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I. INTRODUCTION 

This study takes as its empirical focus the effects of international migration and remittances on 

Roma households in ethnically mixed rural localities in Romania, approached from the 

perspective of the home communities and organized around two central domains — housing 

and education — and the question of how migration income is allocated between them. Its core 

argument is that remittance allocation decisions are not independent across domains: 

households prioritize housing improvement until a threshold of adequacy is reached, after 

which sustained educational investment becomes possible. This threshold effect has direct 

implications for how policies targeting housing, schooling, and social inclusion are designed 

and coordinated. 

This research follows the logic of two complementary lenses. First, the migration of 

Roma cannot be discussed separately from the social and institutional contexts in which it 

occurs. Second, it cannot be understood without sustained attention to the majority population 

and local interethnic relations that shape whether and how migration resources are recognized, 

contested, or converted into social mobility. Romania is home to one of the largest Roma 

populations in Europe and has among the highest rates of Roma spatial marginalization, 

housing deprivation, and educational exclusion documented in the EU (FRA, 2018). Since 

2007, Romania has been a significant source of Roma labor migration to Western Europe, with 

the effects of this migration on origin communities — including on children's schooling and 

household housing strategies — remaining substantially understudied. 

The thesis argues that Romanian Roma migration should be understood as part of a 

broader process of Romanian international mobility. Despite prevailing public and political 

discourses that frame Roma migration as a distinct and exceptional phenomenon requiring 

targeted measures — as exemplified by the expulsions in Italy and France during the 2000s, 

Sarkozy's "voluntary deportations," and Berlusconi's Nomad Emergency — empirical research 

suggests that Roma migration patterns are neither entirely unique nor isolated. They share 

important structural similarities with the migration of the majority population, shaped by 

common socioeconomic and political conditions following EU accession in 2007.  



Nevertheless, there are significant differences, particularly related to the deeper poverty 

experienced by Roma households, weak formal employment histories that restrict mobility, 

and the influence of ethnic conflicts during the early 1990s, which led to an initially higher 

number of Roma asylum applications. 

Another key argument concerns the allocation of remittances. The ways remittances are 

spent — whether on housing, household, or other forms of property — have the potential to 

redraw local social hierarchies, alter patterns of social mobility, and either reinforce or 

challenge existing social boundaries. 

Third, this thesis focuses on the potential positive effects of migration and remittances 

on educational participation; more specifically, it argues that these effects are conditional, 

mediated, and sequentially structured. Migration can support education when care remains 

stable, school access is feasible, and remittances are sufficient to cover the hidden costs of 

schooling after basic household needs are satisfied. It can undermine education when parental 

absence, child labor demands, transportation problems, school reintegration difficulties, or 

structural poverty disrupt schooling trajectories.  

The central comparative argument thus is the following: migration does not, by itself, 

explain educational outcomes. Migration supplies resources — money, mobility experience, 

contacts, sometimes new aspirations — but whether these are converted into schooling, 

mobility, and recognition depends on the local social environment they enter. Where school 

access, institutional brokerage, stable interethnic relations, and locally supported educational 

aspiration converge, migration resources more readily become educational investment; where 

those conditions are weaker and social worlds remain more parallel, the same resources tend 

to remain concentrated in housing and household reproduction. The comparison thus shifts the 

explanatory weight from migration itself to the interaction between migration, household 

conditions, and local social organisation. 

Finally, this thesis argues that material advancement through migration does not 

automatically produce social inclusion. Majority and institutional actors may interpret Roma 

mobility through deservingness frames, questioning whether improvements are earned, 

properly used, or morally legitimate. Remittance houses may shift the visible hierarchy without 

fully dissolving ethnic distance or spatial stigma. 

The empirical inquiry is organized around six research questions. RQ1 asks what 

distinguishes migrant from non-migrant Roma households in ethnically mixed rural localities 



in terms of their demographic, economic, housing, and educational profiles. RQ2 asks how 

remittances are allocated within households and how this allocation varies with the household's 

socio-economic position. RQ3 asks under what conditions international migration and 

remittances translate into educational investment, rather than housing improvement. RQ4 asks 

how migration and remittances reshape housing and spatial segregation patterns within 

multiethnic villages. RQ5 asks what the effects of international migration and remittance 

receipt on the educational trajectories of Roma children in their home communities. RQ6 asks 

how members of the majority population and representatives of institutions perceive and 

interpret the housing, consumption, and educational changes that migration produces among 

their Roma neighbors. 

Corresponding to these questions, this study formulates five hypotheses. H1 proposes 

that migrant and remittance-receiving Roma households differ systematically from non-

migrant households in terms of better housing conditions and higher spatial mobility, but that 

this advantage is uneven and locally conditioned. H2 proposes that remittances are spent 

according to the actual socio-economic situation of the household, with poorer households 

addressing basic needs before housing improvement and educational investment become 

feasible. H3 proposes that households that have already secured an adequate housing situation 

are more likely to direct remittances toward their children's education. H4 proposes that the 

effect of migration on children's educational trajectories is conditional: positive when 

remittances are allocated to education and care arrangements remain stable but negative when 

migration disrupts care, increases children's labor burdens, or produces school reintegration 

barriers. H5 proposes that the majority population evaluates migration-induced changes 

through moral judgements about deservingness rather than as legitimate claims to inclusion, 

and that material advancement does not automatically reduce — and may in some cases 

intensify — social distance and stigmatization toward the local Roma community. 

The policy relevance follows directly from this argument: if remittances are first 

absorbed into housing and household reproduction, educational inequality cannot be addressed 

by assuming that economic improvement will automatically translate into school investment. 

Similarly, housing improvement cannot be interpreted as inclusion if spatial segregation, 

discrimination, and moralized majority perceptions remain unchanged. An integrated strategy 

must address housing segregation, anti-discrimination in schooling, care arrangements, and 

governance of migration-driven local change.  



II. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND 

The Introduction (Chapter 1) set out the central problem of this thesis: how international 

migration and remittances reshape Roma households and origin communities through housing, 

education, and local social relations.  

This chapter presents the conceptual framework needed to analyse that problem. It 

introduces the concepts that organise the empirical analysis — for example: migration, return, 

remittances, social change, housing investment, educational investment, local context, and 

inequality — each of which is first developed theoretically here, then translated into research 

questions and hypotheses in the Methodology (Chapter 4), and finally examined through 

Qualitative (Chapter 5.1) and Quantitative evidence (Chapter 5.2). The chapter begins with 

broad migration theory, and then narrows toward remittances, return, housing, and education: 

the domains through which migration becomes visible in the two origin communities. 

Migration theories: from push-pull factors to transnational agency 

While each theoretical approach has contributed valuable insights, no single theory can fully 

capture the complex interplay of structure and agency, the role of the state, or the diverse 

motivations of human mobility. Some perspectives highlight the importance of material 

incentives, while others focus on the effects of different inequalities in home and receiving 

societies. Others again observed that migrants do not act individually, but they are embedded 

in social networks which have an important role in modeling migration patterns. In line with 

Hein de Haas’s argument, a synthetic approach that accommodates multiple perspectives 

would be most productive, though it imposes methodological challenges. This approach of 

migration would intersect macro-level economic conditions and state policies, networked 

social capital and institutional structures, individual- and household-level strategies. 

Furthermore, this analysis must be deeply sensitive to context, paying close attention to place 

(the local turn), time (temporality), and the intersecting social positions of migrants themselves 

(intersectionality). 

This has particularly important implications for understanding migration among 

marginalized populations, such as the Roma communities discussed. In the case of such groups, 

it is important to understand how different contexts shape their mobility. For example, 

structural approaches and NELM contextualize constraints, such as poverty, segregation, and 

labour market discrimination which can be incentives for migration as a household survival 

strategy. Social network theories help us understand how specific patterns of migration, 

circular migration and return develop in such communities, where some of the households rely 



heavily on kinship and/or community networks. Finally, the lens of transnationalism helps us 

to describe specific mobility practices, the circulation of social remittances and the way 

vulnerable (some of them Roma) navigate between different exclusionary practices and social 

environments. 

The impact of migration: remittances and social change 

A growing body of literature demonstrates that migration affects communities of origin. 

Migration can cause changes in the family structure (Mincer, 1978), but over a longer period 

it might change the whole demographic structure of the localities, regions, or even countries 

(Coleman, 2008; Massey et al., 1993). It influences gender and intergenerational relations in 

households (Schuerkens, 2005; Lutz, 2010; Portes, 2010). It also affects the education of those 

who remain, and can change health practices and access to health services. Beyond this, 

migration shapes home-making and house-building practices (Boccagni, 2014; Lopez, 2015). 

All these changes are fueled by remittances (both financial and social) and are defined as social 

changes and transformations (Faist, 2008), beyond their measurable economic impact (which 

can be quantified through bank transfers, property investments or investment in 

entrepreneurship). Nevertheless, its impact is difficult to assess due to its interaction with other 

social processes. 

