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Since 2024, the Institute of Ethnology and Social
Anthropology of the Slovak Academy of Sciences has been
publishing the monothematic series Ethical Dilemmas

in Current Ethnology, which has opened a reflective
discussion on ethical approaches and unresolved questions
encountered by both early-career and experienced
researchers. The launch of the series aligns with one of the
Institute’s strategic priorities: to systematically address the
challenges associated with the ethical collection, storage,
and communication of data generated within individual
disciplines, particularly those based on qualitative research
methods. The series emerged in response to increasingly
frequent ethical dilemmas related to research content and
processes, especially in doctoral dissertations produced by
the Institute’s PhD students. By selecting innovative and
often sensitive research topics, doctoral researchers have
increasingly pushed the boundaries of knowledge into areas
requiring new methodological approaches and heightened
ethical sensitivity. In this context, they have sought guidance
from the Ethics Committee of the Institute of Ethnology
and Social Anthropology of the Slovak Academy of Sciences,
which addresses ethical issues arising throughout the entire
research process—from the selection of research topics to
the consequences of processing and publishing research
findings. Established in 2019, the Committee’s activities are
primarily guided by the Code of Ethics of the Ethnographic
Society of Slovakia, the Code of Ethics of the Slovak
Association of Social Anthropologists, the Code of Ethics

of the Slovak Academy of Sciences, and other fundamental
standards of ethical conduct applicable at Slovak Academy
of Sciences institutes.’

For more details, see https://uesa.sav.sk/en/organizational-structure/ethical-board/
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To date, the series comprises two volumes containing
four studies each that reflect on ethical dilemmas in social
science research. Their authors are primarily PhD students
of the Institute, although senior researchers have also
contributed, enriching the discussion with insights drawn
from many years of research experience and engagement in
the international academic environment. The publication
Ethical Dilemmas in Current Ethnology: Volume I edited by
Miroslava Kinczer and Tatiana Zachar Podolinsk4 (Kinczer
& Zachar Podolinskd, 2024) deliberately addresses
thematically diverse areas of research. Nevertheless, all
chapters share a common editorial intention: to highlight
the pitfalls and various dimensions of research ethics
encountered during preparations for fieldwork and data
collection. In this volume, informed consent emerged as a
common ethical challenge and a fundamental requirement
emphasised in ethnographic codes of ethics. The individual
contributions examine research in healthcare settings
within marginalised communities (Cichovd, 2024), research
conducted in residential homes for older adults (Kinczer,
2024), studies of online groups and communities refusing
vaccination (Slivkovd, 2024°), and negotiations of orthodoxy
in local narratives contrasting popular religiosity with

church doctrine in post-communist Belarus (Serdziuk, 2024).

In 2025, Ethical Dilemmas in Current Ethnology:
Volume II edited by Elena Marushiakova and Iveta
Stefanovi¢ova was published (Marushiakova &
Stefanovidova, 2025), further developing the discussion of
ethical approaches to field research through four additional
contributions. This time, E. Marushiakova joined the
PhD students, drawing on her extensive experience of

2 The results of Slivkova's dissertation were published in 2025 (Slivkova, 2025).
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international research on Roma communities. Volume

II builds upon the discussions initiated in Volume I by
presenting articles and methodological approaches from
various areas of the social sciences, extending beyond

the boundaries of narrowly defined ethnological and
anthropological research. The authors offer readers
innovative and contextually grounded solutions that
elaborate upon and, in some cases, go beyond recommended
ethical standards. Thematically, the contributions focus

on the biographies of contemporary practising astrologers
based on a Russian-speaking sample of respondents
(Farafonov, 2025), the ethical implications of incorporating
visual participatory methods into gender identity research
(Ondrejka, 2025), and the values and political orientations of
Slovak non-believers in online environments (Stefanovitova,
2025). E. Marushiakova contributes a personal reflection

on her ethnographic and historical research in Romani
studies conducted during two distinct historical periods
—the communist era and the present day—and across

two culturally and historically different academic

contexts: Eastern Europe (former Czechoslovakia and
Bulgaria) and Western Europe (Germany and the United
Kingdom). She also draws attention to the institutional and
political dimensions of power, particularly the question

of who possesses the legitimacy to speak about different
communities.

Both volumes were edited by a tandem consisting of a
senior and a junior editor, reflecting an intergenerational
model of collaboration in which doctoral students are
actively trained in editorial processes.

The opening of ethical questions in research revealed
several broader themes within the ethics of scientific
inquiry, which subsequently formed the basis for a separate

ETHICAL DILEMMAS IN
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authorial monograph. In 2024, Tatiana Zachar Podolinskad
published Ethical Challenges in Ethnology and Anthropology:
The Case of Slovakia (Late 20" and 21" Centuries) (Zachar
Podolinskd, 2024). The monograph aims to introduce
Slovak readers to the highly important and complex
discussion surrounding ethical research design in the
social sciences, including a concise historical overview of
reflections on ethics and research integrity in ethnology
and social anthropology during the twentieth and twenty-
first centuries, with particular attention to Slovakia. The
author explores the development of ethical approaches
and standards in Anglophone and Central European
ethnology and social anthropology—from the emergence
of the first ethical principles and general codes of ethics to
contemporary reflections on the need for the continuous
negotiation of ethically sensitive solutions throughout
the entire lifecycle of research involving data, research
participants, communities, institutions, and researchers
themselves. Particular attention is devoted to sensitive
and widely discussed cases in Romani studies in Slovakia
during the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. All these
publications are available in open-access format and contain
contributions in both English and Slovak.

Volume III likewise presents studies authored by
PhD students that have emerged from reflections on their
dissertation research. Three contributions address research
involving stigmatised social groups and raise human rights
issues, specifically in relation to the Roma minority (Ivanco,
2026; Mitrovd, 2026) and individuals experiencing housing
insecurity in commercial lodging facilities (Kovacsov4,
2026). The studies of Ivanco and Kovdcsova explore
ethical dilemmas arising from researchers’ multiple roles
in the field, namely the transformation of an activist into

10 INTRODUCTION

a researcher while studying Roma communities and the
dual role of researcher and practitioner in the field of social
housing. Paulina Blahovd's study focuses on living heritage
in the context of the nomination process for inscription on
UNESCO’s Representative List of the Intangible Cultural
Heritage of Humanity. More specifically, it examines the
extension of the existing transnational inscription of the
element of Transhumance—the seasonal movement of
livestock—to which the Slovak Republic has recently
become a party. The author critically reflects upon the
objectives and instrumentalisation associated with the
UNESCO Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible
Cultural Heritage (Blahova, 2026).

The authors approach the ethical dilemmas from
different positions and at different stages of their research.
Some contributions are more personal and reflexive, while
others rely more extensively on scholarly literature; similarly,
the extent to which the authors draw on examples from their
own fieldwork varies. This diversity also reflects the realities
of doctoral research. At the beginning of their studies,
researchers may not yet have accumulated sufficient field
experience and therefore necessarily engage more closely
with theoretical and methodological debates. At the same
time, all the studies concern highly sensitive fields, although
sensitivity takes different forms in each case. Several
contributions—particularly those by Laura Kovacsova
and Stefan Ivanco, but also by Paulina Blahovd—can be
situated within the framework of engaged anthropology,
as they seek not only to analyse existing conditions but
also to contribute to changes in approaches, practices, and
policies at different levels. Such efforts inevitably involve
a wide range of actors and raise questions concerning
their respective interests, responsibilities, and authority.

ETHICAL DILEMMAS IN
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Across the volume, the authors also explore different forms
and degrees of empowerment, as well as diverse ways of
involving researched individuals and communities in the
research process—from consultation and the articulation of
their perspectives to more active participation in knowledge
production and in decisions concerning the use and
representation of research findings.

In addition to the four PhD students, Tatiana Zachar
Podolinska has contributed a study focusing on the ethics of
the final stage of the research process—the dissemination
of knowledge through scholarly publication. She examines
ethical issues related to the reporting of institutional
affiliations in scientific outputs. The article is inspired
by experiences from publishing practice that reveal
ethically questionable tendencies among some authors and
institutions to artificially inflate their publication records
by reporting the same works multiple times under different
institutional affiliations and without prior agreement from
institutional leadership. The distinction between ethical
and unethical conduct in this area has become increasingly
refined at both national and international levels in response
to the commodification of scholarly publishing and its
influence on the strategies of scientific institutions. The
chapter is intended to stimulate discussion among the wider
scholarly community (Zachar Podolinska, 2026).

The publication outputs discussed above, including
the present volume, demonstrate that ethics in social
science research—and particularly in disciplines that work
with individuals, communities, and institutions through
qualitative methods—continues to generate new questions
and challenges. These challenges arise from changing
researcher positionalities, transformations in technological
environments, and broader global political developments.

12 INTRODUCTION

They call for continuous reflection, sensitive negotiation of
ethical frameworks, the search for context-specific solutions,
and methodological innovation aimed at conducting
meaningful and practically applicable research that respects
the dignity, rights, and well-being of research participants.
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1. Introduction

Before turning to the ethical dilemmas that I encounter
as an early-career researcher in my dissertation project,
I must first consider the subject of my research and the
conditions under which it operates. Understanding this
framework is essential for identifying where tensions
and ethical dilemmas emerge in practice. The research
I introduce in this chapter concerns UNESCO, an
organisation globally recognised as a pioneering actor
in fostering ethical and democratic principles and as a
primary example of the protection of human rights and the
establishment of standards for working with human and
non-human actors, including technologies. Each UNESCO
sector operates with established standards and conventions
specific to its field. Within the field of culture, UNESCO
has developed a series of conventions, including those
concerning the protection of cultural property (the 1954
Hague Convention), the prevention of illicit trafficking (the
1970 Convention), the safeguarding of cultural and natural
heritage (1972), underwater heritage (2001), and the diversity
of cultural expressions (2005). The 2003 Convention for
the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage was
a direct response to the demands raised by experts and
communities that, rather than material heritage, possess an
abundance of living traditions, practices, and expressions
in need of safeguarding for future generations. Instruments
for promoting and documenting cultural expressions had
been developed over time (the 1989 Recommendation on
the Safeguarding of Traditional Culture and Folklore, the
1997 Proclamation of Masterpieces of the Oral and Intangible
Heritage of Humanity, the 1994 Living Human Treasures
programme, and the 2001 UNESCO Universal Declaration

ETHICAL DILEMMAS IN
CURRENT ETHNOLOGY VOL. III




on Cultural Diversity). However, it was only with the

2003 Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible
Cultural Heritage that a set of international, comprehensive
definitions and norms was introduced (Arantes, 2019).
These norms further define heritage by establishing ethical
principles that guide the identification, representation, and
safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage in practice. In
doing so, the Convention recognises only those expressions
consistent with human rights and therefore presents
safeguarding as an inclusive act that contributes to national
and global peace (UNESCO, 2024a).

Even with highly regarded ethical principles, challenges
may arise in practice when working with living heritage.
UNESCO’s ethical intentions often clash with bureaucratic
barriers or fixed interpretations of otherwise dynamic
practices (Petrillo, 2025; Schreiber, 2025; Bakka, 2015).

When dealing with knowledge and its transmission,
specific questions arise regarding essentialisation,
representation, and power hierarchies among the various
actors involved in heritage processes. Therefore, in my research
design and methodology, it is important for me to reflect on
the operational documents and ethical principles incorporated
into UNESCO’s frameworks for safeguarding ICH.

UNESCO (2015) has established the Etzical Principles for
Safeguarding Intangible Cultural Heritage, which represent
a set of good practices for governments and organisations;
however, these are only recommendations, and countries
are not held accountable for them under either international
or national law. The principles emphasise respect for
communities in defining and safeguarding their own living
heritage, as well as recognition of the dynamic and living
character of each element. They further warn against
any external judgement or assessment of value, as only

18 PAULINA BLAHOVA

communities should determine what they deem important to
their identity (UNESCO, 2015). Such ethical considerations
become especially evident in cases where multiple actors
participate in heritage processes, each bringing their own
motivations and expectations regarding the outcome.

Within the framework of the 2003 Convention for the
Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage, ethical
principles are operationalised through a set of institutional
mechanisms that identify, recognise, promote, and safeguard
ICH at both international and national levels (Petrillo, 2025).
The Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage
of Humanity is the most extensive and visible of these
instruments, serving as the primary register of inscribed
elements (Volanskd, 2019; Volanskd, 2025).

The inscription of an element on the UNESCO
Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of
Humanity is a complex process that requires several steps
over a number of years, including prior inscription in the
State Party’s own inventory of ICH and the preparation
of a complete nomination file with the written consents
of the community. The nomination is then submitted to
the UNESCO Secretariat of the 2003 Convention, where it
undergoes a technical check and is subsequently evaluated
by the Evaluation Body against the Convention’s criteria
before a final decision on inscription is taken by the
Intergovernmental Committee for the Safeguarding of the
Intangible Cultural Heritage (UNESCO, 2024; Volanska,
2019; Volanska, 2025).

My research specifically concerns the inscription of
Transhumance, the seasonal movement of livestock, on the
Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage
of Humanity. 77anshumance spans multiple regions, from
the Carpathian Arc through the Southeastern Balkans to

ETHICAL DILEMMAS IN
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the Iberian Peninsula. It involves not only the pastoralists
themselves but also the cultural community that has evolved
around the element, including craftspeople, musicians,
ethnographers, and enthusiasts. It also concerns farmers,
agricultural professionals, and environmentalists. Moreover,
it involves non-human actors and is deeply connected to

the natural environment, raising further questions about
multispecies ethics within heritage governance.

I have intentionally chosen the pastoral community in
Slovakia because the ongoing nomination process offers a
rare opportunity to observe heritage-making in real time.
Since 2024, I have been able to participate in meetings
of relevant stakeholders—from local cultural events and
nomination working group meetings to international
assemblies involving all countries participating in the
nomination—and to gain access to both online and offline
communication related to the inscription process.

Although the research is grounded in the case of
Transhumance, its focus is not on the heritage element itself
but on the framework under which it is recognised as part of
intangible cultural heritage. Transhumance serves as a lens
through which to examine how diverse actors participate
in inscription processes and how their knowledge, values,
interests, and concerns are recognised, negotiated, or
marginalised within transnational governance structures.
While I focus on the case of Slovakia, the questions I
encounter are equally relevant to other communities
engaged in heritage governance processes.

The tension between institutional narratives and
community understandings is further explained by
Laurajane Smith’s (2026) concept of the authorised Heritage
Discourse (AHD), which highlights how heritage is shaped
by dominant, Western institutional narratives that privilege

20 PAULINA BLAHOVA

expert knowledge, formalised categories, and state-led
processes (2006). Although the 2003 Convention for the
Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage appears
to shift authority to communities, it continues to operate
through frameworks that require specialised knowledge
of heritage governance as well as standardised forms and
language. In the context of my research, this raises questions
about whose knowledge is recognised as legitimate and
how pastoral practices are translated into UNESCO ICH
frameworks. From the perspective of Smith's concept
of AHD, the inscription process may reinforce existing
hierarchies when local, practice-based knowledge is required
to conform to bureaucratic expectations.

Besides the unequal power hierarchies and the
recognition of knowledge, the question of community
is equally critical in heritage governance. The 2003
Convention emphasises community participation but fails
to clearly define it. Christopher Brumann (2013) argues that
communities within UNESCO frameworks are often treated
as internally coherent and unified groups, even though they
are composed of actors with diverse interests, motivations,
and varying levels of influence. The diversity of the
community, which is informal and geographically dispersed,
is also evident in the case of Transhumance. This group not
only includes pastoralists themselves but also the experts
who prepared and coordinated the nomination. Drawing
on their long-term ethnographic fieldwork, experience in
project coordination, and established relationships with
practising communities, these actors often regard themselves
as legitimate representatives capable of identifying
and articulating what they consider to be the defining
characteristics of the heritage elements. While recognising
their expertise in researching inclusive participation in the

ETHICAL DILEMMAS IN
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nomination process, it is highly important that my ethical
design critically examines how authority is distributed and
how certain voices are prioritised, mediated, or excluded
within processes of representation.

2. UNESCO ICH Ethical Principles

Building on these questions of representation and
community, the 2003 Convention and its Operational
Directives consider the active participation of communities
in safeguarding their own cultural heritage to be essential.
Free, prior, and informed consent lies at the heart of the
Convention (UNESCO, 2022). According to the 2003
Convention, no element can be inscribed without the
approval of the practising community or the individual
concerned. To be inscribed on the Representative List, an
element must be recognised by communities as part of
their cultural heritage, be transmitted across generations,
be constantly recreated, and provide them with a sense
ofidentity and continuity (UNESCO, 20244a). In this
sense, the 2003 Convention presents itself as a democratic
framework that places responsibility for identifying heritage
elements in the hands of communities themselves.

Communities are equally central to the Ezhical
Principles for Safeguarding Intangible Cultural Heritage
adopted by UNESCO in 2015. The document presents
a set of aspirational instruments that serve as guidelines
for institutional bodies and governments working with living
heritage. These principles are closely aligned with the United
Nations Sustainable Development Goals, which promote
equality, justice, peace and partnerships, as well as climate
action and responsible production, among other objectives.
These are not legally binding obligations but rather soft-law
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principles intended to serve as a basis for the development of
specific regional and sectoral ethical codes.

At the centre of the Ethical Principles is the recognition
that communities, groups, and, where applicable, individuals
have the primary role in safeguarding their own intangible
cultural heritage (1). The document further recognises
the right of these groups to continue the practices,
representations, expressions, knowledge, and skills necessary
to ensure the viability of the element (2). It also emphasises
mutual respect, as well as the mutual appreciation of
intangible cultural heritage among States and communities
themselves (3).

All interactions should be guided through transparent
collaboration, dialogue, negotiation, and consultation, and
should be based on the community’s free, prior, sustained,
and informed consent (4). The principles also recognise that
safeguarding is inseparable from access to the instruments,
objects, artefacts, cultural and natural spaces, and places of
memory necessary for the expression of heritage, including
in situations of armed conflict. Practising communities
should be granted such access even where this may limit
broader public access (5).

In addition, communities, groups, or individuals should
determine the value of their own heritage, and that value
should not be subject to external judgements of worth (6).
Another important principle concerns the moral and
material interests of communities, namely that bearers
should benefit from the protection of their heritage, as well
as from its use, research, documentation, promotion, or
adaptation (7).

The dynamic and living nature of heritage must
be continuously respected, and ideas of authenticity or
exclusivity should not become obstacles to safeguarding (8).
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The short- and long-term impacts of any action that may
affect the viability of heritage or the communities that
practise it should be carefully assessed (9). Communities
themselves should play a significant role in identifying
threats such as decontextualisation, commodification,
and misrepresentation, and in deciding how to prevent or
mitigate them (10).

The principles also insist on respecting cultural diversity
and, with sensitivity to communities’ values and cultural
norms, call for specific attention to gender equality, youth
involvement, and respect for ethnic identities in the design
and implementation of safeguarding measures (11). Finally,
while safeguarding intangible cultural heritage is considered
to be of general interest to humanity and should be supported
through international cooperation, communities should never
be alienated from their own intangible cultural heritage (12).

While the principles provide a coherent ethical
framework, their implementation depends largely on national
institutions and nomination practices. This is met with
criticism from experts on ICH as well as regional actors
working with communities. Pier Luigi Petrillo, UNESCO
Chair Professor of Intangible Cultural Heritage and
Comparative Law, argues for stronger legal enforcement to
bridge the gap between aspirational ethical principles and
practice (2025). He emphasises that “given its elusive nature,
protection (of ICH) passes through the protection of cultural
rights and identity rights” (Petrillo, 2025, p. 64). Hannah
Schreiber, a UNESCO expert in Poland, draws on a case in
which bureaucracy undermines the community’s authority
despite ethical guidelines. She notes the weak integration
of principles such as transparency and limited community
involvement in inventory processes, resulting in top-down
control. According to Schreiber, this is due to the rather
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normative nature of ethical principles, which do not always
translate into a localised context (2025). As Kuminkova et al.
(2025) further argue, consensus in living heritage governance
is invoked across multiple levels, yet real outcomes vary and
often fail to address all interests without robust, informed
community consent. Due to the diverse number of actors,
consensus at the state and local levels is more akin to
majority rule, whereas at the evaluation level, it is more often
an absence of objection (2025).

Community participation is further assessed through
the Evaluation Body of the Convention’s evaluation of
nomination files. In this context, the Evaluation Body often
refers to Convention criterion R.4, according to which
the nominated element has to “follow the widest possible
participation of the community, group or, if applicable,
individuals concerned, and with their free, prior and
informed consent” (UNESCO, 2024b). Yet the Evaluation
Body consistently warns that, although consent is formally
documented, nominations often lack detail on how
communities were involved in the nomination file or the
decision-making process (UNESCO, 2018; UNESCO, 2019;
UNESCO, 2021b; UNESCO, 2022).

In response to the implementation gaps of the 2003
Convention, UNESCO also introduced monitoring
mechanisms such as the Overall Results Framework. While
the Ethical Principles set overarching standards, the Overal/
Results Framework is used to measure and analyse the
impact of ICH policies on governments and communities
and includes clear objectives, timeframes, indicators, and
benchmarks (Schniittgen, 2025). This is translated into
periodic national-level reports regularly prepared by each
participating State, reflecting on community participation,
increased awareness, and capacity building.
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What I find particularly relevant in the case of
Transhumance and what needs to be reflected in my
ethical design is the 2003 Convention’s attention to
participation. While participation in the nomination for
the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage
of Slovakia involves broad community inclusion, it is
technically impossible to engage the community equally
in the multinational nomination. I therefore do not
assume that inclusive participation has taken place; rather,
I examine how participation is produced, negotiated, and
experienced in practice, as well as the conditions under
which it becomes limited. During my fieldwork, I pay
particular attention to who is invited to participate in
discussions, who remains absent, who is positioned to speak
on behalf of others, and how decisions are communicated
back to the broader community.

3. Epistemic Justice and Knowledge Hierarchies

While the above-introduced UNESCO frameworks
emphasise participation, participation itself does not guarantee
epistemic equality, and the question of whose knowledge is
recognised within heritage governance persists. Even when
the practising community is present during meetings, this
does not necessarily mean their perspective shapes decisions
or is incorporated into official heritage narratives. While
communities may be formally consulted, their knowledge
could still be ignored, translated, or simplified. To allow
communities, groups, and individuals to safeguard their own
living heritage, ethical participation is required, and therefore,
attention must be paid to how various actors articulate what
they deem important and culturally significant, as well as how
their voices are incorporated into the nomination process.
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In my research, attention to epistemic justice is an
important part of ethical design. To examine how knowledge
is recognised, interpreted, and represented within the
Transhumance inscription process, I use the theoretical lens
of epistemic injustice, a concept first coined by Miranda
Fricker (2007).

Fricker’s work identifies and analyses a previously
under-recognised form of injustice that occurs specifically
in our capacity as knowers. She argues that social power
and identity shape epistemic practices, and that the ethical
and political dimensions of knowledge, understanding, and
communication are central to determining whose voices are
heard and recognised. This negotiation process is constantly
present within heritage governance. Fricker points out how
knowledge production is influenced by power relations that
shape what counts as legitimate knowledge. She identifies
two forms of epistemic injustice that systematically
disadvantage individuals or groups as knowers—testimonial
and hermeneutical.

Testimonial injustice occurs when prejudice causes a
listener to assign less credibility to a speaker’s words and
is often associated with racial, gender, or social prejudice
(Fricker, 2007, p. 7). Here, she uses an example of prejudice
against African Americans within the law enforcement
system. The lack of credibility given to an individual is not
random but structural, due to stereotypes that shape their
perceived capacity to convey knowledge. According to
Fricker, the solution lies in actively monitoring our inherent
prejudices (p. 95).

Hermeneutical injustice occurs when gaps in collective
interpretive resources disadvantage individuals or groups
in making sense of and communicating their experiences
(Fricker, 2007, p. 1). It occurs when dominant social groups
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have greater influence over the concepts and interpretive
frameworks used to make sense of social reality. She points
out the case of sexual harassment where women historically
lacked the resources to systematically call out workplace
abuse. A primary hermeneutical injustice occurs when

a subject cannot interpret their own experience, and a
secondary one when one struggles to communicate it to
others. Fricker illustrates the latter case through postpartum
depression, when affected women could examine their
distressed state yet could not find a concept to communicate it
until its later medical recognition. In both cases, marginalised
groups could not contribute to collective resources due to
exclusion. To overcome hermeneutical injustice, the dominant
majority should facilitate access through dialogue.

Fricker further adds that in knowledge creation
shaped by power, legitimacy is gained only through social
negotiation (2007, p. 132). Credibility gaps and missing
interpretive tools deepen inequalities and silence minorities.
Epistemic justice is achieved only through “giving due credit
to others’ rationality and intellect” (Fricker, 2007, p. 94).
This calls for institutional redesign and deliberation on our
own unconscious biases.

Fricker’s concept of epistemic injustice can also be very
useful for analysing the governance of living heritage, where
the participation of communities in the inscription process
does not automatically guarantee equal recognition of their
knowledge. While, within the UNESCO Ethical Principles
Jfor Safeguarding ICH, communities may be formally
acknowledged as central actors, their voices could still be
marginalised in documentation, interpretation, or decision-
making processes. Therefore, the ethical challenge is not
that communities are not included, but rather whether they
are treated as credible knowers of their own heritage. In the
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particular case of Transhumance, I use epistemic injustice to
examine how knowledge is negotiated within the UNESCO
inscription process and how various stakeholders position
themselves as legitimate knowledge holders.

Epistemic injustice was evident from the first days in
my fieldwork, since I began my research midway through
the nomination process. The initiative to join a multinational
nomination of Transhumance came from active members
of the pastoral community and relied on their practical
experience and long-term knowledge of shepherding;
however, from the early stages, the process also depended
on the involvement of recognised authorities, including an
ethnologist and a regional development representative. While
their participation in the process has been seen as valuable by
the community, it also illustrates that community knowledge
often gains institutional legitimacy through mediation
by experts already familiar with bureaucratic procedures.
While pastoralists may have been recognised as bearers of
tradition, they may not always serve as authorities capable of
navigating heritage governance on their own.

Testimonial tension also appears in the way the initial
drafting group for nominations to the Representative List of
ICH of Slovakia was constructed. Due to time constraints,
only those who initiated the nomination, along with several
strong advocates of traditional shepherding, participated
in the early deliberations. Certain actors were therefore
positioned as legitimate speakers for a diverse shepherding
community. Later, experts in sheep husbandry, who were
initially not involved in the drafting process, criticised the
nomination for not reflecting broader knowledge concerning
biodiversity or animal welfare, suggesting that the
experience of the drafting group could not fully represent
the expertise relevant to the element.
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Hermeneutical injustice occurs when lived pastoral
knowledge is translated into institutional categories. A
major issue in the Slovak case concerned terminology:
whether the nomination should refer to a broader sizepherd
culture in Slovakia (ovCiarska kultura na Slovensku) or to a
narrower and more specific practice. During the assessment
of proposals for the Representative List of the Intangible
Cultural Heritage in Slovakia, the Board of Experts
considered the original title too broad and proposed the
more precise term T7aditional Sheep Farming (¢radicné
ovciarstvo), which was additionally accepted by the drafting
group. Titles of nominations are also limited by the 2003
Convention to 200 characters (UNESCO, n.d., Form ICH-
02, sec. B.1). Even at the level of terminology, community
understandings of pastoral life are negotiated and
reformulated through expert knowledge to comply with the
requirements of the nomination process.

Hermeneutical injustice, as described by Miranda
Fricker, was also evident during my first months in the field,
when I attended the filming of video documentation for the
multinational nomination. Shepherds were invited to explain
their motivations for continuing the practice together
with the threats that might endanger it. While discussing
wild animals, such as bears and wolves, threatening their
flocks, one community member said that he was unable to
carry a gun to protect himself and his sheep. This part was
intentionally cut from the final video, even though it did
not explicitly mention animal welfare. I discuss this topic
in greater depth on this topic in the following section. The
exclusion of this statement, however, demonstrates that
certain elements of practice are difficult to articulate within

the acceptable language of international heritage governance.

It is therefore possible that some aspects of everyday life
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that could be seen as problematic by the international
community remain absent from the safeguarding narrative.

The state nomination documentation was directly
transferred to the multinational file, and only a small
working group remained to draft the final version, which
was then submitted to the Secretariat of the 2003
Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural
Heritage by the Slovak Republic. This created limited
opportunities for broader community involvement. The
partial exclusion of the community could be reflected
in the terminology of transhumance, a concept widely
used within international heritage discourse but rarely
used in everyday practice in Slovakia. Instead, the term
ovciarstvo (shepherding) is commonly used to describe
the practice, encompassing both the management of the
sheep flocks and the broader material culture, knowledge,
and social life associated with pastoral communities
(Podolak, 1982). Practitioners themselves tend to refer to
seasonal movements through expressions tied to routes and
destinations, reflecting diverse local understandings across
the Carpathian region (UNESCO, n.d.). The nomination
form limits the maximum number of characters in the
title to 200, and each section of the nomination file has its
own character limit. While the subcategories allow for the
inclusion of other terminology used, the formal limitations
of the nomination form may only partially reflect the
complexity and vocabulary through which practitioners
understand and describe their own practice.

In my research, epistemic injustice serves as both
a methodological tool and a concept, and it also plays
an important role in my ethical design. If inequalities
are reproduced in heritage governance through unequal
recognition of knowledge, research itself risks repeating
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similar forms of exclusion. Because of this, I do not treat the
community as informants who provide me with data about
their practice, but as knowledge holders whose interpretations
are essential to my understanding of the heritage process
itself. Their perspectives on labour, animals, landscape, and
authority should be approached equally as expertise.

This shapes the way I conduct fieldwork. I aim to analyse
the plurality of voices within the pastoral community rather
than relying only on the most visible representatives, cultural
brokers, or institutional intermediaries.

I pay particular attention to who speaks confidently
in formal settings, who remains silent, whose knowledge
circulates informally, and whose perspectives may be absent
from meetings and nomination documents. Instead of
adhering to the terminology of the 2003 Convention, such
as safeguarding, viability, or representativeness, the research
pays particular attention to the words and distinctions used
by the community.

Laurent Thévenot’s concept of orders of worth (Boltanski
& Thévenot, 2006) further strengthens this ethical approach
by showing how actors justify practices according to different
systems of value. In the case of Transhumance, one actor may
emphasise the cultural value of the element, another the value
of biodiversity, while another may strive for economic survival
or international awareness. The research therefore avoids
privileging one regime of value in advance and examines how
these competing interpretations are negotiated in practice.

4. More-Than-Human Ethics in Living Heritage
In the previous section, I have shown that ethical

questions related to living heritage are often contextual,
balancing the legal and social expectations of various actors.
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However, within certain living practices, the question of
ethics extends beyond the human itself, as they depend
largely on landscapes, animals, and ecological cycles.
Transhumance includes not only pastoral animals (sheep,
cattle, horses) but also the animals that protect them (dogs)
and those who potentially endanger them (bears, wolves).
Any change to the landscape, whether due to human or
environmental action, directly affects the routes and spaces
around which the practice evolves.

The Operational Directives of the 2003 Convention
recognise the connection of intangible cultural heritage with
environmental sustainability, yet the framework remains
largely anthropocentric. The Directives mention conserving
and protecting “those natural spaces whose existence is
necessary for expressing the intangible cultural heritage”
(UNESCO, 2024b, para. 189(c)(ii)). Additionally, paragraph
190 acknowledges environmental impacts arising from the
possible intensification of heritage practices, creating a tension
between safeguarding and sustainability. The Directives also
identify pastoral knowledge and practices as relevant to food
security, resilience, and agro-biodiversity (UNESCO, 2024b,
para. 190). However, no further attention is given to the
welfare of animals whose labour sustains these practices.

More-than-human agency is also missing from
the Evaluation Body reports, which focus primarily
on transmission, awareness-raising, and capacity-
building among communities. If animals do appear in
the reports, they are primarily mentioned in connection
with environmental sustainability or as essential to the
practice, but they are not further considered from an ethical
perspective (UNESCO, 2015-2024).

Even in cases such as Truffle hunting and extraction
in Italy, a traditional knowledge and practice in which dogs
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are central, the Evaluation Body does not extend ethical
considerations to non-human actors (UNESCO, 2021b).

In its decision, however, the Intergovernmental Committee
encourages the State Party to place further focus on animal
welfare when implementing the safeguarding measures
(UNESCO, 2021a).

During a meeting of European focal points for the 2003
Convention for the Safeguarding of ICH in September 2025,
Helena Drobna from UNESCO’s Living Heritage Entity
noted that animals had been discussed internationally
for many years, yet she mentioned the difficulty of taking
a position between ethical arguments and the needs
of communities (ENFP-ICH, 2025). While human and
intellectual rights are addressed directly, animal welfare has
not been explicitly considered.

Yet there would be no transhumance to safeguard
without animal agency. Animals are active participants in the
practice itself. Seasonal mobility is organised around herds’
needs and capacities to move, stop, and choose their routes.
Weather and water availability further shape the conditions
of the practice. Diseases and injuries, as well as the presence
of predators, can alter routes or reduce herd sizes. Decisions
made by pastoralists are therefore not autonomous from the
herd—their presence structures the practice in both material
and practical ways. Because transhumance is continually
adjusted to more-than-human needs, from an ethical
perspective, it is important to see animals as co-creators of
the practice. From a post-humanist perspective, humans are
not seen as the only centre of value, agency, or knowledge,
but heritage can be understood as an interaction between
both human and non-human actors (Haraway, 2003).

