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Drago B. Rotar

LA QUÊTE DE L'IDENTITÉ; »DIE JUDENFRAGE« 
ET LA PRODUCTION DE L'IDENTITÉ ETHNIQUE DANS 

UN PAYS SANS JUIFS1

Résumé / Povzetek:
���������	 �
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��	 ��	 �����	 ��	 �������������	

�����������������	 ��
�����	 ��	 ��	 ��temtakem med najbolj stalnimi in neogibimi 
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“evropeizira” ali “okcidentalizira” Slovence na najbolj temeljni ravni. Vendar se to 
��
������	 ��	 ��	 ��
�	 ��	 �	  ! �	 ���
����	 ������	 
	 
����
�����	 
�"����"	 �����	 #
	 �����	
konflikti, nasilji in sprenevedanji, ki jih poznamo iz zgodovine), v slovenskem primeru 
prelamlja še skozi zaslon provincializma in ponarejenosti kulture. 
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Literatura, nacionalizem, antisemitizem, produkcija identitete, zgodovina 
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Alenka Janko Spreizer

SOCIALNOANTROPOLOŠKI POGLED 
NA SLOVENSKO ROMOLOGIJO*

Povzetek

Avtorica v prispevku analizira slovensko romologijo, kakor jo opredeljujejo 
akterji sami ob zgledih iz raziskovalnih projektov o Romih, ki so jih izvajali v 
2��
�
����
����������#$30����#$3/��
�
��	�����	�����	������������
�������
�	�������
problematik43 od leta 1991 dalje.
4
������	����������
��	���������������������	��lja konceptualno orodjarno iz 

�������
� ��
��
����� �
� 
����
������� ���	���� ��� 
����
��� 
�� ��	��������
�� ������

43 Z »romskimi problematikami« mislimo na objave, ki jih slovenski romologi prezentirajo za romologijo, oba 
��	���� ��� ���� �	���������
�� ��	���� �
���� 
����������
����)� ����� ��	���� +	���������,�� ��� ��� ��
����� 	������ �����
+����
�������,�� ��� ����� ���	�����
��� ��� ��� 
� �����
������ 	������� ���	���� ����
����� ��������� ��������� ���� ��� ���
���	�������� ��� ����������	�� ��� �	������
�������
�� �
� �
��	�
�����
�� �������� �������� ���	����!�ganih. Pojmovna 
�
���� +	������ �	����������,�� ��� ��� 
� 	���������� �����	��� ���	�������� 
������ ���� ��
�
��� ��� 	�����������
implicira, da »romologom« predstavljajo problem Romi oziroma vsi problemi v zvezi z njimi. Ker avtorica 
�����������
����
����������������ih predstavljajo za znanstvena, niso primerljiva s sedanjim epistemološko izrisanim 
������� �������
� �� ������� ��� ���� ��	��� +	������ �	����������,� ��
�� ��
������� ��� ��	���� +	���������,)� *�
6��	������!�
����������������	�����������������
������
�
����	�����������
�������»znanstvena ideologija«,
�	������	�
�������
�
��
�
������������������»diskurzi z znanstveno pretenzijo, ki jih oblikujejo ljudje, ki so na tem 
������
�� 
���� ������	�� ���� ����
�
�
���� ��� �	�	����	���� (Canguilhem 1987:15). Tudi pojem »problematika« v 
�����	�����������
���	
��	����
������
�����������
���
��
�
���
��
��	�����
��
�����
��
�
���)�4
��	����
����
���
�	������� ��� ���
�
���� 	���logija�� ��� ��� �	�����
���� 
� 
������
�
��� ���
���� 
���� ����
����� �
�
��
�
���� logosa;
izraz »romologija« je po mnen��� �
��	���� ��
�������� ���� ��� 
����	��
�� 
�
������ 
�� logos; pojem »romska 
problematika« pa se zdi v nekaterih kontekstih tega prispevka ustreznejši od »romologije«, ker je za razliko od 
slednjega povezanost z logosom pri prvem pojmu le implicitna. Vsekakor pa bi tu le nakazani problem zahteval 
bolj poglobljeno analizo. 