In this chapter I argue that remittances reshape origin communities through specific 

mechanisms conditioned by existing power structures and patterns of marginalization. 

Remittances do not produce uniform developmental effects, but they interact with pre-existing 

conditions and inequalities and generate highly differentiated outcomes that simultaneously 

create opportunities for some while reinforcing or deepening vulnerabilities for others. To show 

this, I highlight that it is not necessary to analytically separate financial and social remittances, 

as these work together, rather than are merely complementary. I will also discuss that position 

within local, national, and global hierarchies fundamentally shapes both the circulation and 

impact of remittances. I place power relations and marginalization at the center of the 

discussion throughout the analysis, so as to show that remittances are sites of contestation 

where existing structures of inequality are reproduced, challenged, and transformed through 

transnational practices. 

In conclusion, remittances must be understood as integrated financial-social phenomena 

whose effects are fundamentally conditioned by existing power structures and patterns of 

marginalization. Rather than producing uniform developmental benefits, remittances interact 

with pre-existing inequalities in ways that simultaneously create opportunities for some while 



reinforcing vulnerabilities for others. The mechanisms through which remittances operate, 

including resource supplementation, knowledge transfer, and network reconfiguration generate 

highly differentiated outcomes depending on socioeconomic position, gender relations, ethnic 

status, and geographic location. 

Return migration 

When we think about what causes social transformations and changes in home communities 

remittances offer one explanatory lens. Return migration offers another – and the two are, in 

practice, inseparable. 

Several dimensions of return are analytically relevant for this thesis. Materially, return 

is expressed through remittance-funded housing investment, acquisition of land or durable 

goods, and the improvement of domestic infrastructure — the central empirical focus of the 

qualitative chapter. Socially, return involves the transfer of practices, skills, aspirations, and 

normative orientations back to the home community — what Levitt (1998) termed social 

remittances. Among Roma construction workers in both localities, the masonry skills acquired 

abroad and applied to one's own house upon return are perhaps the most tangible instance of 

this transfer. Temporally, return is characterized by the seasonality and frequency of visits, by 

expenditures linked to key life events, and by the rhythm of departure and return that structures 

household life over the course of a year. Politically, return involves claim-making — assertions 

of belonging, respectability, and community membership enacted through housing display, 

consumption, and spatial repositioning — which majority actors may recognize, contest, or 

interpret through deservingness frames. 

Migration, remittances and housing 

Among the consequences of migration, transformations in housing are both especially visible 

and extensively documented. In migrants’ communities of origin, remittance-funded 

construction and renovation can alter not only individual dwellings but the broader residential 

landscape. Their effects may extend across entire localities by reshaping the built environment, 

reorganising spatial hierarchies, and making changes in social position publicly observable, 

whether these are interpreted as upward or downward mobility (Toma, 2020). Within this 

process, remittance houses may serve simultaneously as material demonstrations of 

achievement (López, 2015), as means of reinforcing kinship relations, and as visible assertions 

of belonging. More broadly, houses and the homes created within them can be read as social 

imprints, since they embody their inhabitants’ aspirations, anticipated futures, and 

understandings of the past (Toma, 2020). 



In contrast to the "Gypsy palace" literature, the evidence from our localities — Bighal 

and Baratca — shows more modest forms of housing investment: roof repairs, additional 

rooms, bathroom installations, brick replacements for wooden or cob structures, new fencing, 

and the purchase of formerly majority-owned properties on the main road. These are not 

conspicuous constructions that capture architectural attention; they are the material trace of 

households navigating the transition from severe deprivation toward minimally adequate 

domestic conditions. Understanding this transition — and the conditions under which it enables 

or forecloses educational investment — is the central empirical and analytical task of the 

qualitative and quantitative chapters that follow. 

Migration, remittances and education 

Education is central to this thesis because it is the domain in which the long-term consequences 

of migration become most visible. Housing improvement registers the immediate material 

effect of remittances; education registers whether that material change can be converted into a 

more durable form of social mobility. For Roma households living with poverty, segregation, 

and institutional vulnerability, schooling is never only an individual achievement. It depends 

on household stability, housing adequacy, care arrangements, parental — especially maternal 

— education, school accessibility, and local institutional support. Migration may supply 

resources, but only education shows whether those resources become a lasting project of 

mobility and inclusion rather than simply a material improvement. Amuedo-Dorantes et al. 

(2010) were among the first to systematically distinguish the migration effect from the 

remittance effect, showing that while remittances have positive effects on school attendance, 

the migration process itself — through family disruption — may simultaneously reduce it. 

This finding is important because remittances can relax household-level financial 

constraints only when schools are accessible, sufficiently staffed, and of adequate quality. If 

children must travel substantial distances to access secondary school, remittances must cover 

not only school-related expenses, but also transport costs and the opportunity costs associated 

with children’s reduced contribution to household labour. In conditions of persistent poverty, 

this calculation may not resolve in favour of continued schooling. In Romania, the absence of 

a local secondary school is a defining feature of the Baratca context. The nearest upper-

secondary institution is approximately 40 kilometres away and is accessible only by bus or 

private transport. Under conditions of poverty and unstable income, the costs of daily 

commuting or boarding in town constitute a barrier that remittances in the observed range 

cannot reliably overcome. 



In such contexts, the positive effects of remittances may be attenuated. Remittances 

may help families buy school supplies, clothing, or other material goods needed for school 

participation, but they do not by themselves remove institutional discrimination, segregated 

school placement, low-quality schooling, or hostile school environments. Roma children may 

still be exposed to biased expectations, peer hostility, segregated classes or schools, or 

placement in special education tracks that limit later opportunities (O’Nions, 2010; Roth & 

Văetişi, 2011). Remittances alone therefore cannot solve the educational problems faced by 

Roma children. They may relax household-level financial constraints and support school 

participation under certain conditions, but additional institutional and policy efforts are 

required to create inclusive school environments, combat segregation, and address ethnic 

discrimination in education (Toma, 2023; Gatti et al., 2016). 

III. ROMANIAN CONTEXT – THE ROMA MINORITY IN ROMANIA: 

MARGINALIZATION, EDUCATION, HOUSING, AND MIGRATION PATTERNS 

The preceding chapter (Chapter 2) discussed migration, remittances, return, housing, and 

education as general theoretical problems. This chapter brings those concepts into the 

Romanian Roma context. Here, migration takes place in communities marked by long-term 

marginalisation, unequal access to schooling, housing deprivation, spatial segregation, and 

unequal majority–minority relations — conditions that shape who can migrate, what resources 

can be mobilised, how remittances are spent, and whether migration income can be converted 

into educational or social mobility. The chapter therefore specifies the structural conditions 

under which migration and remittances are studied, and forms the bridge between general 

migration theory and the local cases of Baratca and Bighal. 

Prior research has documented the housing, homemaking, and property-investment 

dimensions of Roma migration (Benarrosh-Orsoni, 2015, 2019; Tesăr, 2016), as well as the 

contribution of migration and remittances to Roma children’s school participation (Toma, 

2021). Other studies have pointed to the entanglement of residential instability, spatial 

segregation, mobility, and educational trajectories (Piemontese et al., 2018), and to the hidden 

educational, familial, and community costs of seasonal migration in Roma communities of 

origin (Corman & Croitoru, 2023). However, existing research does not yet provide a 

systematic account of how Roma households allocate remittances across housing 

improvement, consumption, and education under conditions of spatial segregation, tenure 

insecurity, interethnic relations, and institutional discrimination. More specifically, it remains 

unclear under what conditions remittances are converted into educational investment rather 



than housing improvement, and how these allocation decisions shape children’s longer-term 

trajectories. I address this gap by examining how remittance allocation decisions 

simultaneously shape housing improvement, spatial repositioning, and children’s school 

participation, and how these outcomes are mediated by local infrastructure, ethnic hierarchies, 

and institutional responses. 

The chapter argues that Roma migration and remittance practices are shaped by long-

standing conditions of poverty, marginalization, unequal access to schooling, insecure housing, 

and local institutional governance. These dimensions do not operate separately. Rather, they 

interact in ways that structure both household decisions and the effects of migration. Migration 

does not affect education and housing in a direct, linear, or automatic manner. Instead, its 

effects are mediated by household allocation strategies, local infrastructure, institutional 

recognition, school practices, housing regimes, and ethnicized local hierarchies. The same 

remittance may therefore have different consequences depending on whether the household 

already has adequate housing, whether the settlement has access to basic utilities, whether 

children can reach a non-segregated school, and how school staff or local authorities interpret 

mobility, poverty, and local social problems. 

The chapter begins with the question of who the Roma are as subjects of research. 

