijer, Goldsand,
Emanuel, 1999.) In practice it was not always dasind tools and methods to apply
and support these values at all research levelsedwer, being aware of the codes of
ethics (Rubin&Rubin, 1995, 96, as quoted in Patk#02, 411) was only a step for-
ward, but afterwards the actual process broughthgllenging ethical situations and
questions. For example | had to think how to degvelee research process without af-
fecting the relation between the subjects and thrancunities that they belonged to.
That was a problem knowing that the Roma peoplesamgly connected with their

groups and communities.

A special attention was paid to the informed cohsénhe participants in the research,
as a tool for ensuring respect and dignity for plaeticipants (Family Health Interna-
tional, 2005, 9.) All the participants in the intesw have been informed and explained
details: the research topic and questions, whateselts will be used for, their volun-
tary based participation and possibility to int@trthe cooperation at any time and the
protection of their identity and confidentiality.dveover, it was very important that the
subjects understand the research — their low lefvetlucation and poor Romanian lan-
guage skills required special vocabulary and exitay tools. None of them accepted
to be part of the study before they consulted tbleise relatives; in the case of women
especially the husband’s permission was necesfaryral consent was agreed with
each of the participants and with the communities/ tbelonged to. A Written consent
was avoided due to confidentiality issues and ® ftct that half of the participants

were illiterate.
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The subjects’ identities were protected and comfidéty was ensured. | assured each
participant that | will keep any information for 8if about anything they share in rela-
tion to outsiders or to the other participantsha study. No names or data that could
reveal their identity appeared in any written maateor in the research report. The in-
terview materials were taken from the Helsinki Dwegss Institute and returned after
they have been transcribed. The written informat@s stored in safe places and de-

stroyed after there was no need of it

The semi-structured interview research method weapacted, as well as the ethical
issues. Therefore, language was used as a tootlér o be understood and not to in-
fluence the answers. The educational level of titerviewed persons, as well as that
their native language (undetermined, a mixture @R language elements and Roma-
nian language) were aspects that were considered ¥ammulating the questions. Ro-
mani language as a household language for the R@wanot used for the interviews in
order not to need a translator between the subgulsmyself as a researcher. There-
fore, | have used Romanian since all interviewedqes had a very good level of spo-
ken language. However, | paid a special attentioolarifying the misunderstandings,

unclear questions and answers.

A central ethical question for this study was thee gelated to conducting research
among an ethnic minority group: the Roma. Accordioditerature, the race and cul-
tural influences and differences (Chow, Wilkins@mn, 1996) should be aspects that
the researcher should be aware of. One of theralliiisensitive issues regarding the
Romanian Roma participants was the process of ihgiltfust. It took a long time to
gain the trust of the group and to make my rolarcknd understood so that | can pro-
ceed with the interview. | have faced another poblthe participation of the Roma
women in the interview. | had to have group dismrssas well as talks with their hus-
bands or other male relatives and have their céan3éey have also known about the
Roma on the Road project and they knew us as praj@dkers, so | was asked if they
had to accept to be part of the interview becaheg have to or because they need to
please me or the project. | have explained to ttiexhit is all on a voluntary basis.

The relation between me as head researcher arslithects had ethical implications as

well and involved a dual way of influence and iatgion: myself — the Roma subjects
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and the Roma subjects — I. Therefore, | carefidfiected on the role of my own bias in
the research process. Personal attitudes anddalieélation to the Roma ethnic group
and possible influences on the process were redseastlell (Fouad, Nadya A. & Arre-
dondo Patricia, 2006, 390.)

| was a Romanian migrant in Finland conductingualygtamong the Romanian Roma,
being specified the fact that the Roma communityRomania is an ethnic minority.
Moreover, my status in Finland is one of an inteamal student and migrant worker,
while their status was one of temporary migrantefcing mainly street activities. All
these aspects raised questions in relation todhempdynamics and openness and fair-
ness during the process. There were many times yeple referred to me as being a
Romanian, thus a persevho understands the hometown context that theyadkang
about. On the other hand, when they described Related aspects, they treated me as
an outsider of their own world, since | was Romarsa | cannot understand them or
enter their ethnic area. | had previously gainellles ideas and thoughts about the
Romanian Roma, so | needed time to become awateenf and diminish their impact
on the study as much as possible.

Collecting information on ethnical basis is anotlaspect that has to be considered
when developing studies among the Roma. Litergbuesents a position according to
which collection of data on ethnic basis have haly aegative impacts on the Roma
communities, especially by increasing the sterezgypnd prejudices. On the other
hand, there is a position according to which datahe Roma is required in order to
develop policies and projects that are culturadipsitive (Council of Europe, 2000).
The researchers interviewed persons wieatified themselves as being Roma and were
sensitive towards keeping the confidentiality aimghts of this group and avoiding
stereotyping. Therefore, the sampling of the pdjtain this study did not have an
ethnical basis, but an emphasis on those persoashete recently migrated from Ro-
mania to Finland. The outcome showed that all efitiierviewed persons were from

Romania and described their ethnical backgrourizbasy a Roma.
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5.7 The role of the researcher

Since the role of the researcher has a power tacipot only the scientific quality, but
also the ethical base of a research, | have styamgisidered the ethical commitment of
the researcher concretized both in actions andtiptes (Kvale, 1996; Eisner & Pesh-
kinn, 1990, 244.) It was visible that the plannprgcess in relation to these aspects was
not enough, since ethical dilemmas in relationhe tole of the researcher emerged

while conducting the process itself.

The voice of the person who conducted the study aveectly present in the text,
through the pronoun “I". | chose this approach idev to make my role recognized as
an active observer in the study. Concerning théqgyaants in the study, | took the gen-
eral approach of conducting a study among theiee&pces rather than “experiences of
them”. The motivation for that was the ethical iroption of the first mentioned ap-
proach (Wolcott, 2001).

As a researcher, | have organised, as well aseafphe interviews. Therefore, | repre-
sented the main tool in obtaining information ahd most important factors for the
research process were honesty, fairness, knowlaadexperience (Kvale, 1996, 117.)
These are aspects related to the bias and my hegltiples as a project worker and the
one who conducted the study. The interviewed parsare familiar with me from the

street work organised by the project Roma on theadR&o one question is if the sub-
jects’ answers were influenced by their attitudeslings or expectations towards the
project itself or by our previous relation? On titeer hand, my double role could have
had a good impact since it was not the first cdnts@ the persons who where inter-

viewed felt comfortable and at ease during thervievs.