Monitor ISH   Vol. III / no. 1-2,   2001 

ISH FILES 
���������	
����
�����
��	
����
�

51

��
��
����������������	��
���
��
�	����������'7	����
�#$$8"�9����/000(���	�
��	������
študije (Acton 1974, 1989, 1997a, 1997b, 1998, Hancock 1979, 1987, 1997a, 
1997b, 1999, Acton in Mundy 1997) na drugi strani. Romologijo bere skozi lastno 
��
��	������ �
���
���� ��	�
�� 
�� ��	�
�� 
� ������ ��� #$$.����/000� �
� ��� ������� 
�
polje vednosti o Ciganih oziroma Romih, kakršna se predstavlja v sodobnejšem
antropološkem pisanju od osemdesetih let dvajsetega stoletja naprej (Lemon 2000, 
Mirga 1987, 1992, Okely 1983, 1994a, 1994b, 1997, 1999, Piasere 1985, 1986, 
1989, 1994, Stewart 1997a, 1997b, 1999, Silverman 1988, Sutherland 1975 [1986], 
Van de Port 1998, Williams 1984, 1989).

Posamezni raziskovalci romskih problematik v Sloveniji trdijo, da v Sloveniji 
�������� ������� 	��������� �
�
��
�
�� �	�������)� *�����
�� ��� ������ ��� ��� ����
��� ��
&��������
����������������	������
����	�������
�	������
������
����
����������	���
Trdine in Koštiala do pionirske raziskave Izolati Ciganov in kalvinistov v 
Prekmurju v letih 1960-#$3/"� �����
������ ��� ��� ���	����
�� ����
�� �������
���
��
��	������
����
��
������
��������������'9����	�#$:0��#$:;��#$;;��#$;$���#$;$�"�
Štrukelj 1977, 1980, 1989; Zadravec 1989) ter raziskave v devetdesetih letih (Šiftar
1994, 1996, 1999, Štrukelj 1991, 1996, 1997, 1999, Tancer 1991, 1994, 1998, 
#$$$���#$$$���#$$$���<���	�#$$;"������	�������	����������������

�	
��������
��
Romov v srednji in vzhodni Evropi 1999). Zatrjevanje o� 
�����
�� ���
�
����
romologije je zbudilo raziskovalno radovednost, podrobno branje romologije pa je 
���������� ����
������	�
��� 
��
�� ��������
�� �	������������ �	������
�������
��
��
����������	�
���� �
� 	���� �����	������ �
��	�
�����
��� �
��������� ��
�����
"� ne-
informiranost glede sodobnih elaboracij v romskih oz. ciganskih študijih, ki so 
�	���
�
��
��
�����
����
��	�
����
����	����	�"�
����
�
����	�����	�
��������	�
�	����������	�������������������������
���	��
��������������
�	�������
���
�����	���-
natorski �����	�����������
���
�������
���)�%��
���
������������������������
����

�����
�����	����
�
���&��������
��������������	������
�	�����������������������
�
������
���	��	����	�������������� ���
�������
���
�	��	������
��Izolati Ciganov in 
kalvinistov v Prekmurju (1962). Študija velja med slovenskimi romologi še vedno 
za sodobno in temeljno, lahko bi rekli skorajda za nedotakljivi fetiš, saj se po letu 
#$3/� ��� 
���� ������� 
��
�����	����
�����	�
���� ������� ��� 	����������
���
����������
����������
����
�����
��	�vitalizacijo.
=����
�������
������	����
���	�������	�
������
�
����	����������	���������������

izoblikovala tudi zaradi skorajda kultnih avtoritet, h katerim so informatorji na 
terenu vedno znova napotili avtorico, pa tudi zato, ker posamezni romologi sami 
povzdigujejo romologijo v vrh »zakladnice romologije« (Tancer 1994:28) in kar 
�	�
����
���� 
	��
������ �������� 	����������� ��� ���� �	���	����� �� +�
���

���,"�

����
���
�
���������������������
����
�������
�
��������
���
�
��
�
��	�������-
rane teoretizacije v okviru romskih študijev.
4
��	���� �������� ��� 
� ���
�
���� 	���������� �	�
��������� ��� �	�����
�� �
� 
�

antropoloških krogih kritizirana razsvetljenska pojmovanja o univerzalnem razvoju 
civilizacije (Stocking 1987:19, povzeto po Jones 1997:41). V romologiji so 
�	���
�
����
���������������+�����	�,��
�+��
��
����,�������������
��
�����
���
��	-
pretirane »rasno«. Konceptualizacije rase so na eni strani povezane z antropološko
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�	��������#$)�����������
��
���������������������������������������	�����
�������
���
implicirajo, da so mentalne in kulturne lastnosti determinirane z »raso« in se 

����	��
�� 	�������	���� 
� �����
�� ��	����	�)� 1�� �	���� ��	�
�� ��� ��
���������������
+	���,� ��
���
�� �� ��
������� �	��������� ��� ��� ��� ����������� 	���
���
�� ����
��� 
�
poznem 18. in zgodnjem 19. stoletju in ki je dajala poudarek na filologijo ter 

����
��
����
��������)�%��
����
�����	����
���������������
����
�
����	�����������
ki jih navdihuje socialni oziroma kulturni evolucionizem, ki je postavil evolucijski 
okvir in prispeval k reko
����	������ ����������� 	��
��� ������	������� �
��	���
�	����	���� ��	� ����

�� ���	�	����� 
��	���
�
���� �������� ��	���
���� ���� �����-

�
���� +
�	�

�� ���������,)� 4
��	���� �	������ 
���
�� ��	�
��
��� ��
��������������
+�����	�,� �
�+��
��
����,44, ki jih romologi raz������ ������
�	����
�"�
� ���
�
����
romologiji prevladuje linearni progresivizem z morganovsko obarvanim izrazo-
���
����� ��� 
�
��
�� ������� ������� ��� ��� ���� ��	������
���� ��� !���
��� 
�� 
�����
stopnjo v lestvici razvoja civilizacije, med »vsestransko zaostale 
����� �����
��
�����,�'9����	�#$3/�#(���	��
�����	����	��
��	�����
��	�
�����
�����
�����
�+	���,��
+��
��
�� �����
�,�� +��
��,"� 	���� �	�

�� ������
��� ��
�����
� ���� ��� +��
��
��
����
���,� �
� +
�	��
���,� ��	� ��
��
���	�� 
� ��	���

��� �
� �������
��� �����	����
kakr��
�����
�����
������
���
�����	�
���
��	��

��������)�
-���� ��� 	�
������������ 	���������� ��� ��	�
���� �	������
�������
�� ��
����	�
��

�	������������ ����	� ��� 
�� ��� ����� 
� ���	���� ��
��
����� �
� 
����
������� ��������-
loških prelomov npr. v okviru t.i. nove etnografske evidence, in kakor da novejše
raziskave niso privedle do novih reflektiranih teoretizacij v polju romskih študijev
in antropologije Ciganov. V slovensko romologijo niso bili privedeni izsledki so-
dobnih romskih študijev, z izjemo nekaterih zgolj bibliografskih navedb, zlasti pa 
je slovenska romologija obšla socialno ali kulturno antropologijo Ciganov. 
&�
������ ��	��� ���������� ��� ��� �	�
��������� ������� 
� �����
��� �
�����
��� �
�
�	�
����
����	����	�)�5��
��
�������������
���������������������
��
�
���rganizi-
rati raziskovalno perspektivo in na novo reflektirati problemsko polje, v osem-
�������� �
���
��������������������
���� 	�����)�2��
�
���� 	��������
�� 	�������	����
spremenjene perspektive kljub sicer redkim posameznim navedbam avtorjev iz 
sodobnejših romskih oziroma ciganskih študijev, kar bi lahko bralca napeljalo na 
misel, ali jih nemara namenoma ne ignorirajo zaradi svoje samozadostnosti.
%��
��������	���� ���
��������
��
�� topos romologije postaviti v kontekstualni 

okvir nacionalizma v Sloveniji. N�� 
��	��� 
���������� ��� ��� ��� �� +���
�
����
	���������,� ������� ��
�	���� ��� �	������� ������
���
��� �
� ����� ���������
�� ���
������
����
�� ��	� ��� ����� ��� ��� ����� 
� ����
�� ���������� 2��
�
���� ������
��� ���

44�>�	���'#$3$�#8(� �����
�	���������� �	������
��
���
���
�
����������	�
����������
�
����
�����
	���� ��	�����
��
�����
rasa = jezik = kultura. Siân Jones (1997) pojasnjuje, da je bilo zlivanje pomenov kulture in jezika s pomeni 
��������� 	���� 
� #$)� ��������� �����
�	�
� �	������ ���
��
��� �	����� 	�����
��� ���	������� �	������
�� #(� ��
�
�����
����
pojma rase, ki je bil osrednji v »etnoloških« in komparativnih filoloških tradicijah; 2) rasnega determinizma 
�����
��+�
�	��������,� �	������������ ����	�
�����
����	��
��� ����
����	������������ �����
��������� �
���	����	�� ��	�
mentalnimi in kulturnimi sposobnostmi; 3) razširjenega prisvajanja lamarkijanskega predloga, da bi pridobljene 
kulturne karakteristike l����� �������� ������
�
��� ��	� ��� �������� �	����
�� 
�	�����
���� ��
���
�
��� 	���� ��

����
��
����������	
���� �
� ��
�
�����
���������
���"�?(�������
����	
�
�����
����
����������
���	��
�����
����
���������	
���
������
���
�������)�@�
��������
�����������������oretski pristopi prispevali k distribuciji odnosov med 
���
������ �����
�� �
� �����	
�� 	�����
����� �	�� �������������� �������
"� ��� @�
���
�� ��� �
���
�
��� ��� ��� ��
��������
koncepti rase, jezika in kulture v 19. stoletju bili vse prej kot nekomplicirani (Jones 1944:43-44).  
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�	�

�� �������� ����
� ������� ������
� ����
)� -���� �	
�� �����vja o slovenski 
romologiji kot posebni vedi so bila zapisana po letu 1991 (Tancer 1994), kar 
napeljuje na misel, da je bilo omenjeno polje s strokovnimi pretenzijami prej v 
��
������ ���
�
��������
��
����
����
�������������� ���������	�����
������ �

�
�����
tradicije slovenske romologije, kakor da bi šlo za kakšna globlja eruditska priza-
��
�
��)�4
��	���������������
����
�
����	��������������������������������	���-
���� 
� ��
��
��� ��������� �
� ��������� 
����
������� ��	� ������ 
�� 
�
�� 	�������	�
��
problematiki zn��	���	��������������
��
�	��������
����
��������	�����
��
���	�����
do pomembnejših vsebinskih ali konceptualnih sprememb v obsegu romoloških
�	���������)� 2� �������� �	�
��� ����
��	������� �����
�
�� 	������� �������
�
(Willems 1997, Willems, Lucassen 1998) ter ob branju epistemološko orientiranih 
�����
������	��������������
����������������	�����������)�)����
�
�����	�������
�
manj znanstveno tendenco in prej soglaša z oblastnimi politikami, kar lahko 
prispeva h kolonialnemu odnosu do Romov, ne pa k njihovi emancipaciji. Osnovni 
�	���������
��	���������	���

��	��������������	�������
������������������������	�
	�������� �����
������ �������� �����
�� 	����������� ����	� ����� 
� ��
����������� ���
	���������� 	�
�������	����� �	�����
�� ��
����� �� �����	�����	��

�� �������)�6	� za 
������� ����	�� ��	���

�������
���������������������
�����	�������	�

��������
��
������	����� ���� ��� +��
���
�,�� +��
��
�� �����
�,�� +�
�����
���,� ���)� �	����-
���
�������� ��� �	�� ��� �
�
��
�
��� �
�������� ������	���)� 5�� ���� ��� ����� ��� ��� ��	��
romologov za aktualno in sodobno teoretizacijo romologije postranskega pomena 
�
������������
�����������������	�
���
����������������
����	�������	�����+�����,�
�����)�2���
��������
������	��
��
���
�������
��������������
���������������	����
vloge in jih potiska v odvisn���������)

Konsekvenca takšnega stanja je, kakor bo prikazano skozi analizo, 
reproduciranje arhetipskih in mitologiziranih podob o Romih, ki jih je izoblikovala 
��� �	������
��
�� 	����������� ��� ����	�� 
� #;)� �
� #$)� ��������� �
� ��� 
� 
������ ��	��
utemeljena na rasnih teoretizacijah in verovanju v rasne tipologije. Posledica 
odsotnosti sodobne znanstvene refleksije je generiranje rasizmov, ki v sedanjem 
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posameznih romoloških avtoritet? 

Navedene konstatacije (ki so vodile branje romološke produkcije, njihovo 
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primeri.
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Abstract

The author analyses Slovenian Romology as it has been defined by Slovenian 
Romologists, on the basis of research projects about Roma conducted in Slovenia 
from 1960 to 1962 and onwards, and with respect to several articles on Romani 
issues45 that have been sporadically published from 1991 until today.

The analysis of Romology in this text observes Slovenian Romology through 
concepts taken from the anthropological field of ethnicity and nationalism, or 
rather, the formalist model of ethnicity proposed by Eriksen (1993) and Šumi
(2000) on the one hand, and Romani studies (Acton 1974, 1989, 1997a, 1997b, 
1998, Hancock 1979, 1987, 1997a, 1997b, 1999, Acton in Mundy 1997) on the 
other. The anthropological fieldwork and newer theories deriving from social 
anthropology of Gypsies, as it is represented in contemporary anthropological 
writings from 1970s and 1980s onwards, make up the framework for critical 
reading of Slovenian Romology (Lemon 2000, Mirga 1987, 1992, Okely 1983, 
1994a, 1994b, 1997, 1999, Piasere 1985, 1986, 1989, 1994, Stewart 1997a, 1997b, 
1999, Silverman 1988, Sutherland 1975 [1986], Van de Port 1998, Williams 1984, 
1989).

Individual researchers of Romani issues in Slovenia claim that there exists a 
long scientific Romological tradition in this area. Philological researches of Roma-
ni language condu����� �A� B	�
��&�������� �	�� ��
����	��� ���� 
�	A� ��-ginning of 
Slovenian Romology. The Romological writings of Trdina and Koštial are regar-
ded as the continuum of this “scientific” field, while the project Izolati Ciganov in 
kalvinistov v Prekmurju* conducted between 1960 and 1962 is viewed as the outset 
of the contemporary scientific endeavour. Additionally, the Slovenian Romological 
field is made up of sporadic articles and monographs from the 1970s on (Šiftar
1970, 1978, 1988, 1989a, 1989b; Štrukelj 1977, 1980, 1989; Zadravec 1989) as 
well as researches conducted after 1991, when the constitutional act of political 
independence of Slovene national state took place (Šiftar 1994, 1996, 1999, 

