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(by email: trust.editorial@bbc.co.uk)

Complaint against “Gypsy child thieves”

Dear Mr. Vander,

Chachipe a.s.b.l. is a Roma rights organisation based in Luxembourg. Our mandate includes the 
fight against all forms of racism and discrimination. In this context, we have filed two complaints 
with the BBC’s Complaint Unit and with the Editorial Complaint Unit against “Gypsy child 
thieves”, a TV documentary, on the trafficking and exploitation of Roma children, which was 
first broadcasted by BBC Two on September 2nd, 2009 in the context of “This World” and 
repeated on 20th and 21st February 2010.

Unfortunately, both, the BBC’s Complaint Unit and the Editorial Complaint Unit failed to 
consider our argument that there is no evidence to support such generalised and negative 
allegations against Roma as contained in this documentary. As a result the documentary cannot 
be considered anything else but racist and a major offence to all Roma whose image has been 
insulted.

In our complaint to the BBC’s Editorial Complaint Unit, which you find attached with this letter, 
we have demonstrated that this documentary is in breach with the BBC’s editorial standards. 

In particular, we have highlighted the following aspects:

 Harm and offence

The film perpetuates negative stereotypes against Roma. It asserts that begging and stealing is 
part of the Roma culture. On this basis, it questions the ability of Roma to integrate into society. 
In order to underline its message it uses a biased language and does not shy away from attributing 
an ethnic connotation to criminal behaviour using the same vocabulary as Neo-fascist groups.

It accuses Roma as being the cause for the rise of anti-Gypsy resentment in Europe and the drift 
to the right in Italy. 



 Accuracy

Instead of providing a thorough investigation into a sensitive subject, the film is essentially based 
on the generalisation of few cases. No difference is made between begging and stealing or 
whether the children are accompanying or supporting their families and parents or being 
exploited by “organised crime”, as it is suggested by the film. Information is almost essentially 
taken from police and a few “Roma informants”. It is not contrasted by scientific evidence or 
statements of NGOs engaged in the defence of Roma or human rights. The language is 
essentially vague and biased.

 Impartiality and Diversity of Opinion

As stated above, the film is not impartial, but heavily influenced by the personal opinion of its 
producer, Mr. Liviu Tipurita, who has been specialising in pointing our particular issues in some 
Roma communities which he then presents as characteristic for the Roma. In this documentary 
he presents himself as public investigator charged with the mission to protect the children against 
their so-called exploiters suggesting that these are often their own parents. 

This is reflected in the entire approach of the documentary which increasingly narrows down its 
focus to ultimately identify the origin of the alleged child exploitation in the criminal behaviour 
and greed of “the Roma”. It is also reflected in the choice of the contributors and, eventually, in 
the framing of the interviews which all lead to the conclusion that Roma are, by their culture, 
prone to crime and child exploitation.

 Children/Fairness and consent

We are particularly appalled by the fact that a documentary which claims to defend the rights of 
children exposes them in such a crude way as to make them speak in front of an open camera on 
issues which might entail reprisal and legal prosecution for themselves and their families. We 
have also objected against the secret filming of children including scenes were children are 
tracked down like heavy criminals. We don’t believe that this a technique is appropriate for a 
documentary which seeks to alert to the damage done to children.

We also believe that the producer should have shown more restraint in interrogating members of 
the Roma community. It appears from the circumstances of the interviews that the persons who 
were interrogated are among the most destitute and disadvantaged members of the Roma 
community. They may simply be unable to realise in which way such a documentary may affect 
their situation and the situation of the entire community.

Our arguments are outlined in our complaints as well as in the annotation of the transcript which 
we would like to ask you to consider carefully when assessing the merits of our complaint.

In the following, we will answer to the arguments of the Head of the Editorial Complaint Unit.

On the issue of accuracy 

As a general remark, we would like to point out again, that the documentary fails to clearly define 
its subject. Under the pretence of reporting about the trafficking of Roma children - “Gypsy 
children have been trafficked and exploited on a massive scale” (This World – Gypsy Child 
Thieves: Final Time Coded Script, 10:00:45) - , it mixes the situation of children who are 
exploited by human traffickers and those who are simply accompanying their parents who are 



forced into begging as they have no other way of subsistence.1 At some point, even the tradition 
of child marriage, which exists in some Eastern European Roma communities, is put on the same 
level with human trafficking and child exploitation. As a result, the entire Roma community is 
pointed at as traffickers and child exploiters. Such an approach is clearly unacceptable!