Moreover, the fact that | shared the same natipnas them and the migrant status in
Finland had an effect as well. The subjects shargghe of common understanding and
trust that | can understand what they say and taikground, since we have origins in
the same country. At the same time, | belongedhéoNon-Roma group, so they some-

times spoke to me as to an outsider of their Romanid, especially in relation to cul-
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tural aspects. It was very important to be sersitowards these details and differences
and to build trust so they can discuss freely axypress them. Further discussions
around these issues will be developed in the chaptecerning the validity and limita-

tions of the study.

Regarding the role of the researcher and ethitwature speaks about three roles in
relation to: the researcher’s role in relationte scientific reliability, the persons that
were interviewed, and to the own independence tsvéine data gathered. The first
aspect mentioned has been clearly emphasisedsrstindy especially because of my
bias and connection to the data. Most of the arswed questions had ties with my
own experience, a Romanian migrant in Finland.I$@d to pay attention to my own

output during the interview process, in order wonfluence the subjects or the data.

The second aspect reflects the relation developédden the researcher and the per-
sons who are interviewed (Kvale, 1996, 118.) Actcwydo Glesne and Peshkin (1992)
there are a few typical roles that researcher wrawlin qualitative processes is taking:
exploiter, reformer, advocate or friend. The lasgiect highlights the researcher’s ability
to keep the research process as independent aklpoSsherefore, the researcher
should have the capacity to operate independeotiards the results of the research
and to avoid emphasising or diminishing the imparaof specific issues because they
represent his own interests. Another issue is ltjatising the interview as a research
tool, there is a mutual dialogue developed betwberresearcher and the subjects that
might affect the professional distance that shdagldconsidered by the researcher. That
can influence the results of the research, sineer¢ports show everything from the

perspective of the subjects (Kvale, 1996, 118).

5.8 Professional development during the researatess

The research process was a very complex and ravgaotie in relation to the achieve-
ments and the continuous learning process. There diferent themes for the skills
acquired: knowledge about how to conduct resedhehtopic of my own research and

the subjects of the study, my own interests anaréuprofessional prospects.
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During the process | have developed a better utatetmg of the qualitative research
and especially of the phenomenology. It was vemllehging to design and apply the
theoretical levels at all levels of the researchwiver, | understood for example that
the phenomenological approach is very close to erggnality and understanding of
reality. From the research process the ethicaliderestion represented as well a new
area for me, but one that | felt very interestedMioreover, | have developed my own
professional understanding that for me the ethaspkects are the most important, there-

fore under no reasons | would threaten the commuoritenvironment of a research

group.

The area of research developed academic themekdhawery interested in is Migra-
tion, as a very dynamic and complex umbrella cofjaghich represents my main area
of interest. The study has also given me the utaledsg that assessing the reasons for
migration in a mass quantitative way is not enomgbrder to understand such a unique
and individual process. | have also developed aterstanding of new trends and
movements in the migration area, and the need toMage of them and not just to clas-
sify them under “ready made boxes”. That is tharckxample of the Roma who an-
swered to this study and are constructing a coatiaumigration and return migration

process in their living.

The Romanian Roma people as participants for t#ysneant a professional achieve-
ment for me. First of all, | have learned a lot atbthe need of being culturally sensi-
tive. That was very visible in the study procesd aquired tools and understanding.
One of the questions was “How to involve Roma wornmethe study, if their families

won't allow that?”. Very interesting issue was deyéng research in relation to a mi-
nority group. | have tried to learn a lot about htmaminimize the power relations at a
concrete level. The ethical issue of conductingaiesh without threatening the Roma

community required a lot of development as well.

The research process had a strong impact on mgefatademic plans. | have fulfilled
my interest in developing my knowledge and practicéhe area of migration studies
and migration research. For example, | plannedlithali continue to study the migra-

tion of the Romanian Roma people in the contexdifferent European countries.
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Comparative studies that would present also thspeetive of the subjects that did not
migrate from the home communities would be veryghle as well.

Recommendations on the flexibility on the labourrkea for washing dishes or this
kind of job, do you need a university or to speatkkd of language? If the state really
wants to receive people, it could be more flexiblple jeopardy or instability for

women.
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6. MIGRATION CULTURE AS A LIVELYHOOD STRATEGY

The data gathered and analyzed by the study i®miex$ in this chapter. The data is
organized and represented by using the model mmeso and macro levels model
(Faist 2000, 31-32), introduced in the theoretpaat. Therefore, each chapter describes
one of these levels in relation to the pushing wlfigy conditions of migration. The
result was a description of the migration of therRRaian Roma people to Finland, as a
result of the interaction of the push and pullimpditions (Kritz and Zlotnik 1992, 4.)
Moreover, a image of the system of migration iéestn Romania and Finland from
the perspective of the Romanian Roma people whoateid here in 2008, was consti-

tuted as well.

6.1 Poor socio-economic status of the households

The micro level of migration (Durkheim, 1964, 28)presented by the groups close to
the subjects and their socio-economical situati@s wescribed as being the central
push factor for the migration from the home counWhat it was described to be as a
micro level was not the individual level but theeasf the nuclear family and mostly the
extended family of the subjects. The ties to thmiffiastructure and to the situation of

the households were pictured as very strong anaritapt one and a key issue in the
migration mechanism. Basically, all subjects cardtd their discourses around the
family group; they always started to speak aboetphsh factors from Romania on be-
half of their family context and household reasand not on their individual situations.

Table 4, represents the main findings of the sindlation to the micro level charac-

teristics of the migration of the Romanian Romagbedo Finland.
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TABLE 4

MICRO LEVEL described | Pushing factors of migration

through: _ _

Household and Family Situa" The poor socio-economical status of the housefol
tion in the home country:

Expectations

values Poverty

Unemployment
Poor Housing Conditions
Risk to skip school for children

» Responsibility and Obligations to provide acces®
resources for the extended family

= Expectations

Short term: secure and improve wealth, status, adamf
and autonomy

Long term (not much emphasized, but mentioned): Re
turning migration- improving the social statushie home
country and returning there.

= Values

Model of migration learned from the family or com]
nity members as an answer to the socio econontugssta
of the households

A poor economical status of the family was mentibbg each interviewed person as a
main cause for leaving the country. Through thisas meant that the families’ did not
have enough resources or means to generate incimeincome of the household
could not cover the basic needs for all memberthefhousehold. Lack of food re-
sources, clothing, housing facilities and schoemis were commonly mentioned as

challenges that families faced.

| have two children and my wife doesn’'t work. Weelion the social
benefits and then we work sometimes as daily wsrlk®ut the money is
not enough. We live from one day to another (W8).