Furthermore, meadows are where pastoral knowledge,
ecological processes, and sensory rhythms intersect (Pandkov4,
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2025). They are considered places that are cared for through
memory and skill, where intimate knowledge of these
environments emerges from situated bodily experiences, such
as smell, touch, or sound (Pandkovd, 2025). There are ways to
document the bonds and non-verbal communication between
the human and non-human worlds. Multispecies ethnography
recognises animals and the environment as knowledge-
bearing subjects, challenging anthropocentric hierarchies and
inviting the documentation of these relationships through
what David MacDougall (1998) describes as affectionate
knowledge. Such knowledge refers to emotional and intuitive
insights that develop through empathetic engagement

with subjects. Even outside the context of the 2003 ICH
Convention, scholars recognise animals and nature as active
co-creators, dissolving boundaries between the natural and
the cultural (Harrison, 2015). Integrating non-human agency
into actor-centred heritage governance further expands
epistemic perspectives and enables the inclusion of more
intuitive, relational knowledge in heritage policies.

Besides the sheep or cattle themselves, a particularly
clear example is shepherds’ cooperation with dogs. Herding
and guardian dogs are trained to organise and protect the
pastoral movements. They guide flocks, detect danger, and
respond to non-verbal commands. In many situations, dogs
mediate between human control and animal behaviour,
translating signals across species through learned routines
and embodied interactions (Haraway, 2003). Even though
pastoral practice would be difficult to sustain without them,
their labour remains largely unacknowledged.

During my pre-fieldwork, the relationship between
pastoralists and their dogs raised particular ethical
dilemmas. I encountered situations in which dogs were kept
chained for extended periods or appeared to be insufficiently
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fed. I was aware of the essential role of these animals within
the practice and the conditions under which these forms

of care were developed. One such case became widely
discussed in Slovakia following the theft of six guardian
dogs from a sheep farm in Lubietova in 2026. Public debate
revealed contrasting views on the dogs’ roles, welfare, and
treatment. For shepherds, the dogs were highly trained
working partners whose absence directly threatened the
flock’s protection and the viability of pastoral practice.

On the other hand, external observers and people whom
shepherds blamed for the theft might have perceived animal
abuse and mistreatment. In this situation, I am required

to be reflexive, acknowledging the situated realities of the
communities and their socio-economic context, while
remaining attentive to what these practices mean for the
inclusion of animal welfare within heritage discourse.

5. Positionality and Reflexivity
in the Field of Living Heritage

Given that the research is taking place during an
ongoing heritage nomination process, rather than after its
completion, it is particularly important for my research
design to reflect my positionality. My presence in the field
is not neutral, as I entered a phase of negotiations and
relationships already unfolding among various stakeholders.
It is also possible, as I discussed in my concept of epistemic
injustice, that various actors may understand the purpose of
my research differently. While members of the drafting group
and experts in the field of heritage governance are aware of
my scope of focus, it was evident during my pre-fieldwork
that the community itself did not clearly distinguish between
a journalist, a photographer, and an academic.
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Reflexivity is therefore necessary not only in relation
to my background but also in relation to how my presence
may influence the field itself and how it might be interpreted
by others. My research position changes across several
environments. My access to meetings, documents, and
formal discussions on the nomination, including those that
took place in the past and are now recorded, is possible due
to the relationship formed through my supervisor, Cubica
Volanskd, who was the Chair of the Board of Experts during
the assessment of 7radicné ovciarstvo (Traditional Sheep
Farming) for the Representative List of the Intangible
Cultural Heritage in Slovakia in 2024 and is also an external
collaborator for the Slovak Intangible Heritage Centre
and part of the Slovak delegations for the UNESCO 2003
Convention intergovernmental meetings. I have to consider
that accessing internal documents and communications
during the nomination drafting period would be more
challenging for an outsider, creating a knowledge asymmetry.
In line with the Erzicky kddex Slovenskej akadémie vied
(Code of Ethics of the Slovak Academy of Sciences, 2023), this
requires careful consideration of integrity, responsibility,
and transparency in the use of such privileged access. When
working with the documents and materials provided to
me, I distinguish between publicly available information
and internal documents, and avoid using or citing internal
communications without explicit consent. The dual
relationship in my PhD supervision requires constant
dialogue between my supervisor and me, as well as awareness
of Volanskd’s position as an actor within my research.

At the same time, the research subject is a pastoral
community with which I had no prior contact. The
community is highly informal and geographically diverse,
meaning that access to one group does not necessarily
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extend to others. My limited prior knowledge of pastoral
customs may function as both an advantage and a
disadvantage in the field. It also raises the possibility of
epistemic injustice within the community itself, particularly
given my unfamiliarity with local narratives and everyday
customs. As a researcher, I therefore occupy a position
between institutional actors and practising communities,
each with its own expectations, vocabularies, and
understandings of what the nomination process should
achieve. In accordance with the Eticky kddex Narodopisnej
spolocnosti Slovenska (Code of Ethics of the Ethnographic Society
of Slovakia, 2017), particular attention is given to respectful
engagement, sensitivity to local contexts, and awareness of
asymmetrical power relations in ethnographic research. In
practice, this means that I gradually build relationships in the
field and carefully communicate my research role. Especially
in highly exposed communities, such as pastoralists who are
often involved in media activities, it is important to state

my research position clearly. I introduce the purpose of my
research in accessible terms and remain attentive to how
participants understand it, revisiting explanations as needed.
I avoid assuming a collective understanding of knowledge
and allow participants to define terms and practices in their
own words, which is particularly valuable in my research

on the terminology used within the practice. This approach
allows me to engage with my research partners on their

own terms while remaining reflexive about the limits of my
understanding.

A further ethical challenge emerges from the possibility
of unintentionally becoming an intermediary or knowledge
broker. Given my observations of both institutional and
community settings, some actors may expect me to
explain one side to the other, share information, or clarify
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misunderstandings. In line with the principles of professional
integrity and non-intervention emphasised in SAV (2023)
and NSS (2017), I do not take on any representative or
advisory role within the nomination process and remain
transparent about the limits of my position as a researcher.

Since the nomination is still in progress, it also raises
questions about my influence on the research. Interviews
and observations shape how my participants reflect on
the process. Some may use the research to validate their
own position, while others may fear criticism or exposure.
I recognise that my presence can become part of the
environment I study. I carefully assess the questions I ask
and the ways in which disagreements are handled. Field
notes are essential to my methodology, and reflexivity
is treated as an ongoing practice that documents both
participants’ responses and my own uncertainties and
interpretations. This approach aligns with the emphasis
on responsibility, transparency, and critical self-reflection
articulated in both SAV (2023) and NSS (2017).

In community interactions, I aim to use walk-along
interviews and site-based conversations where possible.
As described by Bibi and Ehgartner (2021), this approach
involves mobile conversations through participants’
environments, such as pastures and settlements, which
shifts the dynamics of formal interviewing and allows
participants to feel more at ease in their familiar
surroundings. This methodology can also reduce some of
the hierarchy that can be associated with formal seated
interviews and allow for knowledge forms that are easier to
demonstrate than to verbalise. I further use semi-structured
interviews, participant observation, and document analysis
to collect data, compare how different actors describe the
same processes, and identify where interpretations differ.
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Being reflexive also concerns balancing my academic
critique. Nominations to the Representative Lists of ICH
are complex and require significant commitment from
participants. In my dissertation project, it is important for me
to analyse power relations, representation, and institutional
processes without dismissing the efforts of those involved.

6. Community Sensitivity and Data Ethics

My research revolves around a relatively small pastoral
network during an ongoing nomination process. Many actors
involved in the nomination know one another personally
or professionally. I cannot guarantee anonymity merely by
removing names, as individual actors can still be recognised
through their role in the nomination, their location, or their
specific activities. I therefore need to approach confidentiality
more broadly and carefully (SAV, 2023; NSS, 2017).

The actors’ positions range from community
members and local and institutional experts, enthusiasts,
representatives, and public officials, some of whom are
already publicly visible through meetings, nomination files,
or institutional roles. However, not all information shared
with me by these respondents is public. Even those who
appear publicly may express doubts, criticism, or sensitive
reflections that require protection (SAV, 2023). Information
will be treated as public only when it is already formally
documented and accessible (e.g., in official nomination
files). Statements shared with me in interviews or informal
settings will be treated as protected research material unless
explicitly agreed upon with the research partner.

Anonymisation is treated on a case-by-case basis,
depending on the type of research partner and the
information shared. In some cases, names and identifying
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details will be removed entirely. In others, the citations may
require paraphrasing, omitting locations or generalising actors
positions. For example, referring not to a specific member of a
nomination drafting group, but to a group itself. If the actors
intentionally operate in public roles, they may be identified

as such when referring to public actions. Throughout my
dissertation, I aim to balance analytical value with the
potential consequences for participants (SAV, 2023; NSS, 2017).

Another challenge concerns internal disagreements within
communities and between actors. As shown in the previous
chapters, the nomination process may involve tensions
regarding terminology, representation, expertise, animal
welfare, biodiversity, or the authority to speak on behalf of
the community. Publishing disagreements without sensitivity
could polarise or damage relationships in the field, where
actors continue to collaborate beyond the research period. My
aim is therefore not to expose conflict, but to understand what
these disagreements reveal about the nomination process and
to analyse tensions at a structural and systemic level rather
than attributing them to specific individuals.

Consent will not be treated as a one-time event but as
an ongoing process. As I have been present from the initial
meetings, my research design has also evolved over time;
therefore, it is important for me to consistently reintroduce
the aims of my research to my research partners. Given
my focus on epistemic injustice, it is essential that the
actors clearly understand my position and scope of interest.

[ aim to remain open to revisiting consent throughout

the research and clarifying how materials may be used in
publications. In research involving multiple stakeholders
and power asymmetries, ethical considerations are
embedded in the research design itself and evolve together
with it (Ondrejka, 2025).

5
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Recordings of interviews, internal documents, field
notes, and contact details are stored securely and accessed
only for research purposes (SAV, 2023). Data protection
and storage are particularly important in cases where
identification risks remain high and require continuous
attention to confidentiality and access control, with
particular focus on the risks of misuse or unintended
exposure of sensitive research data in small or vulnerable
research settings (Ondrejka, 2025; Slivkova, 2024).

7. Conclusion

My intention within this chapter on ethical dilemmas
was to demonstrate that research on living heritage within
the framework of the UNESCO 2003 Convention on ICH
requires more than the application of standard ethics.
Consent, confidentiality, secure data storage, and possible
anonymisation are essential, but one must first understand
the field of intangible heritage, its ethical norms, and its
Operational Directives.

There is an evident gap between UNESCO’s participatory
ideals and the practical realities of heritage governance.

The 2003 Convention, as well as its Ethical Principles for
Safeguarding ICH, positions communities at its very centre,
yet nomination processes also heavily depend on expert
language, standardised formats, and criteria limitations.
Within this framework, UNESCO as an institution influences
how knowledge is articulated and represented. As a result,
community perspectives may be translated or selectively
fitted into institutional narratives. Participation does not
automatically guarantee epistemic equality.

The concept of epistemic injustice is a useful tool for
understanding the complex dynamics of heritage governance.
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In the case of Transhumance, due to its vast network

of actors, the nomination process is filtered through a
drafting group that translates knowledge into institutional
requirements. This raises questions about representation, the
amplification of certain voices over others, and the possible
exclusion of narratives. The ethical aim of the dissertation

is therefore to remain reflexive about whose knowledge is
recognised and how the research itself may amplify or silence
particular voices.

This chapter further extends the ethical understanding
of heritage beyond human actors. Animals, landscapes, as
well as ecological rhythms are co-creators of transhumance,
yet UNESCO frameworks remain largely anthropocentric.

It highlights the importance of moving beyond viewing non-
human actors as mediums through which living heritage is
expressed and invites us to engage with animals and nature
as equals in practice.

Furthermore, access to the ongoing nomination is
subject to my own positionality. Being able to observe
institutional settings and ongoing discussions creates both
opportunities and responsibilities and requires transparency,
careful communication, and ongoing consent.

In my case, ethics is not only a precondition of research but
an integral part of how living heritage is created and operates.
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Uvod

Predkladand $tudia sa venuje etickym otdzkam
skimania byvania v kontexte bytovej niadze a mojej
dudlnej pozicie vyskumni¢ky a profesiondlky posobiace;j
v oblasti bytovej politiky a socidlnych sluZieb. Jej ustrednym
argumentom je, Ze etické dilemy nevznikaju az pri aplikdcii
vyskumnych postupov, ale st pritomné uz v samotnom
sposobe, akym bytovu niudzu vymedzujeme, interpretujeme
a sprostredkuvame. V mojom vyskume komeréné ubytovne
pouzivam ako ohrani¢eny terén, na ktorom sledujem, ako
sa bytova prekarita prejavuje v kazdodennom zivote a tiez
do jej skiimania vstupuje pozicia vyskumnicky prepojenej
s praxou. Otdzky zodpovednosti, pozicionality a hranic
medzi intervenciou a skimanim tak nevystupuju ako
doplnok vyskumného dizajnu, ale ako jeho integrdlna sucast.

Sucasné diskusie o byvani sa ¢oraz CastejSie odohravaju
v ramci tzv. polykriz, teda subehu ekonomickych,
environmentdlnych a socidlnych otrasov, ktoré zdsadne
pretvaraju podmienky kazdodenného Zivota (Tooze, 2022).
V kontexte krizy byvania sa byvanie prestdva javit ako
stabilnd infrastruktura a Coraz CastejSie predstavuje zdroj
neistoty. Nejde pritom len o problém dostupnosti, ale aj
o §irsie Strukturdlne procesy, ako su financializdcia byvania,
dereguldcia ndjomného trhu, oslabovanie verejnych foriem
byvania a rastuca segmentdcia bytového trhu. Tieto procesy
zaroven menia vztah medzi byvanim, bezpe¢im a moznostou
viest dostojny Zivot. Aj preto sa otdzky byvania nevyhnutne
presuvaju do roviny etiky, ako suc¢asti samotného skimania.
T4to kapitola vychddza z mojej skusenosti s vyjedndvanim
dudlnej pozicie a nesnazi sa ponuknut univerzdlne odpovede,
ale ukdzat, ako sa etické dilemy formuju v konkrétnych
situaciach, vztahoch a rozhodnutiach.
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Medzi opisom a intervenciou - vyskum byvania
ako eticky problém

Diskusie o byvani sa ¢asto sustreduju na otdzky
dostupnosti a spravodlivého prerozdelovania zdrojov.
Menej pozornosti sa v§ak venuje tomu, Ze eticky rozmer
byvania sa neviaze len na tieto normativne otdzky, ale
aj na samotny sposob, akym o byvani premyslame, ako
ho skimame a aké poznanie o nom produkujeme. Ako
upozorniyje interdisciplindrna vedkyna Farhana Sultana
(2007), poznanie v socidlnych veddch je situované a vznika
v konkrétnych mocenskych a instituciondlnych kontextoch.
Vyskum byvania preto nemozno chdpat ako neutrdlne
zrkadlenie reality, ale skor ako formu intervencie do sveta,
ktory zaroven interpretuje, kategorizuje a miestami aj
reguluje. Otdzka, ¢o skiumame, sa tak neoddelitelne spdja
s otazkou, ako, preco a v koho zdujme to robime.

V eurépskom kontexte sa kriza byvania ¢asto spdja
s procesmi financializdcie (napr. Aalbers, 2016), deregulécie
a postupného oslabovania verejnych foriem byvania.
Byvanie sa tym meni z verejnej infrastruktiry na investi¢né
aktivum, ¢o zdsadne meni nielen jeho ekonomicku
funkciu, ale aj jeho socialny vyznam. Stabilné byvanie
sa prestava javit ako samozrejmy ramec kazdodenného
Zivota a stdva sa podmienenym zdrojom, ku ktorému maju
rozne skupiny obyvatelstva nerovny pristup. V niektorych
krajinach nadobudol tento vyvoj Specificku podobu, kedze
transformadcia po roku 1989 viedla k masivnej privatizdcii
bytového fondu a k oslabeniu verejného najomného sektora
(Lux & Sunega, 2014). Slovensko md dlhodobo podiel
vlastnickeho byvania presahujici 90 % (Eurostat, 2025), ¢o
zdroven Strukturdlne obmedzuje dostupnost ndjomného
byvania a prehlbuje nerovnosti v pristupe k byvaniu.
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S rastucimi cenami byvania sa zvySuju aj naklady na
prendjom, ¢o pre zranitelné domécnosti znamend kumuldciu
znevyhodnenia a zvy$ené riziko diskrimindcie na trhu

s byvanim (Platforma pro socidlni bydleni, 2025). Désledkom
krizy byvania nie je len rast cien, ale aj fragmentdcia foriem
byvania, ktoré sa ¢oraz ¢astejSie vymykaju tradi¢nym
kategoériam. Bytova nudza tak zahfna spektrum medzistavov
od pouliéného bezdomovectva a preplnenych domdcnosti

aZ po rozne formy neistého a do¢asného byvania. Prave

tieto r6zne medzipolohy ukazuju potrebu SirSieho chdpania
bytovej prekarity. Prekaritu byvania tak nemozno chdpat
ako individudlne zlyhanie ani ako vynimo¢nd situdciu, ale
ako vysledok konkrétnych politickych a inStituciondlnych
usporiadani, v ktorych sa neistota stava skor normou nez
vynimkou (Dotsey & Chiodelli, 2021). V kontexte krizy
byvania sa ukazuje, Ze otdzka byvania nie je len otdzkou
trhu, ale aj otdzkou mordlnej a politickej predstavivosti:

koho byvanie povazujeme za legitimny verejny problém

a koho neistotu sme ochotni ponechat na individualnu
zodpovednost?

Ludia v neistych forméch byvania sd v neoliberdlnych
narativoch ¢asto konstruovani ako ti, ktori ,,nezvladli
vlastnu zivotnu situdciu, ¢i uz v oblasti prace, finan¢ného
hospodarenia alebo osobnych rozhodnuti. V extrémnejsich
podobdch sa moralizujice a individualizujice predstavy
priblizuju k historicky zatazenej kategorii lumpenproletaridtu,
ktora spdja chudobu s mordlnym deficitom a socidlnou
nehodnotnostou. Ako upozoriuje historik Michael B. Katz
(2013), kategdrie chudoby a marginality st mordlne zatazené
a slizia na rozliSovanie medzi ,,zasluzilymi“ a ,,nezaslizilymi“
chudobnymi, ¢im legitimizuju ré6zne formy socidlnej kontroly
a vylucéenia. Tento moralizujuci ramec neposobi len na
uarovni verejnej rétoriky, ale prenikad aj do instituciondlnych
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pristupov a kazdodennych interakcii. Spésob, akym je
bytové nudza interpretovand, zdsadne ovplyviiuje aj to, aké
rieSenia sa javia ako legitimne. Ak je chapand primarne ako
individudlne zlyhanie, systémové intervencie sa moézu javit
ako menej opodstatnené alebo dokonca ako neopravnené
»odmenovanie“ nespravneho sprdavania. Aj vo vyskumnom
procese sa ukazuje, Ze hranica medzi Strukturdlnym
vysvetlenim a individudlnou zodpovednostou nie je
jednoznacénd. Ako vo svojej etnografickej praci ukazuje
antropolég Philippe Bourgois (2003), marginalita nie je len
ekonomickou alebo priestorovou poziciou, ale aj mordlne
zatazenou kategdriou, prostrednictvom ktorej su urcité
skupiny obyvatelstva posudzované ako zlyhdvajuce,
problematické, ba aZ nehodné pomoci ¢i podpory. Morali-
zéacia chudoby tak nefunguje len ako jazykovy ramec, ale

aj ako mechanizmus, ktory legitimizuje socidlny odstup,
disciplindciu a obmedzenu solidaritu.

Prdave v moralizujucom napiti sa otvara dalSia rovina
etickej reflexie: ako hovorit o prekarite spdsobom, ktory
neindividualizuje vinu, no zdroven uplne nepopiera
agentivitu aktérov?

V pripade méjho vyskumu je to prostrednictvom
$pecifickej pozicie, ktoru mam. Popri doktorandskom studiu
totiz dlhodobo posobim v oblasti bytovej politiky a podielam
sa na tvorbe i implementdcii ndstrojov dostupného byvania
na komundlnej drovni. Dvojita pozicionalita medzi
vyskumom a praxou otvara $pecifické moznosti pristupu
k poznaniu, no zdroven generuje nové etické dilemy. Vyskum
totiZ nevznikd mimo systému, ale priamo v jeho ramci,
apreto je otdzne, do akej miery je mozné alebo vobec Ziaduce
tieto aspekty od seba striktne oddelit. Vyndra sa preto
otdzka, ako tieto formy byvania opisat, ale aj ako o nich
hovorit spésobom, ktory je eticky adekvatny a zreflektovany.
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Kontuary bytovej neistoty na Slovensku

Na Slovensku je ohrozenych chudobou alebo socidlnym
vylucenim viac nez 980-tisic ludi, ¢o predstavuje 18,3 % popu-
lacie (Statisticky drad Slovenskej republiky, 2025). PodIa tych-
to udajov je chudobou ohrozeny priblizne kazdy Siesty ¢lovek,
pri¢om ich pocet medziro¢ne narastd - len za posledny rok
o 37-tisic osOb. Medzi najzranitelnejsie skupiny patria najméa
osamelo Zijuce seniorky, jednorodi¢ovské domdcnosti a rodiny
s tromi a viac detmi, priCom ako hlavny dévod sa opakovane
uvddza nizky prijem domdcnosti (Eurostat, 2025b).

Vyskum organizdcie Amnesty International Slovensko zéro-
ven poukazuje na pretrvavajuce bariéry v pristupe k byvaniu, kto-
ré su Casto posilnené diskrimindciou, rasizmom a inStituciondl-
nymi zlyhaniami (Amnesty International Slovensko, 2024). Tieto
problémy su uizko prepojené aj so Strukturou bytového fondu:
podiel vlastnickeho byvania na Slovensku prevysuje 90 %, zatial
¢o verejné ndjomné byvanie predstavuje menej nez 3 % (Eurostat,
2025a). V eurépskom kontexte ide o vyraznu vynimku, kedZe po-
diel obecného bytového fondu sa pohybuje priblizne medzi 19 %
a62 % (Eurostat, 2025). Ilustrativny je aj priklad Bratislavy, kde sa
podIa S&itania obyvatelov, domov a bytov 2021 (Statisticky trad
Slovenskej republiky, 2023) nachddzalo 248 199 bytov, z toho len
1808 ndjomnych, ¢o nepredstavuje ani jedno percento obecného
bytového fondu. Napriek vysokému podielu vlastnickeho byva-
nia tak mnohé domdcnosti ¢elia preplnenym podmienkam,
minimdlnej dostupnosti socidlneho ndjomného byvania a nedo-
statku cenovo dostupnych alternativ. Podla tidajov EU-SILC Zije
takmer tretina populdcie v preplnenych obydliach, ¢o je takmer
dvojnasobok priemeru EU. Mestskd chudoba pritom v sloven-
skom kontexte zostdva nedostato¢ne preskimanym fenoménom
a najéastejSie sa objavuje v suvislosti s otdzkami priestorovej seg-
regdacie (Gerbery & Dzambazovi¢, 2017).
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Popri zjavnom bezdomovectve, ktoré predstavuje
najviditelnejSiu a najextrémnejSiu podobu socidlneho
vylacenia, si v urbdnnom prostredi zasluhujui pozornost
aj menej viditelné formy bytovej nadze, najmi prekérne
byvanie. Ako upozornuje analyticky komentdr Institutu pre
vyskum prace a rodiny (IVPR), pozornost sa ¢asto sustreduje
na dlhodobé pouli¢né bezdomovectvo, zatial ¢o vyznamnu
skupinu tvoria osoby zaZivajuce epizodické, docasné ¢i
opakovane sa vyskytujuce bezdomovectvo (Ondrusova,
2020). V ramci eurdpskej typolégie ETHOS ide napriklad
o ludi byvajucich do¢asne u zndmych alebo o osoby po
odchode z institucionalnej starostlivosti, ktoré sa nemaju
kam vratit. Ide teda o situdcie neistého byvania bez zmluvy
¢i iného pravneho ndroku na uZivanie obydlia. V slovenskom
kontexte do tejto kategdrie patri aj byvanie v komerénych
ubytovniach, ktoré sa vyznacuje absenciou pravnej ochrany,
nevyhovujucimi podmienkami a obmedzenym sukromim
(Ondrusovd, 2020). Na rozdiel od zariadeni socidlnych sluzieb
tieto formy byvania nepodliehaju systematickej reguldcii,
ani nie st prepojené so socidlnou podporou. V Ceskej
republike su pritom ubytovne ¢asto viazané na ddvkovy
systém a vnimané ako nidzové aZ problematické rieSenie
bezdomovectva (Walach et al., 2023; Kubala et al., 2023).

Rozsah epizodického bezdomovectva na Slovensku nie je
presne znamy a dostupné udaje su len ¢iastkové. Podla Séita-
nia obyvatelov, domov a bytov z roku 2021 zZije 71 076 [udi
v neistom alebo nestabilnom byvani, ¢o predstavuje 1,3 % po-
puldcie, pricom toto ¢islo nezahfiia osoby v pouliénom bezdo-
movectve. Celkovy rozsah bytovej nudze je preto pravde-
podobne vyssi. T4to situdcia odraza dlhodoby deficit ndstrojov
verejnej politiky, ktoré by dokdzali reagovat na rozne formy
bytovej niudze od obmedzenej ponuky ndgjomného byvania cez
absenciu mechanizmov zmiernujicich finanénu zataz domdc-
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nosti aZ po slabu prevenciu straty byvania. V dosledku toho
maju mnohé domdcnosti len obmedzené moznosti stabilného
byvania a su nitené zotrvavat v prekérnych formach byvania
alebo vstupovat do systému socidlnych sluzieb (Hlin¢ikov4,
2024). V slovenskom kontexte sa tieto javy koncentruju najméa

vo vacsich mestdch, pricom v Bratislave, ako hlavnom meste,
mozeme vidiet ich najviditelnejsi prejav.

Preco etnograficky skimat komeréné ubytovne?

V napiti medzi trhom a absenciou systémovych rieSeni
vznikaju alternativne formy byvania, ktoré sice poskytuju
docasné rieSenia, no zdroven vytvaraju nové formy neistoty.
Jednou z nich sd komeréné ubytovne nachddzajice sa
na hranici medzi byvanim a nebyvanim. Ich existencia
odhaluje ambivalenciu su¢asného systému, kde na jednej
strane ide o priestory spojené s nizkymi Standardmi,
preplnenostou, absenciou reguldcie a vysokou mierou
neistoty, na druhej strane vSak pre mnohych predstavuju
jednu z mdla dostupnych moznosti byvania. Empiricka
relevancia ich skiumania je v slovenskom kontexte spojena
aj s nedostatkom kvalitativnych poznatkov o neistych
formdach byvania a o kazdodennej skusenosti fudi, ktori
v nich dlhodobo Ziju. Komeréné ubytovne preto nechdpem
ako reprezentativny obraz celej bytovej nudze, ale ako
analyticky koncentrovany terén, na ktorom mozno
sledovat proces stabilizdcie bytovej neistoty. Prave tdto
dvojznacnost z nich robi aj eticky komplexny objekt
vyskumu. Ich skiimanie znamend pohybovat sa medzi
kritikou a porozumenim, medzi analyzou a intervenciou.
Ambivalencia medzi nasilim, kontrolou a starostlivostou
predstavuje jednu z hlavnych analytickych aj etickych vyziev
mobjho vyskumu. Na jednej strane je potrebné pomenovat
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podmienky, ktoré su ¢asto neddstojné a poskodzujuce, na
druhej strane je pre mna doélezité vyhnut sa reduktivnym
reprezentdcidm ich uzivateliek a uZivatelov ako pasivnych
obeti. Ludia v podmienkach prekarity svoju situdciu aktivne
vyjedndvaju, vytvaraju stratégie preZzitia a hladaju sposoby,
ako si zachovat déstojnost. Koncept kazdodennej navigécie
prekarity pritom umoznuje uchopit neistotu nielen ako

stav, ale aj ako proces, ktory sa priebezne zvldda, vyjedndva
areprodukuje (Jaatsi & Kyméldinen, 2023).

To zaroven znamend, Ze v procese vyskumu musim
citlivo pristupovat k tomu, aby som neromantizovala
chudobu ani neprispievala k senzacionalistickym
reprezentdcidm, no zaroven neprehliadala Strukturdlne
nasilie, ktoré zasahuje do Zivotov ludi.

Cielom moéjho dizerta¢ného vyskumu je analyzovat
prekaritu byvania ako proces vznikajuici na priese¢niku
kaZzdodennych praktik, inStituciondlnych nastaveni
a politickych rozhodnuti. Zaroven reflektujem vlastna
dudlnu poziciu medzi vyskumom a praxou a skimam,
ako produkcia poznania vstupuje do tychto vztahov ako
forma moci aj potencidlnej intervencie. Neusilujem sa
o jednoznacéné odpovede, ale o zachytenie komplexnosti
situdcie, v ktorej sa prelinaju Struktury, skiusenosti, etické
dilemy a pozicionalita. Komeréné ubytovne chdpem
ako zariadenia sukromnych majitelov poskytujuce
dlhodobejsie ubytovanie bez formalneho zmluvného vztahu,
v podmienkach vysokej neistoty a minimdlnej starostlivosti.
Napriek tomu predstavuju pre niekoho jednu z mdla
dostupnych moznosti byvania. Zaujimajui ma ako priestor,
v ktorom sa koncentruju Strukturdlne zlyhania systému,
kazdodenné stratégie preZitia a limity verejnych politik.

Prdave v tomto kontexte nadobuda vyznam
etnograficky pristup, ktory umoznuje zachytit nielen
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Strukturdlne podmienky, ale aj kazdodenné skusenosti
ludi. Ako ukazuju vyskumy urbannej prekarity, neistota
sa prejavuje nielen na urovni makrostruktur, ale aj
v mikrogeografidch kazdodenného Zivota v praktikdch,
vztahoch a stratégidch, prostrednictvom ktorych ju ludia
naviguju (Jaatsi & Kymaéldinen, 2023). Tento pristup zdroven
umoznuje narusit reduktivne reprezentdcie marginality
a zachytit komplexnost zZitej skusenosti. V slovenskom
kontexte zostdva kvalitativne skimanie byvania relativne
podreprezentované. Existujuce vyskumy sice mapuju
Strukturdlne rozmery bytovej nudze a diskrimindcie
(Amnesty International Slovensko, 2024; IVPR; Ujhdzyov4,
Madridssyova, & Mesaros, 2024), no menej priestoru venuju
kazdodennému prezivaniu neistoty a etickym dilemam
samotného vyskumu (Hlinéikova, 2024). A prdave na tuto
vyskumnu medzeru sa snazi reagovat predkladany text.
Kritika komerénych ubytovni ako nedostojnych a ne-
regulovanych priestorov so sebou nesie riziko ich delegiti-
mizacie bez existencie adekvatnych alternativ. Naopak, ich
chdpanie ako nevyhnutnej infrastruktury prezitia moze
prispievat k normalizdcii prekarity. Aj preto je potrebné tieto
napdtia nielen pomenovat, ale vedome s nimi pracovat.

Paradox stabilizovanej doc¢asnosti

Komer¢né ubytovne sa v kontexte su¢asného
mestského byvania neukazuju ako okrajovy alebo ndhodny
jav, ale ako stabilizovana forma byvania vznikajica
na priese¢niku Strukturdlnych nedostatkov bytového
systému a kaZzdodennych stratégii preZitia. Ich analyticky
potencidl spo¢iva v moznosti sledovat, ako sa prekarita
byvania produkuje, udrziava a normalizuje v konkrétnych
priestoroch, rytmoch a vztahoch. Na prvy pohlad sa
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ubytovne modzu javit ako tranzitny priestor medzi stratou
byvania a jeho opatovnym nadobudnutim. Predbezné
terénne pozorovania v§ak naznacuju, Ze tdto predpokladana
docasnost sa moze predlZovat a pre Cast obyvatelstva
nadobudat charakter dlhodobého byvania. Tento paradox
oznacujem ako ,stabilizovanu docasnost®. Pojem pouZivam
ako pracovny analyticky koncept pre situdciu, v ktorej sa
docasny status byvania nemeni na stabilné byvanie, ale
samotnd neistota ziskava ¢asovu kontinuitu a stdva sa
sucastou kazdodennosti. Koncept rezonuje s formuldciami
~permanent temporality“ (Canigové & Souralovi, 2024)

a ,permanence of temporariness” (Ferreri, 2021), no

v mojom vyskume ho viazem $pecificky na oznacenie
procesu, v ktorom nie je narusSend iba priestorova stabilita,
ale aj schopnost ludi pldnovat, o¢akdvat a Zit kontinuitu
buducnosti. Bytové trajektdrie obyvatelstva komerénych
ubytovni tak poukazuju na paradox poskytovania
minimadlnej infra§truktury prezitia a reprodukcie dlhodobej
neistoty. Pridanu hodnotu tohto pojmu vnimam nielen

v zdorazneni docasnosti ako takej, ale predovSetkym

v analytickom zachyteni mechanizmu, prostrednictvom
ktorého sa provizérium stabilizuje bez toho, aby sa
premenilo na bezpe¢né byvanie.