“Roma” should not be treated as a self-evident, homogeneous, or pre-given category, but as a 

contested, administratively and socially constructed, politically charged classification whose 

content and boundaries have changed over time (Brubaker, 2004; Kertzer & Arel, 2009; Surdu, 

2016, 2019; Surdu & Kovats, 2015). In Romania, the 2011 census recorded 621,573 self-

declared Roma persons and the 2021 census 569,477, while organizations active in the field 

and local authorities estimate the Roma population at approximately 1.5–2 million persons 

(Institutul Național de Statistică, 2011, 2023; Government of Romania, 2022). These 

discrepancies should not be treated simply as measurement errors to be corrected. Rather, they 

point to the situational character of ethnic identification, the political and administrative uses 

of categories, and the methodological consequences of different enumeration practices. The 

same category is also a policy object: Romania’s 2022–2027 strategy aligns with major EU 

Roma policy priorities, but implementation continues to reproduce familiar weaknesses — 

slow and bureaucratic procedures, poor coordination, insufficient funding, limited 

implementation capacity, and insufficient Roma participation in monitoring and governance 

structures (Government of Romania, 2022; Roma Civil Monitor, 2019, 2025). 



These policy frameworks operate within a specific configuration of poverty, spatial 

marginalization, infrastructural deprivation, and local institutional governance. In rural 

multiethnic Romania, this configuration determines the options available to households and the 

returns on different investments. Spatial marginalization is not simply about geographical 

exclusion but a structured relationship between settlement location, available infrastructure, 

property regimes, labor market access, local administrative responsibilities, and racialized 

boundary-making. Rural areas present a different constellation of these factors than urban ones. 

Rural Roma settlements may be located away from paved roads, utilities, public transport, and 

central schools. Local institutions are thinner, social services are more personalized and 

discretionary, and labor market opportunities depend on day labor, seasonal work, informal 

exchange, local patrons, or migration. Almost three-quarters of Romanian citizens living in 

poverty reside in rural areas (World Bank, 2018), and Roma communities are overrepresented 

in the country’s marginalized rural territorial units (Teşliuc et al., 2016). If the resources for 

Roma integration — such as social housing, school-integration programs, social and health 

services, legal support, and employment access — are already scarce in urban settings, they 

are even scarcer in rural ones. 

The education of the Romanian Roma is embedded in this broader context of ethnic 

discrimination, social exclusion, and residential segregation. The tension between an inclusive 

formal policy framework and a well-embedded exclusionary practice is also present here. 

Romanian Roma education is shaped not by any single cause but by the simultaneous operation 

of poverty, spatial marginality, segregation, institutional practices, parental resources, peer 

relations, and local school–community relations (Toma, 2011, 2021). Approximately 38 

percent of Roma children are enrolled in preschool, compared to 80–86 percent of the general 

population (Corman & Croitoru, 2023; FRA, 2016). Educational gaps have narrowed between 

Roma and non-Roma at the primary school level, but not at the secondary and post-secondary 

levels, and school segregation has increased: in 2024, 43% of Roma children aged 6–15 

attended schools where all or most pupils were Roma, compared to 28% in 2016 (FRA, 2025). 

School segregation is the most extensively documented mechanism of educational 

disadvantage among the Roma in Romania, and simultaneously the domain in which the gap 

between formal policy and institutional reality is most pronounced. In one of my earlier articles, 

I showed that the implementation of desegregation policy in a rural Transylvanian multiethnic 

locality produced a “mechanical” integration — formal mixing of school rolls without 

attending to the socioeconomic conditions, teacher attitudes, and administrative arrangements 



that determined how children actually experienced school (Toma, 2011). Segregation, 

however, is not only the result of active prejudices; it can also be the result of a per-capita 

school model, which allocates resources by enrolment and thereby creates incentives, in 

localities with large Roma school-age populations, to retain Roma pupils in under-resourced 

schools (Toma, 2023; Toma & Plainer, forthcoming). 

Poverty remains the most consistently identified driver of high rates of early school 

leaving among Roma in Romania. It operates through hidden school costs, the opportunity cost 

of attendance for older children, care and agricultural labor, seasonal migration, and poor study 

conditions in overcrowded, underheated homes lacking quiet space, light, and digital 

connectivity (Gatti et al., 2016; Pop & Balea, 2016; Toma, 2011). Migration therefore does not 

simply disrupt schooling. It disrupts schooling in a system that was already producing 

exclusion for Roma children through multiple simultaneous mechanisms. It adds a further 

layer: the absence of supervising parents and adults, more household and family responsibilities 

imposed on older children, and reintegration difficulties when returning to an already under-

resourced and discriminatory system. For this reason, school mediation matters for the 

argument of this thesis: migration-related resources and aspirations do not automatically 

produce educational participation, but need to be supported by accessible institutions, stable 

care arrangements, and local actors able to reduce administrative and social barriers (Toma & 

Plainer, 2026). 

Housing is the domain where the Roma’s disadvantages are most visible and spatially 

fixed. However, it is also the site where migrant Roma households allocate the most 

remittances. The Romanian Roma are among the most residentially disadvantaged populations 

in the EU (FRA, 2018; Hojsik, 2023). The background report for Romania’s Urban Policy 2035 

identifies Roma as disproportionately affected by the combined weight of long-term exclusion, 

weak labor market position, and discrimination, and singles out informal settlements as marked 

by insecurity, absent utilities, and health and safety risks (World Bank, 2020). The problem is 

not only the quality of any individual house. It is the legal and infrastructural status of the 

settlement — and behind that, the administrative decisions that produce it. Legal informality 

exposes Roma households and families to eviction, and Romania’s post-socialist eviction 

record documents at least 100,000 evicted individuals between 1990 and 2017, with the Roma 

consistently overrepresented (Zamfir, 2022; Delibaș, 2023). Social housing has become a 

stigmatized last resort for those most excluded from the housing market (Vincze, 2024). 

Municipalities produce these racialized outcomes without racial language: categories such as 



“risky tenants,” “low human capital residents,” or “unauthorized construction” stand in for 

“Roma” (Vincze & Zamfir, 2019). The core failure is one of local governance: municipalities 

hold responsibility for allocation, settlement regularization, and infrastructure, but treat Roma 

housing as a management problem rather than a rights question (Teodorescu, 2019). 

In contrast to this situation, migration-funded remittance housing investments are the 

household’s rational response to these exclusions. Like ethnic Romanian returnees, Roma 

migrants channel migration income into home improvements and constructions, sometimes 

conspicuously (Benarrosh-Orsoni, 2015, 2019). The remittance house may become a material 

expression of the household’s economic advancement and a sign of a successful migration 

cycle. It ties absent migrants to those who remain, strengthens the family’s symbolic position 

in local competition for resources (Szabó, 2018), and can be converted, at least potentially, into 

educational and social mobility (Piemontese et al., 2018). The construction process itself 

reorganizes local relations, obliging majority neighbors to acknowledge the masonry skills 

Roma men acquire abroad (Toma et al., 2018; Anghel, 2016). Nevertheless, improved housing, 

ownership, and more central localization do not dissolve the stigma. Wealthy Roma who own 

large houses in city centers still remain stigmatized (Creţan & Powell, 2018; Pontrandolfo, 

2018). In these cases, the majority reads the “pride houses” of Romanian returnees as the just 

reward of diligence, but reads the “Gypsy palaces” through an “aesthetics of ugliness” 

concordant with the assumed immorality of owners imagined to have returned with money 

“illegally gained” abroad. Moreover, spatial desegregation does not directly translate into 

desegregation in social relations. Reduced physical distance between Roma and the local 

majority does not reliably reduce social distance (Toma & Fosztó, 2018b); “new neighbouring” 

produces new patterns of ethnic relationships and, frequently, new tensions rather than 

incorporation (Toma & Fosztó, 2018a). The destination conditions that make origin investment 

rational are themselves precarious, and in this light the origin village often remains a relative 

point of stability. Investment in the origin house is, in part, a hedge against insecurity 

elsewhere. 

These housing strategies are embedded in the wider patterns of Roma international 

migration. Participation in international migration has proven to be an effective strategy for 

Romanian Roma households and families to compensate for the failed implementation of or 

lack of social policies and domestic deprivations (Corman & Croitoru, 2023; Vlase & Voicu, 

2014). Migration trajectories are closely shaped by the socioeconomic organisation of the 

communities from which they emerge, and the structure of migration networks reflects the 



economic position and livelihood strategies of particular Roma populations. Where Roma 

households maintained livelihoods relatively independent of neighbouring majority 

populations, migration networks were more likely to be organised around family relations; 

where economic activities depended more strongly on interethnic exchanges with the local 

majority, networks extended beyond kinship and crossed ethnic boundaries (Toma et al., 2018). 

Abroad, however, migrant Roma often end up in the lowest, most insecure segments of the 

informal economy (Tesăr, 2015; Corman & Croitoru, 2023). At home, returnee statuses, 

remittance flows, and visible material changes reshape local hierarchies and patterns of 

interethnic interaction (Toma & Fosztó, 2018a; Anghel, 2016). 