The lack of accuracy is also reflected in the usage of a vague and imprecise terminology including 
the frequent reference to words such as “many” which seems to free the producer from the 
obligation of providing any evidence for his statements.

In our complaint, we have criticised the usage of the word “Gypsy” which is also associated with 
the word “crime” to become “Gypsy crime” and with the word “culture” to become “culture of 
crime” to which an own history is even attributed to: “Having come from a long line of thieves, 
Breliant has a special insight into the history of Gypsy crime.” (This World – Gypsy child thieves, 
10:53:25)

However, the Head of the Programme Unit does not appear to be disturbed by neither of these 
facts. Quite on contrary, he takes over the same vocabulary and generalising statements and is 
merely trying to find arguments in defence of the producer.

He simply believes the producer who claim that he have found ample evidence, which is not 
provided in the film, but also not included in the answer to our complaint. 

He quotes interviews with police forces and social workers who expressed the “opinion (!) that 
child crime and organised crime are widespread within the Romanian Roma community”. 
However, an opinion is not a fact.

Our organisation has been following the discussions on human trafficking and the influence 
organised crime within the Roma community. We have found that there is no quantifiable data 
documenting the importance of the problem. Quite on the contrary, we noted that the 
appearance of East European Roma in West European cities is generally enough to unlash 
allegations according to which the begging is organised and under control of so-called criminal 
networks paired with accusations of child exploitation.

Case in point is a study, which has just being launched by the European Commission into the 
typology and policy responses to child begging (see: 
http://ec.europa.eu/justice_home/funding/tenders/2009_S183_262605/tender_en.pdf), the 
Commission claims:

“The phenomenon of children begging or being used by adults for begging is a visible reality in 
many places throughout the EU. It seems to have increased in recent years and raises concerns 
among citizens, as well as among authorities in charge of child protection and law enforcement.” 
(p. 7, emphasis added)

Even though the European Commission has no figures related to the phenomenon of “organised 
begging”, as the former Commissioner for Justice and Liberty, Jacques Barrot, said in reply to a 
parliamentary question (http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getAllAnswers.do?reference=E-
2009-4742&language=DE), analysing the extent of the phenomenon is not to be part of the 
study.
                                               
1 The same lack of differentiation also transpires from the conclusions of the Head of the 
Editorial Complaints Unit. On the bottom of page 2, he refers to “Gypsy criminality” and “child 
crime”. On the bottom of page 3, where he refers to street crime, whereas begging is certainly 
not a crime and even no longer a criminal offence in most countries.



We have contacted several organisations, including UNICEF, ILO and Save the children, in order 
to verify the existence of statistical data. So far, we have received only an answer only from Save 
the children. The person in charge of dealing with the issue of human trafficking told us that her 
organisation does not have any such data and that she does not believe that such data exist, 
especially not referring to a particular ethnic community. 

We have also verified Europol’s latest reports on Organised Crime and Human Trafficking. They 
merely contain general statements and anecdotal evidence for the involvement of some members 
of the Roma community in either one or the other.

In this context, we would like to point out that the collection of ethnically segregated data is 
prohibited in many EU countries, which makes us doubt about the relevance of police statements 
claiming for instance, that the majority of children arrested in relation with pick-pocketing are 
Roma. 

As UNICEF was mentioned as a source, we would like to quote a UNICEF report on this issue:

“The issue of children begging on the streets is less tolerated when the children are nationals. 
Apart from nationality, there are two issues which may influence people's way of viewing begging 
children. First, the low awareness of the definition of trafficking contributes to the view of 
begging children as proof of criminal elements or trafficking rings, secondly, in the case that the 
children are Roma, prejudices against Roma influence the way begging children and their families 
are perceived and dealt with.” (UNICEF: Trafficking in children in Kosovo, pp. 23 – 24)

During the conduct of its study, UNICEF did not find any evidence regarding the allegations of 
human trafficking of Roma children from Albania to Kosovo for the purpose of begging, which 
were made by the media. As the authors say, this is no proof that no children are trafficked. At 
the same time, it is certainly not a proof that children are trafficked.