Komeréné ubytovne mozno v tomto zmysle chdpat ako
lokélne uzly procesov stabilizovanej do¢asnosti: ako miesta,
kde sa Strukturdlne nedostatky systému materializuju
v kazdodennom zZivote a kde sa zaroven ukazuje ich
dlhodoby ucinok. Ide o priestory charakterizované
nizkym Standardom byvania, absenciou zmluvnej
ochrany, nestabilitou ndjmu a ¢asto aj r6znymi formami
infrastrukturdlneho zlyhania: nefunkéné vytahy, vypadky
teplej vody ¢i elektriny, preplnené izby, pritomnost hmyzu,
hluk, konflikty, ale aj drogy ¢i alkohol. Nevyhovujice
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podmienky nemoZno redukovat na ,,zly Standard byvania®
v technickom zmysle slova. Byvanie je viac nez Styri steny
so strechou. Predstavuje zdkladnu socidlnu a psychologicku
infrastrukturu kazdodenného zZivota. Ide o zdkladnu
podmienku ontologického bezpecia, pocitu kontinuity
a predvidatelnosti, bez ktorého je kaZdodenny Zivot tazko
udrzatelny (Giddens, 1991). Prostredie, ktoré systematicky
obmedzuje moZnosti reprodukcie kazdodenného Zivota
atym zasahuje aj do schopnosti vytvarat domov v zmysle
ontologického bezpecia, udrziavat rutinu, planovat
buducnost ¢i zabezpecovat starostlivost o seba aj o druhych
(Madden & Marcuse, 2016). Zivot pod permanentnou
kontrolou zo strany prenajimatela, ¢asto bez prdavnej ochrany
v podobe absencie platnej ndjomnej zmluvy, nestabilitou
vo vydavkoch za byvanie, netransparentnostou vyucétovania
a mnohymi dal$imi aspektmi sa spdja s hlbokym
psychosocidlnym stresom.

Normalizdcia takychto podmienok v$ak nie je len
empirickym faktom, ale aj politickym procesom. Na
jeho pochopenie je uzito¢né rozliSenie Judith Butler
(2004) medzi dvoma klu¢ovymi pojmami: existencidlnou
zranitelnostou (precariousness) a politicky produkovanou
neistotou (precarity). Existencidlna zranitelnost je pre
nu univerzdlny stav ludskej bytosti, vyplyvajuci z nasej
zdkladnej vzdjomnej zdvislosti a zranitelnosti tela a Zivota
samotného. T4to zranitelnost je nevyhnutnd a spolo¢na
vSetkym ludom, pretoZe nikto neméze existovat osamote,
ale je odkdzany na druhych a na spoloéenské podmienky,
ktoré podmieniuju moznost Zit. Naopak, pojem precarity
vyjadruje nespravodlivi, nerovnomerne rozloZzenu
neistotu a zranitelnost, ktoré su vysledkom politickych
a ekonomickych Struktur. ,,Precarity® alebo ,prekarita”
sa vztahuje k tomu, ako urcitym skupindam, napriklad
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marginalizovanym, chudobnym alebo diskriminovanym, je
nepravom upierany socidlny a politicky status, bezpe¢nost
alebo pristup k zdkladnym prdvam, a ako su vystavené
nasiliu, neistote a vykoristovaniu.

Dal$im uZitoénym teoretickym konceptom pre
pochopenie tychto priestorov je liminalita, rozpracovanad
Victorom Turnerom (1969), ktord oznacuje stavy ,,medzi®,
mimo stabilnych socidlnych kategdrii. Komeréné ubytovne
je mozné chdpat ako limindlne priestory nachddzajice sa
medzi dlhodobym byvanim a vyli¢enim z byvania, teda
na hranici bezdomovectva. V tomto zmysle je podnetné
uvazovat aj o ontologickej liminalite (Giddens, 1984),
ktord poukazuje na hlbsiu existencidlnu neistotu spojenu
s dlhodobou nestabilitou Zivotnych podmienok. Prave
tu nadvizujem na antropoléga Philippea Bourgoisa
(2003) a jeho analyzu kazdodenného ndsilia, ktoré sa
v podmienkach marginality neprejavuje ako jednorazovy
akt, ale ako kontinudlny proces zapisany do tela, priestoru
a socidlnych vztahov. V pripade komerénych ubytovni sa
toto ndsilie neprejavuje spektakuldrne, ale prostrednictvom
kazdodennej neistoty, ktord formuje rytmus Zivota, a to od
otdazky, ¢i bude fungovat tepld voda, az po otdzku, ¢i bude
mat domdcnost byvanie aj nasledujici mesiac. Ide o formu
strukturdlneho a instituciondlne sprostredkovaného nasilia,
ktoré je zaroven banalizované a normalizované. A prave
popisand banalita je dolezitd. Nie je to vynimocnost krizy,
ale jej rutinizacia. Bourgoisov déraz na kazdodenné nésilie
je pritom mozné produktivne ¢itat spolu s dérazom na
urbannu prekaritu ako priestor, v ktorom sa opustenie
aminimalna starostlivost navzdjom nevylucuju, ale
koexistuju (Lancione, 2019). Komeréné ubytovne tak
nefunguju len ako miesta nedostatku, ale aj ako zvlastny typ
mestského usporiadania, v ktorom sa prezitie zabezpecuje
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za cenu dlhodobej neistoty. Kombindcia nésilia, tolerovanej
degraddcie a minimadlnej infrastruktury starostlivosti robi
z ubytovni eticky aj analyticky vyznamny terén.

Na zmienend rovinu nadvizuje aj sociolég Loic
Wacquant (2008) a jeho analyza pokrocilej marginality,
ktord ukazuje, Ze urbanna chudoba nie je len dosledkom
ekonomickych procesov, ale aj vysledkom konkrétnych
politik a spdsobov riadenia populdcii. Komeréné ubytovne
mozno v tomto zmysle chdpat ako sucast SirSich rezimov
spravy chudoby - ako priestory, v ktorych sa marginalita
nielen koncentruje, ale aj organizuje, usmernuje a kontroluje.
Pritomnost roznych foriem dohladu, reguldcie vstupu,
obmedzeni ndvstev ¢i zdsahov do kazdodenného Zivota
naznacuje, ze nejde len o ,byvanie®, ale aj o Specificky rezim
disciplindcie, ktory sa dotyka intimity, pohybu aj socidalnych
vztahov. Zdroven by v§ak redukcia ubytovni na priestory
kontroly a nasilia bola analyticky nedostato¢nd. Ako ukazuja
vyskumy urbdnnej prekarity, takéto priestory su zaroven
miestami, kde sa formuju formy solidarity, starostlivosti
akazdodennych stratégii prezitia (Williams & Windebank,
2000). V podmienkach ubytovni sa starostlivost ¢asto
realizuje prostrednictvom drobnych, takmer neviditelnych
praktik, ako zdielanie potravin ¢i hygienickych potrieb,
vzajomné strazenie deti, pomoc v krizovych situdcidch ¢i
sprostredkovanie informdcii. Tieto praktiky vSak nevznikaju
napriek prekarite, ale s iou priamo podmienené. Komercéné
ubytovne tak nevystupuju len ako priestor nedostatku, ale aj
ako forma infraStruktury preZzitia, ktord umoznuje zotrvanie
»had hladinou® a zdroven stabilizuje podmienky neistoty.
Ako ukazuju pristupy zamerané na trajektdrie byvania
(Clapham, 2002), pre mnohé domacnosti ide skor o pohyb
medzi réznymi formami neistoty nez o linedrny prechod
k stabilnému byvaniu. Ich analytickd vyznamnost tak
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spocéiva v tom, Ze predstavuju komplexny socidlny priestor,
v ktorom sa prekarita a starostlivost navzdjom prepletaju,
a ktory nemozno adekvdtne zachytit vylu¢ne konceptom
nedostatku.

Uvedené koncepty v texte nechdpem ako paralelny
subor teoretickych ramcov. Ich funkcie su rozdielne
a hierarchicky usporiadané, v ramci ktorych prekarita
predstavuje hlavné analytické vychodisko, stabilizovand
docasnost oznacuje jej casovy mechanizmus v prostredi
komerénych ubytovni a koncepty liminality a kazdodenného
ndsilia pouzivam ako ¢iastkové optiky na interpretdciu
konkrétnych priestorovych a vztahovych prejavov tohto
procesu. Takéto usporiadanie mi umoznuje sustredit
argument na otdzku, ako sa politicky produkovand bytova
neistota premienia na dlhodobu rutinu kazdodenného Zivota.

Zaroven sa vyndra aj otdzka generac¢nej reprodukcie
chudoby. Pritomnost rodin s detmi v ubytovniach poukazuje
na to, Ze tieto priestory nie sd len kratkodobym rieSenim,
ale moZu sa stat sucastou dlhodobych Zivotnych trajektdrii.
Deti vyrastajuce v takychto podmienkach su vystavené
kombindcii materidlnej deprivacie, socidlnej stigmatizacie
a obmedzenych moznosti mobility, ¢o mbze prispievat
k reprodukcii nerovnosti naprie¢ generdaciami (Quilgars
& Pleace, 2023). Ubytoviia tak nie je len priestorom
nudzového ubytovania, ale aj prostredim, v ktorom sa
nerovnost usddza a prendSa dalej. Tdto dimenzia byva ¢asto
prepojend aj s fenoménom zadlZenosti, ktory predstavuje
dal$i mechanizmus stabilizdcie prekarity (Hofeni Samec
& Trlifajova, 2025). Dlhy ¢i uz voci Statu, sukromnym
subjektom alebo samotnym prevddzkovatelom ubytovni
obmedzuju moZnosti odchodu a zvySuju zdavislost
obyvatelstva od existujuceho systému. V tomto zmysle
mozno hovorit o prepojeni medzi finané¢nou a bytovou
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prekaritou, ktoré vytvara komplexny rezim neistoty.
Clovek sa neocitd ,len” v zlej bytovej situdcii, ale je zdroven
uviaznuty v cykle materidlnych, pravnych a socidlnych
dosledkov, ktoré znemoZnuju presun inde.

Prepletena pozicia vo vyskume zranitel'nych skupin

Uz pocas predchadzajuceho vyskumu Specifik Zenského
bezdomovectva v kombindcii s injekénym uzivanim drog
(Kovacsovd, 2023) som sa stretdvala s momentmi, ked sa
rozhovor posuval od opisovania skisenosti k o¢akdvaniu
rady, pomoci alebo asponi stanoviska. V takychto situdcidach
sa ukazuje, Ze ako vyskumnicka nie som vnimana len ako
niekto, kto zbiera data, ale aj ako potencidlny aktér, ktory
moze do situdcie vstupit. V ramci diplomového vyskumu
som trdavila mnoho hodin v nizkoprahovych sluzbdach
pre ludi uzivajucich drogy a velmi ¢asto si ma zamienali
so Studentstvom socidlnej prace ¢i psycholégie, ktoré sem
pravidelne prichddzalo na stdZz. V tychto situdciach som
musela neustdle pripominat svoju poziciu vyskumnicky
¢o najjednoduchs$im jazykom a komunikovat hranice
vlastnej roly, no predovsetkym fudom neradit. Z doterajSej
terénnej praxe vo vyskume sa mi osved¢ilo mat vopred
dohodnutu stratégiu v pripade emocne vypitého rozhovoru.
Moje komunikaéné partnerky sa v pripade potreby mohli
obratit na pracovnicku, najéastejSie psychologicku, v ramci
nizkoprahovej sluzby, kde som realizovala vyskum. Citlivo
som pripominala, Ze na moje otdzky odpovedat nemusia,
pripadne maju moznost rozhovor kedykolvek prerusit
¢i ukondit. Toto sa pocas vyskumnych rozhovorov dialo
najéastejSie pri téme materstva a deti, ktoré zviac¢sa nemali
v starostlivosti. Ocenovali najmé moznost porozpravat
sa s niekym, koho vnimali ako nezaujatu osobu, a nahlas
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vyrozpravat svoj zZivotny pribeh, ¢asto plny ndsilia. V zavere
vyskumu som sa rozpravala aj s pracovni¢kami socidlnych
sluzieb a viaceré mi povedali, Ze prave vyskumny rozhovor
o ich zivotnych skusenostiach bol moment, ked sa dokdzali
v ramci socidlneho poradenstva po dlh§om ¢ase aktivizovat
a s vac¢Sou doverou sa obratit na pracovnicky centra.

Uvedené dilemy su eSte vyraznejSie v kontexte
aplikovaného vyskumu, kde poznanie neostdva na drovni
akademického vystupu, ale ma potencidl a snahu vstupovat
do konkrétnych politik a rozhodnuti. Eticky pristup vo
vyskume nestaéi redukovat na proceduralne otdzky, ako
su informovany suhlas, anonymizacia alebo minimalizdcia
rizika. V praxi sa eticky pristup ukazuje skor ako
situovany proces, ktory si vyZaduje neustdle rozhodovanie
v podmienkach neistoty. Takéto chapanie etického pristupu
je blizke angazovanej antropolégii, ktord zdoraznuje, Ze
antropologicky vyskum méze presahovat deskriptivnu
rovinu a vstupovat do verejnej debaty ¢i spolo¢enskej praxe,
no zdroven otvara otdzky zodpovednosti, hranic a rizik
priliSnej angazovanosti (Low & Merry, 2010). Zaroven vSak
upozoriiuju na rizikd angazZovanosti, najmé na moznost,

Ze vyskumnik alebo vyskumnicka prevezme rolu, ktord
presahuje jeho alebo jej kompetencie, alebo sa stane sucastou
politickych procesov sposobom, ktory nie je dostato¢ne
transparentne reflektovany.

AngaZovany pristup nie je v mojom vyskume rieSenim,
ale skor priestorom neustdleho napitia medzi roznymi
o¢akdvaniami. Na jednej strane je tu snaha prispiet
k zmene, napriklad prostrednictvom empiricky informo-
vanych politik, na druhej strane potreba zachovat analytic-
ku otvorenost a kriticku reflexiu, ktord nie je podriadend
okamzitej uzito¢nosti. Vyzvou tak zostdava, ako tieto roviny
prepdjat bez toho, aby jedna pohltila druhd. Neoddelitelnou
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sucastou opisaného napitia je aj emociondlny rozmer vysku-
mu, ktory byva v akademickych textoch ¢asto odstvany do
uzadia. Premyslanie nad etickymi dilemami v celom procese
vyskumu sa napokon dotyka aj otdzky starostlivosti o seba,
schopnosti niest emociondlnu zdtaz, a zdroven zostat analy-
ticky pozornou vyskumnickou. Pozicionalita sa preto neuka-
zuje ako problém, ktory by bolo mozZné odstranit, ale ako
podmienka, s ktorou je potrebné priebezne pracovat. Nejde
o snahu dosiahnut objektivitu, ale o schopnost reflektovat
vlastnu prelinajicu sa pozicionalitu v teréne a jej dosledky.
Prdave v tomto napiti sa formuje typ poznania, ktory nie

je ani Cisto akademicky, ani ¢isto prakticky, ale situovany,
vztahovy a politicky citlivy. Vyskum tak nevnimam ako neu-
tralnu aktivitu, ale ako proces neoddelitelne spaty s otdzka-
mi moci, zodpovednosti a intervencie. Prave preto je potreb-
né uvazovat aj o limitoch vyskumu.

Etika vyskumu ako vztahovy proces

Ako som sa vysSie snazila vysvetlit, komeréné ubytovne
sa ukazuju nielen ako empiricky objekt vyskumu, ale aj
ako analytické zariadenie, prostrednictvom ktorého mozno
skumat prepojenie medzi Strukturalnymi podmienkami,
kazdodennymi skisenostami a etickymi dilemami.
Ich skiimanie nevyhnutne znamend vstup do priestoru
ambivalencie, kde sa prekarita a starostlivost, nasilie
asolidarita, kritika a nevyhnutnost navzdjom prelinaju.
V tejto ambivalencii spoc¢iva ich analyticka aj eticka
dolezitost. Ak predchddzajuice Casti ukazali, Ze komeréné
ubytovne predstavuju priestor, v ktorom sa prekarita
byvania materializuje a reprodukuje, potom pozicia
vyskumnicky zdsadnym sposobom urcuje, ako je mozné tuto
realitu zachytit, interpretovat a napokon aj sprostredkovat.
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V pripade méjho vyskumu totiZ nejde o klasicku situdciu
vstupu do terénu z pozicie niekoho zvonka, ale skor o pohyb
v prostredi, ktoré je uz suc¢astou vlastnej profesionalne;j
skusenosti, teda prostredie, do ktorého vstupujem aj v ramci
mojej druhej pracovnej pozicie. Tato dualita r6l nemeni

len metodologické mozZnosti vyskumu, ale predovSetkym
jeho etické vychodiskd. Vyskum sa tu neukazuje ako
neutrdlna aktivita, ale ako vstup do sveta, ktorého som uz
istym sp6sobom sucastou. To znamena, Ze nevystupujem
len ako niekto, kto sa snazi porozumiet skusenostiam

ludi v bytovej nudzi, ale aj ako aktérka, ktora je suc¢astou
systému bytovej politiky na lokdlnej irovni, ktora tieto
podmienky do istej miery spoluvytvara. Dudlna rola, ktoru
nesiem, zdsadne komplikuje predstavu vyskumu ako
neutralneho ¢i objektivneho vystupu. V antropologicke;j
literature byva podobnad pozicia vyskumni¢ky opisand

ako ,,dual positionality* alebo ,,insider-outsider” pozicia
(Bell, 2019), teda ako stav, v ktorom vyskumnicéka nie je ani
celkom ,vnutri® ani celkom ,,mimo®. V mojom pripade vSak
nejde len o vztah k ucastnictvu vo vyskume, ale aj o vztah

k in$tituciondlnym $truktdram, ktoré su samy predmetom
skimania. M§j vyskum vznika priamo vjeho rdmci a hranica
medzi analyzou, participaciou a spoluzodpovednostou

sa stdva nevyhnutne rozmazanou. Opisand situdcia

zaroven rezonuje so SirSimi diskusiami o tom, Ze su¢asna
antropoldgia Coraz CastejSie vznikd ,,zvnutra® mocenskych
a ekonomickych §truktur, nie mimo nich a reflexia

tejto vnutornej pozicie sa stava jednou z kluc¢ovych
metodologickych vyziev su¢asného etnologického vyskumu
aj v slovenskom kontexte (Wiesner, 2019 in Volanska &
Wiesner eds.). Antropologické poznanie sa dnes formuje

aj priamo v podmienkach prekarity, kedZe zdujem
antropologiciek a antropolégov o dopady neoliberalizmu
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na Zivoty ludi sa prehlbuje (Muehlebach, 2013). Vyskumnici
a vyskumnicky nie su len pozorovatelmi socidlnych procesov,
ale ¢asto sa na nich podielaju prostrednictvom vlastnej prace,
expertizy alebo zapojenia do verejnych politik. Poznanie sa
tak neukazuje ako externy pohlad na realitu, ale ako jedna
z foriem jej produkcie. A prave tu sa otvara jedna z klucovych
etickych otdzok tohto textu a méjho vyskumu: ¢o znamend
skimat systém, ktorého som sama suc¢astou?

PoloZend otdzka presahuje klasické dilemy vyskumu
so zranitelnymi skupinami a smeruje k reflexii vlastnej
pozicie v mocenskych vztahoch. V pripade vyskumu
byvania nejde len o to, ako vstupovat do vztahu s [udmi
Zijucimi v prekarite, ale aj o to, ako reflektovat vlastné
miesto v inStituciondlnych Strukturach, ktoré tuto prekaritu
produkuju, manazuju alebo asponl rdmcuju. Je to pre mna
dolezity proces prave preto, ze posuva reflexiu dalej nez
k otdzke ochrany vyskumného partnerstva. V mojom
pripade sa tato dilema konkretizuje v tom, Ze poznanie
ziskané prostrednictvom vyskumu moze vstupovat
do procesov tvorby verejnych politik. Ambicia prispiet
k politikdm zaloZenym na ddtach sa na prvy pohlad moze
javit ako samozrejme pozitivna a spolo¢ensky ziaduca.
Zaroven v$ak vyvoldava otdzky o tom, akym sposobom
moZe byt poznanie prekladané do politickych rozhodnuti,
kto rozhoduje o tom, ktoré ddta su relevantné a aké zdujmy
pritom vstupuju do hry. Vyskum sa tak ukazuje nielen
ako ndstroj porozumenia, ale aj ako potencidlny ndstroj
intervencie. V tejto dvojznacnosti sa eticka reflexia stava
nevyhnutnou. Jej rozmer je eSte vyraznejsi v prostredi, kde
su expertné, politické a vyskumné pozicie uzko prepojené.
V kontexte Slovenska, ktoré je charakteristické relativne
uzkou sietou inStituciondlnych a persondlnych vézieb
v oblasti verejnej politiky a expertizy, sa predstava uplného
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odstupu od skumaného pola ukazuje do znaénej miery ako
iluzérna. V ramci vyskumu sa pohybujem v sieti prepojenych
profesiondlnych, instituciondlnych a osobnych vztahov,
ktoré zahrnaju kolegov, tvorcov politik aj Iudi Zijucich

v podmienkach bytovej nudze. Etika sa tu preto viaZze nielen
na individudlne rozhodnutia, ale aj na Strukturu tychto
vztahov. Otdzka nespociva len v spravnosti a nespravnosti
konania, ale aj v tom, v akom poli vztahov a zavézkov sa toto
rozhodnutie odohréva.

Jednym zo spdsobov, ako tuto situdciu metodologicky
uchopit, je kontinudlna reflexivita. Biograficka reflexivita,
ako ju rozpracovali Minna Ruokonen-Engler a Irini Siouti
(2013), umoznuje sledovat, ako vlastnd skusenost, hodnoty
a motivacie vstupuju do vyskumného procesu. Pocas
vyskumu si preto vediem dva terénne denniky, ktoré su
viazané na moje dve roly. Zdznamy budu zachytdvat najmi
situacie konfliktu rél, o¢akavania komunikac¢nych partnerov,
rozhodnutia o intervencii alebo neintervencii a momenty,

v ktorych profesiondlna znalost ovplyviuje interpretdciu
terénu a naopak. Ndsledné porovndvanie tychto zdznamov
moZe umoznit sledovat pozicionalitu v ¢ase, nie iba ju
deklarovat v uvode vyskumu. Reflexivitu preto nechdapem
ako introspekciu, ale ako analyticky postup zamerany

na mocenské vztahy a dosledky vyskumnych rozhodnuti.
V pripade vyskumu byvania to znamend, Ze poznanie moze
byt vyuzité réznymi spésobmi, od advokdcie a podpory
inkluzivnejSich politik az po legitimizdaciu existujicich
rieSeni. Aj preto je potrebné vytvorit si ,kompas®,

ktory umoznuje orientovat sa v situdcidch, kde neexistuju
jednoznacné etické pravidld. Citlivost voci dosledkom
vyskumnych rozhodnuti sa neukazuje ako aplikdcia
univerzdlnych principov, ale ako proces rozhodovania

v podmienkach neistoty. Lakmusovym papierikom sa pre
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mna stdva opakované kladenie si otdzok, a to najma, v akej
role v danej situdcii kondm, komu méze moje rozhodnutie
prospiet, koho méze poskodit a akym spésobom mozno
ziskané poznanie pouzit dalej. Nehladdm tym bezchybnu
poziciu, ale spésob, ako rozhodnutia dokumentovat, kriticky
vyhodnocovat a niest za ne zodpovednost.

Jednym z najvyraznejSich miest, kde sa spominana
neistota prejavuje, je praca s poznanim o citlivych Zivotnych
situdcidach. V procese vyskumu ziskavam informdcie
o zadlZeni, nasili, rodi¢ovstve, zdravotnych problémoch
¢i kazdodennych stratégidach prezitia. Ziskané poznanie
v$ak nie je neutrdlne. Produkcia poznania je zdroven aj
produkciou moci. Nieco sa v rozhovoroch a interakcidch
zviditelfiuje, nieCo pomenuva, nie¢o ramcuje ako problém.
Vo svojom vyskume preto riesim nielen to, ako informacie
ziskat, ale aj ¢o s nimi robit, komu mo6zu posluzit a komu
mozu potencidlne uskodit. V pripade vyskumu v prostredi
socidlnej zranitelnosti nejde len o abstraktnd metodologicku
otdzku, ale o velmi konkrétnu eticku zodpovednost.

Nacrtnuté etické otdzky zdroven formuja spésob, akym
k vyskumu metodologicky pristupujem. Volba vyskumnych
metdd tak nie je len technickym rozhodnutim, ale aj
sp6sobom, ako na dilemy vo vyskume reagujem a ako sa
snazim minimalizovat ich potencidlne dosledky. Aby som
poskytla o najvacsi priestor pre participaciu samotnych
obyvatelov a obyvateliek ubytovni, pouzivam metédu
hibkovych narativnych rozhovorov, ktoré ddvaji ludom
priestor na vlastné uchopenie ich prezivania (Anderson,
2004). Inspirdciou pre takéto exponované priestory mozu
byt napriklad prechdadzky, pocas ktorych sa vedu vyskumné
rozhovory (walking interviews). Pouzitie tychto alebo inych
mobilnych metéd umoznuje zachytit skisenost priestoru
v pohybe a prepajat verbalnu reflexiu s bezprostrednym
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zmyslovym vnimanim prostredia (Evans & Jones, 2011;
Pink, 2015). Komunika¢né partnerstvo, s ktorym budem

v teréne travit ¢as, povazujem za ,experts by experience®,
teda [udi s jedine¢nou expertnou znalostou vychddzajicou
z kazdodennej Zitej skusenosti s bytovou prekaritou.

Su to oni, ktori sa vedia pohybovat po priestore a poznaju
nepisané pravidla. Prave prepojenie rozhovoru s pohybom
v priestore mi zdroven umozni zachytit aj tie aspekty
kazdodennosti, ktoré zostdavaju v statickom rozhovore
¢asto nevyslovené, no su pritomné v zmyslovom a telesnom
prezivani miesta (Pink, 2015). V mojom vyskume vnimam
pristup senzorickej etnografie ako obzvlast relevantny

v kontexte priestorov, ktoré su zdroven regulované aj
¢iastocne skryté, takZe umoznuje zachytit aj ich implicitné
normy a kazdodenné praktiky.

Vyskum ako nastroj zmeny

Etnograficky pristup moze poznatky o bytovej nudzi
a vyluceni z byvania nielen doplnit, ale aj problematizovat.
Ambiciou méjho vyskumu je okrem produkcie poznania aj
jeho prepojenie so Sir§Simi spoloc¢enskymi diskusiami. T4to
ambicia je vSak sama osebe eticky ambivalentnd. Snaha
o politiky zaloZené na ddtach predpokladd, Ze poznanie
moze byt preloZzené do politickych rozhodnuti, no tento
proces je vZdy selektivny a podmieneny mocenskymi
vztahmi. Vyskum tak mozZe sluZit ako ndstroj zmeny, ale
aj ako legitimizdcia existujuceho stavu. V tomto zmysle sa
vyskum byvania ukazuje ako pole, na ktorom sa stretdvaju
epistemologické, politické a etické otdzky. Vyskum
v domadcnostiach [udi v bytovej nudzi je spojeny s vyraznymi
etickymi, bezpe¢nostnymi a vztahovymi dilemami, pretoze
vyskumnicka vstupuje do prostredia, ktoré je uz samo osebe
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poznacené nerovnostou a zranitelnostou (Bashir, Lewis

& Campbell, 2010). V podobnych situdciach sa vyskumné
stretnutie ¢asto stdva aj emociondlne ndro¢nym priestorom,
v ktorom hranica medzi pozorovanim a u¢astnictvom nie

je nikdy uplne pevnd. Ako vyskumnicka sa pohybujem
medzi rolami pozorovatelky a uc¢astnic¢ky, pricom hranice
medzi nimi nie su nikdy uplne stabilné. Etika sa tak
neukazuje ako subor predpisanych pravidiel, ale ako
priebezny proces reflexie, vyjedndvania a rozhodovania sa

v konkrétnych vztahoch a situdcidch. Vyskumy zamerané
na neistotu, chudobu alebo ndsilie m6zu mat vyrazny dopad
aj na samotnych vyskumnikov, najmé prostrednictvom
emociondlnej zdtaze, etickych dilem a vlastnej pozicie
vteréne. Otdzkou preto nie je len to, ako skumat prekaritu,
ale aj to, ako reflektovat vlastnu ucast v nej. Etika vyskumu
sa tak rozsiruje od ochrany ucastnikov k reflexii vlastnej
pozicie a zodpovednosti.

Tento posun od procesnej k vztahovej etike reflektuje aj
kritika inStituciondlnych etickych ramcov. Ako upozornuju
vo svojich vyskumoch Sabrina Borrelli a Tanya Basok (2025),
formadlne etické procesy ¢asto nedokazu zachytit komplexitu
vyskumnych vztahov a m6zu dokonca obmedzovat
realizdciu inak relevantného vyskumu. Etika sa tak presuva
od dodrziavania pravidiel k otdzkam zodpovednosti,
vztahov a schopnosti reagovat na situdcie, ktoré nemozno
vzdy dokonale predvidat. V tomto kontexte nadobuda
skutoéne zdsadny vyznam aj pozicia vyskumnicky. Vyskum
nevznika z externého odstupu, ale z perspektivy, ktora je uz
prepletend so skimanym polom.

Napokon by som sa rada vratila k etickej dileme,
ktord je pre méj vyskum klucova. Ako ukazuju viaceré
vyskumy urbdnnej prekarity a nidzového byvania,
komer¢né ubytovne predstavuju Specificky typ byvania
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charakteristicky kombindciou neistoty, sub§tandardnych
podmienok a oslabenej ochrany prav obyvatelstva

(Walach et al., 2021; Kubala et al., 2023; Lancione, 2019).
Problematickost tychto priestorov nespociva len v nizkom
Standarde byvania, ale aj v samotnej Strukture vztahov

a neistoty, v ktorych funguju. Charakteristicka je

absencia stabilného pravneho postavenia obyvatelstva,
netransparentnost podmienok byvania, vysokd miera
zavislosti od prevadzkovatelov ¢i obmedzené moznosti
kontroly a vyjedndavania podmienok byvania. Chybaju

v nich regulécia, Standardy, transparentnost, ¢asto aj
zdkladnd ochrana ndjomnictva (Walach, 2021). Prevadzka
tychto zariadeni sa ¢asto pohybuje v nejasnom pravnom
ramci, v ktorom absentuju jednoznac¢ne definované pravidla
tykajuce sa kvality byvania, minimalnych priestorovych
podmienok, hygienickych $tandardov ¢i ochrany prav
obyvatelstva. V niektorych pripadoch su dokonca popisované
ako sucast SirSieho ,,obchodu s chudobou®, v ktorom sa
neistota byvania stdva zdrojom ekonomického zisku (Kupka
et al., 2021; Walach, 2021). Zaroven vSak predstavuju
infrastrukturu, bez ktorej by ich obyvatelstvo velmi
pravdepodobne ¢&elilo prehibeniu bytovej niidze. Potencidlne
obmedzenie ¢i zruSenie ich prevadzky v kratkom case

abez adekviatnej alternativy by mohlo viest k este vacsej
marginalizdcii ich obyvatelstva. Napétie medzi kritikou
auznanim funkcie tak nie je len analytické, ale aj politické

a napokon aj etické. Prave vtomto limindlnom priestore,
ktory je zaroven problematicky aj nevyhnutny, vstupuje do
hry vyskum ako dals$i aktér. Komeréné ubytovne mozno
chédpat ako symptom SirSieho usporiadania, ktoré produkuje
nerovnosti, no zdroven poskytuje minimédlne mechanizmy
ich manaZovania. Ich existencia nehovori len o zlyhani
systému, ale aj o sposobe, akym sa systém naudil s tymto
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zlyhanim fungovat. Pre vyskumni¢ku to znamend pohybovat
sa v priestore, kde nie su k dispozicii jednoduché normativne
pozicie. Kritika tychto priestorov je nevyhnutnd, no sama
osebe nedostacujuca. Musi byt sprevadzana reflexiou

ich funkcie v systéme a otdzkou, aké dosledky moze mat
produkované poznanie. V tomto zmysle sa etika vyskumu
neobmedzuje na ochranu napriklad obyvatelstva tychto
priestorov, ale zahfna aj reflexiu §ir§ich moznych dopadov
vyskumu. Stojim preto pred otdzkami, ¢o zviditeliluje, ¢o
reprodukuje a aké politické imagindcie podporuje moj
vyskum a prec¢o? A v neposlednom rade je potrebné si
uvedomit, Ze pole pdsobnosti vyskumnicky nespociva
vinvestigative. Etnograficky vyskum pritom nevstupuje do
tychto priestorov ako neutrdlne odhalovanie reality, ale ako
proces budovania vztahov, interpretdcie a sprostredkovania
skusenosti, ktory ma svoje limity aj zodpovednosti.