Although education and housing have most often been treated as separate dimensions 

of Roma disadvantage, and are documented in the same policy frameworks, they are rarely 

analyzed as intersecting domains that shape one another through household decisions, spatial 

arrangements, and intergenerational trajectories. For families in migration-rich communities of 

rural Transylvania, decisions about where to build, how much to invest in the family dwelling, 

and how to allocate remittance income are not only housing decisions. They are simultaneously 

decisions about children’s schooling contexts, the household’s position in local ethnic 

hierarchies, its legibility to formal institutions, and the futures parents imagine for their 

children. The literature converges on a consistent finding: remittance income in Roma migrant 

households is allocated primarily toward housing improvement and construction in the country 

of origin, with educational investment receiving a secondary share. Housing improvement 

produces an immediately visible and durable asset that does not depend on institutional 

cooperation to materialize. In contrast, educational investment depends entirely on institutional 

infrastructure outside the household’s control: the quality of the local school, teacher attitudes, 

the administrative treatment of absences, and ultimately the labor market returns to credentials. 

For Roma households, each of these institutional dependencies carries a discriminatory risk 

that housing investment does not, which is precisely why the two domains must be analyzed 

together rather than as parallel lists of disadvantage. 

Taken together, the outcomes of migration are not automatically beneficial; there are 

hidden costs involved, such as left-behind children, deepening social distances in home 

localities, and disrupted family and social networks. The state’s weak presence in the domains 

of housing and education forces households into migration, which may reinforce their 

educational disadvantage while it might improve their housing situation. On this basis, the 

empirical research does not ask only whether migration improves household conditions, but 



how, for whom, under what local conditions, and with what trade-offs. Housing and education 

are therefore treated as connected empirical domains: housing improvements may represent 

one of the most visible outcomes of remittance use, while educational investment depends on 

household resources, local school conditions, institutional access, and the timing of migration 

within the family life-course. This allows the empirical chapters to examine migration as a 

mediated and uneven process of social change rather than as a direct route out of 

marginalization. 

IV. METHODOLOGY 

Chapters 2 and 3 established the theoretical and contextual basis for analysing migration, 

remittances, housing, education, and interethnic relations as interconnected processes in Roma 

communities of origin. This chapter translates that framework into an empirical research design 

and explains the methods and evidence used in the subsequent analyses. A mixed-methods 

approach is appropriate because the study addresses both processes and meanings, examined 

through ethnographic fieldwork, interviews, and participant observation, and distributions and 

associations, investigated through household- and individual-level survey data. 

The research is grounded in a relational perspective, according to which migration, 

education, and ethnicity are processes embedded in social networks, interethnic relations, and 

structural inequalities (Tilly, 2001). It also adopts an intersectional approach to examine how 

ethnicity, class, gender, and position within the local community interact in shaping migration 

experiences and outcomes. This framework recognises the structural exclusion affecting Roma 

communities while also attending to the agency through which individuals and households 

navigate local and transnational contexts.  

The empirical analysis investigates how remittance allocation across housing, 

consumption, and education is shaped by household priorities, local infrastructure, ethnic 

hierarchies, and institutional responses. A central analytical proposition is that these allocation 

decisions are interdependent: households may prioritise housing repairs, renovations, 

appliances, and other basic improvements until an adequate level of domestic stability has been 

reached, after which educational expenditure becomes more feasible. The mixed-methods 

design makes it possible to examine this potential sequencing mechanism and its implications 

for understanding migration-related change and policy intervention.  

The quantitative data were collected within the project MigRom: The Immigration of 

Romanian Roma to Western Europe. Causes, Effects, and Future Engagement Strategies, in 

which I coordinated the quantitative strand of data collection in Romania. Between 2014 and 



2016, the Romanian research team conducted survey and qualitative research in five localities: 

three medium-sized towns and two villages located in different regions of the country. The 

thesis focuses primarily on the two rural, ethnically mixed research sites, Baratca in Brașov 

County and Bighal in Sălaj County. 

Both villages have populations of approximately 3,000–3,500 inhabitants and 

Hungarian local majorities alongside sizeable Roma populations. Roma represent 

approximately 35 per cent of Baratca’s population and 20 per cent of Bighal’s. Although 

international mobility is relatively intensive in both communities, their linguistic, religious, 

and socioeconomic characteristics differ. The Roma population of Baratca is Romanian-

speaking and has experienced increasing conversion from Orthodox Christianity to 

Pentecostalism, while the Hungarian majority is predominantly Lutheran. In Bighal, most 

Roma speak Romani as their first language and are also proficient in Hungarian and Romanian. 

Roma and Hungarians have traditionally belonged to the Reformed Church, although 

Pentecostal and Baptist affiliations have expanded among Roma residents. The two localities 

also occupy different positions within comparatively developed Transylvanian counties: 

Baratca has a rural marginalisation rate exceeding 24 per cent, whereas the corresponding rate 

in Bighal ranges from 6.1 to 12 per cent (Benedek et al., 2015, pp. 25–26; Teșliuc et al., 2016, 

p. 274). 

  Community surveys conducted in 2015 sought to reach as many Roma households as 

possible in both villages. The household questionnaire recorded household composition, 

migration histories, and remittance use, together with individual-level information on all 

household members. The resulting dataset contains 1,043 individual records from Baratca and 

672 from Bighal, amounting to 1,715 individuals. 

The qualitative component developed through repeated field visits conducted within 

several research projects. The design was sequential and recursive: earlier ethnographic 

observations informed the survey instrument, while subsequent visits generated new questions 

and enabled the reconsideration of earlier findings (Creswell, 2003). The material includes 

formal interviews, informal conversations, participant observation, and sustained engagement 

with everyday village life. Participants included representatives of local institutions and 

organisations, Roma residents with diverse migration, educational, occupational, and 

residential experiences, and non-Roma residents. In Bighal, an exploratory mental-mapping 

exercise also examined how Hungarian and Roma participants perceived the village, identified 

significant landmarks, and situated their communities within its shared physical space. 



  The methodological limitations concern primarily endogeneity and causal inference. 

Because the quantitative component is cross-sectional, it cannot establish causal relationships 

between remittances and educational outcomes. The statistical findings are therefore 

interpreted as associations and examined alongside the qualitative evidence concerning 

processes, meanings, and temporal sequences. 

  Participation was voluntary and based on informed consent. The objectives and subject 

of the research were explained during field visits, and all personal and locality names were 

pseudonymised. The research followed ethical principles applicable to research with 

vulnerable communities. Finally, the chapter reflects on the implications of long-term 

fieldwork for researcher positionality (Messing, 2019; Moralli, 2023; Tuzi, 2023). Sustained 

presence facilitated access and contextual understanding, but it also embedded the researcher 

in local relationships and obligations that required continuous ethical and methodological 

reflection. 

V. EMPIRICAL ANALYSES 

V.1. Qualitative results 

This chapter examines how migration affects Roma households and communities through the 

local social, institutional, and interethnic contexts in which mobility occurs. Drawing on long-

term ethnographic fieldwork, interviews, informal conversations, participant observation, and 

exploratory mental maps, it compares Baratca and Bighal as two distinct local configurations. 

The comparison demonstrates that migration, remittance allocation, housing improvement, 

educational participation, and local ethnic relations cannot be analysed as separate domains. 

Migration resources enter communities already structured by poverty, insecure housing, 

limited employment, care obligations, uneven institutional provision, spatial segregation, and 

ethnic stigma. Consequently, both access to migration and the capacity to convert migration-

derived resources into longer-term change are uneven and locally mediated. 

The two villages differ substantially in their interethnic relations, migration networks, 

and institutional environments. Bighal is characterised by comparatively dense interethnic 

labour relations, patron–client ties, ritual kinship, and institutional initiatives in housing, health, 

and education. These connections do not remove ethnic hierarchy, but they allow some Roma 

individuals and households to be recognised as reliable workers, neighbours, partners, or ritual 

kin. They have also facilitated access to migration through ethnically mixed networks that 

provide information, contacts, brokerage, and some protection in informal labour markets 

abroad. In Baratca, by contrast, higher social distance and weaker cross-ethnic ties have 



contributed to migration through more ethnically enclosed Roma networks. These contrasting 

configurations have been described as cooperative-convergent in Bighal and competitive-

divergent in Baratca (Toma & Fosztó, 2018b). They influence not only who can migrate but 

also how remittance-funded improvements are interpreted by local institutions and majority 

residents. 