Even police arrests cannot be considered as sufficient evidence. Indeed, it has been demonstrated 
that members of so-called visible minorities including Roma are more likely to be subject to 
police controls than people belonging to the white majority (see for instance: Justice Initiative: I 
can stop and search whoever I want, New York 2007) and, consequently, to arrests. However, 
the fact that a person is arrested, does not automatically mean that this person is also guilty. 
Caroline Damiens has for instance documented that most of the accusations which were brought 
up against Romanian Roma in France, including charges of forced prostitution, did not hold 
judicial review (Sarkozy, les medias et l’invention de la mafia roumaine, 2007). 

On the issue of the language, the Head of the Editorial Complaint Unit explains that the word 
“Gypsy” is used by many international organisations and quotes Amnesty International and the 
Council of Europe. Since both organisations have already written to the BBC, we do not believe 
that we have to elaborate on this issue.

In its letter to the Head of the Editorial Complaint Unit, Amnesty International also explained 
that the phrase “Gypsy crime” has an “unambiguously, pejorative” connation as “it clearly states 
– that there is a criminal phenomenon that is specifically attributable to the Roma.”

However, this does not seem to disturb the Head of the Editorial Complaint Unit who even 
explains that the phrase refers to “crime attributed to Gypsies”.

Harm and Offence



On this issue, the Head of the Editorial Complaint Unit argues that he does not believe “that 
looking at a specific criminal problem within a specific group can be regarded as perpetuating 
negative stereotype per se.” (p.2.) 

He claims that the producers gathered “extensive” or “sufficient evidence” demonstrating;
- that “many in the Roma community are involved in crime”; (p. 4) 
- that “the problem is widespread in Europe; (p5)

and leading them to the “general conclusion that many Gypsies have resorted to (or are forced 
into) begging and stealing”.

From this he derives the justification to conduct an “investigation into the growing (!) problem of 
street theft by Romanian Roma children and the role of organised crime”. 

We have already argued that there is no such evidence which would make it appear justified – in 
the sense of the BBC Editorial Standards – to produce a documentary suggesting that many 
Roma are involved in crime or that certain type of crime is widespread within the Roma 
community.

On another occasion, the Head of the Editorial seems to recognise that such generalising 
statements about “the” Roma’s involvement in crime cannot be upheld, when he says that “the 
programme did not say that all trafficking was carried out by Roma, but [that] there was evidence 
that the community was involved in some cases.” (p. 6)

As a result, however the editorial purpose for the entire documentary falls apart which turns out 
into being a gratuitous accusation against all Roma.

In addition, the documentary also appears to infringe article 12 i) and 12 ii) of the Editors’ Code 
of Practice in that it (unduly) associates crime with ethnicity and vice-versa.

In order to demonstrate the tremendous negative consequences of this documentary, we would 
like to quote a few comments which we have gathered from Youtube, where the documentary 
has been displayed:

On Youtube (http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rID0hUpqXBM&feature=related), accessed on 14 March 
2010:

Posted by bosnia91

they don’t even take care of their children, that’s how degenerate these “people”are. 

Posted by WinchesterRanger

We don’t have any problems like this in the US, it’s very strange to watch. People get mugged at 
cash points, but not by 13 year old girls. Those Romanian gypsies seem little better than animals.

On Youtube (http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=48eLixhfqXw&feature=related), accessed on 14 March 
2010:

Posted by bosnia91

the shit that happens to them is the own fucking fault. They have the oppurtunity to get educated 
and work like normal people, instead they resort to stealing and begging like the useless garbage 



they are. Today i saw a gipsy man and his woman (big skirt, that’s how i recognized them) go into 
a store. I decided to follow to see if shit was going to happen and it did. He just took a bag, put 
stuff in it and walked out like nothing. 

Posted by gypsymrfreese

dont blame the gypsy in america thare normal but dos ones from romanya thare like wat the story 
sas n shit im a gypsy if you see a gypsy n bather tham your just as rassis as any 1 else hire in the 
us n uk wer normal 

Posted by davazno1

It’s Romania , with with an “i” you dum gypo bastard .

Posted by theredlibanese

TRUE ...i do have compassion for other etnic groups ...but these fucking Gypsies ar the 
WORST.

On Youtube, http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RtoSKOXbtkc&feature=related, accessed on 14 March 2010

Posted by RomaVictor73

Death to all gupsys! 