Diskusia a zaver

Predkladand kapitola vychddza zo snahy uchopit
byvanie nielen ako materidlnu infrastrukturu kazdoden-
ného zZivota, ale aj ako pole, v ktorom sa Strukturdlne nerov-
nosti premietaju do kazdodennej neistoty a zdroven do
etickych podmienok jej skiimania. Hlavnou analytickou li-
niou textu je prekarita byvania chapand ako politicky a insti-
tuciondlne produkovany proces. Komeréné ubytovne v tejto
argumentdacii predstavuju ohraniéeny terén, na ktorom moz-
no predbezne sledovat jeden z mechanizmov tohto procesu,
konkrétne stabilizdciu do¢asnosti. Text netvrdi, Ze ubytovne
reprezentuju celd bytova nidzu na Slovensku. Ukazuje skor,
preco je analyticky dodlezité skumat situdcie, v ktorych sa
provizérne byvanie predlZuje, neistota rutinizuje a mini-
malna infrastruktura prezitia zdroven obmedzuje moznosti
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prechodu k stabilnejSiemu byvaniu. Vo vybranom teréne
mobzem sledovat, ako sa neistota byvania nielen produku-
je, ale aj stabilizuje a normalizuje a zdroven je sprevadzand
mordlnymi interpretdciami. Etickd otdzka vyskumu z tejto
argumentdcie nevystupuje ako samostatnd téma, ale ako
dosledok spdsobu, akym je tento proces vnimany, interpre-
tovany a potencidlne prekladany do praxe.

Stcasne je vSak potrebné zdoraznit, Ze moj text
nepredstavuje uzavretu empiricka analyzu, ale skor moment
v procese vyskumu. Ide o pracu v jej pociatocnej faze, ktord
spociva predovsetkym v teoretickom ukotveni, predbeZznych
empirickych vhladoch a formulovani vyskumnych
predpokladov. Aj samotny vstup do témy bol vysledkom
postupného formovania vyskumného zdujmu, ktory sa
nevyvijal linedrne, ale v logike serendipity — teda stretnutia
nahody s pripravenostou vyskumni¢ky rozpoznat vyznam
situdcie a prepojit ju s existujucim poznanim (Rivoal &
Salazar, 2013). Nejde teda o ¢isto ndhodny objav, ale o proces,
v ktorom ndhoda nachddza Zivnu podu v predchddzajuce;j
skusenosti a citlivosti voéi terénu. V texte popisujem vlastnu
schopnost rozpoznat vyznam situécii, ktoré pévodne neboli
sucastou mojho vyskumného zameru. Mnohé z uvedenych
tvrdeni tak maju charakter pracovnych predpokladov, ktoré
budu v dalSom priebehu vyskumu overované, spresfiované
a potencidlne aj prehodnocované. Tento otvoreny charakter
nemusi predstavovat striktne obmedzenie, skor odrdza
samotnu povahu etnografického poznania a pritomnych
etickych dilem, ktoré vznikaju postupne, v procese a ktoré
je nevyhnutné v ¢ase neustdle reflektovat. Klu¢ovym
momentom procesu reflexie je moja pozicionalita
vyskumnicky. Vyskum nevznikd z neutrdlneho odstupu,
ale z pozicie, ktord je uz vopred prepletend so skimanym
terénom prostrednictvom profesiondlnej skisenosti v oblasti
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bytovej politiky. Tdto dudlna rola medzi vyskumom a praxou
predstavuje nielen zdroj $pecifického poznania, ale aj eticku
vyzvu. Na jednej strane umoznuje pristup k situdcidm
avyznamom, ktoré by inak mohli zostat nedostupné, no
na druhej strane znamend, Ze vyskum sa stdva do nejakej
miery sucastou systémov, ktoré analyzuje. Reflexia tejto
prepletenosti preto nie je doplnkom, ale podmienkou
moznosti takéhoto vyskumu a zdroven jednym z jeho
ustrednych analytickych vychodisk.

Uvedomujem si, Ze sa v kapitole selektivne zameria-
vam na komerc¢né ubytovne a zachytdvam tak iba jednu
z podob SirSieho spektra bytovej nadze. Text nemozno ¢éitat
ako reprezentativny obraz bytovej nidze na Slovensku. Jeho
prinos vidim v analytickom ohrani¢eni konkrétneho terénu
a v otvoreni otdzky, ako sa bytova neistota kazdodenne
preziva, ¢asovo stabilizuje a skima z pozicie vyskumnicky
prepojenej s praxou. Ambiciou dizerta¢ného vyskumu je
tymto sposobom doplnit existujuce poznatky o kvalitativnu
a etnograficku perspektivu. Osobitnu pozornost si pritom
vyzaduje vyuzitie ziskaného poznania. KedZe mi je blizky
angazovany vyskum, jednou z ambicii je vstupovat do verej-
nych debdt a prispievat k tvorbe verejnych politik. Zdroven
vS§ak povazujem za nevyhnutné sledovat, ako je poznanie
selektované, prekladané a interpretované v konkrétnych
mocenskych kontextoch. Moze totiz sluzit ako ndstroj
zmeny, ale aj ako legitimizdcia existujucich usporiadani.

Etika vyskumu sa pre mna preto nevycerpava ochranou
ucastnictva, ale zahfiia aj reflexiu Sirsich dosledkov produko-
vaného poznania a mojej vlastnej tlohy v jeho sprostredko-
vani. Zaver tejto kapitoly preto nespociva v uzavreti otazok,
ale v ich dalSom otvarani. Vyskum v prostredi exponovanych
lokalit a so zranitelnymi skupinami obyvatelstva si vyZaduje
nielen analyticku presnost, ale aj eticku citlivost voci tomu,
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¢o zviditelfiuje, Co raimcuje ako problém a aké predstavy
orieSeniach tym podporuje. Komplexnost vstupu a zotrva-
nia v teréne, neoddelitelnd od vlastnej pozicionality ¢i dvo-
jitej roly, tak nepredstavuje prekdzku vyskumu, ale miesto,
z ktorého poznanie nevyhnutne vznika.

Pod'akovanie

VEGA ¢. 2/0095/26 (Ne)istoty byvania: Etnologicky pohlad na domov,
zranitelnost a ontologické bezpedie

Autorka pri priprave textu vyuzila generativne AI nastroje
(ChatGPT/0OpenAI) ako podporny nastroj pri jazykovych, Stylistickych
a formulaénych UGpravach. Nastroje neboli pouzité na generovanie
empirickych dat ani na samostatni tvorbu analytickych zaverov.

Za obsah, interpretéacie, argumentaciu a konec¢né znenie textu nesie

plna zodpovednost autorka.
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Introduction

This chapter aims to contribute to the discussion on
ethnographic researchers’ positionality by thematising
and reflecting on some of my social identities that
significantly affect my dissertation project. I focus
particularly on my identities as a human rights activist
and as a non-Roma conducting ethnographic research
among Roma communities, both of which are highly
salient to my research. However, I also touch upon some
other distinctive statuses, such as class background and
gender. Within this scope, I raise selected issues related
to my positionality as a researcher that stem partly from
my initial ethnographic field visits, as well as scattered
knowledge gathered from my previous engagement in field
monitoring of human rights violations against Roma. To
ensure accurate research, it is essential to understand and
disclose the positionality and power structures that may
underlie it (Dunajeva & Vajda, 2021).

I am writing these reflections early in my PhD studies,
during my second semester, and they represent an early
stage of my dissertation. As such, they reflect an epistemic
endeavour and, at the same time, an ongoing cognitive
process that will be fully integrated into my research project
at a later stage. Exploring positionality and articulating
it in a positionality statement can require “considerable
time and much ‘soul searching’ from new researchers
(Holmes, 2020, p. 4). However, this early stage does not
diminish the relevance of these reflections, which are
particularly significant for my research project and its
ethical considerations. While some non-Roma scholars
in Romani Studies have discussed their positionality and
reflexivity to varying degrees, there remains an urgent need
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for researchers in this field to consider and incorporate these
aspects more extensively (Fremlovd, 2019).

I position this chapter against the background of
codes of ethics that serve as written cornerstones for
conducting ethical anthropological research—standards
upon which ethnographers must necessarily reflect. Yet,
ethics in anthropological research goes beyond “obeying a
set of guidelines” (Caplan, 2003, p. 3). Indeed, adhering to
institutional ethics protocols “usually isn’t enough to be able
to discern how to act sensitively and ethically within the
actual real-world settings... especially over long periods of
time, where you are not only enacting your own plans but
responding to others’ actions and to emergent situations.”
(Wardell, 2025, pp. 48-49). Ethnographic fieldwork
challenges a researcher’s ethical grounding in many peculiar
ways, which arguably widely concern critical anthropology
and ethnography involving vulnerable minority groups
(see Ryder, 2021)—the very space in which my dissertation
project is situated. My ambition here is not to present an
exhaustive ethical landscape or to resolve field-based ethical
challenges that may only unfold throughout the research
process. My dissertation itself will eventually provide
such a landscape. Instead, in this chapter, I introduce the
theoretical foundations needed to navigate the distinctive
ethical dimensions of my critical ethnographic research,
discussing those ethical aspects of my positionalities that I
find necessary to clarify early in the research process. I hope
this text serves as a good starting point for PhD students
considering or designing critical ethnographic research
with vulnerable groups, particularly those who associate
themselves with the same or related identities.

Issues of reflexivity and positionality have been subjects
of numerous scholarly contemplations with respect to

82 STEFAN IVANCO

individual research efforts. They also appear to be commonly
discussed in textbooks and papers on the theory of qualitative
research. Setting up my own theoretical foundations has
become a starting point in my own iterative process in this
area. How can we grasp and embrace the reflexive process
of building up researchers’ positionalities? Malterud (2001, p.
484), in her widely cited paper, notes that “reflexivity starts
by identifying preconceptions brought into the project by the
researcher, representing previous personal and professional
experiences, pre-study beliefs about how things are and
what is to be investigated, motivation and qualifications for
exploration of the field, and perspectives and theoretical
foundations related to education and interests.” Though

at the current stage of my inner reflections, I still largely
move within this definition, my overall thinking about my
positionalities is already multifaceted. It results particularly
from my relatively rapid entry into the ethnographic field
and initial interactions with research participants,’ which
raise various incentives to reflect on. Given that I approach
my researcher’s positionality through the comprehensible
perspective of Savin-Baden and Major (2013, pp. 71-73), who
define three primary ways of its acknowledgement:

Firstly, by locating themselves “in relation to the
subject”, researchers must acknowledge their own individual
positions towards the subject or issues that may affect
the research. For instance, researchers make decisions
regarding the focus of their inquiry based on their views,
interests, and experiences—all of which requires transparent
disclosure. Secondly, by locating themselves “in relation to

1 In this chapter, I use the term ‘research participants’ to maintain coherence with
the terminology of the referred perspective of Savin-Baden & Major (2013). However,
in my research, I will consider using the terms research ‘collaborators’ or
‘interlocutors’ as they may better reflect dialogical character and co-production of
knowledge within my research.

ETHICAL DILEMMAS IN
83 CURRENT ETHNOLOGY VOL. III



the participants”, researchers should consider “how they
view themselves as well as how others view them” (p. 71). In
addition, they must consider “how participants’ perspectives
of themselves and others shape cultural contexts” (p. 72),
which, in turn, may influence the researchers’ own stances
and demand reflexive examination. Thirdly, by locating
themselves “in relation to the research context and process”,
researchers should reflect on how they unavoidably shape
the research process at its particular stages, as well as how
the research affects them in return. In this context, it is
crucial to emphasise that “locating researchers requires that
they continually interrogate their biases, beliefs, stances,
and perspectives” (Savin-Baden & Major, 2013, p. 71). This
framework encompasses my understanding of reflexivity as
a structured and ongoing process that helps me define my
researcher’s positionalities. Ultimately, I view addressing
my positionalities in the research process as a necessary
precondition for pursuing engaged research that arguably
aligns with critical ethnography and can be defined as
“relevant, reflexive, responsible, and responsive” (Fotta & Gay
y Blasco, 20244, p. 170).

In the first subchapter, I introduce my dissertation
project and position it within the roadmap of social
anthropology and ethnographic research. In the following
section, I discuss some initial elements of my positionality as
an ethnographer and knowledge producer that have taken
shape during the opening months of my PhD studies and
continue to influence the development of my dissertation
project. In the third and fourth subchapters, I reflect on
my positionalities as a human rights activist and non-

Roma researcher in the field of Romani Studies, alongside
other selected positionalities, examining their particular
implications for my research.
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I. Doing Critical Ethnography

In general terms, my dissertation project aims to
explore how Roma men and women currently secure work
and income in Slovakia, and the social determinants that
shape these trajectories in their lives. At this stage, my
research goals and questions are still taking shape against
the backdrop of previous research in this area and potential
research gaps, as well as my initial visits to the two Roma
communities preliminarily selected for my ethnographic
field research. Currently, I am establishing contacts in these
localities and pre-mapping the strategies Roma employ to
secure work and income, alongside the perceived struggles
or disadvantages they face in this domain due to their
ethnic identity and/or other reasons. I observe the situation
of Roma women and their ethnic and gender identities as
potential markers of their disadvantages. Specifically, I am
interested in what they experience when interacting with
institutional actors, particularly employers. In doing so, I
align with scholarly voices arguing that anthropological
research within Roma communities in Slovakia has
historically fallen short of exploring non-Roma agency and
the widespread societal power structures in everyday life
that maintain the disadvantages Roma experience relative
to their non-Roma neighbours (Sotola et al., 2018). This
scholarly viewpoint remains highly relevant.

In choosing my research focus, I openly articulate the
initial layer of my positionality: my relation to the subject.
The selection of my research focus mirrors my values,
embracing the belief that all people are equal in dignity
and their rights, regardless of their ethnicity, gender, social
status, and other identities. They all have rights that should
be fully exercised without discrimination—a fundamental
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principle deeply embedded in both the international human
rights system and domestic legislation, and inherent to

my own world of values. However, because these ideals

are not inherent to the world we live in, they represent

goals that must be pursued. Consequently, it is imperative
for me to frame my research in a way that potentially
contributes to translating these principles into living

reality for people. Furthermore, I strongly associate human
dignity and equality with the category of justice, given that
their protection has a legal nature and is legally binding

for state parties to the international human rights treaties,
including Slovakia. States are obligated to refrain from
violating rights, to protect them, and to fulfil them by taking
positive measures to ensure their equal enjoyment by all.
Importantly, this includes realising economic and social
rights, such as the right to work, an adequate standard of
living, the right to education, health care, adequate housing,
and others. Against this general background, I view the
inequalities and marginalisation of many Roma in Slovakia
as a form of systemic injustice. I particularly disregard social
exclusion and segregation, and instead value the pursuit of
social inclusion, which is closely tied to the realisation of
human rights without discrimination.

My research topic and its distinctive value-basis

position my research within the field of critical ethnography.
Madison notes that the defining features of this ethnographic
perspective “begins with an ethical responsibility to address
processes of unfairness or injustice within a particular

lived domain” (Madison, 2020, p. 4). She further adds that
“the critical ethnographer also takes us beneath surface
appearances, disrupts the status quo, and unsettles both
neutrality and taken-for-granted assumptions by bringing to
light underlying and obscure operations of power and control”
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(Madison, 2020, p. 4). Ultimately, my research aims to
address these issues of ethical responsibility, social injustice,
and power imbalances between the non-Roma majority and
the Roma minority within the selected segment of social
life and relations. Notably, Madison (2020, p. 24) makes a
clear link between critical ethnography and critical theory,
providing a crucial theoretical foundation for my research.

Il. Scaffolding My Positionality as a Researcher

Before delving into reflections on my specific identities,
it is worth mentioning two bodies of scholarly knowledge
that are fundamentally interlinked and have shaped
my initial thinking regarding my own positionality as a
researcher. First, engaging with post-modern perspectives
on ethnographic research allowed me to come to terms
with notions such as “ethnographic truths are... inherently
partial” (Clifford, 1986, p. 7) and that knowledge is “situated”
(Haraway, 1988). It was an important cognitive shift for
someone with a previous educational background in
political science and conducting human rights research. For
many years, my primary objective was to gather factual
information on wrongdoings faced by Roma in order to gain
acknowledgement from public authorities, human rights
bodies, and courts. For instance, I previously implemented
an experimental method of situational testing, which was
essentially designed to capture discriminatory reality 7z sizu
to provide courts with evidence of unequal treatment to
decide fairly. I had long viewed the research process through
the lens of scientific ‘post-positivism’ (Guba & Lincoln, 1994).
Understanding the post-modern research perspective, which
had previously been largely unfamiliar to me, helped me
approach knowledge production in my research project in
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a more relational and balanced manner. It enabled me to
better embrace the importance of positionalities, allowing
me to thoroughly address how they ultimately influence the
production of knowledge. As the most general rule I set for
my dissertation project, Il am committed to putting in place
a scientifically rigorous ethnographic research design and
methodology that thoroughly reflects the emic perspectives
of the research participants. This brings me to the second
piece of the scholarly knowledge that has informed my
positionality, one which carries obvious ethical implications.
It is undeniable that for a researcher positioned within
the critical ethnography of the marginalised Roma minority,
it is important to fully engage with and reflect on scholarly
discussions regarding the decolonisation of Roma scholarly
knowledge. Fotta and Gay y Blasco (2024c) discuss recent
significant transformative developments in Gypsy, Roma and
Traveller research,’ characterising them as a “much-needed
methodological overhaul” (p. 2). They note that researchers
in this scholarly area are “increasingly acknowledging the
power dynamics and inequalities that might be (re)produced
through research practices” (Fotta & Gay y Blasco, 2024a,
p. 164). While debates in this regard have been underway
for years, Fotta and Gay y Blasco argue that the COVID-19
pandemic in the early 2020s intensified these issues, even
increasing the necessity to address their methodological
implications. This discussion echoes broader scholarly views
questioning the production of scholarly knowledge about
disadvantaged groups by those who are privileged and hold
power. These perspectives highlight how privileged social

2 In this specific instance, I use the term ‘Gypsy, Roma, and Traveller’ research
in line with the referred volume by Fotta and Gay y Blasco. Notably, while
this terminology is currently widely used within the UK scholarly environment
(Marushiakova, 2025, p. 152), I adopt the more globally used term ‘Romani Studies’
throughout this chapter.
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groups produce knowledge about subordinated groups while
keeping the latter muted (e.g. Ardener, 1975; Said, 1978;
Spivak, 1988). Such a view is also associated with the Critical
Romani Studies scholarly perspective, which articulates

the need to bring Romani voices to the forefront of Roma
knowledge production (Bogdan et al., 2018). The call for

a ‘methodological overhaul’, as framed by Fotta and Gay y
Blasco in the referred volume, resonates particularly strongly,
implying the need for deep, inevitable revisions in Romani
scholarly research. They bring forward the importance of
involving Roma as subjects in the co-production of scholarly
knowledge, including engaged Romani scholarship. While
this ongoing scholarly discussion remains complex and
encompasses diverse scholarly viewpoints,’ a close reflection
upon it is of paramount importance for early-career
researchers conducting value-based, critical anthropology.
Ultimately, it has implications for my own dissertation
research, which I will expand upon later in this text.

Ill. Implications of Human Rights Activist's Identity
for Critical Ethnographic Research

I have long pursued the equality and human rights of the
Roma minority as an activist. In terms of my positionality
towards the subject, my identity as a human rights advocate
is not particularly salient; rather, it ultimately reflects
my values outlined in subchapter I. My human rights
engagement has been driven by these values, which now fuel
my critical ethnographic research. Although my previous

3 For a further overview and scrutiny of these recent debates, see, for example,
Ryder (2019), Fremlova (2019), Ort (2023), and Dunajeva (2023).
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engagement was more thematically diverse, it intersects
with my current ethnographic research, revolving around
situations of Roma when seeking work and their subsequent
interactions and disadvantages. When designing my project
and making methodological considerations, I am inevitably
influenced by my past as an activist—shaped by everything I
have professionally witnessed and experienced.

I naturally think about what I could reasonably
apply from my previous activist experience to my critical
ethnographic research. I search for possible linkages and
overlaps. Apart from the common value base and thematic
focus, I have identified two significant aspects in which my
critical ethnographic research intertwines with my previous
human rights engagement. The first is the endeavour to
ensure that my research is applicable to advancing the human
rights of the Roma minority. The second is my commitment
to empower research participants and Roma communities.

As for the former aspect, the endeavour to ensure the
applicability of my research to advancing Roma minority
rights fits well with the very nature of critical ethnography
captured by the above definition. I am specifically
considering this aspect when narrowing my research
focus and formulating research questions. I wish to give
my dissertation thesis sufficient space to describe how the
results of my ethnographic research can be used in related
public policymaking at the government, municipal, or
other institutional levels. I find it reasonable to be largely
specific and descriptive in this respect, drawing on cross-
sectional perspectives that stem from my human rights

advocacy experience and my background in political science.

However, I also find it important to recognise and set out
the boundaries between my position as a human rights
activist and that of a critical ethnographer. Being a human
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rights activist is definitely still one of my identities. Formally,
I concluded my previous engagement with a Slovak
grassroots human rights NGO, where I worked for 17 years
as a programme coordinator and researcher. When writing
this chapter, I am not engaged in any civil society activities
related to the protection of human rights. However, I will
sooner or later likely return to human rights civil society
activism, to a certain extent, in the course of my dissertation
research. Ryder (2021) points out a range of dangers that may
arise for an ethnographic researcher who is actively engaged
in human rights advocacy. Apart from the obvious risks of
falling short in the overall research process and duties due

to excessive overload, multiple roles may give rise to various
tensions and create confusion between the researcher and
research participants, as well as among the participants
themselves and institutional stakeholders interacting with
the researcher. Reflecting on these aspects, I will strive

to ensure that my ethnographic research, including my
fieldwork and research participants, remains completely
separate from any human rights activities in which I may
eventually be engaged. Any such human rights engagement
would focus on other contexts and locations and involve
interaction with different people.

Still, I cannot hide my previous human rights
engagement, which can easily be traced, and I will not hide
it in communication with research participants either. This
previous engagement and related fieldwork made it easier
for me to identify Roma communities for ethnographic
research and to gain access to them through local Roma
activists whom I had previously known. To prevent the risk
of blurring my identities among the research participants, I
intentionally selected localities where my previous NGO has
not been actively addressing human rights issues in recent
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years, and where I have not been moving around. Apart
from my informants or gatekeepers, research participants
essentially do not recognise me as an activist. However, |
strongly feel that situating my research interest within the
context of my previous human rights engagement in initial
communication may contribute to gaining the trust of
research participants. As such, I speak with them about my
positionality in relation to the participants in a transparent
manner. However, I will not engage in addressing any
human rights violations that research participants may raise
with me. In such cases, I will refer them to relevant human
rights bodies or NGOs. Critical ethnography and the critical
paradigm that I follow align well with my positionality as a
human rights activist. Still, this does not absolve me of the
need to continuously reflect on possible biases and stances
(Savin-Baden & Major, 2013, p. 71) stemming from my
‘activist’ self that could unduly influence various stages of
the research, particularly data collection and interpretation.
Clear methodological grounding and data triangulation are
also among the safeguards in this regard.

The second significant aspect intertwined with my
previous human rights engagement is my commitment to
empowering research participants and the communities
where I conduct my research. It is a perspective to which
I attach immense value and is deeply rooted in my
thinking about my positionality as a researcher. A declared
mission of the NGO of which I was long an integral part
is “supporting those who suffer human rights violations
and empowering them to become active participants
in addressing injustice”.” An idea of empowerment also

4 Center for Civil and Human Rights (Poradria pre ob&ianske a Iudské prava): https://
poradna-prava.sk/en/about-us/
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permeates the work of the most established international
Roma rights NGO, the European Roma Rights Centre, which
has endeavoured to “provide Roma with the tools necessary
to combat discrimination...”. Indeed, empowering people
facing human rights violations is widely perceived as one

of the important elements in the human rights discourse.
The UN Agenda 2030 for Sustainable Development is
explicit in stating that “people who are vulnerable must be
empowered” (The United Nations General Assembly, para.
23). The commitment to empower vulnerable people also
fits well with the very nature of critical ethnography. While
making several distinctions between conventional and
critical ethnographers, Thomas (1993, p. 4) points to the
additional effort of the latter ones “to speak to an audience
on behalf of their subjects as a means of empowering them
by giving more authority to the subjects’ voice.” Likewise,
Madison (2020, p. 5) considers critical ethnographers as
those bringing forward the stories of interlocutors who are
otherwise unheard, raising their voices and highlighting
their experiences. This already provides an approachable
theoretical grounding for a human rights activist stepping
into ethnographic research. However, speaking on behalf of
research participants is arguably a halfway perspective that
does not necessarily account for their agency in challenging
their disadvantaged positions. Zachar Podolinskd (2024)
outlines the social and cultural phenomena and discourse
of recent decades, particularly the decolonisation of
Western anthropology, post-colonialism, ‘woke’ culture,
cancel culture, and critical research, pointing to their
important influence on the research process in ethnology

5 The European Roma Rights Centre: https://www.errc.org/who-we-are/overview
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and social anthropology in this century. In view of this
development, she points out, inter alia, that “there is now

a stronger emphasis on collaboration and partnership with
communities, aiming not only to amplify their voices, but
also to empower those ‘we are studying’” (Zachar Podolinsk4,
2024, p. 32). Promoting the engagement of research
participants, who often represent excluded and historically
marginalised communities, aligns with the understanding of
participatory research and inquiry (Ospina et al., 2021, p. 3).
Such a methodological direction also aligns with efforts to
decolonise knowledge in Romani Studies, as discussed in

the previous subchapter. It has already been followed by a
number of researchers who have conducted collaborative
research with Roma participants (for examples, see Fotta and
Gay y Blasco, 2024b, p. 24-25).

Reflecting on the above scholarly development, the
collaborative approach and the use of participatory
research methods pose important issues for designing my
dissertation project and conducting my research. They bear
immensely meaningful ethical implications. Notably, while
consulting on my project, I received a suggestion from
an anthropologist who, knowing my activist background,
proposed that I might consider conducting an ethnography
in collaboration with Roma participants who would write
their own narratives. My enthusiasm for such an approach
and its ethical essence mingles with concerns that I might
be unable to address potential challenges related to it, some
of which I am not even able to fully recognise or anticipate
at this point. It should be emphasised, however, that I do
not perceive a straightforward causal relationship between
the involvement of research participants in ethnographic
research and their empowerment. I assume that whether
their involvement empowers them varies across different
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stages of the research process and also depends on individual
circumstances and the attitudes of the participants. I
find it important to reflect thoroughly on whether the
specific engagement of research participants does not
primarily serve the professional goals of the researcher,
and whether research participants are not being pushed
into a position in relation to the researcher with which
they do not fully identify. This may increasingly happen,
particularly in critical ethnography, where participants from
a vulnerable community are supposed to address issues of
injustice in relation to the dominant majority. The above
perception stems from my experience as an activist and
my understanding that not everyone wants to be equally
involved in, and stand up against, injustice at a given time
and place—for various understandable reasons, such as
other commitments or perceived risks of victimisation.
Nevertheless, they may appreciate a human rights activist
from outside, a critical ethnographer or one of a few
active members of their community taking responsibility
for amplifying others’ voices while pursuing rights and
interests on their behalf. Moreover, the efforts of one or a
group of committed individuals can arguably encourage
and empower other members of a vulnerable group to
become involved in the future. As such, my understanding
of empowering research participants and communities
is associated both with the voluntary engagement of
research participants in the research process and post-
research advocacy, as well as with my own commitment to
expose their lived experience and contribute to addressing
inequalities and injustice.

To summarise my own research position in this regard,
I keep in mind the notion advanced by Fotta and Gay
y Blasco (20244, p. 165), who avoid specifying parameters
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for non-Roma scholars wishing to make efforts towards
the decolonisation of Roma scholarly knowledge. Instead,
they encourage the researchers to articulate individually
how they respond to this scholarly discussion and call
through their own methodological approaches, including
innovations. At this point, I still perceive the involvement
of research participants in my research as existing along a
broad spectrum, ranging from conducting the research in a
rather conventional way, without particularly pronounced
collaboration or with only limited elements, to more
intensive collaboration across many stages of the research
process. I make an effort to explore participatory research
methods and to communicate with research participants in
order to reasonably position myself on this spectrum. This
issue will be further elaborated in the next subchapter.

IV. Navigating the Identity of a Non-Roma Researcher in
Roma Communities and Other Distinctive Outsider Statuses

The identities of qualitative researchers can be the same
as, or different from, those of their research participants.
As such, they give rise to either researchers’ insider or
outsider status vis-a-vis participants, and, in any research,
these statuses will likely be multiple (Braun & Clarke, 2013,
p.10). The identities and related statuses of researchers and
research participants who interact in the field are arguably
highly diverse and interact in various ways. Returning to the
theoretical grounding from the introduction, these identities
and statuses are arguably a key consideration in locating a
researcher in relation to participants. As Gusterson (2008,
p. 96) notes, “ethnographers are inevitably marked by their
identities, whether it is race, class, gender, educational level,
nationality or other characteristics,” adding that, in some
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contexts, their identities can be beneficial, while in some
others they can be detrimental. Although I sense that the
background of human rights professionals may be generally
well received by research participants and may positively
facilitate my fieldwork, there is a range of identities that
give me other forms of outsider status and potentially make
my ethnographic research increasingly challenging. The
most relevant aspect in this regard is definitely my status as
a non-Roma researcher. However, class and other statuses
also require careful attention, as they may influence my
interactions with research participants and my overall
positionality in the field. What are the negative implications
stemming from my outsider statuses, and how can they be
addressed?

Being a non-Roma researcher conducting research in
Roma communities comes with particularly pronounced
implications. From the perspective of the above-mentioned
scholarly views advocating the decolonisation of Romani
research, I contribute to the retention of an undesirable
status quo. I acknowledge the importance of decolonising
the production of Roma scholarly knowledge and the reasons
behind it, which prompts me to necessarily address this
particular positionality issue in my research. After all, this
perspective makes for me a straightforward association
with the previous efforts of the NGO of which [ was a
part to include Roma people in its structures and all its
activities. [ assume that it is possible to take steps towards
alleviating the negative implications of my positionality
as a non-Roma outsider and knowledge producer. I can
arguably balance this positionality in my ongoing research
while striving to make the research process increasingly
inclusive for research participants who are Roma. In terms
of my fundamental research approach, I am anchored in
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the critical paradigm, which articulates that knowledge in
qualitative research arises through interaction and dialogue
with research participants (Guba & Lincoln, 1994). This
paradigmatic grounding necessarily keeps bringing me back
to the methodological trajectory of participatory research
and its meaning. When designing my project, [ am dealing
with how the production of knowledge is going to be carried
out at every stage of the research process and what concrete
avenues are available to make it a process of co-production
with research participants.

At the early stage of my dissertation project, when my
research questions are still being shaped, there is valuable
space to balance my positionality by being mindful of what
research participants say about the project’s focus and
goals. I find it meaningful to listen to what they suggest for
my project within the boundaries of the broader specified
area of research and the critical approach, so that it
contributes to addressing the disadvantages and injustices
they experience. The opinions of research participants can
be one of the key sources influencing my thinking in this
regard and contributing to the finalisation of my project
design. Furthermore, involving a research participant or
participants in the role of a research assistant can be a
particularly meaningful step towards greater participation.
From my initial field visits, I sense that the informal role of
my initial individual contacts in Roma communities could
eventually develop and come closer to that of a person who
assists to a significant extent. When involving a research
assistant, I find it important to make this relationship
transparent while exploring possibilities for remuneration,
including financial support from small research grants
available through my PhD research placement in the Slovak
Academy of Sciences.
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Furthermore, as a non-Roma man, I strongly reflect
on another layer of my outsider position in relation to
Roma women. My research considers the situation of Roma
women in the labour market an important area to explore.
It appears reasonable to consider involving a Roma woman
as a research assistant in order to balance my position in
relation to female research participants. The same holds
true for young Roma people who are completing their
education and transitioning to the labour market. Reflecting
on my previous experience documenting discrimination
against Roma in access to employment—including
intersectional discrimination against Roma women in this
area—I reasonably suppose that my different gender status
will not have a significant impact on research with this
particular focus. The NGO of which I was a part has, inter
alia, monitored and addressed violations of Roma women’s
reproductive rights, including the occurrence of unlawful
sterilisations in the past.® The documentation of these issues
has been largely facilitated by women and/or Roma women
colleagues, although I was not precluded from discussing
these issues with Roma women as well, particularly those
who had known me for a long time. Notably, conducting
interviews revolving around the situation of Roma women
in the labour market does not constitute the same kind of
gender-specific theme. Given that I am already in my early
forties, it is also reasonable to consider my outsider status in
relation to young Roma people. I suppose that this particular
age difference of about one generation might potentially
pose a greater challenge in engaging and interviewing
research participants than the gender difference. It therefore

6 For a comprehensive thematic overview of this work, see Durbakova et al. (2017).
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constitutes a positionality issue to be addressed, for
instance, by engaging a research assistant from the younger
generation.