The qualitative evidence indicates that remittance allocation is structured by a hierarchy 

of needs rather than by isolated household preferences. Under conditions of scarcity, 

households prioritise food, clothing, medicine, heating, bills, debt repayment, and everyday 

consumption. Resources may subsequently be directed towards appliances, furniture, utilities, 

transport, and other improvements in domestic functionality, followed by more substantial 

housing investments such as repairing roofs and walls, installing bathrooms or kitchens, and 

constructing additional rooms. Education-related expenses—including school supplies, 

clothing, transport, food, books, digital devices, internet access, excursions, and fees—become 

more feasible only when a degree of household and domestic stability has been attained. This 

threshold effect should not be understood as a universal or mechanical progression. It identifies 

a recurrent material sequence in which households facing severe deprivation must first secure 

the conditions of everyday reproduction before they can sustain longer-term educational 

expenditure. 

Housing therefore represents more than consumption or visible status display. It 

constitutes an infrastructure of household reproduction that can reduce overcrowding, improve 

domestic functionality, and create more stable conditions for children. Nevertheless, housing 

improvement does not automatically result in educational success or social inclusion. Its spatial 

and symbolic consequences differ between the two villages. In Bighal, remittances have 

primarily contributed to improving the existing Roma neighbourhood, and majority actors have 

tended to incorporate these changes into a broader narrative of local development. In Baratca, 

some Roma families have used migration income to purchase houses in central or ethnically 

mixed areas, producing a form of bottom-up residential desegregation. However, this spatial 

mobility has often intensified majority boundary-making, as Roma movement towards the 

village centre has been interpreted as competition, encroachment, or a threat to the established 

ethnic order. Material mobility can thus reposition Roma households spatially without 

producing corresponding recognition or social acceptance. 

Education most clearly demonstrates the conditional character of migration effects. 

Remittances can cover the hidden costs of schooling, reduce children’s need to work, and 

support educational aspirations. At the same time, parental migration may disrupt care 



arrangements, increase the responsibilities of older siblings, and interrupt school attendance. 

Whether migration resources support educational persistence depends on their interaction with 

local institutional conditions. Bighal offers comparatively stronger educational support through 

earlier interventions, local secondary-level provision, greater proximity to towns, multilingual 

opportunities, established school participation, and more active institutional brokerage. Baratca 

has had fewer educational programmes, no local secondary school, and substantially greater 

transport distances and costs. The comparison consequently indicates that educational 

participation cannot be explained by household income or aspiration alone. It also depends on 

accessible schools, early institutional familiarity, language support, food provision, reliable 

care arrangements, and the capacity to meet the material costs associated with regular 

attendance. 

Institutional responses further shape how Roma mobility is evaluated. Local officials, 

educators, and other institutional actors may support Roma households while simultaneously 

judging them through expectations concerning work, discipline, domestic order, parenting, 

cleanliness, and gratitude. This produces a deservingness framework in which improvements 

are approved when they conform to majority norms but may be interpreted as wasteful, 

excessive, or undeserved when they challenge established social and spatial hierarchies. 

Benevolence and suspicion therefore coexist within the everyday governance of marginality. 

The chapter concludes that migration does not generate a linear movement from 

remittances to housing improvement, educational advancement, and social inclusion. Its 

consequences are conditional, sequential, and contested. Remittances initially tend to support 

household reproduction and domestic stabilisation; their conversion into sustained educational 

investment depends on care arrangements, institutional infrastructure, school accessibility, 

interethnic networks, and the local climate of inclusion or exclusion. Migration may improve 

living conditions, facilitate partial residential desegregation, and alter household status, but it 

may also intensify differentiation within Roma communities and provoke renewed boundary-

making. Local ethnic boundaries are therefore dynamic rather than fixed, but the openings 

created through migration, housing improvement, institutional participation, or religious 

conversion remain selective and conditional. 

V.2. Quantitative results 

This chapter examines whether the mechanisms identified through the qualitative research are 

also reflected in household- and individual-level quantitative patterns. It focuses on three 

related questions: whether migrant and non-migrant households differ systematically; whether 

migration experience and remittance receipt are associated with household economic 



conditions, housing, and remittance allocation; and which individual, household, and 

contextual characteristics are associated with educational attainment. The analysis combines 

descriptive statistics, bivariate tests, binary logistic regression models predicting completion of 

at least eight grades, and exploratory OLS models examining broader levels of educational 

attainment. 

The quantitative database contains 420 self-declared Roma households and 1,715 

individuals: 240 households and 1,043 individual records in Baratca, and 180 households and 

672 individual records in Bighal. Although approximately the same proportion of households 

in the two localities include at least one person with international migration experience—59.2% 

in Baratca and 59.4% in Bighal—the economic significance and organisation of migration 

differ substantially. In Baratca, the principal sources of household income are casual labour 

(35.4%), the Minimum Guaranteed Income or VMG (35.0%), and remittances (21.7%), while 

formal salary income is almost absent (0.8%). In Bighal, VMG is the dominant primary income 

source (57.8%), formal employment is more visible (13.3%), and social benefits and pensions 

account for a further 18.3%, whereas only 2.2% of households report remittances as their 

principal income source. 

The migration systems of the two localities also differ. All recorded international 

migration occurred after Romania joined the European Union in 2007. Migration from Baratca 

is strongly concentrated in the United Kingdom, which accounts for 78.5% of reported 

destinations, and generally involves longer periods abroad. Migration from Bighal is more 

geographically dispersed and more frequently based on shorter or seasonal mobility, especially 

towards Hungary, Spain, and the Czech Republic. These differences are reflected in remittance 

receipt. In Baratca, 37.1% of all households reported receiving money from abroad, compared 

with only 5.6% in Bighal. Among households with migration experience, the corresponding 

proportions are 59.2% and 9.3%. Migration experience and remittance receipt must therefore 

be treated as analytically distinct conditions. 

Migration is concentrated among households with children in both communities. In 

Baratca, 94.4% of migrant households include at least one minor, compared with 72.4% of 

non-migrant households, and this association is statistically significant. The corresponding 

proportions in Bighal are 74.8% and 53.4%. Migrant households are also more likely to 

experience overcrowding. In Baratca, 47.9% of migrant households have more than three 

persons per room, compared with 35.7% of non-migrant households, although the association 

is marginal and does not reach the conventional significance threshold (p = .061). In Bighal, 

the difference between migrant and non-migrant households—35.5% compared with 20.5%—



is statistically significant (p = .031). These results do not support the assumption that 

households with migration experience necessarily have better housing conditions. 

Remittance allocation also differs markedly between the two localities. In Baratca, 

money received from abroad is directed predominantly towards food (90.4%), clothing 

(47.1%), household goods (38.8%), housing-related expenditure (37.9%), and debt repayment 

(17.5%). Only 4.6% report expenditure on children’s schooling. In Bighal, household goods 

are the most frequently reported category (68.9%), followed by food (53.9%), while spending 

on children’s schooling is substantially more common (33.9%). These distributions indicate 

that remittances in Baratca are more heavily absorbed by subsistence and immediate household 

needs, whereas in Bighal a larger proportion of the reported transfers can be directed towards 

household equipment, education, construction, and medical expenses. Nevertheless, the small 

number of remittance-receiving households in Bighal requires caution when interpreting 

percentage differences. 

Educational outcomes are considerably more favourable in Bighal, despite the weaker 

financial importance of remittances there. In the full sample, 42.0% of individuals in Baratca 

have no completed level of schooling, compared with 28.0% in Bighal. Lower-secondary 

completion and participation in upper-secondary or vocational education are also more 

common in Bighal. The Baratca data reveal especially severe disadvantage among adolescents 

and young adults: 44.7% of those aged 15–18 and 32.7% of those aged 19–23 have no 

completed educational level. 

The bivariate analyses for respondents born between 1988 and 2005 show that the 

relationship between migration and completion of at least eight grades differs by locality. In 

Baratca, the completion rate is identical among persons from migrant and non-migrant 

households, at 33.3%. In Bighal, 92.7% of persons from households with migration experience 

completed at least eight grades, compared with 66.7% of those from non-migrant households; 

this association is statistically significant (p = .007), although it is based on a relatively small 

subsample. Remittance receipt is not significantly associated with eight-grade completion in 

either locality. The chronology is also uncertain because remittances were measured at the time 

of the survey and may not have been available during respondents’ school years. 

Housing crowding displays the opposite locality-specific pattern. In Baratca, 63.0% of 

persons living in households with no more than three persons per room completed at least eight 

grades, compared with only 12.8% of those living in more crowded dwellings (p < .001). In 

Bighal, the corresponding rates are 86.5% and 78.6%, and the difference is not statistically 

significant. Thus, migration experience differentiates educational outcomes in Bighal but not 



in Baratca, whereas housing crowding is strongly associated with educational disadvantage in 

Baratca but not in Bighal. 

The relationship between reported remittance spending on schooling and educational 

attainment varies according to the analytical cohort. In the smaller 1988–2005 subsample, 

schooling-related expenditure is not significantly associated with completing eight grades in 

either locality, partly because the relevant groups are very small. In the broader 1988–2000 

cohort, however, 80.3% of persons from households reporting remittance expenditure on 

children’s schooling completed at least eight grades, compared with 52.6% among those from 

households not reporting such expenditure (p < .001). Because the data are cross-sectional, this 

association does not demonstrate that remittance spending caused higher attainment. 