On Youtube, http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MHm9QXBoIjk&feature=related, accessed on 14 March 
2010

Posted by sunsetstrip7700

The EU should not allow any more countries from the Balkans and other parts of Eastern 
Europe joined them, unless they stop the descrimination against Roma, provide them with jobs 
and opportunities and treat them as equal citizens of their respected countries, as well as legally 
require them to school their children or face strict fines.Give the Romas a reason not to run from 
Romania and deface other countries. 

Posted by bosnia91

sunsetstrip7700 you're fucking stupid. They are discriminated because they commit crime, refuse 
to educate themselves and behave badly in general. They escape Romania because it is easier to 
parasite on rich europen countries. If they wanted to work in Italy and Spain, they could. They 
are equal citizens in their respective countries despite all the shit they are causing. 

Posted by DanHadan

This docu traces intl Rom crime to one of its centers & hints @ how "gypsy barons", heads of 
these crime families, live.

Any solutions? Throughout the EU we find non-Europeans (Turks in Germany, North Africans 
in France, South Asians in the UK, et cetera) fleecing the social services en masse, the Rom, 
Russians & others setting up their criminal networks, & our govts. sitting by idly thereby playing 
into the hands of political extremists gaining wider support and/or demagogues being elected. 



Posted by stefanalin

Really?? they didn’t had a chance of being good citizens?
In Romania education is free and compulsory. In communist times, everybody HAD to have a 
job. It was compulsory; at one point there was a shortage of workers even...
There are some gypsies who integrated themselves but there are many others who take the easy 
way in life. It’s like a gypsy put it simply at a job fair where he came to “take a look”: “Those who 
work don’t have time to make money” Is it clear now? 

Posted by robnaro

Some land at the expense of the Palestinians too?. 

Posted by RuniToconillo

Gypsies are lovely people ... (So are “ N****s “). If you marry a Gypsy you are bound to live to 
120 ... and have at least 13 children ;-)

Since the Head of the Complaint Unit has referred to UNICEF, we would like to quote again 
from the above-quoted UNICEF report: 

“Measures taken to improve the situation of Roma, have mostly been focused on the issue of 
poverty, health and illiteracy, without seeking to tackle the root causes of these problems, i.e. 
discrimination and racism. Stereotypes of Roma, for example as thieves and beggars, are used all 
over Europe and generate further marginalization and discrimination.” (UNICEF: Trafficking in 
children in Kosovo, p. 24)

BBC itself has repeatedly reported about the negative impact of anti-gypsy resentment on Roma 
and Traveller communities (see for instance:  

http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/uk_politics/4365287.stm
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/england/southern_counties/3228833.stm
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/england/northamptonshire/7300167.stm)

We would like to point out that the media have a tremendous influence of the popular perception 
of the Roma. Investigating into the sources of prejudice, the Stonewall Citizen Project 21 found 
for instance, in 2003, that the negative views about Roma and Travellers are mainly influenced by 
TV (34 percent) and by print media (33 percent). (Stonewall, Profiles of Prejudice, June 2003)

On the issue of secret filming

Regarding the issue of secret filming (p. 4), we have objected to the fact that this technique has 
been used in order to sex up a sensitive topic. We have expressed outrage at the fact that Roma 
children have been chased in the same fashion as it would be done with heavy criminals. The 
Head of the Complaint Unit has not listened to our argument.

We would like to refer to the Editors’ Code of Practice which in article 10 i) says:

“i) The press must not seek to obtain or publish material acquired by using hidden cameras or 
clandestine listening devices; or by intercepting private or mobile telephone calls, messages or 
emails; or by the unauthorised removal of documents or photographs; or by accessing digitally-
held private information without consent.”



The Editors’ Code of Practice also says:

“(ii) Particular regard should be paid to the potentially vulnerable position of children who 
witness, or are victims of, crime.“ (Article 9: Reporting of Crime)

We are aware that the Editor’s Code of Practice allows exceptions in cases of public interest. 
However, it also says: “In cases involving children under 16, editors must demonstrate an 
exceptional public interest to over-ride the normally paramount interest of the child.”

We do not believe that simple curiosity or perpetuation of prejudiced views about Roma, 
including the perception that the begging of Roma children has become a widespread
phenomenon in the EU are enough to justify a breach of this principle.

Again, we would like to point out that the children and their families might face problems as a 
result of this documentary. They might also be traumatised by the fact of being interviewed by a 
journalist in front of a running camera as is obviously the case in the case of the ten-year old 
Irinel and his eight-year old brother who are interviewed in the house of an Italian charity 
without the presence of their parents.