Another significant aspect of my outsider status
lies in the social and economic class difference. For my
ethnographic research, I have preliminarily chosen Roma
communities other than the severely marginalised and
segregated ones in Slovakia. One of them lives in a village
jointly with the non-Roma population and is on a fairly
comparable socio-economic level. Regardless of how the
class statuses of myself and the research participants differ
in reality, it is plausible to say that Roma participants might
associate me with a higher social class simply by perceiving
me as a non-Roma scholarly researcher. Being located in
relation to participants in such a way poses a positionality
problem comparable to that associated with my non-Roma
ethnic identity, as well as obvious practical challenges that
may negatively affect the research process. Failing to address
these positionality issues might arguably lead to situations
in which people in Roma communities do not interact
with me or drastically filter their communication and,
ultimately, the knowledge they are willing to share with me.
As Gusterson (2008, p. 96) points out, ethnographers’ own
identities influence which aspects of the field environment
they can access, to what extent, and whether they can
access them at all. For instance, engaging Roma activists in
monitoring human rights violations against Roma within
the NGO of which I was a part of was, inter alia, incredibly
beneficial for obvious ethnicity-related positionality reasons,
and even more so for establishing initial contact in newly
visited communities. I argue that practical challenges
associated with ethnic and class-based outsider positions
can be alleviated through individual interactions, even
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though this may take a longer time. When I was moving
within Roma communities as an activist, [ naturally tried
to remove aspects that might evoke feelings among Roma
that I occupied a superior position of any kind (sic). I strived
to act as an activist, offering selfless support to those who
were interested. But what really mattered was how people
in the communities actually perceived me and what effects
this had. To address these aspects, I paid attention to what

I was wearing, how I was acting, and what I was saying. As
obvious as it might sound, I learnt that showing genuine
interest in the lives of people in marginalised communities
often helps break down barriers they might initially feel
due to ethnic and class differences. Offering them a sincere
handshake is something that some of them might have
rarely experienced from non-Roma in Slovak society. Asking
how they are doing, listening to them with genuine interest,
talking to them respectfully, offering to take off one’s shoes
when entering their house even if it is not necessary, tasting
their food when offered, and other similar—seemingly
trivial—details of respectful, non-hierarchical social
interaction often make a difference in interactions in Roma
communities, and certainly not only there (cf. Marushiakova,
2025, pp. 137-139). I find that this experience is transferable
to the position of a critical ethnographer.

I have already mentioned the importance of being
mindful of how and to what extent my gatekeepers within
Roma communities are involved in supporting my research.
In a broader sense, I find it important to keep reflecting on
whether my research is non-exploitative not only towards
individuals who voluntarily provide me with support, but
also towards whole communities (see Dunajeva & Vajda,
2021). As Ryder (2021) implies, ethnographic research may
too often be centred solely on extracting data from research
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communities in an opportunistic fashion. He writes about
the ‘hit and run’ approach, in which a researcher might be
perceived as someone driven by their own research interests,
who, after achieving their research goals, simply disappears
from the community. Such an approach obviously does

not align with how I reflect on and envision my research

in Roma communities. One particularly noticeable
difference between my current interaction with research
participants and my previous human rights engagement
might indeed relate to Rider's critical remark on the self-
centred ethnographic approach that I genuinely seek to
avoid. Notably, I sense that my previous interactions

with Roma could arguably have been easier in that [ was

a part of the NGO that provided Roma with something
tangible, which some of them appreciated, particularly

free legal assistance in selected human rights issues and
free legal representation in various human rights legal
proceedings. It was a long-term and steady commitment
for an indefinite period of time, which scholarly research
does not necessarily presume. Discrimination and other
human rights proceedings in Slovakia have usually taken

a very long time, often ultimately ending up either before
the European Court of Human Rights or other international
human rights bodies. Certainly, many Roma did not find
the human rights engagement of my NGO beneficial to
them for various reasons, such as other personal and

social needs or priorities, which was understandable.
Analogically, I find it important that I am able to clearly
communicate to research participants the practical meaning
and potential applicability of my research, so that they

find their involvement—regardless of how collaborative

it may be—meaningful. At the same time, [ acknowledge
that many individuals in my ethnographic field will find
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my research unmeaningful and will not collaborate with

me for various reasons. Decisions of potential research
participants both to collaborate and not to collaborate

with me on the research hold equal relevance and warrant
equal understanding on my part. While reflecting on the
motivations of research participants to engage in the
research, I also find it reasonable to search for possibilities to
balance the outsider position of an ethnographer by ‘giving
back’ to the community during the research process in a
way that is mutually meaningful and non-transactional

(cf. Marushiakova, 2025, pp. 137-139). Researchers can seek
reciprocity and indirect forms of remuneration over a longer
time (Wardell, 2025, p. 54). For instance, Cernusikova (2020,
p. 47), who conducted ethnographic research in a Roma
community in Ostrava, partly linked her ethnographic
research with providing English language lessons to children
from several Roma families in the community. I assume that
such a meaningful contribution through sharing knowledge
can obviously increase local people’s trust and can even be
naturally reciprocal in that a non-Roma researcher, including
myself, can learn or improve their knowledge of the Romani
language in return.

Finally, suffice it to say that relevant public institutions
will almost certainly not spontaneously recognise and adopt
the results of my research. Likewise, civil society advocates
might not push for better public policies and the advancement
of Roma rights in Slovakia on this basis alone. A certain post-
research advocacy engagement of the critical ethnographer
seems almost inevitable to me, either through various forms
of cooperation with civil society human rights advocates
or individually. In the previous subchapter, I mentioned my
caution about not becoming involved in activists’ efforts
in ways that might interfere with my dissertation research.
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However, I reflect that, in case I successfully complete

my research, I might transition to the role of an activist,
highlighting my dissertation research, encouraging public
discussion about its results, and advocating for their
consideration in policymaking. I find that the final stages

of my research— including the interpretation of research
results and their translation into recommendations for
policymakers—provide a particularly meaningful foundation
for dialogue with research participants. These collaborative
stages could subsequently develop into joint post-research
awareness-raising and advocacy efforts, which I find
particularly reasonable. They could naturally bridge my
current scholarly research with my previous NGO experience,
which arguably makes a great deal of sense.

The truth is that, in the previous paragraphs where I
discussed how to make my research process increasingly
inclusive for research participants, I did not touch upon
the difficulties and risks of this methodological endeavour.
First and foremost, I consider it hardly possible to introduce
participatory elements into ethnographic research
without having established at least a certain high level of
pre-research interaction and cooperation with research
participants, and ideally also among them. “Participatory
frameworks assume a degree of collective cohesion among
research participants” (Ondrejka, 2025, p. 79).  am not
entering my ethnographic field with this kind of relational
position, which I consider a major obstacle. This may be
further exacerbated by the time constraints of PhD research,
which are not particularly suited to the long and gradual
building of mutual relationships with and among research
participants. The risks associated with participatory
research are widely discussed and multifaceted (see, e.g.
Lenette et al., 2019; Burns et al., 2021). I must necessarily
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evaluate them through the scope of the specific details of my
research project and ethnographic field. As I have mentioned
earlier, a long and well-established relationship with my
informants presents potential opportunities for certain
forms of narrower, non-group collaboration through their
potential involvement as research assistants. However, the
impact of local assistants, whether formal or informal, on
the ethnographic field and the creation of knowledge must
be thoroughly examined (Fotta & Gay y Blasco, 2004b).
Notably, Ospina et al. (2021, p. 7) summarise that there is an
important scholarly debate about “what represents strong,
that is, ‘meaningful’ participation within a participatory
research project”, while raising a range of ongoing questions.
These scholars specifically consider the engagement of
research participants in analysing their own data to be

the most critical aspect of the participatory research. I
assume that focusing on engaging research participants

at this particular research stage could be a restrictive but
particularly viable approach. Nevertheless, I am not going
to conclude this chapter by setting concrete parameters

for the coproduction of scientific knowledge with research
participants. I believe that their clarification will arise from
further immersion in my ethnographic field throughout

the ongoing research process, building and strengthening
contacts with research participants and engaging in mutual
communication about their possible involvement.

Conclusion

Existing scholarly knowledge makes it clear that
addressing researchers’ positionality in ethnographic
research is a multilayered and reflective process that explores
researchers’ relations to the selected theme, research
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participants, and a wide range of other aspects. It is an ongoing
and deeply iterative process that arguably does not allow for
shortcuts. In this chapter, I outlined my own initial reflexive
process, aiming to define my positionalities as a researcher
in critical ethnographic research with the Roma minority
at an early stage. Establishing positionality holds particular
importance for an ethnographer conducting field research with
vulnerable communities. I highlighted scholarly views showing
that defining the positionalities of ethnographers requires,
inter alia, making clear their own identities and their relations
to the identities of research participants. Ethnographers should
thoroughly reflect on what these identity-related relationships
entail for their qualitative research process.

By addressing my identity as a human rights activist,
I have described the most pronounced intersections
between civil society engagement in the protection of
minority rights and critical ethnographic research with
vulnerable minorities. I have made clear that they both
share a distinctive value basis while uncovering and tackling
the unfairness and injustice experienced by vulnerable
minorities. Both uncover how the power and agency of the
dominant majority impact the situation of the minorities
and aim for respective social change. In addition, both
place importance on empowering members of vulnerable
minorities, who are commonly research participants for
critical ethnographers. Given these common traits, critical
ethnographic research with vulnerable minorities is a
particularly appealing research approach for civil society
activists, who may either transition to rigorous scholarly
research or link it with civil society activism. However, I
have also raised scholarly opinions warning that conducting
civil society activism alongside scholarly research entails
risks that must be thoroughly reflected upon.
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I have thematised the issue of the outsider status of
non-Roma researchers in Roma communities, which has
been subject to ongoing scholarly debate. This includes the
pronounced scholarly perspective that stresses the need
for increased engagement of Roma researchers in scholarly
research concerning the Roma minority. In addition, the
non-Roma identity distinctively influences a researcher’s
positionality within Roma communities and poses
various challenges. In response to this, I have discussed
possibilities for alleviating the negative implications of the
identity of a non-Roma outsider and knowledge producer
in my dissertation research project through the increased
involvement of research participants at particular stages
of the research process. In this regard, I have reflected on
power relations in critical ethnographic research between
researchers and members of vulnerable minorities. I have
particularly highlighted scholarly views stressing that
a researcher should, inter alia, avoid self-serving and
exploitative tendencies in the ethnographic field.

The analysis of the opportunities and risks to involve
research participants in my research at particular stages
of the research process has brought forward viable options
to prioritise. These include particularly meaningful
engagement of key informants, involving research
participants in the critical research stage of interpreting
their own research data, and post-research advocacy
towards policymakers. Reflecting on the scholarly
discussion on the decolonisation of Romani studies, I have
declared my commitment to contribute to this ethically
sound perspective by making my research increasingly
inclusive for research participants. However, I do not yet
specify parameters or benchmarks for these efforts, given
the early stage of my research process. In this regard,
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further immersion in my ethnographic field, building and
strengthening contacts with research participants, and
mutual communication about their engagement are needed.
The iterative, reflexive process that I have captured
in this chapter will continue to evolve. It will constantly
take shape through my presence in the research field and
interactions with research participants. This process will be
non-linear and recursive, incessantly mirroring my values,
the ethical groundings presented, and my research abilities.

Here, each and every compromise must be very well justified.

I believe that, for critical ethnographers, there is no way to
approach this differently. They shall embrace this challenge.
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1. Introduction: my research topic, field, and methodology

In this article, I argue that ethical issues are not a side
issue in ethnographic research. I do not present this as a novel
finding, but rather use it as a foundation to examine how this
established principle informs the specific design of my own
fieldwork. In my work with marginalised Roma communities
in Slovakia, they shape the research from the first contact
onward. In Romani studies, this matters especially because
research can reproduce, intensify, or challenge structural
inequality, anti-Roma racism, and misrepresentation. I see
and treat this vulnerability as produced by social conditions
and further increased by the ways research, as well as public
discourse, represent Roma communities (Skobla et al., 2025;
Zachar Podolinskd, 2024a, 2024c). Recent scholarship,
therefore, calls for context-based, reflexive, and participatory
research designs (Condon et al., 2019; De Koning et al.,

2019; Miranda et al., 2019; Roman et al., 2013; Zachar
Podolinskd, 2024a, 2024c). My dissertation examines how
local economies, institutions, labour-market policies, and
households’ everyday strategies intersect in relation to work
and income. At first, I considered a larger, multi-local design
to make anonymisation easier. Later, however, it became
clear to me that ethical and methodological questions cannot
be neatly separated. Choices about locality, access, and
depth also distribute risk and visibility. For that reason, I
narrowed the design toward deeper, more sustained work in
one relatively populous locality, with an emphasis on emic
understanding and on difficult ethical questions of access,
trust, and institutional risk.

This article was prepared as part of the methodological
and ethical preparation of my dissertation research.

I therefore do not treat methodology as a separate technical
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background, but as the place where ethical questions appear
most clearly. The methodological details included here are
selected because they have ethical consequences for access,

sampling, consent, anonymity, interpretation, and publication.

My current methodology is based on repeated visits,
participant observation, informal conversations, and, later,
more focused semi-structured interviews with individuals or
small groups. The core fieldwork takes place in one relatively
populous locality and centres on several households and
working-age adults, later with a narrower focus on a smaller
group. Rather than beginning with a few chosen respondents,
I am planning to work with a more layered sample, which
gradually narrows down into closer engagement with fewer
respondents. This is important for me methodologically
because I want to follow how labour barriers are lived and
narrated across a wider set of people, while still leaving room
for closer attention to particular stories and biographies in the
later phase. My aim is to understand how people talk about
work, unemployment, income strategies, debt, migration,
childcare, contact with the labour office, and the pressure to
appear employable. I will also conduct additional interviews
with NGO workers, local officials, social workers, labour
office staff, and employers to bring in different perspectives.
Since these actors occupy different positions of power, that
asymmetry shapes my approach, the consent process, and
my practical steps in the fieldwork. In that sense, the design is
relational and multi-perspectival from the very beginning.

For clarity, the final research strategy is conceived as a
staged design: first, mapping the locality and institutional
field; second, broader exploratory contact with several
households and working-age adults; third, repeated
conversations with a narrower group of respondents; and
fourth, complementary interviews with institutional and
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local actors. The material will be analysed through thematic
coding of labour barriers, income strategies, and institutional
encounters; positional coding of who produces particular
accounts and from what position in the local field; and

a reflexive coding layer based on fieldnotes about access,
consent, discomfort, risk, and anonymisation.

My pilot research highlighted the value of
methodological triangulation. In the pilot phase, I conducted
unstructured interviews with mayors, including one from
the selected locality, and with labour office employees.
These interviews revealed varied labour barriers linked to
regional inequalities. Barriers, among others, stem from the
limited impact of some activation programmes, employers’
fears and prejudices, local authority brokerage, and anti-
Roma stereotypes in institutions. The pilot also showed that
these barriers are not only due to institutional failure. They
are shaped by cumulative poverty, care burdens, interrupted
schooling, transport limits, debt, health constraints, distrust,
and the strategies Roma households use to secure basic
needs (Skobla, Musinka, and Majo, 2025).

Beyond its substantive findings, the pilot highlighted
ethical tensions directly relevant to the main fieldwork. It
became clear to me that the local labour field is determined
by unequal distributions of institutional, symbolic, and
relational power, and that this affects not only how data is
gathered but also how it is later consumed. I therefore have
to pay attention not only to what is said, but also to who
says it, from which position, about whom, in what language,
and with what stake in the local distribution of work,
respectability, and legitimacy. Access through powerful
actors can shape later trust. Some respondents may worry
that speaking about employment practices could expose
their undeclared work, while discriminatory discourse
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might appear in institutional interviews, so I need to be
careful not to simply normalise or recycle in my analysis
and interpretation. In the pilot, the group of mayors did not
appear as neutral respondents. They acted more as local
selectors, recommenders, and mediators of opportunity.
This is why questions of gatekeeping and brokerage became
central for me very early on. Questions such as what I can
offer respondents, how I approach sensitive topics, how I
respond to anti-Roma and anti-Gadze discourse, and what
I do when respondents fear exposure are not only questions
of topic. They are also questions of method. In other words,
ethical problems arise already in access and interpretation,
not only after the main fieldwork begins.

My master’s research with asylum seekers in legal
settings also shapes the ethics of this fieldwork. Some

respondents saw me as a legal adviser despite my clarifications.

That showed me that even small acts of help can shift the
relationship between researcher and participant. Although
the contexts differ, the lesson remains relevant. I learned

that qualitative research ethics go far beyond approval forms,
encompassing participants’ perceptions and expectations, as
well as the risks associated with sharing information (Mitrova,
2019). Zachar Podolinsk4, in the conclusion to the first volume
of Ethical Dilemmas in Current Ethnology, makes a similar
point: morally responsible research depends on listening,
negotiation, good-faith consensus, retaining participant trust,
and preventing institutional carelessness with collected data
(Zachar Podolinskd, 2024b).

For me, ethics is not an external control measure but an
integral part of the research project's structure. The main
argument of this article is that, particularly when working
with marginalised or vulnerable groups, ethical reflection is
embedded in every methodological choice and interpretive
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step. Longer engagements and sensitive topics require ongoing
ethical negotiation throughout the whole research process.
This article addresses six main clusters of ethical problems

in my field: (1) ongoing ethical negotiation; (2) voluntariness
under gatekeeper-mediated access; (3) role confusion and
reciprocity; (4) confidentiality and risky disclosures; (5)
visibility of interview settings and uneven voice; and (6)
positionality and representation. I first outline the primary
ethical codes, then discuss the specific challenges stemming
from my research design, and finally offer practical responses
for fieldwork, analysis, and publication.

2. Ethical codes relevant to my research and their evaluation

Rather than relying on a single ready-made code, I drew
on several and built a working ethical framework for this
project. The main discipline-specific anchors are the Code
of Ethics of the American Anthropological Association
(AAA, 2012) and the Eticky kddex Ndarodopisnej spoloénosti
Slovenska (NSS, 2017). I use them not because my project is a
typical example of long-term stationary immersion in a strict
sense, but because they set out the most relevant general
principles for anthropological, ethnographic, and qualitative
fieldwork more broadly. The AAA code is especially useful
to me because it frames ethics as professional responsibility
rather than a checklist and treats informed consent as an
ongoing, reflexive process (AAA, 2012).

The NSS code is the closest Slovak discipline-specific
framework for my work. It links key principles—dignity,
privacy, anonymity, and voluntary participation—to
ethnographic realities. It covers long-term contact, power
asymmetries, publication risks, and ongoing field obligations
(NSS, 2017). The Czech Association for Social Anthropology

ETHICAL DILEMMAS IN
117 CURRENT ETHNOLOGY VOL. III



(CASA) offers an important supplementary framework. Its
code addresses anthropological specifics more directly
than many institutional documents. It emphasises that
researchers’ responsibilities to participants may outweigh
research goals, especially in small, risky, or unequal settings
(CASA n.d.-a; CASA n.d.-b).

The Eticky kédex FSEV UK is also important procedurally.
Its main strengths are its clear definition of informed consent
and its explicit statement that consent is not a one-time
act. It also allows non-written consent if written consent is
impractical or ethically problematic (FSEV UK, 2014).

Wider national and European integrity documents are
also relevant, although they are more general in scope. The
Slovak and European Codes of Conduct and the Code of
Ethics of the Slovak Academy of Sciences provide a basic
framework for honesty, transparency, confidentiality, fairness,
and careful data stewardship (Code of Conduct for Research
Integrity and Ethics in Slovakia, 2025; SAV, 2023; ALLEA,
2023). Their strength lies mainly in integrity and procedure.
They are less developed in relationships, gatekeeping, stigma,
and everyday field obligations. This distinction matters
because research integrity codes tell me how a responsible
researcher should act in general, whereas data protection law
tells me what I must do with personal data in practice.

Once that broader integrity baseline is in place, another
layer concerns data law. GDPR and Act No. 18/2018
Coll. require lawful handling of personal data and urge
researchers to be careful about minimisation, purpose
limitation, storage, access, and security (GDPR, 2016; Act No.
18/2018 Coll.). The data-protection layer matters because
ethnography in a single locality or a single project inevitably
generates both direct and indirect identifiers, even when no
names are recorded. At the same time, data protection law
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addresses only one part of the ethical problem. The General
Data Protection Regulation and Act No. 18/2018 Coll.
provide guidance on how to protect personal data once

the data is collected; these legal frameworks do not decide
whether I should ask a risky question in the first place or
whether publishing a particular detail may later cause harm.

I also considered other documents listed in my ethics
materials, such as the code of the Slovak Association
of Social Anthropology (SASA) and internet-specific
ethical protocols, especially the recommendations of the
Association of Internet Researchers (Markham & Buchanan,
2012). In this article, however, I treat them as supplementary
rather than central, because the main fieldwork is locality-
based and mostly offline, even if digital traces and later
online circulation remain ethically relevant.

My overall evaluation is therefore double. On the one
hand, the available codes are necessary. They give a strong
framework for non-harm, informed consent, confidentiality,
transparency, data protection, and accountability. For the
substantive ethics of my project, NSS and AAA are the most
important; CASA sharpens the anthropological dimension in
small and unequal settings; FSEV UK is especially useful for
consent procedure; and the Slovak 2025 code, SAV, ALLEA,
GDPR, and Act No. 18/2018 provide wider standards for
integrity and data administration. On the other hand, these
documents become thinner exactly where my field becomes
most demanding: when voluntariness is determined by
gatekeepers; when reciprocity, trust, and role confusion blur
the line between research and help; when one locality is so
socially dense that anonymisation becomes unstable; when
anti-Roma discourse becomes part of the data itself; and
when the same piece of information may expose respondents,
the researcher, and the host institution at the same time.
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For my project, the ethical situation is therefore
triangular rather than simply dyadic. I have to think about
protecting participants, about my own responsibilities and
exposure as a fieldworker, and about the institution under
whose name the research is carried out. This is why I treat
codes as necessary starting points, but not as complete
solutions. As recent debates in Slovak ethnology and Romani
studies also suggest, the most difficult decisions still depend
on context-specific judgement, negotiation, and good-faith
agreement rather than mechanical rule-following (Zachar
Podolinskd, 2024a, 2024b).

3. Ethical problems in my research
and their practical solutions

The following section is organised around

methodological decisions that generate ethical consequences.

I do not aim to list all possible methodological details of
the dissertation; rather, I focus on those parts of the design
where ethics becomes a practical problem in the field, in
analysis, or in writing.

3.1 Ethics as an ongoing process rather than

a one-time approval

The first ethical problem is a basic one: in my field of
social anthropology, ethics cannot be treated as something
completed at the moment of formal approval. My route into
the field unfolds in phases, each with a slightly different
risk. By risk, I mean not only physical safety, but also legal,
social, emotional, reputational, and institutional forms
of possible harm. Entry through an institutional route
prompts questions of dependence and filtered visibility; early
presence in the locality prompts questions of how I am read

120 KORINA MITROVA

and whether people can actually refuse me; repeated visits
bring questions of trust, over-familiarity, and cumulative
obligation; and later, more focused interviewing brings
questions of what should be recorded, what should remain
background knowledge, and what should never appear in
print. These risks concern not only respondents but also me,
as the fieldworker, and the institution responsible for the
project. My main fieldwork does not rest on one interview
encounter. It depends on gradual entry into one locality,
repeated contact with several households, then a narrower
subset of respondents, informal conversations, observation,
and later, more focused interviewing.

Trust-building in this kind of research is not simply
about being “nice” or spending time in the field. For me, it
means being clear about who I am, returning when I said I
would, not promising what I cannot do, respecting refusals
and silences, and showing in practice that I do not treat
every disclosure as material to be extracted. I will deduce
signals of trust not only from the fact that people tell me
more, but also from the fact that they correct me, set limits,
postpone a meeting, or tell me openly that a topic is not
for today. It is important to note that the ethical intensity
of the research may increase rather than decrease over
time. As trust grows, people may disclose more; topics that
initially appear ordinary may later prove sensitive; and the
line between background knowledge and quotable material
becomes less stable in long-term fieldwork.

At the same time, I do not assume that truth simply
deepens with duration. A first encounter may also have its
own epistemic value precisely because my outsider position
is still sharper than it will be later. The point is not that later
interviews are always better, but that different moments
reveal different things and therefore call for different
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ethical judgements. The AAA code speaks directly to this

by treating consent as a continuing discussion, and the
FSEV code likewise makes clear that informed consent is
not a one-time act (AAA, 2012; FSEV UK, 2014). Akuffo’s
discussion of confidentiality is useful here as well, as it
shows that confidentiality cannot always be fixed in advance
and may need to be renegotiated as field relations develop
(Akuffo, 2023).

My pilot work already pointed to this problem. One
interview did not remain as private and bounded as I had
expected, because another colleague of my respondent
joined the situation, and the conditions of speech changed.
Analytically, what matters is not only that the interruption
happened, but that it changed the ethical status of the
material. Once another person entered, the encounter
was no longer a clearly delimited individual interview and
moved closer to a situational small-group interview. In
such moments, the practical question is immediate: do I
continue, narrow the topic, pause the recording, or treat
what follows only as background rather than as quotable
data? That moment matters because it shows how quickly
the ethical status of an encounter can shift. A conversation
that seems safe at one point may become much less so a
moment later. In my planned fieldwork, such changes may
be even more common. Partners, children, neighbours,
social workers, or project staff may move in and out of
the conversation. In settlement research, these are not
exceptional accidents but part of ordinary social life. The
ethical question is therefore not simply whether I obtained
consent once, but whether the conditions under which that
consent made sense still hold.

For this reason, I want to treat ethics as an iterative
practice rather than as a fixed protocol. In the field, this
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means separating distinct layers of consent rather than
collapsing them into a single moment. Consent to my
presence, consent to conversation, consent to audio
recording, consent to returning to sensitive topics, and
consent to later quotation are not the same thing. I therefore
want to return to these questions repeatedly, especially

once trust deepens, topics shift, or the setting changes.

Some informal conversations may remain only background
understanding and may never be quoted. I consider that kind
of restraint part of responsible ethnography.

I also want to keep reflexive fieldnotes not only about
what I learned, but about whether the circumstances under
which I learned it were still ethically acceptable. These notes
should not remain loose impressions; I want them to follow a
working structure. After each visit, I want to record at least
where the encounter took place, who was present or entered
later, how access was arranged, what form of consent was in
place, whether pressure, interruption, or power asymmetry
emerged, how I interpreted the respondent’s comfort or
discomfort, what I myself felt unsure about, and which parts
of the interaction already seem collectable, background-only,
or too risky for later use. I want to write these notes as soon
as possible after the encounter in a secure digital file, and
later treat them as a coded reflexive layer in the examination
rather than as private memory alone. If the relation between
what was collectable and what is publishable changes
later, I will prioritise later ethical judgement over earlier
enthusiasm for interesting material. This approach aligns
with the dynamic understanding of consent and harm
in AAA and FSEV UK, and it responds to Akuffo’s point
that confidentiality and participants' wishes may require
contextual renegotiation (AAA, 2012; FSEV UK, 2014;
Akuffo, 2023).
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3.2 Voluntariness, access, and the problem

of gatekeepers

The second major area concerns access. My plan is
to enter the field through an NGO-linked project and
families already connected to it. Methodologically, this is
reasonable because without some local mediation, it would
be difficult to begin longer-term research. At the same
time, this type of entry also produces what ethnographic
literature describes as gatekeeping: the ability of specific
actors to enable, channel, slow down, or block access to the
field and to particular people’s everyday lives (Hammersley
& Atkinson, 2019). Gatekeepers do not only open doors.
They also shape who becomes visible, who feels able to
speak, and whose perspective remains filtered out. In my
case, participation may not feel fully voluntary if people
connect me with services, opportunities, moral legitimacy,
or future support. They may speak because they do not want
to damage their relationship with the project, not because
they freely want to take part in research. I therefore need
to acknowledge openly that entry through an institutional
actor is not a neutral solution. It lowers some risks of
random entry, but it introduces other limits that cannot be
fully removed.

My pilot phase showed a related version of the same
issue. Entry through a mayor seemed practical, but it
also revealed how the mayor functioned as a broker in
the local labour field. By broker, I mean an intermediary
who connects otherwise separated actors and mediates
access to resources, opportunities, or reputations that he
or she does not fully control (Lindquist, 2015). The mayor
recommended names, evaluated reputations, and mediated
contact with employers. In other words, access through
such an actor was never socially neutral. More precisely,
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it was not neutral within the local architecture of power.
It reproduced a hierarchy in which some people were
considered speakable, employable, or respectable through
that mediation, while others became less visible or less
legitimate before I had even met them. The ethical challenge
is therefore larger and also concerns sampling, visibility,
and the invisibility of those whom gatekeepers treat as
unsuitable. It also affects interpretation, because I cannot
read all statements as equivalent; I have to consider how
each account is positioned within the field and in relation to
Roma households that are already objects of local policy and
local judgement. CASA is especially useful here because it
explicitly recognises that responsibility is different in small
and unequal settings, while NSS and AAA both insist that
participant interests must take priority over research goals
(AAA, 2012; NSS, 2017; CASA, n.d.-b).

My reply here is to protect voluntariness outside
formal consent. I want to treat gatekeepers only as routes
of introduction, not as selectors of who should participate
or validators of participation. At the first real opportunity,
discussion of the research should move directly from the
gatekeeper to the potential respondent, ideally in a setting
where refusal is easy and socially less costly. I will explain
repeatedly that I am not part of service provision, that
participation or refusal has no consequences for project
involvement or access to benefits, and that the NGO or
municipal route is only a means of access, not the interpretive
frame through which I understand the locality. Where possible,
I will also try to make the first substantial conversations
happen without the gatekeeper physically present.

I also want to diversify my contact routes as soon as
field conditions allow. By field conditions, I mean, above
all, the point at which I know the setting well enough to
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approach additional households or interlocutors without
giving the impression that the NGO is monitoring,
recommending, or endorsing their participation. It also
means practical conditions in which refusal can occur
without embarrassment or consequence. If I rely too heavily
on one gatekeeper, I risk hearing only voices that are already
institutionally visible, cooperative, or seen as appropriate.
Ethically, this matters because silence and lack of access are
not random. They may reflect fear, fatigue, distrust, conflict,
or over-exposure to institutions. For that reason, my
sampling has to remain precise: I expect broader exploratory
contact with several households and actors, but deeper
repeated follow-up with a smaller subset likely amounting
to around twenty to thirty interviews across the whole field.
The point is not to rely on only a few voices from the outset,
but to move from a wider relational map to a more focused
set of stories and biographies that can be followed in greater
depth over time.

The ethical task is not to simulate a breadth I do not
have, but to be clear about how wider access narrows into a
more focused relational sample. I do not want to treat refusal
merely as a practical inconvenience. In some cases, repeated
refusal is itself a sign that my route of access is producing
pressure or distrust and that my approach needs to change.

A second layer of voluntariness becomes visible only
in longer fieldwork. Because I plan repeated contact with
a number of families, I must not treat initial openness as
standing permission for future access. A respondent may
agree to meet once and later feel tired, over-observed,
busy, or simply unwilling to continue at the same intensity.
In a locality already saturated by institutional demands,
programmes, and evaluation, a researcher can easily
become one more person asking for time, explanation, and
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emotional energy. I do not want to read postponements,
shorter conversations, cancellations, or silence as failure.
Postponements, shorter conversations, cancellations, or
silence may instead be participants’ attempts to regain
control over the research interaction. My position is to

treat voluntariness as something renewable rather than
something exhausted at the moment of first consent. In
practical terms, renewable voluntariness means repeatedly
checking whether the timing is suitable, steering clear of any
expectation of constant availability, and accepting partial
attendance without demanding an explanation. If someone
no longer wants to speak with me, I will treat that decision
as final for that stage of fieldwork and will not search for
moral explanations. If expectations arise that I am supposed
to provide symbolic, practical, or even financial help that I
cannot reasonably offer, I will name that limit clearly and,
where appropriate, redirect the person to existing services
rather than allowing reciprocity to become covert pressure.
Ethically, the right to withdraw has to remain socially
possible even after familiarity has been established. Treating
voluntariness as renewable in long-term field relations is
consistent with ethical codes that insist voluntariness must
remain real rather than merely formal (AAA, 2012; NSS,
2017; CASA, n.d.-b).

3.3 Role confusion, reciprocity,

and anti-extractive expectations

A third area arises from the relational nature of the
chosen research methods themselves. In long-term fieldwork,
I might be perceived as a researcher only rarely. Respondents
may see me as connected to an NGO, as institutionally
informed, as potentially helpful, or as useful in some other
way. In fact, role ambiguity starts already with the first
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introduction, because my position is read through my accent,
education, route of access, age, gender, and the simple
fact that I arrive from outside but not from nowhere. This
ambivalence is not necessarily the result of deception. More
often, it is produced by the field itself: by the route of access,
by ordinary conversation, by my background, and by the
fact that I enter relations that already exist. This is also why
reciprocity is both ethically necessary and ethically difficult.
My earlier master’s research made this especially clear.
In legal settings with asylum seekers, some respondents
addressed me as if I had legal competence or institutional
influence, even though I repeatedly clarified that I did not. I
also offered my help to them in limited ways, for instance,
through translation or support in Slovak, and that practical
help changed the relationship (Mitrova, 2019). That lesson is
highly relevant to the current project. In a locality identified
by marginalisation, unemployment, housing insecurity,
dense institutional relations, and social deprivation, even
minor actions can be read as promises or as signs that [ am
connected to resources. At the same time, a purely extractive
position would be ethically unacceptable. I cannot expect
people to keep sharing time, trust, and difficult experiences
while pretending that reciprocity is unnecessary. The real
dilemma, then, is not whether reciprocity should exist, but
how to keep it from turning into indebtedness, pressure, or
misplaced expectations. Respondents may seek not only
practical help, but also recognition, pity, understanding,
or a clear evaluative stance toward their situation. That
possibility also belongs to the ethical field. CASA is
particularly useful here because it emphasises responsibility,
reciprocity, and ongoing obligations after fieldwork, while
AAA and NSS are helpful for thinking about honesty and
respectful relationships (AAA, 2012; NSS, 2017; CASA, n.d.-b).
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My answer here is to combine careful role clarification
with what I call bounded reciprocity. By this I mean a
form of reciprocity that is real, transparent, and limited: it
recognises that repeated research encounters should not be
purely extractive, but it does not allow help, gifts, or advocacy
to become implicit conditions of participation. I want to
introduce myself consistently as a researcher and student, not
as a project worker, mediator, or institutional representative.
If people ask me for help that exceeds my competence or
would distort my role, I will redirect them as clearly as I can
to the relevant actor rather than pretending to have expertise
I do not have. My earlier research showed me that even well-
meant ambiguity can mislead respondents about what I can
actually offer (Mitrova, 2019). I also think doctoral training
is very beneficial here. Concrete ethical case discussions and
simulations of expected reciprocity would prepare researchers
better than abstract warnings alone.