...and then you ask yourself why are the Roma pdephang from their
country? Don’t you have to leave if you are stagyiar what shall you
do? (W 3)

We left Romania because we don't have with whiivea We are poor,
we don’t have work, we don’t have anything (W7).
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Lack of employment was the first cause mentionedtfe lack of income and therefore
a consequence for leaving the country. Unemploymest described as well as a char-
acteristic of the household or of the extended fanNone of the people interviewed
had legal paid job since after 1989 — the year wlelemocratic regime has started in
Romania, neither did the extended family membeng dnly jobs that were mentioned
were the so called “munca neagra”, which referthéodaily jobs that were found on the
black market. These jobs were described as unsdackéng financial consistency and
sustainability in supporting the family and requgilots of work. Especially the men
described in many details the possibilities to fimatk and the difficulties related to the

daily work on the black market.

In Romania the only possibility is to work as algavorker for 30 RON
a day, as a daily worker in agriculture. How muel3® RON? About €8.
How can nine persons live with €8 a day? And als@ alaily worker,
there is not much work available...You don’'t haverkveveryday. The
land was given to big associations, so there waoidk. (W 4)

The lack of employment opportunities was descriagd result of several factors that
are mainly related to the political and economatalictures in Romania of the macro
level of migration (Faist, 2000, 32.) The majordfythe interviewed people found the
cause of this in the collapse of the communistige in Romania and the instauration
of the capitalistic market. All people used to walkring the communistic regime,
there were workplaces distributed automaticallykbdoen, and if they did not accept
the work they were sent to jail. When democracy eaguital market were established,
people had to secure independently their work gla€ke association between this and
the lack of education, qualifications and skillsjuged on the labour marked, had as

result minimal work possibilities that all the inteewed people shared.

| was working at the communist farms and my fanoiyld live then on
Ceausescu’s time. But when the farms were closeerything was
closed and there were not workplaces anymore (W 5).

During the Ceausescu’s time everyone worked bo¢hpor and the
rich. After he died, all factories were closedvBte companies are using
lots of machines so they do not need so much mamiiforce (W 7).

There are people with university degree and camd work in Romania.
So what can we find? We don’t have any other pdgsb. For exam-
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ple, nowadays, the private companies are hiringggal/ qualified peo-
ple even in the building industry. And we do nov&any diplomas (W
7).

Another aspect related to the lack of employmert, iiestly the disharmonious relation
between the work possibilities the work relatecbef and the income generated, and
secondly between the incomes generated and thébgities to support one’s own
house-hold. To concretize, many people felt theosspbility to support their family
with the income obtained by daily black market wakkoreover, the uncertainty that
you can have two or ten days work during a monts wgressed as not being very
motivating.

| have six children. Right now in Romania to workadaily worker in
agriculture on the informal market, | would getBON a day that means
around €8. How can eight people live with €8? (W8)

Another element of the poor socio-economical stafutbe households, and a push fac-
tor for leaving Romania was the poor housing caoibf the households and through
this we mean the overcrowding in one house. Seeatahded families had to share the
premises of the same small house or of the sanrma.rdmother aspect related to the
housing conditions was the one concerning the hgusicilities such as: running water,

electricity and poor warming system. There wakeldiccess to these facilities.

We don’t have a house... w e don’t have windows...etze four fami-

lies living in one room, my brother’s family, myneats’ and my sister’s.
We don’t have a house, none of us, so that's whyskep in the same
place (W1)

I live in a hut - with all my children and nephevdn water running sys-
tem, no warming system no electricity in an empit/ (WV3).

The risk of abandoning school for the children raftee primary school or soon after
represented a household push factor with roothénpoor socio-economic status as
well. The people described that they are pushegbtaway from their households in
order to provide financial possibilities to buy ttlimg and books for the children to be
able to go to school. The nine grades educatietf igs described to be free of charge
in Romania, but on the other hand providing theessary items for attending school is

a big responsibility and puts a lot of pressurer@nfamilies.
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School is starting in autumn. We have to buy clsishoes books, pens
for our four children. How can you send them toasthwithout this?
That's why we have to go abroad to make money (W9).

The value of education in the context of this medtra was seen differently by each
subject. Some of them had strong feelings that tfzeye to make sure that their children
have everything they need to go to school, sineeettucation is the only tool to have
accessibility to the labour market and thereforbdue better socio-economic situation
in the future. On the other hand, some other stdbbgan’t believe in better opportuni-

ties for their children in what education is comszt. When talking about educating
their children, the levels that they had as a taage mainly the eight or nine grades of
schooling. In the case of girls the level was ufota grades or five grades, since after-

wards they were supposed to help with the housework

An aspect that was not directly emphasized, but pvasent in all interviews was the
one related to the situation of the children léfh@me while their parents or one parent
being pushed to earn income abroad. Most of the the older brothers and sisters are
actually responsible for the households, being sggdo many risks, out of which one
is also the one of abandoning school. The subgtsribe this as a normal component

of the migration process and experience and nit$ @sst.

6.2 Lack of employment versus migration culture

Regarding the push factors of migration, at a mieel, some of the Romanian
Roma’s individual values, desires and expectatwere described (Faist, 2000, 31). As
already mentioned the micro level was not stroreghyphasized as an individual level
but described through the perspective of the haldsland extended family.

The lack of education and professional qualificatieas described main reason for the
lack of employment opportunities on the Romanigrola market and therefore as a
pushing factor for migration. A gender differencaswisible in relation to aspects.
Most of the men graduated after eight years anddwawle work experience. On the
other hand, all women were illiterate and wentdoo®l and attended about four years.

They did not have any work experience, except tivase were older and had been
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working on the farms during the communism. Thegeeets were regarded by some
subjects as a consequence of the families and holassituation: big family network
that needs support or lack of financial means fapsett the education process. Others,
especially in regards to women, emphasized theafdRoma culture concerning educa-
tion. According to that women do not attend schHoolmore than four years, since af-
terwards they are at home with their families aatt the housekeeping work.

| had 6 siblings. After | went for four years tohsol, | had to stay at
home to help with the housekeeping and to babmgibrother (W3).

For us Roma, women don’t go to school so mucharlekample stopped
going to school when | was 13 years old. Two yedisr | got married
and one year later | had my first child. So | didearn any profession
afterwards (W 6).