On this issue the Editor’s Code of Practice says: “5 ii) A child under 16 must not be interviewed 
or photographed on issues involving their own or another child’s welfare unless a custodial 
parent or similarly responsible adult consents.” 

We don’t believe that this can be circumvented by simply arguing that the charity workers acted 
“in loco parentis” (p. 9).

He also claims that the contributors, including children were well aware of the purpose of the 
film (p. 9). However, it is very much questionable that people who have been marginalized all 
their life and under-aged children understand what it means to speak in front of a TV camera.

On the issue of impartiality and diversity of opinion

An essential problem of this documentary stems from the fact that its producer lacks the 
necessary objectivity and distance which is necessary to produce such a documentary. This goes 
out from the fact how he introduces himself as a man trying to save the children from their 
exploiters, in his persistent attempts to make the Roma appear in a negative light (such as the 
insistence on the issue of theft, even if entirely unrelated to the topic such as the stealing of 
electricity and a sheep in a camp in Spain, pointing out that a Roma man in Romania has so many 
children that he lost count on them, etc.), his questioning of their ability to integrate, in the 
choice of the focus of the documentary and of the contributors. This perception is not altered if 
a personal judgment is relabelled in a professional one, as this is done by the Head of the 
Editorial Complaint Unit. We would for instance like to know what is professional in advocating 
for taking away the children from their parents.

In this context, we would also like to remind that as part of the right to free speech, which is 
guaranteed by article 10 of the European Convention on Human Rights, there is a corresponding 
duty under 10(2) which places duties and responsibilities on those who seek to assert this right. 
This will includes the duty and responsibility for journalists and broadcasters to produce 
broadcast journalism in good faith. Furthermore, this requirement has been interpreted by the 
European Court of Human Rights as imposing obligations upon the manner in which journalists 
research their articles. “The safeguard afforded by article 10 to journalists in relation to reporting 
on issues of general interest is subject to the proviso that they are acting in good faith in order to 



provide accurate and reliable information in accordance with the ethics of journalism.” (Bladet 
Tromso and Stensaas v Norway) Good faith value judgments do not have to be proven for their 
truthfulness, but it must be shown, that they are in good faith (Ligens v Austria).

As it goes, the documentary has been perceived as an incitement to racism and hatred by many.

“I died laughing seeing this story I am laughing so much, I have gotten tears.

In Europe, they take advantage of the system and steal, while, in their country, they built villas 
like Tony Montana, and the worst is, that they are fairly discreet.

One should do like in some Arab countries, cut off their hands, then we will see whether they 
still have the courage to steal!

It is not hatred or racism which I have for them, it’s just that, when I walk through Brussels and 
see Romanians (beggars) with a scarf who say they are Muslim, I feel pity and sometimes give up 
to 5 € (If I have no small change), but I did not know that this money is used to build villas.” 
(Dreameur, February 28, 2010 at 17:29, RTL TVI: Les enfants voleurs - 12/02/2010, our 
translation)

The Belgian Centre for Equal Opportunities had to ask RTL TVI to remove several “outrageous 
statements” from its website, where the documentary was presented. The Swiss TV station TSR, 
where the documentary was distributed under the most expressive title “Dressés pour voler: La 
malédiction des enfants gitans” (Trained to steal: The curse of the Gypsy children) was forced to 
close down its discussion forum on the documentary, because the debate “drifted away from the 
proposed” topic. 

Next to this, the documentary is a strong advocacy piece in favour of the removal of Roma 
children from their parents, as this has been done centuries ago in the Austria-Hungarian 
Empireand until the 1970s in Switzerland, where it has just been introduced as measure against 
East European Roma who are begging with their children in the streets of Geneva and other 
cities. As the producer of Temps présents (TSR), wrote in his email to our organisation: 

“If we have chosen to link the distribution of this report with the political situation in Geneva, it 
is because it was cases of child abuse, in Geneva, which prompted the State Council to take 
emergency measures.” 

The lack of objectivity and impartiality is reflected in the use of a biased vocabulary and 
generalising statements and in the linkage of crime and ethnicity (see above).

It is also reflected in the choice of the contributors and their statements and the way the entire 
topic is framed (investigation into the “closed world of the Gypsy community” culminating in the 
“Gypsy underworld”.