At the same time, I do not think the ethical answer is
emotional distance or pure extraction. Reciprocity matters. In
my case, however, it has to remain modest, transparent, and
non-coercive. It may take the form of respecting respondents’
time, explaining the research purpose in an accessible
language, offering later feedback on findings in a form
understandable outside academia, and sometimes helping
with small practical matters that do not create dependence
and are not tied to participation. Here, dependence needs to
be understood broadly. It can be practical, but it can also be
emotional or psychological: respondents may seek reassurance
or the sense that I have moved from analytic listening to
personal alignment. I cannot entirely eliminate that possibility,
but I can remain reflexive about it and avoid making it the
basis of the relationship. The ethical aim is therefore not to
erase reciprocity, but to keep it from becoming leverage.
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Reciprocity also has to be bounded in time. In long-term
fieldwork, even small forms of help can accumulate symbolic
meaning. What looks like ordinary politeness at one moment
may later be read as a stronger obligation, a guarantee of
advocacy, or a sign that I will “do something” with the
information I receive. I therefore need to reflect not only on
what kind of help I offer, but also on how regularly I offer it
and what expectations it may create. If reciprocity becomes
too personalised or too tightly tied to research encounters, it
can weaken participants’ freedom to say no. My aim is to keep
reciprocity real but low-pressure: present enough not to be
extractive, limited enough not to become an implicit contract.

3.4 Confidentiality, anonymity, and risky disclosures

The fourth ethical challenge concerns confidentiality,
but in my project, confidentiality cannot be reduced to
replacing real names with pseudonyms. Basic anonymisation
is only the first step: removing direct identifiers such
as names, exact addresses, phone numbers, or explicit
institutional labels. In my field, however, that is clearly not
enough. The research is moving towards a primary locality,
repeated visits to several households, and themes such as
unemployment, debt, informal income, migration, family
strategies, and contact with labour-market institutions. In
such a setting, deductive identification becomes a serious
issue. A person may be recognisable not because I state their
name, but because I reproduce a specific combination of role,
household composition, project involvement, employment
trajectory, and local event. By a socially dense field, I mean
a field in which many actors know one another’s households,
trajectories, conflicts, project roles, and biographies well
enough that a distinctive combination of details may identify
someone even when names are absent. My pilot work
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already showed that this risk is real. It was already clear that
undeclared labour, public institutional roles, and distinctive
life situations might remain recognisable even after basic
anonymisation.

This problem becomes sharper once sensitive or
potentially incriminating information gets into the collected
material. Research on marginalisation may easily encounter
stories about undeclared work, debt arrangements, welfare
strategies, informal exchange, or conflict with authorities.
Ruzicka’s reflection on ethnographic work with poor Roma
families is important here: he shows that some knowledge
may be necessary to understand everyday survival under
conditions of exclusion, yet politically dangerous to expose
(Ruzicka, 2016). Surmiak’s work on confidentiality and
disclosures of law violations or harm sharpens the dilemma
further by showing that researchers repeatedly face a real
conflict between epistemic interest, participant trust, and
likely harm when confidentiality is broken, or when risky
material is overcollected in the first place (Surmiak, 2020). In
my project, the central issue extends beyond deciding how
to respond if I encounter sensitive information or whether
to pose a particular follow-up question during interviews.
Following the pilot phase, I recognise that the research
topic itself is inherently ethically sensitive, as labour
barriers are closely intertwined with undeclared work, debt,
welfare arrangements, and everyday survival strategies.
Consequently, the primary concern is how to structure the
entire research design to address this anticipated sensitivity
from the outset.

My answer here is to practise contextual anonymisation
rather than rely on simple name replacement. Changing
the name of the locality and the names of respondents is
not enough if the story still contains a unique combination
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of household composition, project role, employment path,
migration episode, debt history, and some locally known
event. In other words, locality anonymisation and the use
of personal pseudonyms do not automatically prevent
deductive identification.

At the same time, I do not want to decide in advance
that the locality must remain unnamed in every version of
the dissertation. The field site is a relatively heavily inhabited
and internally differentiated locality, and if the final corpus
proves broad enough and no combination of details makes
participants readily identifiable, I may later decide that
naming the locality is ethically defensible. That critical
judgement, however, can only be made at the end, once I
see which interviews, stories, biographies, and quotations
actually remain in the text. I would not make this decision
on intuition alone. I plan to assess identifiability after data
analysis in consultation with my supervisor and, if needed,
with the relevant ethics committee. The criteria will include
the size and internal differentiation of the final sample, the
density of local knowledge, the uniqueness of biographies,
the combination of institutional roles and household details,
and the likelihood that a reader from the locality could
recognise a person, family, or conflict. In a socially dense
locality, anonymisation must involve blurring or omitting
combinations of features that, together, make a person
recognisable. This may mean generalising occupations,
broadening time markers, adjusting the order of some
biographical details where that does not distort the analysis,
avoiding exact references to project roles, and, where
necessary, withholding the name of the locality or the route
of access. In other cases where the cumulative risk is lower,
it may be sufficient to retain ordinary pseudonymisation
and remove only direct identifiers, rather than substantially
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rewriting the story itself. This kind of contextual
anonymisation is a common ethnographic strategy, but it
also has costs. If used too strictly, it can distort trajectories,
weaken verifiability, and separate the case from the
structural conditions that give it meaning (Van den
Hoonaard, 2003; Marushiakova, 2025; Zachar Podolinska,
2024b). My aim is therefore not maximal rewriting, but
the minimum transformation necessary to protect people
without compromising the analysis. In my notes and
transcripts, identifying information will be stored separately
from substantive data, and access to these files will remain
restricted. Audio files and transcripts will be kept in secure
digital folders, and I will collect only the personal data
necessary for the research purpose, in line with GDPR and
Act No. 18/2018 (GDPR, 2016; Act No. 18/2018 Coll.).
Operationally, anonymisation will proceed in stages.
Direct identifiers will be removed during transcription;
combinations of indirect identifiers will be checked during
coding; and every quotation or case description will be
reassessed before publication to decide whether ordinary
pseudonymisation, contextual blurring, paraphrase, or
omission is the safest and most analytically responsible option.
This strategy also applies to institutional respondents.
A public position does not automatically remove ethical
responsibility. In a one-locality design, I cannot treat
institutional actors as if they stood outside the same
problem of recognisability. Even a mayor, project worker,
or labour officer, may be identifiable through a combination
of locality, function, quoted wording, and known events.
For that reason, my default will be a consistent high-level
anonymisation across the whole field, with only limited
differentiation by role. I may preserve somewhat more
contextual detail for public actors when it is scientifically
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necessary, but never in a way that carelessly exposes
families, local conflicts, or grey-zone practices. The fact
that someone speaks in an official capacity may appear
to justify somewhat less anonymity than in the case of
families, but it does not imply less protection or weaker
security measures.

3.5 Interview setting, visibility, and uneven voice

A fifth ethical problem concerns the setting of speech.
People do not speak in a social vacuum. In a small locality,
simply being seen speaking with me may carry meaning. An
interview with a family can quickly become a semi-public
event. Someone else may enter the room, sit nearby, listen,
translate informally, or later ask what was discussed. In
practice, this can turn an intended individual interview
into a de facto family or small-group interview. This
matters especially when topics involve employers, debt,
discrimination, welfare, migration, or tensions inside the
household. It also matters for uneven voices. Men and
women, older and younger family members, or respondents
with different relations to institutions may not have the
same room to speak when others are present. What I hear
is therefore always formed by where the conversation takes
place, who is present, and how visible the encounter is.

Again, the pilot phase already made this visible. The
workplace interview I conducted was interrupted and joined
by another colleague, which showed that privacy is not
an abstract requirement. It is part of the conditions under
which something can be said safely. In the main fieldwork,
this issue may become even more delicate because home,
neighbourhood, and project space are not neutral interview
settings. At the same time, I do not assume that privacy issues
emerge only later in the research. Even an early encounter,
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when I am still clearly an outsider, can produce observations
that are unusually clear. That is why I need to protect not
only the data that comes with deeper trust, but also the data
that surfaces in first meetings. The European Commission’s
guidance on ethnography is useful here because it recognises
that ethnographic research regularly raises difficult decisions
precisely because it studies social life in natural rather than
artificially regulated settings (European Commission, 2013).
The ethical problem is therefore not only how to record
speech, but how to create conditions in which speech can
remain genuinely voluntary and safe.

In response, I want to practise what I call ethical
restraint. By this, I mean a deliberate limit on what I pursue,
record, and later quote, even when the material would be
analytically attractive. My aim is not to gather as much
risky knowledge as possible, but to understand mechanisms,
meanings, and strategies without unnecessarily creating
danger. For that reason, I want to avoid pressing for
names, exact amounts, detailed descriptions of undeclared
employment arrangements, or other specifics whose analytic
value would be outweighed by the risk they create. If a
participant moves toward material that seems too dangerous
to record in detail, I want to prioritise their safety rather
than the completeness of the transcript. In practice, this
may mean not recording part of a conversation, not asking
a follow-up question, or deciding later not to cite a revealing
passage. At the end of more sensitive interviews, I also want
to briefly return to what was just discussed and ask whether
anything should remain off the record or not be used later.

The interview setting forms part of the same solution.

[ will try to conduct more sensitive interviews in settings
that are as private and as free of interruptions as possible. If
additional people become present, I will reassess whether
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the topic can continue safely. If not, I will reschedule,
redirect, or stop. Children or other relatives may also be
present, even when they are not intended respondents. In
such cases, I have to ask again who is actually part of the
interaction and whether the topic is appropriate for that
situation. This also means that I should not romanticise
trust-building as the only route to good knowledge. Some
of the most analytically valuable material may appear in a
first conversation, before my presence gets normalised. My
task is therefore not to privilege either the first or the later
interview in advance, but to stay attentive to what each
setting makes possible and what it puts at risk. The standard
cannot be a perfectly controlled setting, but I need to be
attentive to how the setting shapes risk and voice.

3.6 Positionality, anti-Roma discourse,

and the ethics of representation

The sixth ethical problem concerns my own position
and the form of knowledge I will eventually produce. I want
to work from an emic perspective. I want to understand how
people themselves interpret work, failure, obligation, and
respectability. Yet that aim does not remove the problem
of my own positionality. I am the one who formulates
questions, selects material, decides what becomes a
theme, and turns lived relations into text. Nencel’s work
on reflexivity is important here because it argues against
the illusion of a simple fit between social reality and
ethnographic representation (Nencel, 2014). Sultana, and
later Soedirgo and Glas, also stress that fieldwork is always
situated in power relations and that reflexivity has to
include not only who I am, but also how my position might
be perceived by others and how that itself shapes the data I
get to collect (Sultana, 2007; Soedirgo and Glas, 2018). Pugh
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and Mosseri add another important point that trustworthy
ethnography does not come from naive transparency or
extraction, but from slow trust-building, reflexive judgement,
and a kind of quality that does justice to contradiction and
plurality (Pugh and Mosseri 2023).

This problem becomes especially relevant in research
with a stigmatised population. My pilot interviews with
institutional actors were saturated with anti-Roma
stereotypes. Some respondents explained unemployment in
terms of familiar moral categories, such as laziness, welfare
dependence, lack of discipline, or unwillingness to work.

For me, such statements are not irrelevant noise. They are
themselves part of the research object because they show
how labour barriers are narrated and justified from different
institutional positions. The immediate fieldwork challenge is
therefore not whether I hold the correct moral opinion, but
how to register these discourses without endorsing them and
without closing the encounter too quickly. At times, direct
confrontation may be ethically necessary. In many cases,
however, a more analytically useful response is asking who is
being described, under what conditions, with what evidence,
and from what institutional position. In writing, I will not
treat such statements as self-evident explanations of Roma
unemployment. I want to code them both thematically and
positionally, that is, by who says them, from which place in
the hierarchy, and with what consequences for the people
being spoken about. Luxardo is useful here because she
shows that fieldwork with structurally vulnerable groups
always risks excluding particular narratives, stereotyping
communities, or producing harm after the research is over

if reflexive and situated ethics are not carried through into
writing and circulation (Luxardo, 2022). In my project, then,
the ethical challenge is not only how to collect data ethically,
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but how to avoid turning a study of labour barriers into
another deficit narrative about problematic Roma families.

My stance is to treat interpretation and distribution as
ethical challenges in their own right. When I encounter anti-
Roma discourse in the field, I do not plan to affirm it. At the
same time, I do not think one rigid formula can govern every
situation. Sometimes a neutral probe asking the speaker
to clarify what they mean may be the most productive
response; in other cases, a brief sign of distance may be
necessary. What matters most is that I explicitly reflect on
these moments in fieldnotes and later in analysis, rather
than treating them as neutral information. Where relevant,

I want to work with two linked languages in the text: an
analytical language that interprets recurring patterns, and a
reflexive, first-person language grounded in fieldnotes that
records my hesitation, discomfort, or situational judgement.
Discriminatory statements will therefore be analysed as
discourse produced in a specific institutional and moral
context, and not used as unscrutinised explanations of Roma
unemployment.

The same principle applies to writing. I want to quote
selectively, contextualise heavily, and keep structural and
historical conditions in view when discussing income
strategies. I do not want the research to grow into a list
of deficits, nor do I want variation within the locality
to disappear behind a single community portrait. This
concern also follows Marushiakova’s warning that research
may reinforce anti-Roma stereotypes when Roma are
represented mainly through marginalisation (Marushiakova,
2025). Luxardo’s warning about stereotyping and exclusion,
together with Ruzicka’s warning about the political
consequences of exposing hidden survival practices, are
important here (Luxardo, 2022; Ruzicka, 2016). Not

138 KORINA MITROVA

everything that is true has to become fully publishable text.
If a detail adds little analytic value but increases the risk of
stigma, identification, or harm, then omission, paraphrase,
or broader generalisation may be the more ethical choice.

Balance also requires me to remain alert to generalised
stereotypes about non-Roma people that may surface
among Roma respondents. In a field formed by repeated
experiences of humiliation, exclusion, and unequal
treatment, some respondents may speak of gadze as a
morally uniform, external world that neither understands
nor wants to help them, or as hostile. I do not want to erase
such statements simply because they are uncomfortable, but
I also do not want to reproduce them as if they were neutral
descriptions of non-Roma society. Analytically, I will treat
them as interpretations formed within concrete histories
of discrimination, mistrust, and unequal encounters.

This matters for balance, but not in the sense of creating

a false symmetry between anti-Roma racism and anti-
gadze stereotyping, because the power relations in which
these discourses circulate are not equivalent. In writing, I
therefore need to register such statements when they matter,
distinguish between specific experiences with employers,
officials, neighbours, or service providers and broader
generalisations about non-Roma people as such, and show
how stereotypes may circulate in more than one direction
within an unequal social field (Zachar Podolinska, 2024b;
Marushiakova, 2025; Skobla et al., 2025).

A related risk concerns the selection of material. Even
where each description is empirically accurate, the overall
picture may still become biased if I emphasise only the most
dramatic cases. By cumulative narrative, I mean the wider
image that is formed not by a single quotation, but by the
accumulation of many individually accurate selections. A
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text can therefore become ethically distorting, although
none of its separate parts is false. Poverty, conflict, debt, or
undeclared work may seem analytically attractive, but an
exclusive focus on these aspects risks reinforcing a narrow
and fabricated portrayal of Roma marginality. It has the
potential to underestimate the ordinary strategies through
which households secure food, clothing, warmth, childcare,
and day-to-day continuity. I therefore need to consider

not only the truth of individual statements, but also the
cumulative narrative they create. One practical response

is to preserve heterogeneity in my writing and make my
approach to interpretations as explicit as possible. Where
possible, I also want to consult respondents about broader
interpretive claims, not just as a form of validation, but as a
way of checking whether my language distorts the meanings
[ am trying to understand (Nencel, 2014; Sultana, 2007; Pugh
and Mosseri, 2023).

I also want to treat distribution as part of the ethical
process. Ethical codes remind researchers that their
obligations do not end when data collection stops (AAA, 2012;
NSS, 2017; CASA n.d.b). This means thinking not only about
an academic audience, but also about how findings may
be distributed locally or institutionally. If it is possible and
safe, I would like to share selected findings in an accessible
language with respondents or organisations involved in the
field. However, even this kind of feedback has to be handled
carefully. Giving results back is not automatically beneficial
if it exposes respondents, risks conflict, or circulates
stigmatising interpretations back to the field.

Related to this is the ethics of exit. Because my design
depends on repeated presence, the research relationship
will not end the moment I finish the interviews. If people
become used to my visits, conversation, or small practical
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help, a disappearance may feel extractive. By small, practical
help, I mean only low-stakes assistance that stays within

my competence and is not contingent on participation, for
example, sharing publicly available contact information,
explaining when or where an office is open, or reading

aloud a short notice or form when asked. Even these minor
acts have to remain limited, because over time they can
accumulate symbolic value. I therefore need to think in
advance about how to responsibly close a phase of fieldwork,
for example, by explaining when visits will become less
frequent, clarifying what will happen to the material, and
not allowing respondents to assume that ongoing contact

or intervention will simply continue. This matters because
the text's afterlife reaches beyond my own departure

from the locality. Once findings circulate through articles,
presentations, or institutional discussions, I can no longer
fully control how they are reused. For the same reason,
restraint in writing also means deciding in advance not to
publish certain kinds of material at all: exact descriptions of
undeclared work arrangements, distinctive combinations of
household details, identifying accounts of debt or benefits,
private conflicts with little analytic value, and quotations
that would make a respondent, family, or institutional
dispute locally recognisable. This is why I do not see restraint
in writing as a loss of data, but as part of ethical responsibility.

4. Conclusion

The main scientific contribution of this article is not the
proposal of a new ethical code, but a situated explanation of
how ethical dilemmas become part of methodological design
in research on labour-market barriers among marginalised
Roma groups. I show that access, sampling, coding,
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anonymisation, reciprocity, and representation cannot be
treated as separate technical steps, because each of them
also distributes visibility, trust, and possible harm.

Taken together, these six areas of difficulty also show
why I find it more useful to connect each ethical issue
directly with the practical way I want to handle it. In
my field, dilemmas do not appear one at a time. A single
encounter may involve gatekeeper-shaped access, role
expectations, confidentiality risks, and later representational
consequences simultaneously. For that reason, the ethical
adequacy of the research depends less on abstract principles
alone and more on judgement in the particular situations.
Taken together, the preceding sections show why this
article cannot be reduced to a simple contrast between

“good ethics” and “bad fieldwork.” In my project, ethics

is not an administrative step that comes before research
begins, but a continuous practice that frames the work at
every stage: access, interaction, analysis, writing, and later
circulation. This becomes especially clear as the design
moves toward a single primary locality, several households,
a narrower number of repeated contacts, and themes such
as unemployment, informal work, debt, discrimination, and
institutional contact. The more contextual and relational the
research becomes, the less convincing it is to imagine that
one signed form, one institutional approval, or one general
principle could settle all ethical questions in advance.

The ethical codes available to me remain necessary.
They provide a strong normative basis for non-harm,
informed consent, confidentiality, transparency, data
protection, and organisational accountability. For my
project, the most useful core is AAA and NSS, with CASA
as an important anthropological supplement, FSEV UK
as a strong procedural guide for consent, and the GDPR,
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together with Act No. 18/2018, as essential legal provisions
for data administration. Yet the most ethnographically
specific dilemmas in my field are only partly covered by
these documents. Gatekeeper-shaped voluntariness, role
confusion, reciprocity, risky disclosures, positionality, anti-
Roma discourse, and the danger of stigmatising publication
all require situated judgement that no code can entirely
replace. This is especially true when participant interests,
researcher safety, and institutional responsibility all meet in
a single encounter.

In this narrower sense, concepts such as bounded
reciprocity and ethical restraint are not only moral attitudes,
but also methodological tools. They help me decide how far
to follow a topic, when to stop asking, what not to record,
and how to transform field knowledge into a publishable
academic argument without exposing people unnecessarily.

For that reason, the ethical strength of my research will
depend on making my ethical judgements transparent and
accountable at each stage. I need to be able to explain why I
entered the field in a particular way, why I asked or did not
ask certain questions, why I recorded some things and lef't
others unrecorded, why I anonymised one detail and not
another, and why I decided that some material is ethically
suitable to collect and some I evaluated as not publishable.
That accountability also requires me to distinguish between
what the field makes knowable and what scholarship
makes publishable. In research with marginalised Roma
communities, not every insight should be fully disclosed
in analytical form. Some materials are valuable precisely
because they reveal the distribution of trust, vulnerability,
and social risk. However, responsible use of such material
may involve paraphrasing, summarising, or deliberately
omitting rather than full exposition. This also applies to
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the later decision about whether the dissertation will keep
the locality anonymous or identify it by name. Because

the field site is relatively populous, I do not want to decide
that too early. I would rather assess the identifiability of
the accumulated material at the later stages of fieldwork,
when [ know which interviews, biographies, and quotations
actually remain in the dissertation. At the level of the
dissertation, I therefore expect to make this visible in

two linked ways. First, in a methodological section that
states the overall ethical design. And second, in shorter
reflexive passages within empirical chapters, whenever
access, consent, anonymisation, quotation, or the non-use
of material directly influence my interpretations. From this
perspective, methodological restraint is not a limitation of
the project, but part of the measures and strategies I want to
apply to make my research as ethical as possible.
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Uvod

V poslednych rokoch sa v medzindrodnom
akademickom prostredi zintenzivnila diskusia o tom,
ako vyskumnictvo vykazuje svoje instituciondlne afilidcie
vo vedeckych publikdcidch a projektovych vystupoch.
Hodnotiace systémy, rankingy a mechanizmy financovania
nadviazané na bibliometrické indikdtory vytvaraju tlak
na zvySovanie publika¢nej produktivity nielen na drovni
jednotlivcov, ale aj vedecko-vyskumnych a univerzitnych
pracovisk (dalej len ,institucie®). Na tento tlak reaguju
niektori vyskumnici/vyskumnicky, ale aj samotné institicie
praktikami, ktoré sd predmetom kritickych diskusii.

Kapitola Cerpa z odporucani kliicovych medzindrod-
nych institucii: A¥ European Academies (ALLEA), Committee
on Publication Ethics (COPE), International Committee of
Medical Journal Editors ICMJE), European Network of Re-
search Integrity Offices (ENRIO) a European Research Coun-
ci/ (ERC) - ktoré spolo¢ne vytvaraju eurépsky normativny
ramec pre vedecko-vyskumnu integritu a publikac¢nu etiku.

Text kapitoly otvara pdl¢iva tému publikacnej etiky,
ktord patri v su¢asnosti k etickym vyzvam, o ktorych sa
Soraz Sastejsie diskutuje. Celi im nielen autorstvo a vys-
kumnictvo, ale aj samotné inStitucie realizujice a podporu-
juce vedecky vyskum, a napokon aj inStitucie, ktoré hodnotia
ich vykon. Text sa sustreduje na nezelany jav ,viacndsob-
nych nezaslazenych®, tzv. chobotnicovych afilidcii (Moustafa,
2020) - a na suvisiace etické a systémové problémy, vra-
tane viacndsobného vykazovania a plného zapocéitavania
tych istych vystupov viacerym instituciam sucasne (tzv.
»multiple counting®). Do diskusie je zahrnuty aj sprievod-
ny jav (umelého) nafukovania (,boosting®), ked si institucie
prostrednictvom nezaslizenych afilidcii vykazuju vystupy,
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ku ktorych vzniku podstatne neprispeli, a buduju tak ne-
opravneny symbolicky, reputaény aj ekonomicky kapitdl.
Ndzov kapitoly - ,,Terra incognita, terra non grata (?)“

- metaforicky vystihuje dvojitu povahu skimaného
fenoménu viacndsobnych nezasluzenych afilidcii: ide

o uzemie, ktoré zostdva v normativnom diskurze z velkej
¢asti nepreskiumané a nepomenované, a zdroven o prax,
ktord sa stdva ¢oraz menej prijatelnd v SirSom eurépskom/
medzinarodnom akademickom priestore. V ¢ase, ked insti-
tuciondlna zodpovednost za vedecko-vyskumnu integritu
nadobuda konkrétne garanéné, finan¢éné a reputacné dosled-
ky - na €o reaguju aj sprisiiujuce sa podmienky ziskavania
europskych grantov - si akademické a univerzitné prostredie
nemoOze dovolit tuto tému ignorovat. Vzhladom na potrebu
cieleného scitlivovania akademického prostredia a precizo-
vania pravidiel dobrej praxe a publikacénej etiky je potrebné
problematické pripady typologicky jasne pomenovat, disku-
tovat o nich a optimélne aj normativne uchopit.

Zaklady vedecko-vyskumnej integrity a publikacnej etiky

Poziadavka jasne definovat zodpovednost autorstva
za korektnost a uplnost vedecko-vyskumnych vystupov
ma4 dlhS$iu histériu. Rdmec, ktory zdvazne definuje
zodpovednost autorstva za cely zZivotny cyklus publikdcie -
od koncipovania vyskumu az po post-publika¢nu fazu - sa
formoval postupne, v dvoch zretelne oddelitelnych etapach.

Prvé etapa siaha do roku 1978: z neformadlnej iniciativy
editorov biomedicinskych ¢asopisov vznikol Medzindrodny
vybor editorov biomedicinskych casopisov (ICMJE), ktory vydal
prvé jednotné odporucania pre autorstvo a publikovanie (ICMJE,
1979) - a zaviedol tak prvé systematické usmernenie, kto si
zaslazi byt uvedeny/-4 ako autor/-ka vyskumného vystupu.
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Odporucania ICMJE postupne (1979, 1991), okrem
striktnych poZziadaviek na autorstvo a zdkazu redundantnej
a duplicitnej publikacie, definovali aj zodpovednost
autorstva za cely publika¢ny proces.'

Druhad etapa formovania pravidiel etického publikova-
nia siaha do zaciatku 21. storocia. Na 2. svetovej konferencii
o vyskumnej integrite v Singapure (jul 2010) vypracovali
Elizabeth Wager a Sabine Kleinert v ramci Vyjboru pre pub-
likacnu etiku (COPE) vyhldsenie, ktoré zodpovednost za
publikdciu jednoznacéne rozsirilo aj za hranice samotného
redakéného/publika¢ného procesu: publikicia je az zaverec-
nou fdzou vyskumu; zodpovednost autorky alebo autora
sa zaéina uz pri jeho koncipovani (Wager & Kleinert, 2011).

S tym priamo suvisi aj povinnost transparentne deklarovat
vSetky konflikty zdujmov - finan¢né, instituciondlne aj osob-
né - pricom absencia takejto deklardcie sa zacala povazovat
za zdvazné etické pochybenie v procese vedeckého publiko-
vania (Wager & Kleinert, 2011; COPE, 2011a).

Afiliacia ako forma institucionalneho autorstva

V tradi¢nom chdpani sa autorstvo spdjalo predovSetkym
s individudlnymi vedcami a vedkynami, kym mend inStitucii
v tzv. afilidciach sa povazovali skor za neutralne faktické
udaje, vyjadrujuce zamestnanecky alebo zmluvny pomer
vyskumnika/-¢ky s danou instituciou. V striktnom zmysle
slova vSak termin ,afilidcia“ vyjadruje to, komu uvedeny
vystup autor/-ka dedikuje, t.j. opravnenie institucie vykazat
si afiliovany vystup medzi svoje vystupy — diela vytvorené

1 Poslednu aktualizovanl verziu odporicani z januara 2026 pozri ICMJE, 2026.

2 Z uvedeného vyplyva, Ze ak autor/-ka nesie zodpovednost za korektnost celého
procesu produkcie vedecko-vyskumného vystupu vratane deklaracie konfliktu zaujmov,
logicky mu/jej prislicha aj zodpovednost za pravdivost, Uplnost a korektnost
uvadzanych institucionédlnych afiliacii.
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na pode institucie, za jej priame ale aj nepriame prostriedky
(napr. s pouzitim instituciondlnej infrastruktury, Specifickej
expertizy, atd.).

Sucasné diskusie v oblasti vedecko-vyskumnej
integrity tak ¢oraz viac hovoria o instituciondlnom
autorstve: afilidcia uz nie je formdlnou institucionalnou

»adresou” autorstva; je adresou inStitucie, ktorej sa pripisuju
nielen zasluhy, ale aj inStituciondlna zodpovednost — akdsi
»pecat kvality®, vystupna kontrola a garancia realizovaného

vyskumu a vSetkych afiliovanych vystupov.

Clenka Vyboru COPE, Ana Marusié, v diskusii
o nezelanom fenoméne nezasliZenych instituciondlnych
afilidcii (Claiming institutional affiliations, COPE, 2023)
upozornila, Ze institucionalne afilidcie sa stali ,,paralelnou
menou® k autorstvu. V zmienenej diskusii A. Marusié¢
ramcuje institucionalnu afilidciu priamo ako formu
inStituciondlneho autorstva (nadpis sekcie v diskusii znie
Standards and guidance on ,,institutional authorship®), priCom
neopravnenu/nezaslizena afilidciu spédja s konceptom

»gift authorship® (darované/ pripisané autorstvo)’ — teda
neoprdavneného pripisania zdsluh bez zodpovedajiceho
vkladu ¢i zodpovednosti. Autorka v diskusii upozornuje, Ze
na zdklade inStituciondlnych afilidcii vedecko-vyskumnych
vystupov sa buduje reputécia a hodnoti vykonnost
univerzit a akademickych pracovisk, co md priame dopady
na financovanie a poziciu v medzindrodnych rebrickoch.

Dal$im vyznamnym aspektom stidasnych diskusif
o eticky korektnom uvadzani inStituciondlnych afilidcii je
otdzka vztahu medzi financovanim vyskumu alebo poskyt-
nutim infrastruktury a ndrokmi na uvedenie instituciondlnej
prislusnosti. COPE sa tejto otdzke venoval v dvoch diskusidch.

3 K fenoménu , darovaného autorstva“ pozri napr. Smith, 1994
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V ramci diskusie o Claiming institutional affiliations
(COPE, 2023) zaznelo, ze afilidcia moze, no nemusi byt zhod-
nd so zdrojom financovania: inStiticia moze byt opravnene
uvedend ako aktudlny zamestndvatel, ako pracovisko pod-
statnej ¢asti vyskumu alebo ako subjekt poskytujuci finan-
covanie — pricom diskusia COPE s odkazom na Publication
Manual of the American Psychological Association (APA, 2020)
zdoraznila, Ze na afilidciu mé nédrok vylucne organizdcia
s podstarnym prispevkom (,,substantial contribution®) na reali-
zacii vyskumu/diela. Takato afilidcia sa potom povazuje za
zashizeni (,deserved®).!

T4éto linia bola v roku 2025 dalej rozvinutd v dalSom
diskusnom prispevku Declaring funding sources for research
(COPE, 2025), ktory odporuca uvadzat zdroje financovania
v sekeii ,,Acknowledgements® (Podakovanie) alebo v samo-
statnej sekcii ,,Funding® (Finan¢né zdroje) — priCom prevla-
dajucim trendom je ich uvddzanie v samostatnej sekcii

- ato oddelene od instituciondlnych afilidcii aj od vyhldsen{

o konfliktoch zaujmov.

Z oboch diskusii tak vyplyva, Ze afiliacia je formou
instituciondineho autorstva. Afilidcia tak indikuje nielen
zamestnanecké, pracovno-pravne, zmluvné a iné vztahy vy-
skumnictva/autorstva a afiliovanych institucii, ale aj z afilia-
cie plynuce garan¢né zavizky vSetkych zmluvnych stran po-
dielajucich sa na diele, vratane symbolickych a reputa¢nych
benefitov, ako aj (potencidlne) priamych finan¢nych ziskov,
licencii a podobne. Z diskusie COPE (2025) tiez vyplynulo,
zZe spolufinancovanie projektu ¢i poskytnutie infrastruktury

4 V eurdpskom kontexte je afilidcia Gzko previazanad s principmi zakotvenymi
v Eurépskom kédexe spréavania pre vyskumnu integritu (dalej Eurdpsky kdédex; ALLEA,
2023), ktory zdbéraziuje transparentnost, zodpovednost a Eestnost vo vSetkych
fazach vyskumného procesu vratane publikovania a reportovania vysledkov (platné
aj pre projekty financované Eurépskou uUniou, pozri European Commission, 2023).
Eurépsky kédex explicitne spomina, Ze vyskumnictvo ma povinnost korektne priznat

ucéasti organizéacie na vyskume.
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samo osebe automaticky nezakladd institicii ndrok na
afilidciu — korektnym miestom pre také uznanie su sekcie
podakovania alebo vyhldsenia o zdrojoch financovania.

Medzi legitimnou pluralitou a ,,nezaslizenou*
chobotnicovou dfiliaciou

V prostredi globalizovanej vedy je legitimne, Ze

vyskumnik/-¢ka moze mat viac neZ jednu pracovnu afilidciu.