The study found that a culture of migration or adeloof migration characterizes the
migration of the Romanian Roma (European Commissiéuarostat, 2000.) The migra-
tion decision and attitudes had at the base theetaaxf their friends or relatives who
migrated abroad and succeeded in improving thelfavee So the subjects themselves
preferred to look for opportunities outside Romatiian to seek them in the home
country. This was not feasible for the women whensed to have a passive role and

follow their male friends or relatives.

At the expectation level, the subjects had eith@nediate expectations or long term
expectations. The expectations that acted as afpasdr for migration were securing

and improving wealth, status, comfort and autongRayst, 2000, 31.) Especially in the
case of the men, it was felt that they are the arteésh have to secure the wealth of the
family. In relation to the to the long term expeicta, the Romanian Roma hoped for a
return migration and settlement in the home courfitgr example, they expected that
the situation of their home household will impravefew years, so they will return

there. Their future plans were related to buildifegin the home country and not in the

migration country.

Who knows maybe the salaries and life will be vattcRomania. | hope
that, and | hope I can go to work there and sleigp the head on my pil-
low and in my bed (W 8).
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6.3 The failure of the socio-political system

The push factors at the macro level emerged alrdadygh the answers related to the
meso level of the migration mechanism. The pustofacvere always described as a
characteristic of the households but immediatelthendiscourse they found roots in the
macro situation of the country of origin, Romarniae main push factors associated to
this level were economical - the lack of job oppaities and wages that would support
the living of the households; political ones - cgtion; social - the lack of sustainabil-

ity and access to social benefits and health caneces (Table 5).

TABLE 5

MACRO LEVEL de- Pushing factors of migration
scribed through: _

Economic Factors = Economic Factors

Political Factors
Social Factors
Health System related

Factors = Political Factors

Unemployment as a consequence of the presenalsipit
market and its requirements

Lack of trust in authorities,

Corruption

Lack of transparency and reliability
Lack of power / Voice inside the system
= Social Factors

Lack of efficiency of the social support benefitseports
related to the needs of families

Conditions for the eligibility and accessibility tife social
benefits

= Health System related Factors

Eligibility and accessibility to the health carebfia ser-
vices

The lack of employment opportunities was alreadscdbed as a characteristic of the
household’s. The main mechanism described in regexrdhe macro pushing factors
was the capitalist labour market in Romania. Thas wery deeply described through a
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comparison to the communist labour mechanism. Gnsite, the communistic labour
possibilities were seen as being available andreeion everyone, besides the level of
education and profession. On the other hand, tbsept capitalist market in Romania
was seen as inaccessible, requiring skills andreeqpee that our subjects did not have,
discriminatory and unequal. Moreover, the presdftial labour market in Romania

was seen as a system that the Romanian Roma Grusss.

The macro level was represented through some opdhigcal aspects in Romania as
well. Corruption, lack of transparency and inteffestthe welfare of the citizens were
described. Especially the lack of trust in locamadl as national authorities were em-

phasized and the lack of power for influencing poétical decisions:

No one listens to us, they push us outside fronCityeHall when we go
there (...) Our future is in the hands of our goveenmin what they de-
cide (W®6).

The lack of financial sustainability of the socsalpport system for the households was
described as an element of the pushing mechanismgrition as well. All the inter-
viewed persons and their families have been long tesers of social support benefits.
Social support was said to be main source of inctonéhe households. For example,
one lady described how she used to buy food frarstiop without an immediate pay-

ment, but leaving as a guarantee the coupons éachiiddren’s benefits.

I mean in Romania we don’t make any money, we fliigen one day to
another. If you have money today you eat, if nat gon’'t. We take for
example food from the shop on debts and then wiechildren’s bene-
fits are coming we are paying back. We buy foodoag as we have
money from the children’s monthly allowance. (W 1)

People complained that the money coming from thathlyp social benefits are not
enough for supporting a family, especially a famvigh many members. Because of the
low financial power of the money received, familiad to cover their monthly basic
needs.

We have a social benefit of €20, from which we @drsupport so many
persons, seven or eight members of the family. Roeniaelps us with a
social benefit of just €20 a month (W 2).
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For example, in Romania one egg is almost 4 ROMNt heans €1 and
for us who have three children we have to buyatléen eggs to eat one
lunch. So where to get these money from? (W1).

The child benefit is around €7 a month. What can go with €7, you
buy a hamburger and they are finished and you tawait a month for
that. Do you think that is good? (W 3).

Moreover, social benefits for adults were presem&a support that it s not received
automatically by each family, but as a reward foind work in the benefit of the com-
munity. Most of the people mentioned that in tmeunicipalities you have to do at least
nine days work in the benefit of the community nder to be eligible to receive social
support. Subjects considered that the amount ofemaaceived as a social support
doesn’t remunerate fairly the amount of work thegtytdo in the benefit of the commu-
nity. Moreover, that money is not enough in oraeststain the stability of the families.
Furthermore, the eligibility to access social supmas represented as a subjective de-
cision depending on the authorities’ preferencegatds specific people or linked to

corruption.

The delivery and availability of social benefits reealso described as being a random
one, depending on the financial possibilities @& thunicipalities and the willingness of
the mayor. The financial crisis through which Romaa going through was mentioned
as a factor that makes the situation of the mualitips even more critical in distribut-

ing social benefits.

The access to social benefits was strongly condecte¢he access to health services.
Unemployed people and the users of social berfedie an automated health insurance
under the Romanian health public system. In casplpere not registered as users of
social benefits they fail to have the health ineaeacoverage as well. That has a direct

consequence on the financial possibility to actesdiealth care services.

Not everyone has a social support it's up to wisbiethe authorities,
who gets and who doesn’t get social benefits. Ifhey don’'t want they
just don’t approve your applications (W3).

The subjects described concretely how they expeggbrthe situations when they
needed the public healthcare systems and realegdhey do not have a health insur-
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ance anymore so they had to pay for the servicamghlves. On the other hand, the
private sector is too expensive in order to be ssxee.