45 The term “Romani issues” comprises publications, represented by Slovenian Romologists as “Romology”. Both 
notions - “Romani issues” and “Romology” – are somewhat misleading due to their non-explicitness. The use of 
the term “Romology”, somewhere termed Gypsyology as well, is highly abused and it is abandoned in newer 
Romani or Gypsy studies or it is used metaphorically for denomination of traditionalistic and anachronistic studies 
on Roma or Gypsies. The term “Romani issues” occasionally used within the Romological discourse as a synonym 
for “Romology”, implies that the Roms are perceived as an issue by Slovenian Romologists and that all problems 
connected with Roma are subject of Romology as well. The author proves that assertions made by Romologists 
and presented as scientific, can not be compared with the contemporary epistemological field of Romani studies. 
For this reason the term “Romani issues” is less misleading than the concept of “Romology”. In Georges 
Canguilhem’s words, the contemporary Slovenian Romology is at its best a mere “scientific ideology”, whereby 
“scientific ideologies” would be “discourses with scientific pretensions, shaped by people, who are in this field 
not earlier than would-be or imagined scientists” (Canguilhem 1987:15). In Slovene Dictionary of Literary 
Language the notion “issues (problematika)” consists of semantic meanings tied to a scientific field and 
knowledge. Slovene Romology analysed in this article could not be tied to –logy, i.e. with the scientific subject of 
studies. Therefore the notion of “Romology” is misleading, because it is tied to –logy; the term “Romani issues”
seems in some contexts to be a more proper term than “Romology”, because the connection to the subject of study 
is only implicit. Nevertheless, this is only a raw sketch of the problem and it undoubtedly demands a more detailed 
analysis. 
* Isolates of Gypsies and Calvinians in Prekmurje
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Štrukelj 1991, 1996, 1997, 1999, Tancer 1991, 1994, 1998, 1999a, 1999b, 1999c 
-�
��	�#$$?��<���	�#$$;�������	�������	��������� �������

�	
��������
��������
v srednji in vzhodni Evropi (1999)**).

The author’s main focus on Romology is mostly due to constantly repeated 
statements about the grandeur of Slovenian Romology. A closer reading of Romo-
logy reveals that this field is traditionally conceptualised and based on 
anachronistic concepts. Slovenian Romology is not familiarised with the contem-
porary topics of Romani studies and the anthropology of Gypsies, which are part of 
Anglophone and Francophone academia. Consequently, an archaic and archetypal 
Romological repertoire is perpetuated and the discourse of Slovene Romology is 
veering to racism and the discrimination of the Roma.

The philological studies of the Romani lan������ �A� B	�
�� &�������� �	�� 
���
discussed here. The article rather analyses Romology originating from the research 
project on Isolates of Gypsies and Calvinists in Prekmurje (1962). Among the 
Slovenian Romologists this study is still considered as both fundamental and 
contemporary – it could even be regarded as an untouchable fetish, since it has 
never been critically evaluated despite the fact that Slovenian Romology underwent 
a period of considerable revitalisation during the 1990s’.

An additional request for critical observation of Slovenian Romological 
knowledge was based upon the fact that the Romology experts seemed to have 
gained a reputation of a cult. During her fieldwork, the author was constantly 
referred to the Romologists by several informants. The Romology experts also 
exert Slovenian Romology in “Romological treasury” (Tancer 1994:28). Slovenian 
Romology is grandiosely overvalued when compared to “world’s Romology”.
Criticism of Slovenian Romology is also more than justified for not paying any 
attention to the contemporary Romani studies and for the sake of ignoring the 
contemporary anthropological knowledge.

The author demonstrates that in Slovenian Romology the predominating notion 
is the one of universal development of civilisation prevailing in the Enlightenment 
Period, which was rigorously criticised at least by contemporary anthropologists 
(Stocking 1987:19, Jones 1997:41). The notions of “culture” and “ethnicity” are 
widely used in Slovenian Romology and are today interpreted in terms of race. On 
the one hand, the concept of race can be traced back to the anthropological 
tradition and anatomical studies from the 19th century, implying that mental and 
cultural characteristics are determined by race and are seen as a direct reflection of 
one’s physique. On the other hand, the concepts of race were also closely 
connected with the ethnological tradition stimulated by the Romantic Movement in 
the late 18th and early 19th centuries, which place stress on philology and national 
genealogy. The article analyses conceptualisations of Slovenian Romology, in-
spired by socio-cultural evolutionism, which postulated the frame of evolution and 