Moze ist o kombindciu hlavného pracovného pomeru

a ¢iastocného uvizku, o dvojitu zamestnanecku poziciu
medzi univerzitou a vyskumnou institiciou, o kombindciu
akademickej a sukromnej ¢i neziskovej institucie,

alebo (najmai v pripade prirodnych vied) o kombindciu
akademickej afilidcie a klinickej praxe. Rovnako moze ist

o pracovnu tranziciu, dlhodoby vyskumny pobyt alebo
kratkodobu mobilitu. Eurdpsky kddex takéto legitimne
viacndsobné insStituciondlne prepojenia, vyjadrené aj

vo forme instituciondlnych afilidcii vo vedeckych vystupoch
a projektoch, akceptuje — pokial su transparentné,
zodpovedaju realnemu podielu prace a vkladov institucii
na vyskume a vystupoch a pokial sa nezneuzivaju na umelé
navySovanie vykonu (ALLEA, 2023).

Na opaénom pdle stoji prax oznac¢ovand ako
chobotnicovd afilidcia (,octopus affiliation®; v skratenej
verzii aj ako okzafilidcia, ,octaffiliation®). Uvedeny termin
zaviedol Khaled Moustafa (2020) v $tudii o viacndsobnych
instituciondlnych afilidcidch v ¢asopise Scientometrics.

Chobotnicovd (t.j. rozvetvend, viacnasobna,
mnohopocetnd) afilidcia, priraduje jeden vystup k viacerym
inStitucidm na zdklade nerovnakého a ¢asto nesprdavneho
¢i eticky nekorektného principu (pozri aj COPE, 2023).
Uvedené afiliacie pritom nezodpovedaju skuto¢nym

154 TATIANA ZACHAR PODOLINSKA

podielom vedeckych inStitucii na publikovanom vystupe
alebo projekte a nie su vysledkom redlnych spolupréc. Ich
uvedenie za menom autora/-ky vedeckého vystupu tak
moze byt prejavom nevedomého pochybenia ¢i neznalosti
spravnych sposobov uvadzania afilidcii, ale rovnako

moZe skryvat aj nekorektnu zdmernu stratégiu autora ¢i
samotnych institucii, ako lepSie obstdt v hodnoteni vedecko-
vyskumnej ¢innosti a ziskat finan¢né ¢i reputacné benefity.

Typoldgiu vybranych modelovych pripadov uvddzania
instituciondlnych afiliacii zachytdva Obrdzok 1. Metaforicky
zobrazuje autora/-ku s mnohymi ,,chdpadlami® smerujicimi
k réznym institucidm, ktorymi udeluje mnohopocetné in-
Stituciondlne afiliacie, av§ak vo vac¢sine pripadov nespravne
anekorektne (t.j. bez toho, aby tieto institicie podstatne
alebo skutocne participovali na vyskume/vystupe).

Na analytické ucely mozno na zdklade typoldgie
zndazornenej v Obrdzku 1 presnejsie rozliSit osem vybranych
Pripadov (1)-(8)° uvddzania inStituciondlnych afilidcii. Typo-
16giu a terminoldgiu vytvorila autorka kapitoly na zaklade
analyzy normativnych dokumentov (Bachelet et al., 2019;
Moustafa, 2020; COPE, 2023, 2025; CIR-CAT, 2023a, b).

5 Ide o vybrany pocet modelovych pripadov chobotnicovych afilidcii. Spektrum pripadov
nespravnej publikacnej praxe je omnoho pocetnejs$ie.
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Obrazok 1: Schematické znazornenie typolégie chobotnicovych
afilidcii (,,oktafiliacii“). Ramené chobotnice ilustruju osem
vybranych modelovych typov instituciondlnych afiliacii zoradenych
podYa zavazZnosti etického pochybenia: od legitimnej afiliacie
(zelena farba) cez nespravne uvedené (sekundarne) afiliacie, ktoré
spravne patria do sekcie podakovania (oranzova farba), nekorektné
a nezaslUzené afiliacie (Seda farba), az po podvodnu afiliaciu bez
vedomia institlcie alebo autora/-ky (Eervena farba).

1: LEGITIMNA
klacové
pracovisko

2: SEKUNDARNA/NESPRAVNA
kratkodoba mobilita/
predch. pracovisko

3: SEKUNDARNA/NESPRAVNA
poskytnutie financii/
grantu

4: SEKUNDARNA/NESPRAVNA
poskytnutie
infrastruktiry
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m 1: zasllGzZena

m 2-4: nespravne uvedena

AUTORKA/AUTOR
»OKTAFILIACIE“

7: NEKOREKTNA/NEZASLUZENA
darovana - “gift
affiliation”

NEKOREKTNA/NEZASLUZENA
cestnad - “honorary
affiliation”

5: NEKOREKTNA/NEZASLUZENA
zaplatend - “affiliation
for hire”
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Terminoldgiu nekorektne uvedenych afilia¢nych typov
v Pripadoch (5)-(8) autorka odvodila od zauZivanej typoldgie
nespravne uvadzanych autorstiev, t.j. zaplatené/kiupené
autorstvo (,paid”/,purchased authorship“; napr. Teixeira
da Silva, 2021) sluZilo ako vzor pre - Pripad (5) — Zaplatend
afilidcia; Cestné autorstvo (,honorary authorship®; napr.
Harvey, 2018) ako vzor pre - Pripad (6) - Cestnd afilidcia;
darované autorstvo (,,gift authorship®; napr. Smith, 1994)
ako vzor pre - Pripad (7) - Darovand afilidcia; prizracné
autorstvo (,ghost authorship®; napr. Mowatt et al., 2002)
vjeho dvoch analogickych podobdch — neopravnené
pripisanie identity bez suhlasu a neopravnené zamléanie
skutoéného prispievatela - ako vzor pre —» Pripad (8)
- Podvodnd afilidcia.’ Typoldgia afilidcii je zoradend vzostupne
podla narastajucej zdvaznosti etického pochybenia:

(1) Legitimna afilidcia - autor/-ka uvedie afilia-
ciu klIucového pracoviska, na ktorom prebehol
vyskum a kde bol pripraveny samotny vystup;

(2) Sekundarna/Nespravna afilidcia - Transferova/
Mobilitna afilidcia - autor/-ka sa nachéadza
v situacii prechodu z jedného pracoviska na
druhé: findlny vystup vznikol az po prichode
na nové pracovisko, ale vyskum sa realizoval
na predchadzajlicom pracovisku. Sucasné pra-
covisko alebo (kratkodobd) staz ¢€i mobilita

6 Predlozena typoldgia nie je vyerpéavajuca. Medzi dal$ie, tu explicitne neuvadzané
no v literatire dokumentované nekorektné formy patri napriklad tzv. vynidtena/
natlakovéa afilidcia (,,coerced affiliation*; porov. Fong & Wilhite, 2017), analogicka
ku ,coercive authorship“: mocensky nadradeny aktér (Skolitel/-ka, vedlci/-a
absencii realneho vyskumného vkladu, pod hrozbou kariérnych alebo hodnotiacich
désledkov. Na rozdiel od darovanej (dobrovolnej) a festnej (zvykovej/poziénej)
afilidcie ide o priamy mocensky natlak. Podobne stoji za zmienku aj tzv.
reciprocéna/citaéné afilidcia (porov. Ansede, 2024), pri ktorej je uvedenie afiliacie
stiéastou S§irSej vymennej dohody za vzajomné citovanie alebo iné (publikacné)
vyhody - mechanizmus pribuzny tzv. citaénym kruhom opisanym v texte nizSie.
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bez podstatného vyskumného vkladu hostovskej
inStitdcie nezaklada narok na afilidciu (COPE,
2025). Ak sa afilidcia sUCasného pracovis-

ka alebo hostujlceho pracoviska mobility
uvadza akoby automaticky, avSak bez pod-
statného institucionadlneho vkladu, ide o ne-
spravne uvadzanie inStitucionalnej afiliacie.
»Primarnu afilidciu“ (t.j. uvedené ako prvé

v poradi) ma mat to pracovisko, kde prebeh-
la kIG8ova &ast vyskumu; aktualna indtitucia
mdze byt uvedend ako ,sekundarna afiliacia“
(t.j. ako druhad v poradi) len vtedy, ak sa

na nej realizovala podstatna cast prace. Ak
bol vklad podstatny, ide o regularny pripad
sekundarnej afilidcie; inak sa vklad in3titu-
cie ma vyjadrit v sekcii ,,Podakovanie“ ale-
bo v poznamke k autorovi/autorke (APA, 2020;
HRK, 2018);

(3) Sekundarna/Nespravna afiliadcia - Financéna/

Grantova afilidcia - organizacia poskytla
financovanie alebo grant. Ak iSlo o podstat-
ny vklad a ide o zmluvnu spolupracu, afilia-
cia sa uvedie ako druhd v poradi, v takom
pripade ide o regularny pripad sekundarnej
afiliacie. Ak sa vSak organizacia nepodiela-
la kldcovou formou na uskutoneni vysku-

mu a poskytla ,,len financie®“ (nezavisle na
ich objeme) bez intelektudlneho alebo per-
sondlneho vkladu, nezakladd to jej narok na
afilidciu; spravnym miestom pre uznanie tohto
druhu inStituciondlneho vkladu je sekcia
»Deklaracia o poskytnuti finanénych/grantovych
prostriedkov®“ (COPE, 2025), ev. ,Podakovanie‘;
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(4) Sekundarna/Nespravna afiliacia - InfraStruk-
turna afilidcia - organizacia poskytla in-
frastruktiru (priestory, pristroje, data).
Ak iSlo o podstatny vklad a ide o zmluvnd
spolupracu, afilidcia sa uvedie ako druha
v poradi, v takom pripade ide o reguléarny
pripad sekundarnej afilidcie. Ak vSak bola
infrastruktdra insStitdciou poskytnuta bez
podstatného intelektudlneho alebo personal-
neho prispevku; nezaklada to jej narok na
afilidciu. Poskytnutie infrasStruktiary (odplat-
né aj bezodplatné) sa ma spravne uvadzat
v sekcii ,,Podakovanie“ alebo inym vysvetlu-
jucim komentarom v texte (COPE, 2025);

(5) Nekorektna/,,Nezaslizend“ afilidcia -
Zaplatena afilidcia - instituUcia ponukla
autorovi/-ke finanénd odmenu alebo miniméalny
Uvéazok vyluéne za uvedenie svojho mena
v afiliadcii, bez realneho vyskumného vztahu
(tzv. ,affiliation for hire*);

(6) Nekorektna/,Nezaslizena“ afilidcia - Cestna
afilidcia - inStitdcia je uvedend z titulu
»cestnej pozicie“ bez readlnej/podstatnej
vyskumnej participéacie (tzv. ,honorary
affiliation“);

(7) Nekorektna/,,Nezaslizend“ afilidcia - Darovana
afilidcia - afilidcia je udelend ako gesto
vdaénosti a prejav uznania za mentorstvo,
poradenstvo alebo pristup k zdrojom, nie za
podstatny prispevok k danému vystupu (tzv.
»gift affiliation®);

(8) Podvodna afilidcia - (typovo najCastejsSi

pripad): autor/-ka uvddza organizaciu bez
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jej vedomia a suUhlasu (contra voluntatem,
alebo ,without consent®), alebo s ktorou
nema zZiadny pravny vztah, s cielom osobného
profitu. Typovo rovnakym pripadom je
multiplikacia afilidcii bez vedomia a sidhlasu
materskej/klucovej inStitldcie, resp.
dotknutych stran.

Korektné modelové riesenie situdcii v Pripadoch (1), (2),
(3) a (4) - Legitimna afilidcia + reguldrne sekunddrne afilid-
cie. Odporuca sa uvadzat maximdlne dve pracovné afiliacie
so suhlasom oboch zucéastnenych stran (CIR-CAT, 2023b;
COPE, 2023); vklady ostatnych organizacii sa priznaju v sek-
cii ,Podakovanie®. Ak poc¢as vzniku vystupu ddjde ku zmene
pracoviska, vhodnym rieSenim je tzv. transferovd afilidcia -
uvedenie oboch inStitucii s ich vzdjomnou dohodou o poradyi;
eSte vhodnejSie je pracovisko s mensim vkladom uviest len
v poznamke k autorovi/-ke (COPE, 2023; 2025).

Nespravne rieSenie Pripadu (2) - Transferovda/
Mobilitnd afilidcia — nastava, ked sa afilidcia aktudlneho
alebo hostovského pracoviska uvddza automaticky, hoci
na nom nebola realizovand podstatnd ¢ast vyskumu. Tu
sa opat uplatiiuje zdkladné pravidlo (APA, 2020): afilidcia
identifikuje kIuc¢ové pracovisko vyskumu, nie aktudine
zamestndvatelské miesto. Kratkodoby pobyt bez podstatného
vyskumného prispevku hostovskej inStitucie nezakladd
ndrok na afilidciu — taky vztah patri do sekcie ,Podakovanie®
(COPE, 2025; HRK, 2018).

Nespravne rieSenie situdcii v Pripade (3) a (4) — nesprav-
na Financnd,/Grantovd afilidcia nespravna Infrastruktiirna
afilidcia — predstavuju situdcie, ked institucia sice redlne
prispela k vyskumu - finanéne (grant, dotécia) alebo infra-
Strukturne (priestory, pristroje, data), avSak nie spdésobom,
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ktory by zakladal ndrok na afilidciu. COPE autorov a autorky,
ale aj redaktorov a redaktorky v tejto suvislosti odkazuje na
kritérium ,,substantial contribution® z Publication Manual
Americkej psychologickej asocidcie (APA, 2020) - na afilidciu
ma ndrok vyluéne organizdcia s podstatnym prispevkom k rea-
lizacii vyskumu. Spolufinancovanie projektu, poskytnutie
laboratdria ¢i pristrojového vybavenia toto kritérium bez
pridruzeného intelektudlneho alebo persondlneho vstupu
nespliiia. Spravnym miestom pre takéto uznanie je sekcia
»Podakovanie” alebo ,,Prehlasenie o zdrojoch financovania®
(COPE, 2023; 2025; CIR-CAT, 2023a). Porusenie tohto roz-
liSenia — teda uvedenie financujucej alebo infrastruktiurne
prispievajucej institucie ako afilidcie - predstavuje dalsiu
formu nespravneho alebo dokonca nekorektného ¢i podvod-
ného nardbania s afilidciami.

Eticky nekorektné rieSenie situdcii — Pripad (5) -
Zaplatend afilidcia (,,affiliation for hire®) — predstavuje pria-
my ,,predaj/kupu” instituciondlnej prislusnosti: vyskumnic-
ka alebo vyskumnik uvddza instituciu v afiliacii vymenou
za finanénd odmenu alebo formdélny uvizok, pricom redl-
ny vyskumny vklad pripisanych institucii je nulovy alebo
zanedbatelny. COPE (2023) kvalifikuje zaplatené afilidcie ako
eticky problematicku prax nezluditelnu so zdsadami korekt-
ného uvadzania autorstva a afilidcii.’

Eticky nekorektné riesenie — Pripad (6) - Cestnd afilidcia
(,honorary affiliation®) — nastdva, ked’je vyskumnik/-cka
uvedeny/-4 ako afiliovany-/4 ¢len/-ka inStiticie na zdklade
¢estného titulu alebo symbolickej pozicie, nie na zdklade
realneho vyskumného zapojenia. V literature o vyskumnej

7 Na rozdiel od Eestného a darovaného autorstva ma ,zaplatené autorstvo“ v
literatare krat$iu, no rychlo rastucu dokumentaciu, spojent najmad s fenoménom tzv.
paper mills a komeréného predaja spoluautorstva (Seifert, 2021; Teixeira da Silva
2021, 2025; Abalkina, 2023; Abalkina & Kleiner, 2025). Rovnaky mechanizmus - odmena
vymenou za formalne pripisanie mena bez redlneho vkladu - sa na Urovni afiliacie
prejavuje ako zaplatena afilidcia (tzv. ,affiliation for hire“).
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integrite sa pojem ,,honorary authorship® (a s nim analogicky
pojem ,honorary affiliation®) pouziva na opisanie situdcie,
ked'je osoba zaradend do zoznamu autorov alebo afilidcii bez
toho, aby naplnila kritéria podstatného prispevku (Harvey,
2018; Khezr & Mohan, 2022; Gasparyan et al., 2013).°

Eticky nekorektné rieSenie — Pripad (7) - Darovand
afilidcia (,,gift affiliation) — je analogicka s ,,darovanym
autorstvom®: afilidcia je udelend ako gesto vdacnosti —
napriklad za mentorstvo, poradenstvo, pristup k ditam alebo
zorganizovanie vyskumne;j prilezitosti -, no nie za podstatny
prispevok k danému vystupu. Pojmy ,,gift” a ,honorary“ sa
v Casti literatury pouzivaju zamenitelne (Khezr & Mohan,
2022), inf autori a autorky ich v§ak analyticky rozliSuju
(Gasparyan et al., 2013): kym cestnd afilidcia vyplyva
z pozi¢ného/hierarchického naroku, darovand afilidcia je
prejavom individudlnej reciprocity bez takéhoto ndroku.
T4éto kapitola sa pridfza druhého, analyticky jemnejSieho
rozliSenia. COPE (2023) upozornuje, Ze takéto afilidcie
predstavuju formu ,,nezaslizeného® instituciondineho
autorstva; korektnym miestom na ich uvedenie je sekcia
»Podakovanie®, nie afilia¢nd hlavicka prace.’

Pripad (8) — Podvodnd afilidcia™ - predstavuje
najproblematickejSiu formu chobotnicovej afilidcie
s najzavaznejSou mierou etického pochybenia — afilidciu
bez vedomia a suhlasu dotknutych stran. Zakladny pripad -
afilidcia contra voluntatem — nastava, ked autor/-ka uvadza

8 Vyskum Pruschaka a Hoppa (2022) na vzorke 2 222 socidlnych vedcov a vedkyn
z celého sveta preukazal, Ze ,Cestné autorstvo“ je beZnou praxou a ¢asto vyplyva
z nepochopenia kritérii, nie z Umyselného podvodu - Eo vS8ak jeho dopad na
integritu vedeckého zaznamu nezniZuje. Mowatt et al. (2002) v analyze Cochrane
reviews zistili, Ze az 39 % ¢lankov obsahovalo ,Cestné autorstvo“. (Cochrane
reviews si systematické prehlady a meta-analyzy klinickych Stadii. Vznikaju
v prostredi, kde by sa dalo ocakavat prisne dodrziavanie etickych Standardov.)

9 V akademickom prostredi je tato prax rozSirenejSia, ako sa zvykne pripuastat
prieskum medzi viac ako 12 000 vyskumnikmi a vyskumniékami v USA ukéazal, Ze
viac ako 35 % respondentov priznalo zaradenie minimélne tzv. ,prispievajuceho
spoluautora“ do svojich publikacii (Fong & Wilhite, 2017).

10 »Podvodna*“ afilidcia je kazda afiliacia, pri ktorej sa preukadze zamernd manipulécia
s afilidciou za Ucelom nezaslizeného prospechu zG&astnenych stran.
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organizdciu bez jej vedomia a suhlasu, alebo organizdciu,

s ktorou v danom obdobi nemad Ziadny pravny vztah, s cielom
osobného (symbolického, kariérneho alebo finan¢ného)
zisku. Typovo rovnakym pripadom je nezaslizené vetvenie
alebo rozsirovanie instituciondlnych afiliacii bez vedomia

a suhlasu materskej/klticovej institicie, mimo legitimne
prebiehajucich a zmluvne ukotvenych instituciondlnych
spoluprac. Toto konanie predstavuje vazny konflikt zdujmov:
autor/-ka zaml¢uje alebo obchadza informovanost svojho
hlavného zamestndvatela a bez oprdavnenia nardba s menom
inStitucie, resp. viacerych institucii (CIR-CAT, 2023a; COPE,
2023).""* V kontexte autorstva sa rozliSuju dva analogické
pripady tzv. ,ghost authorship“: (a) osoba je uvedend ako
autor/-ka bez svojho vedomia a suhlasu, pricom jej je bez jej
vedomia pripisana aj inStituciondlna afilidcia — ¢o je priama
paralela k contra voluntatem afiliacii; (b) osoba, ktord redlne
vykonala vyskum, nie je v publikdcii uvedend vobec - tzv.
»ghost author® v uzsom zmysle, typicky pri publikdciach
financovanych priemyslovymi alebo inymi korpordciami,
kde skutoény autor/-ka zostdva skryty/-4 za menom
akademika/-Cky, opit pod hlavickou vedeckej institucie,
ktord si za vystup ndsledne pripisuje kredit (Mowatt et al.,
2002; Pruschak & Hopp, 2022). Oba pripady porusuju princip
transparentnosti a zodpovednosti, no z opa¢nych strdn:

11 Odporac¢anie CIR-CAT 2/2023 sa priamo zameriava na tieto situéacie a odporaéa,
aby inStitUcie zaviedli mechanizmy na nahlasovanie a rieSenie takéhoto konania
(CIR-CAT, 2023b).

12 Autorka kapitoly v rokoch 2012-2026 pésobila ako riaditelka Ustavu etnolégie
a socialnej antropolégie SAV, v. v. i. Za svoju zamestnavatelsk( prax sa stretla
precedentalny charakter a podnietili vznik a novelizéaciu Internej smernice
o vykazovani a registrovani publikaénej ¢innosti a ohlasov (2012, 2026).
Typologicky i$lo o pripady opakovaného uvadzania viacnéasobnych afilidcii bez
vedomia a suhlasu hlavného (kIGCového pracoviska) i sekundarneho zamestnéavatela
identickych publikacnych vystupov pre dvoch zamestnavatelov v akademickom okruhu
(Obréazok 1, typologicky Pripad 8). TaktieZz sa v jednom takomto pripade subezne
preukazalo etické pochybenie v podobe zamerného a opakovaného vykazovania
nespravodlivo vysokého autorského podielu v pripade multi-autorskych publikacii
v kombinécii s odlisSnym vykazovanim autorského podielu v domécej a zahranicénej
registraénej databaze na evidovanie vystupov a ohlasov
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prvy neopravnene identitu pripisuje, druhy ju neoprdvnene
zamlCéuje, pricom v oboch pripadoch dochddza k manipuldcii
alebo podvodnému nardbaniu s instituciondlnou afilidciou.”

Kliuc¢ovym problémom nespravnych, nekorektnych
a podvodnych typov chobotnicovych afilidcii (vid konkrétne
situacie opisané v Pripadoch (2)-(8) je, Ze ,,rozmazavaju”
hranicu medzi zodpovednostou a zdsluhami: inStiticia moze
zbierat bibliometrické body bez toho, aby niesla zodpoved-
nost za etiku vyskumu, za jeho financovanie ¢i za nasledné
rieSenie pripadnych pochybeni. Z perspektivy vyskumnej in-
tegrity ide o naru$enie zdkladného principu, Ze inStituciondl-
na afilidcia, ktora so sebou prindsa instituciondlne zasluhy,
ma reflektovat podstatné vklady a adresna zodpovednost,
nielen formdlnu prislusnost (Bachelet, 2019; Bachelet et al.,
2019; ENRIO, 2019; CIR-CAT, 2023a, b).

COPE (2023) vo svojej diskusii rdmcuje uvadzanie
nekorektnej inStituciondlnej afilidcie ako analogické neko-
rektnému uvadzaniu autorstva: kym nesprdavne autorstvo
skresluje, kto vykonal vyskum a napisal publikdciu na in-
dividudlnej urovni, nespravna afilidcia skresluje to isté na
drovni inStituciondlnej - z etického hladiska tak mozno
hovorit o rovnako zdvaznych poruseniach vedeckej integrity
a publikacnej etiky.

13 Najznamejsim zdokumentovanym pripadom tohto druhého typu je kauza Wyeth/Prempro:
farmaceuticka spolocnost Wyeth platila prizraénych autorov (,,ghostwriterov*)
za pripravu vedeckych ¢€lankov o hormonalnej terapii, ktoré boli nasledne
publikované pod menami prominentnych akademikov, €im zavadzajlco priradila vystupy
k akademickym inStituciam, ktoré so skutoénou pripravou nemali nié spoloéné (Ross
et al., 2008).
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Medzinarodné precedensy podvodnych afiliacii -
od individualneho oportunizmu k organizovanej praxi

Manipulativne a podvodné uvddzanie afilidcii vo vys-
kumnych vystupoch predstavuje jav, ktory sa v poslednom
desatrodi z ojedinelych pripadov individudlneho kariérne-
ho oportunizmu pretransformoval na systematicku, insti-
tuciondlne tolerovanu a miestami dokonca systematicky
organizovanu prax s priamym komerénym vyuZitim.

Sprava konzulta¢nej agentury SIRIS Academic (2023)
ukdzala, Ze pocet tzv. ,vysoko citovanych vyskumnikov® ve-
denych v zozname Highly Cited Researchers (HCR) s primdrnou
afilidaciou k saudskoarabskym institiciam vzrastol z 27 (v roku
2014) na 109 (v roku 2022); znacna ¢ast z tychto vedcov a ved-
ky1 pritom pdsobila ako kmenové zamestnanectvo univerzit
v Eurdpe alebo Severnej Amerike. Systémovy rozmer tejto
praxe bol plne odkryty v roku 2023, ked' po odhaleni viace-
rych kduz afilia¢nej manipuldcie (Catanzaro, 2023; SIRIS Aca-
demic, 2023) Clarivate zaznamenal v rebricku HCR historicky
bezprecedentny pokles: poc¢et HCR vyskumnictva s primar-
nou saudskoarabskou afilidciou klesol zo 109 na 76, teda o viac
ako 30 % (Ansede, 2024; Clarivate, 2024).

NajvyraznejSim disciplindarnym precedensom v ramci Spa-
nielskej akademickej obce sa stal pripad chemika Rafaela Luque-
ho, ktorého Univerzita v Cérdobe v roku 2023 suspendovala
bez prava na mzdu na 13 rokov za to, Ze napriek plnému pra-
covnému uvazku ako verejny zamestnanec dlhodobo posobil aj
na King Saud University v Rijade a RUDN University v Moskve
a vo vedeckych publikdcidch uvddzal tieto zahrani¢né institucie
ako primarne afiliacie - ¢o, okrem praktiky afiliaénej manipuld-
cie, predstavovalo aj porusSenie pravidiel nezlucitelnosti funkcii
zakotvenych v §panielskom pravnom poriadku pre verejnych
zamestnancov (Catanzaro, 2023; SIRIS Academic, 2023).
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Podobne Bachelet et al. (2019) v pilotnej Studii chilskych
inStitucii v zdravotnickych a prirodovednych disciplinach
upozornili na vysoky vyskyt potencidlne nezaslizenych
afilidcii k univerzitdm (38 %), ktoré nezohrali preukdzatelnu
ulohu pri realizdcii vyskumu, pricom v sikromnom sektore
odhadli ich podiel priblizne na 40 %.

Osobitnou kapitolou su pripady, v ktorych je uvddzanie
afilidcie prostriedkom zatajenia zahrani¢nych finanénych
vézieb s dosledkami pre ndrodnu bezpeénost. Konkrétnym
prikladom uvdadzania podvodnej inStituciondlnej afilidcie
s vaznymi pravnymi ndsledkami su pripady vyskumnict-
va zapojeného do ¢inskeho programu Thousand Talents
Plan (T'TP): podla zisteni americkych federdlnych orgdanov
vyskumnici v ramci tohto programu systematicky zatajo-
vali zahrani¢né financovanie a afiliaéné vztahy k ¢inskym
inStituciam, ¢o viedlo ku klamlivej reprezentdcii v granto-
vych ziadostiach financovanych z prostriedkov NIH."* Naj-
znamejS$im pripadom je Song Guo Zheng, vyskumnik z Ohio
State University, ktory sa v roku 2020 priznal k faloSnym
vyhldaseniam vo vztahu k NIH grantom v celkovej vyske
4,1 miliéona USD a bol odsudeny na 37 mesiacov vizenia
(U.S. Department of Justice, 2021). Tieto pripady ukazuju, Ze
afiliaéna manipuldcia nesluzi vyluéne na umelé zvySovanie
inStituciondlnych bibliometrickych ukazovatelov, ale moze
byt aj ndstrojom zastierania konfliktov zaujmov s pravne
definovatelnymi trestnymi dosledkami.

Osobitne znepokojivym vyvojom poslednych rokov je
vznik organizovanej infrastruktiry umoziujucej afilia¢nu
podvodnd prax vo velkom meradle. J. A. Teixeira da Silva

14 National Institutes of Health (NIH) - hlavna federalna agentira USA pre
financovanie biomedicinskeho vyskumu. Financuje vyskum na univerzitéach,
nemocniciach a vyskumnych pracoviskach v USA aj v zahranicéi. Je najvacéSim verejnym
poskytovatelom grantov pre biomedicinsky vyskum na svete.
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(2025) dokumentuje retrakcie”” spojené s kazachstanskymi
inStituciami: za obdobie janudr 2024 - april 2025
identifikoval 19 retrakcii v ¢asopisoch vydavatelstiev
Springer Nature, Wiley a PLOS ONE, pricom sedem z nich
malo afilidciu Al-Farabi Kazakh National University.
Dominantnym dévodom retrakeii (89 %) bol zmanipulovany
recenzny proces; 73 % korespondencnych autorov/-iek
pritom nepouzivalo inStituciondlne e-mailové adresy, ¢o
je Standardny indikdtor prepojenia s ,paper mill“ sietami'
(Teixeira da Silva, 2025).

Systematicky prehlad vyskumu ,,paper mill* sieti
v eurépskom priestore poskytuju studie A. Abalkiny. Roku
2023 analyzovala ¢innost ruskej spolo¢nosti ,,International
Publisher” LLC prostrednictvom 1 063 pontk na kupu
spoluautorstva zverejnenych v rokoch 2019-2022 na webe
123mi.ru pricom identifikovala najmenej 451 ¢lankov
pravdepodobne pochddzajucich z tejto siete — odhadovana
hodnota predanych spoluautorstiev za roky 2019-2021
dosiahla 6,5 miliéna doldrov (Abalkina, 2023). Druhd
analyza, ktorud uskutocnila spolo¢ne so S. Kleiner sa
zamerala na siet Tanu.pro, odhalila eSte rozsiahlejsi
zdber: autorky identifikovali 1 517 publikécii uverejnenych
v rokoch 2017-2025 v 380 ¢asopisoch, na ktorych vzniku sa
podielalo viac ako 4 500 vyskumnikov zo 46 krajin a viac
ako 460 univerzit (Abalkina & Kleiner, 2025). Spolo¢nym
menovatelom oboch analyzovanych sieti je mechanizmus

15 Retrakcia (angl. ,retraction“) je formalne stiahnutie vedeckej publikacie
z odborného casopisu alebo databazy, ku ktorému pristupuje vydavatel, inStitacia
alebo samotné autorstvo po zisteni zavaznych pochybeni. Podla usmerneni COPE je
retrakcia opodstatnena v pripadoch preukazaného vedeckého podvodu (falSovanie,
fabrikacia dat), plagiatorstva, zavaznych metodologickych chyb znehodnocujucich
zavery, ako aj pri zisteni neopravneného autorstva €i podvodného recenzného
konania (COPE, 2019). Retrahovana préaca zostava v databazach viditelna, je vSak
oznaéena upozornenim a povazZuje sa za neplatnu na dalSie citovanie.

16 »Paper mill“ (angl., doslova ,tovaren na &lanky“) je komerénad organizacia, ktora
na objednavku vytvara a predava vedecké rukopisy alebo autorstvo v existujucich
publikaciach, pricom zakaznikom poskytuje cely servis vratane komunikacie
s redakciami (Seifert, 2021; Teixeira da Silva, 2021).
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komeréného predaja spoluautorstva spojeného

s manipuldciou recenzného procesu — pricom e-mailové
domény korespondenénych autorov/-iek systematicky
nezodpovedali uvddzanym instituciondlnym afilidcidm,

¢o sietam umoznovalo dlhodobo fungovat v Sedej zéne
Standardnych redakénych postupov.

Zneuzivanie inStituciondlneho statusu neprebieha

len prostrednictvom externych ,paper mills* — pripady
citatnej manipuldcie prepojené s prestiznou afiliaciou
ukazuju, Ze eticky nekorektné praktiky sa deju aj vo vnutri
renomovanych institucii. V oktobri 2024 Springer Nature
stiahol 75 konferen¢nych prispevkov spojenych s rektorom
Univerzity Salamanca Juanom Manuelom Corchadom -
vacéSinu napisali jeho spolupracovnici z tej istej inStitucie,
pricom 14 z nich bol Corchado priamym spoluautorom.
Doévodom retrakeii bolo odhalenie mechanizmu cizacnych
kruhov”: internym vySetrovanim sa preukdzalo, Ze Corchado
systematicky ziadal svojich spolupracovnikov, aby vo svojich
pracach citovali jeho vystupy, ¢im umelo budoval iliziu
svojej vynimocnej citovanosti (Ansede, 2024). V tomto
pripade sluzila afilidcia k prestiznej institucii primdrne ako
ochranny faktor — editori su menej nakloneni spochybriovat
prace autorov s renomovanou institucionalnou prislusnostou
- a zdroven ako ndstroj organizovania citacénej siete v ramci
pracoviska (Ansede, 2024). Tento pripad ilustruje, Ze
metrickd logika rankingovych systémov vytvara motivaciu
na manipuldciu nielen afilia¢nych, ale aj citacnych udajov -

a to nezavisle od velkosti alebo prestize institucie.