Also related to accessibility to healthcare, onhe subject mentioned discrimination
against Roma as a push factor. Actually she diddivettly describe it as a discrimina-
tion act against the Roma but as an inequality Boe. subject described how she went
to the hospital and she was refused to receivaecgsrwhile at the same time discrimi-

natory comments were made by the health profedsiona

6.4 Perspectives for securing vs. improving wealth

The data collected in relation to the pulling dymasrof migration was also organized at
three levels of migration. At a micro level thettas which influenced the migration n
to Finland was linked by the Romanian Roma peoyille thieir expectation, values and

culture of migration, as it can be noticed in Tahle

TABLE 6

MICRO LEVEL de- Pulling factors of migration
scribed through: N .
Household and Family | " Household necessities and expectations:
Situation
Expectations
Values

Securing and improving survival, wealth and so@do-e
nomic status of the household in the home couhtiguigh:

- Generation of Income in Finland

- Practicing street activities in Finland
* Values

Necessity for a migration culture

Migration as a family characteristic of survival

®» Link to the family/community

Community values as individual values —migratiotiuze
transmitted among communities and families.
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The main pulling force regarding the migration tol&nd was the perspective of gener-
ating income and securing the wealth of the farbédgk in the home country. The main
plan in relation to this was to do either formalriwor to practice informal street activi-
ties to get money, such as begging, playing museeting flowers. Most of the time,
the focus was on these last mentioned activitiaseshere were more realistic chances
to access them. It was seen that the estimatedajedencome from these activities
represents much more than the income they can afenerRomania and has the poten-

tial to sustain the basic needs of the family baake.

| am just playing music in the streets, in ordeséoad money to my fam-
ily back home. From the money that | earn, | sawi&il make €50 in a
week, then | send it to them. So in Romania, thelavfiamily can live
with €50 a week (W4).

The pulling decision was described also as a rdsulimproving the situation of the

family in the home countries. For example, somaviddals expressed the motivation
for coming abroad and working in order not jussézure the present situation of their
families, but also to make savings and achievesifit goals for the house hold. Main
plans were to improve the condition of the houskere they are living or to simply get

some savings that could sustain the needs of thi#yfavthen they are in Romania.

Some other people also mentioned that they accuetutiebts in Romania, so migra-

tion was represented as the only solution to pasntback.

We came here to beg, to make some money, to sawe swney. We
stay here until the cold weather comes, then weogeomania, and we
have some money saved. Then with the savings wddmdy shoes for
the children for us, we can also put some savingwder to renovate a
house etc (W1).

| have found a room and a kitchen and they askedEit®0... So |
thought | want to beg and save this money hereintaikd or | would
find someone to help me so | can buy my own hounsked village (W3).

The most relevant aspect related to the plan taawgthe living through earning in-
come abroad, was the purchasing power in Romaniatie income gained in Finland.
It was obvious, that the interviewed persons relytlze fact that the income that they

get in Finland has a higher power to sustain timailjacompared to the income they
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would get in Romania. Therefore, they presumedcahclilated that the income gained
by one member of the family from street activitig be enough to cover the costs for

the basic needs for the whole family back in Romani

If | make €50 a week | send them back home to #mily. So every
week or every two weeks | must make around €50samd them. With
€50 you can live almost one week in Romania (W4).

Another aspect related to the pulling micro levietnigration was the tendency towards
a necessity for a migration culture. Most of theeimiewed persons were not migrating
for the first time. They have been temporary mitgaim some other countries, so
Finland was just a new destination but not a fi@intry of migration. Most of them

had to build their lives around temporary migratexperiences for the last six years or
more. By temporary migration experience we meart thay were spending a few

months in a certain country, generating income atelfwards going back to the home
country or moving to another destination countrye Tength of the migration to a coun-
try was influenced by the local socio-economic aiten or by their own expectations
and networks in regards to another destination ttpuifthe connection to the home
country has always been very strong through tragivels left home and the money sent.

Two years ago | was in Spain. We had a good liéeethbut afterwards
we decided to move to Germany. | was in Norway a8, Wwefore com-
ing to Finland. (...) | made some money to refurbame of the rooms
where we live in Romania (W6).

The need for migration culture was described alsasacteristic of the extended family
life. Therefore, most of the subjects explained hbeir extended family members are
practicing street activities or working in someeatkuropean country in order to secure
their living. Some subjects themselves had tempgardgration experience even since
they were an adolescent and they were migratingaabtogether with their parents or
older brothers. Therefore, migration was part eirtfamilies’ and households’ history.

Only one person came from another Romanian regionf@ whom the migration has

been ongoing for the last two years.
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My parents are in Ireland with my brother's familjjhey have been
there before as well, so they know the country. béay will go there
also after leaving Finland (W?7).

6.5 The support of the family and networks of fdsfsocial networks

A main pulling factor of migration at the meso Iev® represented by the migration
network ((Massey, 1987; Boyd, 1989, Fawcett, 198%h#as been revealed in this study
as well that almost all Roma migrants had a netviottkie destination country Finland
before going there. The network of migration hacaasentral point the family or the
inhabitants of the same community in the home aguand was pictured through dif-
ferent elements such as the information provideel design of specific models and ex-
pectations and the support in the migration acé iigration patterns at the meso level

of the pull factors can be noticed in the table 7.

TABLE 7

MESO LEVEL de- Pulling factors of migration
scribed through: o o _
Social ties — strong ties| Migration networks providing and shaping:
extended families and
household in the home
country Romania.

Information

Models and Expectations

Support during the migration process and in théimkson
country

» Support organization in the destination country

Experiences from the previous migrations and egpens
that there will be support organizations in thetidasion
country

Information proved to be an important pull factor migration. In migration studies

information as a pull factors is considered to @ftbe migration decision as well as the
choice of the specific country of destination (Hu$©87.) In this study the information

area that was described to be part of the pullexsion was very diverse. The opportu-
nities for generating income was one of them and eescribed as a result of the eco-
nomical development of the country and the fact thare are not many foreign groups
practicing street activities in Finland. The woniportunities and the level of wages in

Finland compared to the one in Romania were oth&rable information for the mi-



62

grants. There was also information concerning ther&gulation in crossing the bor-

ders. The subjects had no knowledge about thesrightl regulations, but they were
aware just of the fact that they can cross the drsrdince Romania it is a Member
State. Most of the time the information was preserts vague, imprecise and explained

through the experience of others and not by offsxarces:

| heard that we can get more money here. You doengdls-20 a day,
and then we buy food and we save the rest of theegn®N 1).

One boy said to me that there is work to be doreepkbmised me to
work in constructions... He said that the salary W&l 2500 every two
weeks. When | arrived here, he said that ther@isvork. So we had to
do something to get money, and we started to plagier(W?7).

The information was not necessarily a verbal ong,itbbmight have been the concrete
example of one family in the home community whocgecled to improve the wealth of
the household through the income generated ineagiorcountry. That is why the frag-
ments of verbal or visual information have provedé supplemented by the imagina-
tive approach of one’s own expectations and desifamproving the life quality of
their own household. No one thought carefully hbeswealth was achieved none of the

previous migrants seemed to give complete inforonati

One of our neighbours was begging in Finland. Reapkd to give a lot
of money to beggars back in those times, since ltaeymoney to build a
small house when they came back. Now it looks fikeple don't give
money to beggars anymore (W1).