** A special conference on Roma (Gypsies) in Slovenia was organised on March 7, 1991, by the Institute of Ethnic 
Studies in co-operation with the Office for the Nationalities and the Institute of Education. The conference bearing 
the title »Improvement of the Status of Roma in Central and Eastern Europe – a challenge for a Minority law« was 
in Murska Sobota, April, 11, 12, 1997. 
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contributed to the reconfiguration of the existing racial categorisations in the 
spatial and temporal hierarchies of progress, often expressed as competition or 
rather “natural selection”. The author’s analysis demonstrating how the concepts of 
“culture” and “ethnicity”46 are preserved, are interpreted by Slovenian Romologists 
in a idiosyncratic way. In Slovenian Romology linear progressivism underlined by 
Morganian notions and terminology is present, whereby people denominated as 
Gypsies are posed at the lower stage of development of civilisation, as well as 
among “universally behindhand bigger groups of people” (Šiftar 1962:1). The arti-
cle analyses conjunctures in discourse of experts and in political discourse, typical 
of the discourse of minority law and state authority, and additionally argues 
simultaneous uses of anachronistic concepts of “race”, “ethnie” and “ethnic group”,
and the uses of categories from minority law terminology, such as the terms “ethnic
community” and “nationality”.

Even after the revitalisation of Slovenian Romology, the traditionalistic 
conceptualisations have persisted, as though the epistemological turning points in 
the ethnic theory, such as in new ethnographic evidence, had never taken place 
(Barth 1969). The old theories have persisted as if the new reflectivity in the 
theorisation of Romani studies and the anthropology of Gypsies (Houseman 1994) 
had never occurred. Neither new Romani studies and their epistemology nor the 
anthropological monographs of Gypsies prevailing in the Western Anglophone and 
Francophone science, are known to Slovenian Romologists. Western Gypsy or 
Romani studies have organised their scientific perspective and formed their 
theoretical background on the basis of the contemporary social science originating 
in the 1970s, (Acton, 1974, Liégeois 1976, Sutherland 1975 (1983), Cotten 
(Gropper) 1975). In the anthropology of Gypsies the new “experimental
ethnography” (Piasere 1994:28-35) was established in the 1980s’ and 1990s’.
Slovenian Romologists very rarely mention Western scientists and even in these 
occasional instances the newly articulated epistemological perspectives have no 
impact on the production of Slovenian Romology. Therefore it could be claimed 
that Slovenian Romologists ignore Western Romani studies and the anthropology 
of Gypsies, most probably because they greatly overrate their own self-sufficient 
studies.

The article calls the attention to the fact that Romology should be read within the 
contextual frame of Slovene nationalism. In other words, the term “Slovenian

46 Barth (1969:13) expressed the generalisation of traditional classification of people in human species in the 
equation of “race = language = culture”. Siân Jones (1997) explains, “that the conflation of culture and language 
with notions of biological race in the 19th century was the combined product of a number of quite different 
theoretical approaches: (1) The linguistic notion of race, which was central to the “ethnological” and 
comparative philological traditions; (2) the racial determinism of the physical “anthropological” tradition which 
assumed a direct, fixed correlation between physical form and structure, and mental and cultural capabilities; 3) 
the widespread adoption of the Lamarkian proposal that acquired cultural characteristics could become inherited, 
which served to reinforce a vague correlation of race with national, cultural and linguistic groups; 4) the Social 
Darwinist conception of a parallel relationship between cultural and physical evolution. Although all these 
theoretical approaches did contribute to a dissolution of the boundaries between physical and cultural diversity in 
the classification of peoples, it is evident that the relationship between race, language and culture in the 19th

century thought was far from straightforward«. (Jones 1944:43-44). 
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Romology” became widely used in the period when the Slovenian state gained 
independence and the formal status of the Romani population was defined 
constitutionally. At that time their legal status was said to be defined by a special 
law. First chapters on Slovenian Romology were written after 1991 (Tancer 1994) 
and this fact only reveals that the expert pretensions in this field of knowledge have 
served more in favour of the Slovenian ethnic nationalism striving for the 
“invention of tradition” of Slovenian Romology, rather than having exhibited a 
deeper scholar endeavour.