While the Head of the Editorial Complaints Unit accepts that “some of the contributors … may 
have expressed their prejudice against Roma Gypsies”, he appears to be excessively liberal, when 
he says that he believes “that [the programme] reflected such views rather than perpetuating 
prejudice”. (p. 3)

What is particularly worrisome is the fact that obviously racist statements such as those by Lega 
Nord supporters, who regret that it is impossible to kill the Roma, or those of the Deputy Mayor 
of Milan, who would like to “kick out Romania from the European Union” are not contradicted 



by a strong statement contradicted. Quite on contrary, the producer seems to give some 
credentials to those statements when he alleges that the Roma are responsible for the 
strengthening of anti-Gypsyism and the drift to the Right in Italy.

On the Italy’s drift to the Right and the resurgence of anti-Gypsyism, the producer says in his 
film:

“The Gypsy issue has fuelled the swing to the Right in Italy.” (10:40:51)

After quoting a so-called gang leader, who explains that no one will want the Roma, if they go on 
with their behaviour, he says:

“As I leave Breliant behind, I think about the backlash he anticipates if the thieving carries on.” 
Over the last few years, I’ve seen the anti-Gypsy feeling getting stronger not only in Romania but 
across Europe. I’ve also seen Gypsy petty crime turn into serious crime, into internal organised 
crime.” (10:57:44)

Legally relevant is the case of Jersild v Denmark. In this case a broadcaster made a documentary 
containing racist views. It was held that his conviction was not necessary in part, because he 
himself did not have these racist views, he was merely documenting it. Importantly, however, the 
dissentients argued that the majority did not accord sufficient protection to those who have to 
suffer from racist hatred and they did not believe that the broadcaster had done enough to 
counterbalance/challenge the racist views expressed in his broadcast. The common ground in 
Jersild was that intentionally racist views will not be tolerated. This is relevant to this case and it 
supports our contention that there is a duty to provide balanced broadcasting, and recognizes the 
limit to freedom of expression compelled upon the BBC and therefore the Complaint Unit to 
oversee.

We are unable to follow the argument of the Head of the Editorial Complaint Unit, where he 
says that “the programme went to considerable lengths to put the issue of child crime in context 
and offer an explanation for the problems faced by Roma which went beyond a simple cultural 
stereotype” to which he adds that he “noted that the very first script line of the problem of 
poverty, social exclusion and racism faced by the Roma community.”

If the issue of poverty and social exclusion is mentioned in the documentary this does not 
contribute to a more balanced view of the topic. Indeed, the way poverty is presented in this 
documentary it becomes tantamount for the situation of the Roma and, as it is a reason which 
seems to inevitably push them into crime, they will continue to be perceived as dangerous 
outsiders by the majority.

It is also much too far-stretched to say take the statements of a representative of the Madrid 
Institute for Children, an Italian Charity worker, and a “gang leader” in Craiova as a proof that 
the documentary provides “enough context and explanation to ensure viewers understood the 
causes behind the widespread street crime”.

While the representative of the Madrid Institute merely explains how she ascertains that the 
children, who are sent there by the police, are taken care of at their departure, the staff worker 
Casa della Carita confirms the involvement of “some Roma” in begging and theft (Most 
interestingly, she does not issue any statement as regards to the fact whether Romanians can 
work legally in Italy). The “gang leader” finally seems to be essentially trying to presenting himself 
in positive light as a “good criminal” as opposed to other members of his community whom he 
sees motivated by “criminal greed”.



We noted that the documentary clearly tends to blame the Roma community for the social 
problems their community is beset with.

The two examples he chose are telling in these regards.

1) “Many [Roma] have resorted to begging and stealing to survive.”

In this sentence, begging and stealing is not just put in relation with the social condition the 
people are in, but also with their ethnic origin. Moreover, it is suggested that this phenomenon is 
common within the Roma community, whereas it would be reasonable to compare the Roma 
presented in this film with other social groups experiencing a similar form of social exclusion.

2) “These children are the victims of a culture of crime and a wider society that seems to have 
abandoned them.”

In this sentence, the link is even more clear. “Crime” (notice also the generality of this term!) is 
presented as culturally bound and not linked to a social condition. The society is merely blamed 
for having abandoned the children, but not for having failed to offer equal opportunities to the 
Roma. In this context, we would like to draw your attention to the fact that the Roma have been 
enslaved in Romania until 1856, when slavery was finally abolished. Under the Antonescu regime, 
more than 25,000 Romanian Roma were deported to Transdnistria, where more than 10,000 of 
them perished (see: Yad Vashem: The deportation of the Roma and their treatment in 
Transdnistria).