Another information area is the one related togbeal protection that they can access
in the destination country. This type of informatis related not only to what they
heard about Finland, but also to their own expemtatand experiences from earlier
migration European countries. Therefore, the subjead information and the expecta-
tions that they can receive some support regattmging and financial support as well
as child benefits if the case requires so. Thig typinformation was associated also to
the rights of the seekers who get this type of supp Finland. However, the informa-
tion was not complete or based on official sourbes,mixed with one’s own expecta-

tions and desires.
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In any European country, you get some social suppgou don’t have a
place to sleep or what to eat (...) why do the BosiRoma get social
benefits in Finland, for example? (W2)

The subject’s didn’t offer any official informatiomlated to the EU mi-
gration regulation, labour market regulations andasion in Finland,

health care system, education system, tax systerggal regulations.
Most of them didn’t know any information about Fintl except the fact
that it's a: wealthy, cold country... (W6)

The information is passed further on through thmilia or friends who have already
been in Finland or persons related to these sauftes was not described directly and
was somehow it was kept as a secret area. Howleosr the discussion it was pictured
that relatives, friends or neighbours from the hamoenmunity, who have had migrated
to this country provided the migration experienoel snformation. Official sources or

organizations were not mentioned at all as a soofragormation.

Providing information is not the only componenttloé networking mechanism. Differ-
ent types of assistance, financing the travelliosts, supporting housing or other facili-
ties in the destination country are part of themogking mechanism as well (Choldin,
1973; Gurak and Kritz, 1987; Hugo, 1981.) For moilsthe Romanian Roma people
who have migrated to Finland, there was a networtheir home communities that fa-
cilitated the transportation to Finland. In similzses this is brought up by subjects
were transporting the people to Finland by busvds mentioned that payment for this
service can be done after generating income iméséination country. Some other sub-
jects had their own relatives who assured tranaport by bus, so the costs were not so
high.

A boy from our village brought us - he brought meefof charge, and
when | go back | have to give him back €200. Saueha debt for these
trips (W4).

We came by some bus; some people organized a cornar@portation.
We didn’t sleep during the night. There were 20gbeon a bus that is
meant to transport 9 people. So you can imagine \Wwevelt during this
trip (W2).

Among the same groups extended family representaiece of support with regards
to the housing places and other types of suppbs. subjects of the interview were all

members of different Romanian Roma groups in Fohl&o they did not mention clear
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connections between the groups but between thembees. This type of support was
described as a natural, ethnical characteristtb@Roma people.

The migration networks and their support were regméed by relatives and friends and
not any organizations or official sources. Thisem$pmight arise questions concerning
the existence of such organizations in the homeatces or their credibility among the
migrants. Secondly, the premises that low socigegocal status migrants do not usu-
ally access any other sources than the family amdnwunity connections, might be
confirmed by the study (Fawcett&Arnold, 1987, 68X5).

The role of gender in migration as a pushing antingufactor has been recognized in
migration studies (Boyle, 2002; Chant, 1992; Chamd Radcliffe, 1992; De Jong 200;
Ellias, 1996; Fincher, 1993). This study did notame¢o focus on gender differences.
Therefore, the network characteristics were visithifferent for the Romanian Roma
women and Romanian Roma men. It was obvious that imd more information and
networking contacts than women. The Romania Romaewoshared mainly the infor-
mation that was transmitted by their male partrerselatives. Therefore, having or
knowing a member of a network in the destinationntoy, usually represented by the
partner or a close relative was much more imporaauk common for the women and

was also a pull factor of migration.

| came here because my husband heard that we tarbgéer income. |
don’t know how to read, write or speak foreign laages, but my hus-
band knows because he went to school. So he cak §pelish when
we need that (W3).

6.6 The perspective of welfare in the Nordic comstr

Analyzing the data related to the macro level ofnatiion, it was visible that the Ro-
manian Roma migrants didn’t mention so many factoas attracted them to come to
Finland. They rather spoke about general positbgeets related to migrating to North-
ern Europe or several countries in this region. pinéng conditions associated to their

migration are represented in Table 8.
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TABLE 8

MACRO LEVEL de- Pulling factors of migration
scribed through: _

Economic Factors = Economics

Political Factors
Social Factors
Health System related | Different currencies in Romania Finland — Bettewpoof
Factors purchase in the home country

Better economical situation- possibilities fogher income

= Politics

Regulation of Spatial Mobility —EU Directive for && Mo-
bility inside EU(Finland and Romania EU members)

Finland and Scandinavia — a new destination country
migration

» Socio —politics

Trust on the social welfare system support

As a macro level pulling factor of migration theoeomic ones were most often men-
tioned. What was expressed through this, were tfiereht income possibilities be-

tween Romania and Finland. The subjects did noé lsavmuch information about the
economical situation of Finland as a country batytknew that it is a country where

you can get better income than in Romania.

From whom should | beg in my village? Most of theople are in the
same situation as me. So that's why | come andrbEmland (W5).

Another aspect related to the economic attractias the fact that the money gained in
Finland had a greater power of purchase used oRdneanian market. The two coun-
tries still have different currencies (Euros andNj@nd different market prices. As the
subjects and their families planned to save monelyinland and use that in different
ways in Romania was a very good stimulating fatdochoose Finland as a country of

destination.

Finland as a new destination country for Romaniam® people was as well a relevant
pulling factor for migration. Most of the subjeagpressed the fact that Finland is a

country where there are not many migrants pradisineet activities compared to their
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previous destinations such as Spain or Italy. Thege Finland was described as a new

market for generating income.

In Spain it was good we could have free lunch Helint organizations
and shelter for homeless people. In Romania noaames if you can
support your daily living or not (W3).

As for the political aspects, people expressedrerge view that the borders have been
open ever since Romania became a European UniorbbteBtate, so the freedom and
possibilities for migrating were very accessiblavadays. However, the subjects had
nearly no any information on the migration rightelaesponsibilities inside the Euro-

pean Union borders or in Finland.

A socio-political aspect was meant to act as armminechanism as well. Many of the
subjects relied on the fact that in case they atgyaing to manage to secure their basic
needs in Finland the social welfare authoritied wbvide support and secure those
needs. Another aspect mentioned by them was tisteexe of any type of support or-
ganisations such as churches or non-governmemgbsiiorganisations that could help
them. They believed that the Finnish authoritiesidake better responsibility of these
matters than the Romanian authorities for examphes idea came mainly from the
networking information received but also from pms experiences that they have

faced in different European countries.