The author proves that in Slovenian Romology, in spite of all the 
epistemological breakthroughs in ethnic studies and studies of nationalism and 
despite new reflectivity in the field of Romani studies and of Romani nationalism 
practically nothing has changed: newer and more important changes in the 
knowledge of Romani studies and in modifications of concepts have not been made 
by Slovenian Romologists.

The anthropological reading of the Gypsy Studies deconstruction (Willems 
1997, Willems, Lucassen 1998) and its history, and the reading of epistemo-
logically oriented chapters of Romani Studies illustrates that the Romology of the 
socalled Slovenian Romologists has only minor scientific ambitions and consoli-
dates the despotic policy of the state, which could lead to a colonial attitude 
towards Roma rather than their emancipation.

As it has been implied, the main problem is that the Romological discourses in 
the 1960s’, when the contemporary Slovenian Romology is said to have its roots, 
and in the 1990s’, when it reached the phase of its revitalisation, concur almost 
entirely with the discourse of the state authority. One of the main problems is the 
systematic use of legal categories, such as “minority”, “ethnic group” and “auto-
chthonous” etc., supposing that these concepts are scientific, analytical concepts. 

Furthermore, it seems that the aspiration for a contemporary and topical 
theorisation of Romology is of secondary importance. In the 1960s’ as well as in 
the 1990’s the Romologists’ primary concern was the issue of how to “help” the 
Roma manifesting itself in the way that releases this group of people from their 
active role in society and forcing them in a dependant position.

Consequently, as the analysis will show, the archetypal and mythical images of 
Roma elaborated in the traditional Romology from 18th and 19th centuries are still 
being reproduced. To a certain extent, they are founded on racial theori-sation and 
beliefs in racial typologies. The absence of the contemporary scientific reflectivity 
results in the generating of racisms, which are, in the contemporary Slovenian 
national space and in political discourse, being perceived as a “natural fact”.
Instead of, for instance, pointing to mechanisms of exclusion and critically 
observing them, Slovenian Romology generates racism. The absence of scientific 
criticism results in similar theorisation, attributed as scientific racism, which easily 
live their vigorous life in students’ and amateurs’ Romologies as in different 
nongovernment voluntary organisations and as Romani policies within the 
Slovenian national state.
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Finally, the crucial question is whether Romology exhibits any kind of modern 
scientific pretensions – although the modernity and grandeur of the scientific 
achievement of Slovenian Romology is constantly perceived – or it does nothing 
but expose the power of several Romological authorities?

The statements quoted from the article (which lead the reading of the 
Romological production, while their verification presented the action plan of the 
research project) are well grounded on wide documentation from the ethnography 
of Romological knowledge (compare Janko Spreizer 2001:156-256); while some 
assertions may be proven in accordance with individually selected cases.

���������	
��

����
���������



Monitor ISH   Vol. III / no. 1-2,   2001 

ISH FILES 
�������F���	�
����F�
�����	�
���

85

Vladislav Vlado Kotnik

NEPOSREDNI ŠPORTNI PRENOS 
in TV GLEDALEC 

(1. del) 

Povzetek:
�������Neposredni športni prenos in TV gledalec odpira široko problematiko razmerja 
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razmerja, Goldlust – koncept dekonstrukcije športnega prenosa, Whannel – koncept 
transformacije prenosa in ideologije, drugi), ki so podprti z analizami konkretnih prenosov. 
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Abstract:
Live Sport TV coverage and its viewer is an essay revealing the wide area of relation 

between live sports coverage as a specific television form of communication, and the TV 
viewer. The main goal of the article was to look into the complex structure of live coverage 
of alpine skiing as televised sport, broadcasted by the Slovenian National Television. The 
research was based on the theoretical concepts (Vogrinc – the concept of TV communi-
cation relation, Goldlust – the concept of deconstructing the forms of sports television, 
Whannel – the concept of the transformation of sport by the television and ideologies, 
others) supported by concrete analyses based on numerous  telecasts. 

Key words: 
live TV coverage, TV coverage of alpine skiing, sporting telecast