To put it short, we feel that the documentary clearly emphasises cultural factors in order to 
explain the Roma’s alleged involvement in organised crime and child trafficking. It blames 
parents of exploiting their children and goes as far as to advocate for the children to be taken 
away from their families instead of recognizing the underlying social factors, including societal 
racism, which makes it difficult for Roma to strive towards a dignified existence.

In our comments on the transcript of the documentary, we have included reference to several 
reports issued by international organisations in order to demonstrate that we cannot consider the 
report as “balanced and even handed”. We have quoted in particular quoted the assessment of 
the OSCE Commissioner on National Minorities, who blamed the “often alarmist and 
inflammatory reporting in the media and statements by well-known political figures” for the 
strengthening of anti-Gypsyism. We have also quoted the Council of Europe Commissioner for 
Human Rights who voiced his concerns about the alleged ill-treatment of Roma by the police 
along with NGO reports, who document the “controversial” character of the anti-Roma 
measures of the deputy mayor of Milan. However, the Head of the Editorial Complaint Unit 
does not seem to consider this as serious evidence for the biased nature of the documentary.

Still, the Head of the Editorial Complaint Unit fails to recognise that the producers of the 
documentary lack of the necessary distance which is necessary to the preparation a balanced 
report – in this context, we would like to point out that Mr. Liviu Tipurita has been specialising 
in picking out particular issues such as child begging, early marriages and witchcraft (!) to show 
them as representative of Roma culture and affecting the entire community – and makes their 
personal views acceptable in term of the BBC’s editorial standards by declaring them professional 
judgement. We would like to know what is professional in suggesting that children should be 
removed from their parents or that it is necessary to take a “tough approach” towards Roma in 
order “to break the cycle of child exploitation common in the Romanian Gypsy culture”. The last 
statement is nothing else but racist.



He defends the choice of the producers not to interview NGO representatives, when he declares 
the Casa della Carita as an NGO (p. 6). By making this point, we did not simply refer to the legal 
form, but to the profile and orientation of an organisation. We would indeed have expected the 
producers to request advice from Romanian NGOs such as Romani CRISS, the European Roma 
Rights Centre, or even Amnesty International and others. Another possibility would have been to 
consult representatives of international organisations such as UNICEF, ILO or the Council of 
Europe, or to talk to scientists and researchers.

In summary, we feel that our complaint has not been given a fair and objective appraisal. Indeed, 
it is not sufficient to claim and repeat that the producers gathered sufficient evidence to support 
their allegations, if this evidence is not presented. We feel that the Head of the Editorial 
Complaint Unit has been essentially looking for elements which would discharge the producer 
(see his remarks on the use of the word “Gypsies”) and not tested the validity or our arguments. 
We are actually concerned about the fact that he seems to share the producers view according to 
which the Roma are just a bunch of criminals. 

This is particularly underlined by his last, summarising statement, where he says: “I appreciate 
that it [the programme] raised some controversial and sensitive issues and showed the Roma 
community in a frequently negative light, but I believe the allegations in the programme were 
supported by facts and there was a clear editorial purpose in reporting serious and widespread 
criminal behaviour.” (p. 10)

We clearly feel that such an approach is not acceptable and certainly not from a public 
broadcaster which holds up principles of editorial integrity and independence.

We therefore reiterate our request for a fair and objective analysis of our complaint and kindly 
invite you to seek the advice of human/Roma rights and/or anti-racism organisations.

We ask for a public apology and a realisation that the documentary is discriminatory and biased.

We ask for its distribution to be halted and a public discussion on the dangers of anti-Gypsyism 
to be broadcasted by the BBC.

We ask for our complaint and the BBC’s response to it to be published on the BBC’s website.

Thank you very much for your consideration!

Sincerely,

Murat Haliti and Karin Waringo
Chachipe a.s.b.l.

Copies: 

British Embassy in Luxembourg
Council of Europe, Secretariat General
Claude Moraes, MEP
Amnesty International, London
MediaWise, Bristol
Mesemrom, Geneva
Prof. Ian Hancock, University of Texas
Union Romani, Barcelona
UK Association of Gypsy Women



Grattan Puxon, Gypsy Council