In Spain it was good we could have free lunch Helint organizations
and shelter for homeless people. In Romania noacames if you can
support your daily living or not (W3).

The strong contrast between the male and femaledslwas visible at this level. The

women did not have such strong attitudes or argtsrfen choosing Finland as a desti-
nation country. Most of the time, their individuattitude were taken from their male

partners or relatives. Some of them did not haweiiormation about the country they

arrived in, before coming to Finland. The males enadually the migration decisions

and destinations plans, as well as took care ofpitaetical aspects. However, the
women think this is normal since the men are treatis of the household”. Thou it was
not directly expressed it was visible that the wormegration was shaped by the males
attitudes and beliefs.
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7. DISCUSSION

7.1 Household migration decisions as a survivaltsgy

The results of the empirical analysis shows thatghsh and pull determinants of mi-
gration at the micro level found their roots in #exial units of the individuals, the Ro-
manian Roma people, such as family and househdids cbnfirms the importance of
the social choice approach as a determinant ofatiggr in the new economics theories
(Stark, 1991).

The meaning of the household for the Romanian Rpewple was very similar to the

approach described in the report of the Europeammanities: Push and Pull Factors
of International Migration, published in 2000. T$étedy showed that the households in
the case of Romanian Roma people were formed bg persons living together- usu-

ally members of the nuclear and extended familyne wnade common arrangements in
order to support the subsistence and daily neeessit the group (European Communi-
ties, 2000). Therefore, the micro level is genamapushing and pulling determinants of
migration assumed collectively by the migrant’swaks.

The research proved that at the micro level of atign, both the push and pull factors
are related to the impossibility to secure the s@donomical wealth of the family in
the home country and the need of finding possiediof securing and improving the
situation of the households. The findings are gfiprelated to the general situation of
the Roma communities in Romania that is charaaedrizy a very poor socio-economic
status because of unemployment, poverty, lack ataibn, low access to health care
services (Ringold, Orenstein, Wilkens, 2005.) Meerp at the same level the push and
pull mechanism constituted determinants relatedhé&o perspective of improving the
wealth of the household and to return afterwardsha&n home country, therefore the

prospect was towards a temporary income generatiggation.



68

From this perspective the migration of the Romafama migrants could be described

as Bardhan and Udry (1999) called a householdegfydbr socio-economical survival.

It was founded that the migration determinantsrantegenerated just by the income gap
but also by other reasons, depending on each faashstark (1991) stated. From this

standing hypothesis, the study proved that the pu#ihmicro decision depends on the

income position of the household that determinesstitio-economic status of the fam-

ily in the home community. The migration of the Raoman Roma people can therefore

be described as a mean of achieving a better dtattise household in the home com-

munities. This aspect, links strongly to the féettRoma have the lowest status among
the communities in Romania, in relation to all arealife, as the statistics and studies

showed in the theoretical framework (GovernmerRRofmania, 2009).

The so called concepts of social space and timeesagssociated to the new theories of
migration (Hagerstrand, 1975) were found to opefdiare precisely the study revealed
that at the micro level of pushing and pulling estpéions, values and subjective images
are operating among the household and communikiestefore, the migration of the
Romanian Roma people was strongly impacted by tigeation models built by previ-
ous migration experiences or by friends or comnyumembers and the images and
values spread by them among the community. A cem@eample was represented by
the fact that every person who participatedhe study was not migrating for the first
time in Europe and had at least a family member dwb migrated before to Finland.
(Munshi, 2003).

Moreover, related to the migrants’ households amdilfes in the home country or in
the migration country, the study showed that thisvakking between them played an
important role in shaping migration. According tauihi (2003) the migration net-
works reduce the costs of migration and faciligipport in the destination country. In
this study, it was visible that the migration netishad an important role, both push
and pull mechanism, as well as models of survival support and facilities for migra-
tion. It was also visible that the information sopgpdeveloped by the household’s net-

works was much more tangible and valuable thanr citnerces.
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7.2 Left out of the labour market

The study confirmed the hypothesis of the systeaorh of migration according to
which the systemic unemployment in the country ridin and the prospects for better
employment opportunities in the destination coumiry an important factor of the mi-
gration mechanism (Massey, Arango, Hugo, Kouad®ellegrino and Taylor, 1993.) A
few other socio-political aspects were very relévas well for the migration mecha-
nism. In the case of the Romanian Roma migram&# obvious that the systemic long
term unemployment that all members of the househf@ided forced them to search for

the European possibilities of generating incoma agrvival strategy.

The systemic unemployment could be regarded thraligheconomical differences in
between Romania and Finland, but a few other spalitical aspects are very relevant
as well. Therefore, one of its characteristics vedasted to the Romanian transition from
the communist regime to the democratic one, anckthiee to the capitalist labour mar-
ket after 1989. It was confirmed within the stubgttthe status of the Roma in Romania
on the labour market was the lowest. Their skifid &vel of education and the labour
opportunities did not match (Ringold, 2000). A verieresting approach brought by the
study, was the one that the migration did not nesrdy occur as a motivation to find
official employment but to practice unofficial stteactivities that could generate in-
come. The result was probably developed by the ddckiccess in finding job opportu-

nities during other migration experiences.

The migration related socio-political aspects wanalysed by the study as well. To
start with the entitlements of the free mobility the EU member states citizens had an
impact on the migration decisions towards the Euntges. On the other hand, it was
visible that the new migration flow of the RomaniB@oma towards Finland was im-
pacted by the socio-economic-political factors thaty (or relatives) have faced during
their previous migration experiences in other Eeaypcountries. On the other hand, if
we look at the migration of the Romanian Roma peapside the EU borders, specific

patterns and characteristics were evident in walato different migration countries.
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Racist events or the high rates of unemployme&aunth Europe influenced the migra-
tion of the Romanian Roma people towards new dasbims such Finland.

7.3 Towards a new culture of migration?

One of the main findings of the study confirmed kiypothesis according to which mi-
gration develops as a process which contains witkeif migration systems. The mi-
gration of the Romanian Roma people was charaeté@as being a very dynamic proc-
ess consisting of a sequence of events across(Boyd, 1989.) More precisely, the
study described the Romanian Roma people migratiom process at the level of Euro-
pean countries (especially after 1989) that diktaeely also to Finland as a new desti-
nation. Therefore, the previous migration flowstbé Roma to different European
countries along with the socio-politico-economichbinges in Europe and in Romania

had an impact on the present migration of the RaamalRoma people to Finland.