Educational expenditure may also identify households with stronger educational aspirations, 

more stable migration arrangements, better organisation, or more favourable access to schools. 

The multivariate results confirm the importance of local context while qualifying the apparent 

effects of migration and housing. In the logistic specification examining the 1988–2000 cohort, 

Model 1 includes locality, age, household migration experience, housing crowding, secure 

income, VMG status, and the number of remittance-spending categories. The model is 

statistically significant, χ²(7) = 134.479, p < .001, has a Nagelkerke R² of .411, and correctly 

classifies 75.6% of cases. Locality is the strongest predictor: respondents in Baratca have 

substantially lower odds of completing eight grades than those in Bighal. Household migration 

experience and less crowded housing are positively associated with completion, while lack of 

secure income and VMG dependency identify economic disadvantage. The number of 

remittance-spending categories is not significant in this first model. 

Model 2 adds maternal education and improves the Nagelkerke R² to .540 and classification 

accuracy to 78.2%. Maternal education becomes one of the strongest predictors: respondents 

whose mothers completed at least gymnasium have substantially higher odds of completing 

eight grades than respondents whose mothers have lower educational attainment (Exp(B) = 

9.469, p < .001). Locality, secure income, and VMG status remain significant. By contrast, 

household migration experience and crowding become non-significant after maternal 

education is introduced. This indicates that their initial associations with eight-grade 

completion overlap with differences in intergenerational educational capital; it does not 

establish a causal mediation mechanism. The number of remittance-spending categories 

becomes negatively associated with completion in Model 2, suggesting that diversified 

spending may identify households facing multiple accumulated needs rather than households 

with greater investment capacity. 



The supplementary OLS models partly converge with, but do not fully reproduce, the logistic 

results. Locality remains the dominant predictor, and maternal education, secure income, and 

VMG status remain significantly associated with broader educational attainment. Crowding 

becomes non-significant after maternal education is introduced. Unlike in the final logistic 

model, however, household migration experience remains positively associated with the 

broader educational measure. The number of remittance-expenditure categories remains 

negatively associated with attainment. These OLS models are treated as exploratory robustness 

checks because they do not account for the clustering of individuals within households. 

Taken together, the quantitative findings reveal a central contrast. Migration and remittances 

are financially more visible in Baratca, but educational outcomes are more favourable in 

Bighal. Baratca combines a stronger remittance economy with greater overcrowding and 

deeper educational disadvantage. Bighal has weaker remittance flows but a more favourable 

educational profile. The results therefore do not support a uniform transition from migration or 

remittance receipt to educational advancement. Local context remains the strongest and most 

consistent differentiating factor, while maternal education and household economic security 

account for important differences within communities. Migration-related resources become 

consequential through their interaction with pre-existing household capacities, housing 

conditions, school accessibility, and the broader institutional and interethnic environment. 

Table 40 Comparative overview of Baratca and Bighal 

 Baratca Bighal 

A · Demographic, 
economic, and migration 
profile 

  

Empirical base 240 Roma households; 1,043 
individual records 

180 Roma households; 672 individual 
records 

Demographic profile Very young: 39.8% aged 0–14; 
balanced by gender 

Young: 33.2% aged 0–14; balanced by 
gender 

Language / religion Predominantly Romanian-speaking 
(99.8%); strongly Neoprotestant 
(85.2%) 

Predominantly Romani-speaking 
(94.6%); mixed — 64.7% 
Neoprotestant, 32.1% Reformed 

Residential pattern 97.7% compact / segregated 81.3% compact / segregated; 18.8% 
dispersed 

Household structure Mean ≈ 4.8 persons; 24.6% have 6+ 
members; 79.2% nuclear with minors 

Mean ≈ 4.2 persons; 13.4% have 6+ 
members; 62.8% nuclear with minors 

Economic characteristics Three near-equal pillars: casual labour 
35.4%, VMG 35.0%, remittances 
21.7%; formal salary almost absent 
(0.8%) 

VMG dominant (57.8%); formal salary 
more visible (13.3%); remittances rare 
as main income (2.2%); casual labour 
lower (7.8%) 



 Baratca Bighal 

Migration experience 16.5% individual; longer episodes 
(42.4% of trips ≥ 4 months) 

21.6% individual; shorter episodes 
(29.7% one-month; only 9.0% ≥ 4 
months) 

Migration networks Ethnically homogeneous Roma 
networks and brokers, UK-oriented 

Mixed local networks (Hungarian, 
Romanian contacts); shorter seasonal 
routes 

B · Remittances, housing, 
and educational outcomes 

  

Remittance receipt (last 
month) 

37.1% of all households; 59.2% of 
migrant households 

5.6% of all households; 9.3% of 
migrant households 

Allocation of money from 
abroad 

Mostly basic needs: food 90.4%, 
clothing 47.1%, household goods 
38.8%, housing 37.9%; schooling low 
(4.6%) 

Household goods 68.9%, food 53.9%, 
schooling 33.9%; house construction in 
open responses (10.0%)   

Housing / crowding → 
education 

Completion of 8 grades: 63.0% at ≤ 3 
persons/room vs 12.8% above; strong 
association 

86.5% vs 78.6%; weak association 

Educational profile (full 
sample) 

Lower: 42.0% no completed school, 
29.8% primary, 26.8% lower 
secondary, 0.5% high school, 0.9% 
vocational 

More favourable: 28.0% no completed 
school, 20.5% primary, 39.0% lower 
secondary, 8.3% high school, 3.9% 
vocational, 0.3% university 

Migration → 8-grade 
completion 

Identical (33.3%) with and without 
migration; not significant 

66.7% without vs 92.7% with 
migration; significant 

Remittances → 8-grade 
completion 

27.5% without vs 42.3% with; not 
significant 

81.0% without vs 100.0% with; not 
significant, very small N 

C · Regression findings, 
qualitative mechanisms, 
and explanatory model 

  

Regression findings Baratca residence associated with 
lower attainment; crowding matters in 
simpler models but weakens once 
maternal education enters   

Functions as the more favourable 
reference context; maternal education 
strongly positive; locality highly 
significant 

Maternal education Low maternal education a major 
channel of reproduced disadvantage 

Higher maternal education decisive; 
helps explain the stronger profile 

Qualitative — housing Investment visible and spatially 
mobile; houses on the main road read 
as boundary transgression, provoking 
majority resistance 

Improvement stays within / near the 
Roma neighbourhood; read as gradual 
household progress 

Qualitative — education Aspiration constrained by poverty, 
housing, fragile institutions, 
conflictual relations 

Participation supported by early 
intervention, brokerage, school access, 
a more tolerant climate 

Social integration / moral 
evaluation 

Competitive, conflictual; 
improvement read as invasion or 
undeserved advancement 

More cooperative but hierarchical; 
improvement more often recognised, 
yet deserving / undeserving distinctions 
persist 

Community / institutional 
environment 

Fewer signs of sustained inclusive 
brokerage; conflict and surveillance 
more visible historically 

Stronger history of educational 
intervention, local Roma expertise, 
active brokerage 



 Baratca Bighal 

Explanatory model Remittance-led material change, but 
conversion into education blocked by 
overcrowding, poverty, weak 
institutions, contested integration 

Weaker remittance flows, but better 
educational outcomes where migration 
resources meet brokerage, mixed 
networks, and stronger educational 
pathways 

Note. Own compilation based on the empirical evidence (Chapter 5). 

VI. CONCLUSIONS 

The findings of this thesis show that international migration and remittances generate important 

but uneven forms of social change among Roma households in the two rural Transylvanian 

localities studied. The central contribution of the research lies in moving beyond a simple 

opposition between migration as a force for development and migration as a source of 

disruption. Instead, the thesis demonstrates that the consequences of migration depend on 

households’ prior socioeconomic position, their access to migration networks, housing 

conditions, care arrangements, school infrastructure, local interethnic relations, and the ways 

in which Roma mobility is interpreted by majority actors and institutions. 

Remittances do not automatically become educational investment, nor does material 

improvement automatically produce social inclusion. In households experiencing severe 

deprivation, migration-generated resources are frequently absorbed by the immediate 

requirements of household reproduction: food, clothing, heating, debt repayment, housing 

repairs, additional rooms, furniture, sanitation, and other basic improvements. The qualitative 

evidence suggests that, only after a degree of domestic stability has been achieved, households 

can more easily direct resources towards children’s education. This sequence is neither 

universal nor mechanical, and the quantitative data cannot establish its causal or temporal 

order. Nevertheless, the combined evidence supports the conclusion that migration effects are 

conditional, sequential, relational, and locally mediated. 

The first research question examined what distinguishes migrant from non-migrant 

Roma households in their demographic, economic, housing, and educational profiles. The 

evidence does not support the assumption that migrant households are uniformly better off. 

Migration differentiates households through their access to networks, capacity to mobilise 

labour abroad, ability to receive remittances, and opportunities to convert migration-derived 

resources into housing improvements, consumption, education, or spatial mobility. The forms 

taken by this differentiation vary between the two communities. 

In Bighal, migration was facilitated by earlier forms of interethnic proximity, everyday 

labour relations, patron–client arrangements, trust, and ritual kinship. These relationships did 



not eliminate ethnic hierarchy, but they provided some Roma households with access to mixed 

migration networks, information, contacts, and brokerage. In Baratca, migration developed 

primarily through more enclosed Roma networks. Higher social distance between Roma and 

majority residents also meant that Roma material advancement and spatial mobility were more 

frequently interpreted as competitive or threatening. Migration therefore differentiated 

households in both communities, but it did so through different networks and within different 

local systems of opportunity and constraint. 

The second research question concerned the allocation of remittances and its 

relationship to household socioeconomic position. The interviews indicate a hierarchy of needs. 

Households experiencing severe scarcity first use available resources for food, clothing, 

medicine, heating, bills, debt repayment, and children’s immediate needs. Once these 

requirements are at least partly covered, money may be directed towards domestic functionality 

and housing: appliances, furniture, roof repairs, bathrooms, kitchens, additional rooms, fences, 

courtyards, or access to utilities. In contexts of long-term deprivation and overcrowding, these 

expenditures should not be reduced to consumption or status display. They represent forms of 

infrastructural repair through which households attempt to establish minimally adequate 

conditions of everyday life. 

The survey records substantial differences between the two localities and is consistent 

with this interpretation, although it cannot reconstruct the temporal sequence of household 

spending. In Baratca, remittances are directed predominantly towards food, clothing, 

household goods, housing expenses, and debt repayment, while spending on children’s 

schooling is rare. In Bighal, remittance receipt is much less frequent, but a larger proportion of 

the reported transfers is allocated to household goods, schooling, construction, and medical 

expenses. These differences suggest that remittance allocation reflects both the severity of 

household needs and the broader local conditions under which those needs can be addressed. 

The third research question asked when migration and remittances translate into 

educational investment rather than being absorbed by housing and immediate consumption. 

The qualitative evidence identifies several conditions. The household must achieve a degree of 

domestic stability; care arrangements must remain functional during migration; schools must 

be accessible through proximity, transport, preschool participation, or institutional mediation; 

and adults must be able to meet the recurrent material and administrative demands of schooling. 

When households remain overcrowded, insecure, or poorly serviced, educational expenses 

compete with more urgent domestic requirements. More adequate housing can make schooling 

easier to sustain, but it does not by itself produce educational advancement. Parental education, 



care arrangements, school accessibility, institutional support, and local opportunity structures 

remain decisive. 

The longitudinal case of a Bighal family followed over approximately two decades 

provides the clearest qualitative illustration of this process. During this period, the household 

improved and enlarged its initially overcrowded dwelling while the children’s educational 

trajectories also advanced. Two daughters completed university studies, while the third child 

completed high school. Migration income, housing improvement, preschool intervention, 

parental aspirations, and a comparatively supportive institutional environment operated 

alongside one another. The case illustrates the housing-threshold argument, but it does not 

demonstrate a simple causal progression from migration income to better housing and, 

subsequently, to educational success. 

The fourth research question examined how migration and remittances reshape housing 

and spatial segregation. In Bighal, remittance-financed improvements were generally made 

within or near the Roma neighbourhood. Although residential segregation persisted, housing 

improvement and infrastructure development were more readily incorporated into a local 

narrative of gradual household and community advancement. In Baratca, some Roma families 

used migration-derived resources to purchase or improve houses on the main road and in more 

central parts of the village. This produced a partial form of bottom-up residential desegregation, 

but also generated stronger resistance among majority residents. 

The comparison demonstrates that spatial movement is not equivalent to social 

inclusion. The physical crossing of residential boundaries becomes socially consequential 

through the meanings attributed to it. Where Roma housing improvement is regarded as 

legitimate, it can contribute to recognition and changing household status. Where it is 

interpreted as encroachment, competition, or undeserved advancement, residential mobility 

may intensify symbolic and moral boundary-making. Remittance-funded housing can therefore 

produce material improvement and partial desegregation without generating corresponding 

social acceptance. 

The fifth research question concerned the effects of migration and remittance receipt on 

children’s educational trajectories. These effects are mixed and conditional. Migration can 

support education when remittances stabilise the household, cover the hidden costs of 

schooling, reduce children’s need to work, and operate alongside reliable care arrangements 

and accessible schools. Migration can also create risks when parental absence disrupts care, 

older children assume domestic or income-generating responsibilities, seasonal mobility 



interrupts attendance, or boys and girls are directed towards early labour, migration, or 

partnership. 

Education appears in the interviews as both an aspiration and an uncertain investment. 

Parents and young people often value schooling, but its expected returns are weakened by 

poverty, discrimination, restricted labour-market opportunities, and the immediate availability 

of migration or informal work. The quantitative results reinforce the conditional nature of the 

relationship. Household migration experience is positively associated with completing at least 

eight grades in Bighal but not in Baratca. Remittance receipt does not show a statistically robust 

association with completion in either locality, while the relationship between education-related 

remittance expenditure and attainment varies according to the analytical cohort and model. 

Migration cannot therefore be treated as an autonomous educational mechanism. 

The sixth research question examined how majority residents and institutional 

representatives interpret changes in Roma housing, consumption, education, and spatial 

position. The qualitative material shows that Roma mobility is evaluated through ethnicised 

and moralised understandings of deservingness. Majority and institutional actors may 

recognise deprivation and assist particular Roma families, but this recognition is often 

conditional on work discipline, school attendance, proper parenting, cleanliness, household 

order, gratitude, and moderation. 

When Roma households improve their homes, purchase consumer goods, receive social 

assistance, or move into central spaces in ways perceived as excessive or threatening, the same 

changes may be interpreted as irresponsibility, display, waste, or undeserved advancement. 

This deservingness framework explains why material improvement does not necessarily 

become recognised social mobility. Migration and remittances can transform housing, 

consumption, and educational possibilities without dissolving the ethnic hierarchies through 

which such changes are locally judged. 

Assessment of the hypotheses 

H1 proposed that migrant and remittance-receiving Roma households differ systematically 

from non-migrant households in their housing conditions and spatial mobility, although the 

advantage produced by migration varies by migration pattern and local context. The hypothesis 

is partially confirmed. The qualitative evidence strongly documents differentiation through 

housing improvements, house extensions, consumer goods, and, in some cases, residential 

repositioning. The survey, however, does not establish that migration is consistently associated 

with better housing or movement out of segregated areas. Migration is not clearly associated 

with residential type in either locality, and its relationship with educational attainment also 



differs between Bighal and Baratca. H1 is therefore supported as an argument about household 

differentiation and local variation, but not as a general statistical claim concerning uniform 

migrant advantage or spatial desegregation. 

H2 proposed that remittance allocation reflects the household’s socioeconomic position, with 

poorer households prioritising basic consumption and everyday reproduction before housing 

and education. This hypothesis is supported most clearly by the qualitative evidence. The 

interviews consistently reveal a hierarchy in which food, clothing, heating, medicine, debt, and 

everyday needs precede major housing improvements and educational expenditure. The survey 

documents locality-specific remittance-spending patterns that are compatible with this 

mechanism, but it does not systematically reconstruct the order in which household needs were 

addressed. Because the survey is cross-sectional and the spending categories are limited, the 

sequential component of H2 cannot be demonstrated quantitatively. The hypothesis is therefore 

strongly supported qualitatively and indirectly supported by the quantitative findings. 

H3 proposed that households that have secured more adequate housing are more likely to direct 

resources towards their children’s education. The hypothesis is partially confirmed. Interviews 

and the Bighal longitudinal case support the housing-threshold interpretation, while the survey 

demonstrates a strong association between overcrowding and educational disadvantage in 

Baratca. However, housing conditions do not remain an independent predictor in all regression 

specifications once maternal education and local context are included. Housing adequacy 

should consequently be interpreted as part of a broader configuration of household stability 

rather than as an autonomous cause of educational investment. 

H4 proposed that the educational consequences of migration are conditional: migration can 

support education when remittances are allocated to schooling and care arrangements remain 

stable, but it can create educational risks when parental absence disrupts care, increases 

children’s responsibilities, or creates difficulties of school continuity and reintegration. This 

hypothesis is partially confirmed. The qualitative evidence strongly supports the existence of 

both enabling and disruptive mechanisms. The quantitative findings are more cautious: 

migration experience is positively associated with eight-grade completion in Bighal but not in 

Baratca, and neither remittance receipt nor education-related spending shows a uniform 

relationship with educational attainment across all analyses. H4 is therefore not confirmed as 

a general quantitative effect, but its central proposition—that migration outcomes depend on 

household resources, care arrangements, school accessibility, and local context—is supported. 