One relevant component of the migration system Ideeel by the migration of the
Romanian Roma was represented by the migrationank$wDefined by Massey they
are described to be sets of interpersonal tiescthratect migrants, former migrants and
nonmigrants in origin and destination areas throbghds of kinship, friendship, and
shared community origin (Massey et al, 1993, 448¢ study confirmed that also in the
case of the Romanian Roma a system of networkasatipg at the micro level- indi-
vidual levels and at the same time developing by@sato the social, economic and po-

litical structures of the macro level (Faist, 198/&ug, 2008).

Moreover, the migration of the Romanian Roma tddfd could be characterized as
chain migration (MacDonald and MacDonald, 1964)clain migration meant in the
case of these subjects the fact that the migra&lated values and benefits were trans-
mitted in their home communities developing a paghmechanism. Migration support
is also arranged through the networks of the previmigrants. The same migration
networks are transmitting models of life and idelaack to the home communities
through the so called “feedback mechanisms” (MabgguL970). This type’s dynamics
are not only developing further migration, but shgpmigration as a life model atti-

tude. It came obviously that the Romanian Roma lgeagsumed the migration as a life
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attitude and value. They lived in their communitythe middle of success stories re-
lated to other migrants and they adopted it asvam sirategy and afterwards as an atti-
tude. It was also visible that they didn’t trustvalued so much the opportunities in the
home community comparing to expectations relatettheédNestern countries. Such val-
ues were transmitted among generations and comiesiriit relation to this, in the case
of the Romanian Roma, a street activities cultuas @eveloped as well as a mean of

sustaining migration.

The study showed that the migration of the RomaRama people to Finland is a cir-
cular, interdependent and complex process, coteditoy different micro, macro, me so
systems of factors that are continuously impacdagh other (Magobunje, 1970.) The
recent migration of the Romanian Roma people wasrded as an interaction of these
the result being that migrants are building lifelard a few centres of migration in more
than one country. Therefore, it was not a lineagration Romania-Finland, but a circu-
lar one between these two countries and possilbler alestinations as well. Kings
(1983), refers to this type of migration as cirtwla, since the mobility to and from

movements are continuously taking place in betwe®nplaces.

In between the socio- economic and political caodg in the home country Romania
and the expectations and models related to theatiogr countries, in this case Finland
it looks like a migration culture is developed amasome of the Romanian Roma
communities. At the first look adopted as a stratefgproviding wealth, migration be-
comes easily a life model. In the case of the RoamaRoma one specific characteristic
of migration was this dynamic relation with the tilestions country. There was not a
strong connection and commitment for example towdné migration to Finland, but it
was a positive attitude towards migrating to anyntoy that might offer good opportu-

nities.

7.4 Proposals

During the process of conducting the research sty as well in the stage of

discussion of the results, few proposals were Msitor future researchers and

practitionaires in the area. Some of the aspetdtereto the research methodology and
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design were already reviewed in the chapter edtit®tudy process as well as in the
chapter Reability and validity of the study. Theref in these chapter the focus is going
to be on the general proposals in relation to pracnd research in the field of Roma

migration.

To start with during the whole process there wassible need for further studies in the
area. When | designed my study there existed aesirgport related to the recent
migration of the Romanian Roma people to Finlandl famv studies on the migration of
the Romanian Roma groups in Europe. Moreover, maRd it was such a new
phenomenon that there was very little data comegrgeneral issues such as: who are
the these migrants, where are they coming from? avbythey migrating? which are the

characteristics of their migration?

Moreover, the study confirmed that the recent ntigraof the Romanian Roma takes
place under the legal and space frame of the Earofpmion. In some member states
countries the recent migration of the Romanian Rpeaple happened earlier while
some countries are "new destinations”, thereforerehwould be a need for
understanding the phenomena at the level of difteceuntries and at the level of the
European Union. Furthermore, considering the flaat the member states of the Euro-
pean Union have a common legislation related td'filee mobility” policy and the so-
cial status of Roma groups is the lowest in thetdfasEuropean societies, it's predict-
able that the migration of these groups is goingaiatinue in searching for a better life.

In relation to the designing of further studieghe areas few aspects resulted from the
study “The experience of the recent migration @ Romanian Roma to Finland”. One
issue was related to the involvement of the migraimémselves in the designing of the
methodology that was used in the study. | havecadtior example that it would have
been very good to get advice from the Roma migrdmasiselves in relation to the ways
through which they describe better their realityugeful aspect was the one that | was

myself a Romanian migrant in Finland.

Moreover, the study emphasized that the Roma pempeesent an ethnic group in
Europe as well as in Romania, thou a very diverse bconducted a study as a Roma-

nian that doesn’'t belong to the Roma group. It wia#le that a beforehand involve-
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ment with the group was crucial for the study. Efere, involvement of the Roma mi-
grants themselves in the study group that condbetstudy rose as a proposal.

The authorities in Helsinki, Helsinki City and Hielsi Deaconess Institute developed
an action plan immediately when the migration & Romanian Roma was visible in
Helsinki. Most probably, the reason for that was thisibility of these migrants and
their practices: begging their income on the ssredbreover, looking at the progress of
the project Rom po Drom as well as the debatdseasacietal level, it was visible that a
good understanding of this phenomenon is vital. @sible aspect was the finding ac-
cording to which for the Romanian Roma the famitgl @ommunity values and link-
ages are very important. They are also the ontdgedtase of the migration mechanism
and dynamics. On the other hand, the groups aresmatpen to the outsiders — non
Roma persons. Therefore, in practice, the netwm® and community value based

could be used for the understanding and empoweraigéhe Romania Roma.
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“1 am sitting on the tram number 10 in Helsinki cityis a windy and cold
autumn day. Around me people are sitting on thelbes of the tram num-
ber 10. The tram is crossing the Aleksanterinkatae®. Through the win-
dow of the tram for all of us it is opening theage of few beings sitting
on their knees. You can hardly distinguish anyeirtfeatures.

Through the window of the tram images are movingront of me...The
Romanian Roma with their families and communitiggh their migration

plans and expectations...with their migration aitidés and strategies for
generating income... with their own thoughts aniteda’s about best mi-
gration countries and best practices of street\atgs...with their own
language of thinking and acting...

Aren’t they more than the Romanian Gypsy beggars?”

Extracted from my diary
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