H5 proposed that majority actors evaluate migration-related changes through judgements of 

deservingness and that material advancement may fail to reduce, or may even intensify, social 



distance. This hypothesis is strongly supported by the qualitative material. Roma housing 

improvement, consumption, and spatial mobility are repeatedly interpreted through moralised 

expectations concerning discipline, work, cleanliness, parenting, respectability, and the 

legitimate use of resources. The survey was not designed to measure these interpretive frames 

directly. H5 is therefore strongly confirmed qualitatively but remains outside the direct scope 

of the household database. 

Taken together, these findings support a conditional and sequential interpretation of 

migration and remittance effects. The qualitative material identifies the mechanisms through 

which households attempt to stabilise everyday reproduction and housing before sustaining 

longer-term educational expenditure. The survey shows that educational outcomes are 

structured by locality, household economic security, housing conditions, and intergenerational 

educational capital rather than by migration alone. Migration-related resources operate within 

these conditions rather than independently of them. 

This interpretation is consistent with approaches that situate migration within broader 

processes of social transformation rather than treating it as an isolated driver of development 

(Castles, 2010; de Haas & Fransen, 2018). It also corresponds to research showing that, in 

poorer sending contexts, remittances are frequently used for consumption and household 

reproduction before becoming available for other investments (de Haas, 2005; Adams & 

Cuecuecha, 2010). At the same time, the findings nuance the literature on parental migration 

and educational disruption: migration may undermine care and school continuity, but it may 

also support education when combined with stable household arrangements, institutional 

brokerage, and accessible educational infrastructure. 

The direct empirical relevance of the findings is limited to Roma populations living in 

rural, ethnically mixed, socially stratified, and partly segregated Transylvanian localities in 

which migration, informal employment, housing deprivation, low educational attainment, and 

majority–minority relations intersect. The findings should not be generalised mechanically to 

all Roma communities in Romania or Europe. The processes may differ in urban communities, 

localities with other migration destinations, populations with stronger histories of formal 

employment, or contexts with different ethnic and institutional configurations. 

The external validity of the research is therefore primarily analytical rather than 

statistical. Concepts such as remittance sequencing, the housing threshold, conditional 

educational investment, institutional brokerage, and deservingness-based recognition may be 

relevant to other marginalised rural or peri-urban communities in which migration-generated 



resources are filtered through housing deprivation, unequal institutional access, and local ethnic 

hierarchies. 

VI.1. Limitations of the research 

The first limitation concerns the scope of the empirical material. The research focuses on two 

rural Transylvanian localities and does not claim national representativeness. The comparison 

is analytically valuable because it shows how similar processes produce different outcomes 

under different local conditions, but communities with other migration histories, religious 

configurations, relations with majority populations, school infrastructures, or institutional 

arrangements may display different patterns. 

The second limitation concerns the cross-sectional survey data, which were not originally 

designed specifically for all the research questions examined in the thesis, particularly those 

related to education. The quantitative models identify associations rather than causal effects. 

Migration experience, remittance receipt, housing conditions, household economic position, 

and parental education are interconnected. The analysis cannot determine whether higher 

educational attainment results from migration, from the prior household resources that made 

migration possible, from more favourable institutional access, or from intergenerational 

educational capital. Longitudinal household panels, repeated expenditure surveys, and detailed 

remittance histories would be required to test more precisely whether households move from 

consumption to housing and subsequently towards education. 

The third limitation concerns the measurement of educational outcomes. Completion of at least 

eight grades is a meaningful threshold in the context of structurally marginalised Roma 

communities and the Romanian education system. It nevertheless provides only a partial 

representation of educational trajectories. It does not measure educational quality, grade 

repetition, absenteeism, school experiences, discrimination, or transitions into and through 

upper-secondary education. The findings should therefore be interpreted as evidence 

concerning a basic educational threshold rather than as a complete account of educational 

mobility. 

The fourth limitation concerns the difficulty of separating migration from broader processes of 

local transformation. During the period covered by the research, the two communities also 

experienced infrastructure development, labour-market restructuring, school reforms, religious 

conversion, demographic change, and shifts in interethnic relations. Migration formed part of 

these processes rather than operating as an isolated variable. This is both a methodological 



limitation and an analytical conclusion: migration effects emerge through the changing local 

social fields in which mobility becomes possible, meaningful, and contested. 

VI.2. Policy recommendations 

The policy implications follow from the thesis’s central conclusion: material improvement 

does not by itself amount to social inclusion, and additional household resources do not 

automatically translate into educational advancement. If remittances are initially absorbed by 

subsistence, debt, housing, and care needs, interventions in education, housing, migration, and 

Roma inclusion cannot be designed as separate policy domains. They require coordination, 

appropriate sequencing, and adaptation to local conditions. Migration and remittances can 

contribute to household and community change, but they cannot substitute for public 

responsibility. 

First, policy design should be grounded in detailed knowledge of local communities. 

Community-level research should become a regular component of intervention planning in 

marginalised rural and peri-urban Roma localities. Such assessments should examine 

settlement history, internal differentiation among Roma households, language use, religious 

affiliation, occupations, migration patterns, relationships with majority populations, school 

access, infrastructure, and forms of institutional brokerage. This is necessary because 

apparently similar policies may produce different effects in communities with different 

histories, interethnic relations, and institutional capacities. 

Second, housing should be recognised as one of the material conditions of sustained 

educational participation. Households that lack adequate space, sanitation, heating, water, 

secure tenure, or transport access must direct scarce resources towards these needs before they 

can sustain educational expenditure. Measures intended to reduce overcrowding, improve 

sanitation and utilities, regularise property documentation, and develop roads and transport 

should therefore also be understood as educationally relevant interventions. Housing 

improvement does not produce educational attainment automatically, but inadequate housing 

can make regular participation considerably more difficult. 

Third, educational support should address the conditional consequences of migration. Schools, 

mediators, social workers, and community professionals should identify children living in 

transnational or temporarily reconfigured care arrangements and offer practical support. This 

may include maintaining communication with parents and carers, facilitating access to 

documents and transport, monitoring attendance, and assisting children who return after 



periods abroad. Such interventions should support families rather than subject migrant parents 

to punitive surveillance. 

Fourth, institutional brokerage should be strengthened at the local level. Education becomes 

more sustainable when households can rely on accessible schools, transport, preschool 

provision, administrative guidance, and active mediation. Roma school and health mediators, 

social assistants, teachers, local authorities, and trusted community intermediaries can translate 

formal rights into effective access. Their work requires stable funding, clear responsibilities, 

professional recognition, and coordination between schools, local administrations, social 

services, and families. Otherwise, institutional mediation remains dependent on individual 

goodwill and cannot compensate for structural exclusion. 

Fifth, anti-discrimination and interethnic conflict prevention should be central policy 

objectives. Roma housing improvement, consumption, and spatial mobility are often 

interpreted through moralised categories of deservingness. Material advancement may 

therefore fail to produce recognition and can intensify social distance when Roma families 

move into more central or visible spaces. Authorities should treat housing improvement, 

residential movement, access to services, and educational aspirations as legitimate exercises of 

citizenship rather than as exceptional or threatening claims. 

Sixth, national, regional, and local institutions should invest in improved data and monitoring 

systems. Longitudinal community studies, repeated household surveys, and school-trajectory 

monitoring could clarify when migration supports households, when it creates additional risks, 

and which forms of assistance are most effective. These data should not serve only 

administrative classification. They should inform locally adapted combinations of housing, 

education, social assistance, anti-discrimination, and community-development measures. 

Finally, return policy should move beyond an idealised model of the young, highly educated, 

entrepreneurial, or highly skilled returnee. The thesis supports the development of an integrated 

framework that treats return as a social process involving employment, housing, education, 

health, social protection, documentation, family care, and local reintegration. Such a 

framework should include seasonal and informal workers, families with children, elderly 

returnees, Roma returnees, and migrants returning after unsuccessful or interrupted migration. 

It should address administrative documentation, recognition of qualifications and skills, 

employment support, children’s educational reintegration, housing and infrastructure, 

transnational care arrangements, community mediation, and discrimination. 

Taken together, these recommendations point towards an integrated approach. Migration and 

remittances can contribute to social change, but their consequences depend on secure housing, 



functioning care arrangements, accessible schools, supportive institutions, local infrastructure, 

and majority–minority relations. Public policy should begin from the actual sequence and 

diversity of household needs rather than assuming that migration income will automatically 

become entrepreneurship, educational mobility, or social inclusion. Durable change requires 

an institutional environment in which Roma material and social advancement is recognised as 

legitimate rather than further stigmatised. 
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