17 Fenomén tzv. ,citation rings“ - citacné kruhy alebo citacné bratstvd - komunity
vzajomne sa citujlcich autorov a autoriek stojace na principe reciprocity, nie
vedeckej rigoréznosti.
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Spolo¢nym menovatelom opisanych pripadov - od indi-
vidudlnych poruseni pravidiel vedeckej integrity a cizacnych
kruhov cez saudskoarabské afiliacné schémy az po orga-
nizované ,paper mills“ — je Strukturdlne nastavenie: tlak na
bibliometrické ukazovatele a rankingové pozicie vytvara
prostredie, v ktorom afiliacné manipulécie, vratane réznych
foriem podvodnej praxe, nachddzaju zivnu podu.

Rastuci pocet disciplindrnych konani, retrakeii a trest-
nopravnych stihani vS§ak naznacuje, Ze vydavatelia, inStitu-
cie a regulacné orgdny zacinaju reagovat systematickejsie;
precedentdlne (ndrodné) pripady ndsledne pdsobia velmi
ucinne na prevenciu a autoreguldciu nezelanej a podvodne;j
praxe — nielen na urovni jednotlivych vyskumnikov a samot-
nych inStitucii; maju dopad aj na drovni systematickej orga-
nizovanej praxe, ¢o ozdravuje cely ekosystém vedy a vysku-
mu v medzindrodnom rozmere.

Ako vznika nafukovaci efekt (,,boosting“) -
mozné rieSenia na regulaciu

Ked’si inStitucia pod svoju hlavicku, na zdaklade ne-
zasluzenych (nespravodlivo) pripisanych afilidcii vykaze pub-
likdcie, na ktorych sa redlne podielala len margindlne alebo
dokonca vébec, umelo zvySuje svoje vykonové skore.

Z hladiska systémovej etiky sa tento jav oznacuje ako
(umelé) nafukovanie (,boosting®). Prostrednictvom infla¢nej
afiliaénej politiky sa tak vyznamne deformuje sutaz o fi-
nanéné zdroje.

Efekt nafukovania je osobitne vyrazny na pracoviskach,
ktoré ziskavaju renomovanych vyskumnikov a vyskumnicky
na ¢iastocné alebo Cestné uviazky (,honorary appointments®)
predovsetkym s cielom pripisovat si ich publikaény vykon.
Clarivate vo svojom programe Highly Cited Researcher (HCR)
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deklaruje, Ze Cestné a Stipendijné afilidcie (tzv. ,fellow-
ship-based affiliations®) vytvaraja stimuly na umelé nafu-
kovanie inStituciondlneho cita¢ného skére a z tohto dévodu
ich zo svojich hodnotiacich procesov systematicky vylucuje
(Clarivate, 2024, 2025).

V tomto kontexte je dbleZité si uvedomit, Ze umelé
nafukovanie vykonu sposobuje kazdd publikacia,
ktord obsahuje nezaslizené instituciondlne afilidcie.
NajvyraznejSie nafukovanie vykonu totiz vznika na drovni
medzindrodnych scientometrickych databdz, ktoré pracuju
metddou automatizovanych zberov a plného zapocitavania
kreditu za publikaciu a citdciu na kazdu uvedenu
afilidciu. Dominantnou metodolégiou pri pripisovani
inStituciondlnych kreditov — napr. v databazach Web of
Science (Clarivate) a Scopus (Elsevier) — je totiz metéda
celého pocitania (,whole counting®): kazdd institicia
uvedenad v afilidcii ziskava za danu publikaciu p/ny kredit
bez ohladu na to, kolko dal$ich inStitucii je v tej istej Studii
uvedenych (Clarivate, b.d.; Lin et al., 2025). Désledkom
toho sa publikacia, napr. s dvoma afiliaciami v rebrickoch
a hodnotiacich systémoch poéita dvakrat — raz pre kazdua
inStituciu - bez akéhokolvek krdtenia. V tomto zmysle
databdzy vobec nerozliSuju tzv. primdrne a sekunddrne
afilidcie. Je potrebné si uvedomit, Zze tymto spé6sobom
vsetky viacndsobné afilidcie’ (zasluZené aj nezasluzené)
generuju nafukovaci efekt, ¢im sa extrémne skresluje obraz
o vedeckom vykone inStitticii a spochybriuje spolahlivost
hodnoteni vedy a vyskumu a rankingovych rebri¢kov
postavenych na bibliometrickych mierach (Hottenrott et al.,
2021; Lin et al., 2025).

18 Toto je silny argument bud pre vyrazn( reguléaciu afilidcii, optimalne na jedno,
maximadlne dve pracoviska (kedze kazda afilidcia aj regularna sekundarna generuje
nafukovaci efekt), alebo podielovy rozpis (podielové/zlomkové pocitanie)
instituciondlneho autorstva, tak ako pri autorskych podieloch.
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Ciastoénou vynimkou st rebri¢ky Quacquarelli
Symonds Rankings (QS),” ktoré aplikuju premennu hornua
hranicu pre maximalny pocet instituciondlnych afilidcii
na publikdciu a Studie s extrémne vysokym poc¢tom
afilidcii z bibliometrickej analyzy vylucuju. Afiliacny strop
je premenny podla vedného odboru a je nastaveny tak, aby
z analyzy vylu€oval nie viac ako 0,1 % vyskumu v danom
poli (QS, b.d.) — ide teda o okrajové technické rieSenie, nie
o systémovu odpoved na problém viacnasobnych afiliacii.
Times Higher Education Rankings (THE)*° zase od roku 2017
pouzivaja pri tzv. kilo-autorskych (resp. hyperautorskych)”
publikaciach zlomkové/podielové pocitanie (,fractional
counting®). Na bezné viacndsobné afiliacie s dvoma ¢i troma
inStituciami sa vSak toto rieSenie nevztahuje (THE, 2026).

Ani jeden z tychto mechanizmov vSak systematicky ne-
riesi efekt nafukovania v beznych viacndsobne afiliovanych
publikiciach. Systémovym rieSenim by bolo zlomkové/po-
dielové pocitanie, pri ktorom by sa kredit za publikdciu delil
medzi vSetky uvedené inStitticie proporciondlne - ¢o by in-
flacny efekt viacnasobnych afilidacii zasadne tlmilo (Waltman
& Van Eck, 2015). Napriek dlhoro¢nej odbornej diskusii o tej-
to metdde vSak Ziadna z hlavnych databdz ani rankingovych
systémov zlomkové pocitanie Standardne neimplementovali
(Clarivate, b.d.).

19 Q@S Rankings (QS World University Rankings) sG rocne publikované rebricky
vysokoSkolskych institdcii, ktoré zostavuje britska sdkromna analyticka
spoloénost Quacquarelli Symonds (QS) so sidlom v Londyne (zalozena v roku 1990)
Bibliometricky komponent (citacie na ¢lena/-ku fakulty) tvori 20 % celkového skoére
a je vypoéitany z dat databazy Scopus (Elsevier) (@S, b.d.).

20 Times Higher Education World University Rankings (THE Rankings) sG rocne
publikované rebricky, ktoré zostavuje britsky odborny magazin Times Higher
Education v spolupraci s Elsevier, ktory poskytuje bibliometrické data zo Scopusu.
Bibliometricky komponent tvori v THE Rankings 40 % celkového skére. Na rozdiel
od QS Rankings pouzivaja THE Rankings pri vypocéte citaéného dopadu normalizovanu
metriku FWCI (Field-Weighted Citation Impact), ktora zohladfuje rozdiely
v citaénych praktikach medzi vednymi odbormi (THE, 2026).

21 Termin hyperautorstvo (,hyper-authorship®“) zaviedol B. Cronin (2001) pre vedecké
publikacie s viac ako 50 spoluautormi. Extrémnu podobu - publikacie s viac ako 1
000 autormi - oznaduje termin kilo-autorstvo (,kiloauthorship*), ktory do odborného
diskurzu uviedol Ch. Faulkes v komentari pre Times Higher Education (2015)
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Politika multiplikdcie afilidcii tak zostdva, z pohladu
prevladajucich metrik, de facto racionalnou optimalizacnou
strarégiou pre kazdu instituciu, ktord chce zlepsit, resp.
udrzat svoju bibliometricku (vykonovu) poziciu (!).

Ked'je t4 istd publikicia (formdlne) vykdzand ako vystup
v hodnotiacom a finanénom systéme dvoch ¢&i viacerych
inStitucii, pricom kazda ju zahrnie do svojich akredita¢nych
a rankingovych hodnoteni, dochddza zaroven k efektu
viacndsobného zapocitavania (,multiple counting®) — kazda
inStitucia na zapocéitanu publikdciu totiz ndsledne nacerpa
financie a ziska reputacny kredit. Takato prax je eticky
problematicka, kedZe vedie k multiplikacii finan¢ného
a zdsluhového prinosu z jediného intelektudlneho vykonu.
Pri absencii transparentnej dohody medzi inStituciami
predstavuje navySe inStituciondlny konflikt zaujmov
(CIR-CAT, 2023b; ENRIO, 2019).

Na rozdiel od automatizovaného zardtavania
scientometrickymi databdzami, vykazovacou entitou
v takychto pripadoch je vac¢sinou autor/-ka, ktory/-4
vypublikovany vystup s instituciondlnou afilidciou vykazuje
v internej evidencii konkrétnej inStiticie ako vystup na
zaklade zamestnaneckého pomeru alebo inej zmluvne;j ¢i
projektovej bazy. V pripade neexistencie zmluvnej dohody
medzi inStituciami je vykdzanie toho istého vystupu
viacerym zamestndvatelom ,vykazovacou duplicitou®,
ktord moézZe, okrem stratégie osobného symbolického
kariérneho alebo ekonomického profitu autora/-ky, byt
dokonca priamym konfliktom zaujmom, porusenim
zmluvnych vztahov a podvodnym konanim vo¢i hlavnému
zamestnavatelovi — Pripad (8) (CIR-CAT, 2023b), ale aj
pripady vyssie opisanych afiliaénych a inych podvodnych
konani a kore$pondujucich sankeif.
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Narodny precedens regulacie chobotnicovych dafiliacii

Vyrazny impulz k normativnemu uchopeniu nezelaného
fenoménu chobotnicovych afilidcii priSiel z Kataldnska, kde
Vybor pre integritu vyskumu v Kataldnsku (,Comite per ala
Integritat de la Recerca a Catalunya®, CIR-CAT)* prijal
v roku 2023 dve odporucania tykajuce sa viacndsobnych
afilidcii. Tieto odporucéania vznikli v reakcii na konkrétne
pripady, ked vyskumnicky a vyskumnici akceptovali fi-
nanéné odmeny*’ vymenou za uvedenie saudskoarabskych
univerzit ako svojej primarnej afilidcie, ¢im tymto insti-
tuciam pomahali zlepSovat poziciu v medzinarodnych
rebrickoch. CIR-CAT takéto praktiky kvalifikoval ako
potencidlne poruSenie zmluvnych povinnosti aZ podvod
vocCi primdrnemu zamestnavatelovi a nespravne nardabanie
s verejnymi prostriedkami.

Prvé odporucanie, CIR-CAT 1/2023 (zo dna 16. 5.
2023), sa sustreduje na samotny fenomén viacndsobnych
afilidcii a snazi sa jasne vymedzit podmienky ich legitimi-
ty. KIu€ovou poziadavkou je, aby kazda uvedena instittcia
zohrala podstatniu ulohu pri vyskume - poskytnutim pod-
statnej infrastruktury, persondlu, finanénych zdrojov alebo
zasadnou intelektudlnou participaciou a aby afiliované in-
Stitucie ,,0 sebe vedeli®. Odporucanie zaroven zdoraziuje, ze
inStitucie maju pravo a povinnost regulovat uvddzanie svojej
afilidcie prostrednictvom internych smernic a zmluvnych
ustanoventi, pricom afilidcia by mala byt previazana s pra-
covnym pomerom, zmluvnou spoluprdcou alebo grantom
a s dodrziavanim internych pravidiel vyskumnej integrity
(CIR-CAT, 2023a).

22 Web stranka organizacie: https://web.gencat.cat/en/generalitat/com-ens-organitzem/
departaments/recerca-universitats/CIR-CAT [navStivené: 10/04/2026].

23 Podla M. Ansedeho sa finanéné odmeny za uvadzanie afilidcii pohybovali v rozpati od
niekolkych tisic eur roéne az po desiatky tisic eur roéne (Ansede, 2024).
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Druhé odporucanie, CIR-CAT 2/2023 (zo dna 17. 10.
2023), sa zameriava na inStituciondlne autorstvo a na situd-
cie, ked’su organizdcie uvadzané ako afilidcia bez podstat-
ného podielu na vyskume alebo priamo bez ich vedomia
a suhlasu. Dokument odporuca, aby institicie monitorovali,
kde a ako su uvddzané v publikidcidch, zaviedli mechanizmy
na nahlasovanie a rieSenie nespravneho uvadzania afilidcie
a aktivne komunikovali s vydavatelmi v pripadoch, ked'je
potrebné spornu prislusnost opravit, doplnit alebo odstranit.
Ako vSeobecné kritérium sa odporuca uvadzat najviac dve
inStituciondlne afilidcie na autorku alebo autora, pricom
primdrna afilidcia musi byt dedikovand institucii, v ktorej sa
uskutocnila va¢sina prace (CIR-CAT, 2023Db).

Kataldnske odporucania explicitne spdjaju otdzku afilidcie
s rdmcom vyskumnej integrity, nielen s bibliometrickou evi-
denciou. Ukazuju, ze problematiku viacndsobnej afilidcie (vra-
tane nezasluzenej chobotnicovej afilidcie) mozno regulovat bez
popierania medzindrodnej mobility vyskumnictva: kli¢om
je suhlas dotknutych strdn, transparentnost a inStituciondlne
dohody. Zaroven predstavuju prakticky model, ako mézu
kompetentné regiondlne ¢i narodné normotvorné organy
konkrétnymi odporuc¢aniami podporit institucie pri tvorbe
koherentnych politik na monitorovanie, odhalovanie a regu-
ldciu nezasluzenych viacndsobnych afilidcii. Hoci CIR-CAT
ma4 vyluéne poradnu funkciu - jeho odporucania su nezdvizné,
¢o limituje ich bezprostredny normativny dosah - ich ana-
lytickd hodnota ako referenéného ramca pre iné krajiny vsak
zostava nezmenena (CIR-CAT, 2023a, b; ENRIO, 2019).
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ERC - afiliacie v kontexte grantovych mechanizmov
(novy rozmer zodpovednosti)

Problematika ciobotnicovych afilidcii nadobuda osobitny
rozmer v kontexte prestiZznych eurépskych grantov, najma
grantov Eurdpskej vyskumnej rady (,,European Research
Council®, ERC). ERC dlhodobo kladie déraz na vysoké
Standardy vedeckej integrity a transparentnosti. Pracovny
program ERC na rok 2026 explicitne stanovuje, Ze pripady
vedeckého pochybenia - vratane fabrikdcie, falzifikacie,
plagidtorstva alebo skreslovania udajov — budi dorazne
rieSené pocas celého zivotného cyklu projektu, priCom
akékolvek porusenie vyskumnej integrity zo strany hlavného
rieSitela/-ky, ¢lena/-ky timu alebo hostujucej institucie moze
viest k zamietnutiu navrhu, krateniu grantu, pozastave-
niu alebo ukonéeniu grantovej zmluvy, ako aj k uplatneniu
dalsich opatreni a postihov voci hostitelskej institucii (Eu-
ropean Commission, 2025). Hoci dokument ERC explicitne
nemenuje zavadzajuce afilidcie ako samostatnu kategériu
pochybenia, moZno argumentovat, Ze spadaju pod Sir$i pojem
skreslovania udajov a metadat vyskumného vystupu - ¢o
je kategéria, ktoru Pracovny program ERC na rok 2026
explicitne pokryva. Tento vyklad je v sulade s poZiadavka-
mi transparentnosti afilidcii zakotvenymi aj v inych nor-
mativnych dokumentoch (CIR-CAT, 2023a; ICMJE, 2026).

Afilidcia v tomto kontexte zohrdva doélezitu ulohu
v dvoch rovindch. Po prvé, grant sa viaze na konkrétnu
hostitelSku instituciu, ktord nesie zodpovednost za vyskumné
prostredie, infrastruktiru a podporu pre riesitelku alebo
rieSitela. Hostitelska inStitticia md primarnu zodpovednost
za odhalovanie, vySetrovanie a rozhodovanie v zistenych
pripadoch porusenia vyskumnej integrity a ERC od nej
oc¢akava funkéné Struktury a mechanizmy na zabezpecenie
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tejto zodpovednosti. Ak sa ukdZe, Ze inStiticia nedostatoéne
zabezpecila dohlad nad integritou vyskumu alebo tolerovala
pochybenia, méze Celit reputacnym dosledkom a v krajnom
pripade aj finanénym sankcidm (European Commission,
2025). Po druhé, pripady zavadzajicich afilidcii, afilidcie za
odmenu alebo uvddzanie inStitucii, ktoré sa na vyskume
podstatne nepodielali, m6Zu, v kombindcii s inymi
pochybeniami, viest k zdveru, Ze Ziadatel alebo ziadatelka
konal/-a v rozpore s principmi ¢estnosti a transparentnosti
(ENRIO, 2019; European Commission, 2025).

ERC pristupuje k tejto problematike z perspektivy
zodpovednosti za vyskum financovany z verejnych
eurdpskych zdrojov. Kli€ovym preventivnym
mechanizmom je pritom poziadavka ERC, aby hostitelska
inStitucia mala funkéné Struktury a mechanizmy na
zabezpeclenie vyskumnej integrity eSte pred uzatvorenim
grantovej zmluvy - ¢im sa zodpovednost za prevenciu
poruseni vedeckej integrity, vratane nafukovania afilidcii,
rozSiruje z jednotlivca na inStituciu ako celok. Primdrna
zodpovednost za odhalovanie a vySetrovanie poruseni
lezi na hostitelskej inStitucii* - ta je vSak zdroven
potencidlnym prijemcom vyhod plynucich z nafukovania
afilidcii, o vytvara strukturdlny konflikt zdujmov.

ERC preto robi aj vlastné nezdvislé zistovania, ¢i doslo

k poruSeniam ovplyviiujucim zmluvné podmienky ziskania
a realizdcie grantu (European Commission, 2025). Osoby
aorganizdcie, vo¢i ktorym boli na zdklade zisteni uplatnené
administrativne sankcie, su vedené v systéme EDES (,,Early

24 Systém EDES (,,Early Detection and Exclusion System“) je centralny register
Eurépskej komisie, v ktorom su evidované subjekty vylucené z UCasti na projektoch
financovanych z eurdépskych fondov. Zapis do EDES mbzZe byt désledkom zavazného
poruSenia zmluvnych podmienok, vratane vedeckého pochybenia. Viac na: https://
ec.europa.eu/anti-fraud/investigations/edes_en [nav§tivené 05/05/2026].
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Detection and Exclusion System®)** Eurépskej komisie, ¢o
de facto znamend vylucenie z bududcich programovych vyziev
(European Commission, 2025; ale aj UKRIO, 2023).

Délezitym posunom je, Ze niektoré sankcie moézu pos-
tihnut nielen jednotlivého vedca/-kynu, ale aj hostitelsku
alebo partnersku inStituciu. Tym sa meni motivdcia in-
Stitucii: prestdava byt vyhodné ,zbierat afiliacie® bez toho, aby
inStitucie redlne investovali aj do dohladu nad integritou
hostujuceho vyskumu a afiliovanych vystupov. Afiliacia uve-
dena vo vystupoch tak priamo prepdja afiliované institicie so
zodpovednostou voCi eurdpskym grantovym agentiram.

Tento mechanizmus meni motivaéna Strukturu in-
Stitucif: tolerovanie alebo aktivne podporovanie ,nafuko-
vania®“ afilidcii prestdva byt bezrizikovym kalkulom a stava sa
potencidlne existenénym ohrozenim pristupu k eurépskym
finan¢nym zdrojom.

Zaver: z neznameho Gzemia na (zelani) mapu
etickych noriem

V druhej dekdde 21. storocia afilidcia jednoznacéne pre-
stala byt len formdlnou zloZkou publikécii. Stala sa polozkou
rovnocennou autorstvu, miestom, kde sa stretdvaju indi-
vidudlne stratégie, inStituciondlne zdujmy, bibliometrické
mechanizmy zapocitavania zasluh a politické priority fi-
nancovania vedy. V eurépskom priestore sa tdto premena
postupne odrdza v sprisiovani regulaénych ramcov — od
kataldnskych odporucéani cez nové mechanizmy disciplindr-
nych opatreni ERC az po aktualizované diskusie COPE
aodporucania ICMJE.

25 Povinnost hostitelskej institicie mat etablované Struktldry na zabezpecenie
vyskumnej integrity je podmienkou UEasti v schémach ERC a musi byt potvrdena
v zéavaznom ,Host Institution Support Letter“ pred uzatvorenim grantovej zmluvy
(European Commission, 2025, sekcia 1.3).
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Hlavnym apelom kapitoly bolo upozornit, Ze problema-
tika chobotnicovych afilidcii je izko spojena s instituciondlnym
autorstvom, a preto jej treba v normativnej rovine venovat
aspon tolko pozornosti ako problematike individudlneho
autorstva. Podobne bolo cielom upozornit na sprievodné javy
nafukovania vykonu a neopravneného pripisovania zasluh.

Této téma zostava z velkej ¢asti neznamym dzemim
(terra incognita): nepomenovana, neregulovand a z hladiska
vacsiny narodnych etickych kédexov prakticky neviditelna.
Text tejto kapitoly poukdzal na to, Ze dosledky tohto vakua
nie su len abstraktne etické. Maju priamu aplika¢nu dimen-
ziu: inStitucie, ktoré systematicky nafukuju svoju afilia¢na
pritomnost v publikdcidch, ziskavaju nezasluZzené vyhody
v sutazi o verejné zdroje a prestizne granty. Zdaroven defor-
muju hodnotenie vedy, co md dlhodobé negativne doésledky
pre cely vyskumny ekosystém.

T4éto kapitola sa pokusila urobit krok z zerrae incogni-
tae do znameho a Zelaného uzemia. Okrem pomenovani
a definicii, kapitola prinasa origindlnu typolégiu cizobozni-
covych afilidcii, ktord systematicky rozliSuje legitimne viac-
nasobné afilidcie od nekorektnych a podvodnych foriem -
pricom kazdy typ zakotvuje v najaktudlnejSich normativnych
odporucaniach. T4to typoldgia moze sluzit ako prakticky
zaklad pre tvorbu etickych kddexov, inStituciondlnych
smernic, redakénych politik aj vzdeldvacich a inych prak-
tickych manudlov.

RieSenie si vyZaduje koordinovany postup viacerych
aktérov. Normotvorné organy (napr. etické komisie, vedecké
spolo¢nosti) by mali v etickych kédexoch jasne definovat
pravidlé legitimnej afilidcie, regulovat nezasluzené afilidcie,
zaviest mechanizmy ich odhalovania a zabrédnit viacndsob-
nému vykazovaniu identickych vystupov. Univerzity a vys-
kumneé pracoviskd by mali aktualizovat interné smernice
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tak, aby pokryvali inStituciondlne autorstvo a afilia¢né
konflikty zdujmov; vypracovat manudly dobrej praxe; mo-
nitorovania a zistovania pochybeni. Vydavatelia a redakcie
by mali implementovat odporudc¢ania COPE do svojich in-
ternych redakénych procesov. Grantové agentury by mali
trvat na medzindrodnych Standardoch pri realizacii projek-
tov a vykazovani inStituciondlnych afilidcii a vyzadovat od
prijimatelov funkéné mechanizmy na ich dodrziavanie.

V tejto suvislosti stoji za pozornost aj jeden — technicky
nendroc¢ny, no dosial nie konzekventne uplatnovany
ndstroj: systém ROR (Research Organization Registry). Ide
o globdlny register vyskumnych organizdcii, ktory kazdej
inStitucii priradi trvaly, strojovo Citatelny a otvorene
dostupny identifikdtor — analogicky k ORCID pre fyzické
osoby. Kym ORCID riesi jednozna¢nu identifikdciu
autora/-ky ako fyzickej osoby, ROR riesi ten isty problém
na inStituciondlnej urovni - t.j. jednoznac¢nu identifikaciu
inStitucie ako pravnej entity a nositela instituciondalneho
autorstva.’® Integracia ROR do metadat publikacii,
grantovych Ziadosti ¢i hodnotiacich systémov by umoznila
automatizovane priradit kazdy vystup konkrétnym
inStituciam, zabrdnit duplicitnému vykazovaniu a sledovat
skutocény inStituciondlny podiel na vyskume naprie¢
databdzami v medzindrodnom priestore. Zahrnutie ROR
identifikatorov do ndrodnych reportingovych standardov,
grantovych formuldrov, regulativov pre institucie a smernic
pre autorstvo by tak predstavovalo konkrétny - a, medzi-
ndarodne kompatibilny — krok k transparentnému a overi-

telnému deleniu instituciondlneho autorského podielu (pozri

aj Fenner & Aryani, 2019; Lammey, 2020).

26 PID Graf (,PID Graph“) je prepojena siet trvalych identifikdtorov (,persistent
identifiers*“, PID) - ako su DOI, ORCID a ROR - ktora vzajomne spaja vyskumné

vystupy, vyskumniéky a vyskumnikov, inStitlcie a grantové agentury/donorov.
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Medzindrodnd akademickd komunita md pred sebou
konkrétnu cestu, ktorej trendy su naértnuté: pomenovat, ¢o
sa doteraz nemenovalo, regulovat, ¢o sa doteraz prehliadalo,
a pripisovat si len také zdsluhy, ktoré su skutoéne zasluZzené.
Terra incognita sa tak moze stat zndmym a bezpeénym
uzemim s jasnymi naviga¢nymi mapami, ktoré jednotlivcov
aj inStitucie dovedu k vedecky a eticky korektnym cielom.

Podakovanie/ Acknowledgement of Al Assistance

Pri priprave tejto kapitoly bol na vybrané uUlohy vyuzity néastroj
umelej inteligencie Claude (Anthropic, verzia Claude Sonnet 4.6,
2025), a to konkrétne na: prvotny resSer$ medzinarodnych precedensov
afiliaénych podvodov a prikladov ,zlej publikaénej praxe“

a zjednotenie bibliografickych odkazov podla normy APA 7. Obsah
kapitoly, jej argumentaéna linia, vyber zdrojov a vSetky hodnotiace
sidy sU vyluéne pracou autorky. Uvedené je v sulade s odporuéaniami
COPE (2011a) a ALLEA (2023) tykajucimi sa transparentného uvadzania
AI asistencie v akademickych publikéaciach.

Projektova afiliacia

Kapitola vznikla ako zamestnanecké dielo (v ramci pracovnych
povinnosti autorky a pocas jej pracovného ¢€asu) financované
Ustavom etnolégie a socidlnej antropolégie Slovenskej akadémie
vied, v. v. i. Text vznikol ako vystup metodologickej profilacie
projektu APVV 22-0389 RELIROMA v oblasti etiky zberu, analyzy dat
a publikovani vysledkov vedeckého vyskumu. Finanéne text podporil
projekt MVTS SAV naviazany na akciu COST CA 23120 - ORBIT.

Konflikt zaujmov

Autorka vyhlasuje, Ze nema Ziadny konflikt zdujmov. Poskytovatelia
financovania nemali Ziadnu Ulohu pri navrhovani S§tadie, pri zbere,
analyze ¢i interpretéacii udajov, pri pisani rukopisu ani pri
rozhodovani o publikovani vysledkov.
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Ethical dilemmas are not exceptional situations
occurring in particularly sensitive research environments.
They form a fundamental part of anthropological inquiry
itself, arising at the very beginning of the research design
and accompanying the researcher throughout the research
process and even after its completion. Ethics evolves with
every change in the context in which knowledge is produced.
This third edition of the thematic series Etiical Dilemmas
in Current Ethnology is yet another demonstration that
each research project comes with its own set of ethical
questions, for which institutional ethical frameworks
and professional codes of conduct are often insufficient.
Building on the discussions initiated in Eziical Dilemmas
in Current Ethnology I (Kinczer & Zachar Podolinska, 2024)
and further developed in Ethical Dilemmas in Current
Ethnology IT (Marushiakova & Stefanovitovd, 2025), this
third volume adds another layer to the discussion of ethical
dilemmas related to positionality, reciprocity, access, and the
production of knowledge, among others.

While institutional ethical frameworks and codes of
conduct provide a foundation for ethical research, they are
incapable of capturing the complexity of situations that
emerge in practice. Ethics is shifting from simply following
formal procedures towards questions of responsibility,
relationships, and the capacity to respond to circumstances
that cannot always be anticipated. Anthropological research
does not emerge from a position of external detachment
but rather from a perspective already entangled with the
field itself, its actors, and the relationships through which
knowledge is produced (Kovacsov4d, 2026).

Across the contributions in this volume, authors engage
with ethical dilemmas even before formally entering the
field and are expected to provide a kind of ‘after-care’ long
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after data collection has been completed. As trust develops
and relationships deepen, ethical complexity often increases
rather than diminishes (Mitrova, 2026). Questions that
initially appear to be methodological become ethical,
and, as circumstances change, seemingly straightforward
ethical principles require reinterpretation. Research ethics
is therefore no longer seen as a set of isolated dilemmas
but rather as an ever-evolving negotiation between
responsibility, uncertainty, and human relationships.

A recurring insight throughout this third volume is
that ethical dilemmas are shaped not only by researchers
and their interactions with research participants but also
by the institutional, social, and political environments in
which research is conducted. These environments have a
direct influence on access to the field and the distribution of
authority. As with the previous volumes, our contributions
seek to demonstrate to those only beginning to explore the
complex world of research ethics that it is not about offering
universal solutions but rather about demonstrating that
ethical decision-making remains fundamentally contextual,
requiring reflexivity, sensitivity, and an awareness that
responsibilities often extend beyond the requirements
established by formal ethical procedures.

Instead of discussing each contribution individually,
I have identified several recurring themes that connect four
of the five contributions in this volume: access, reciprocity,
positionality, and the ethical dilemmas that arise when
research has the potential to become applied. As the
fifth contribution concerns the ethics of publishing and
institutional affiliations rather than ethical dilemmas in
anthropological research, I devote a separate section to it.

Gaining access is the first practical step in planning
an ethnographic research project. The contributions in
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this volume, however, demonstrate that access itself is as
much an ethical process as a methodological one (Kara et
al., 2023; Nepali et al., 2023). The researchers reflect on
who enables entry into the field and under what conditions,
and consequently whose perspectives become available

to the research. Given that some of the authors have prior
professional or activist experience in their respective fields,
they also question their own positionality within the spaces
in which they now appear as researchers.

In their broader focus on Roma communities and the
labour market, both Korina Mitrovd and Stefan Ivanco
reflect on who facilitates entry into the field. While
K. Mitrov4 gains access through institutional actors such
as local mayors or a local NGO, Ivanco critically examines
how his previous work in the NGO sector shapes both access
to the field and relationships with research participants.
Aware of the potential influence of his activist identity on
the field, he deliberately conducts his research in localities
where he has not previously been professionally engaged.
Laura Kovacsova further complicates this discussion as an
academic specialising in precarious housing while being
employed in a municipal agency that seeks to manage
the housing crisis. She describes this oscillation between
professional and research roles as dual positionality or, more
specifically, an insider-outsider position. The very focus of
my own research on UNESCO heritage governance is on
access to decision-making processes that shape the future
of safeguarded living heritage. Here, the ethical challenge
extends beyond gaining entry into the field itself to the
mechanisms through which particular forms of knowledge
become recognised as legitimate.

All of the above demonstrates that access is never
neutral and often depends on existing institutional
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relationships, as well as social and professional identities.
Researchers must be aware not only of those who enable
access but also of their own positionality in relation to the
people they study (American Anthropological Association,
2012). Across this volume, positionality is no longer presented
as a simple distinction between insider and outsider. Instead,
the authors portray it as an ongoing process of negotiating
professional, institutional, and even personal identities
throughout the research process.

Ivanco sees his position as an intersection between
academic research and his previous human rights activism.
Advocacy is an important part of his personal identity.

In his research, he had to establish boundaries between

his previous activities and his current research focus and
fieldwork. Ivanco does not conceal his previous experience
but chooses to communicate it openly when he considers
that it contributes to building trust with participants (Ivanco,
2026). Kovacsovd’s positionality arises from the dual roles she
occupies as an academic and a professional at the municipal
housing agency. Her professional engagement provides
valuable insight into the institutional processes she studies,
yet it also raises questions concerning responsibility and
intervention. Kovacsova does not strive for unattainable
objectivity but argues that her positionality requires constant
critical reflection. Knowledge emerges not outside the system
being studied, but from within it (Kovacsova, 2026).

Researching UNESCO ICH heritage governance in
my dissertation requires navigating relationships with
communities, experts, public institutions, and governance
structures. Access to internal meetings, documentation, and
decision-making processes provides me with important
research insights while also creating ethical responsibilities
related to privileged access and institutional proximity.
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In my own research, positionality, similarly to Kovacsova’s
case, extends beyond relationships with participants to
include access to institutional environments through which
knowledge is recognised and legitimised (Blahov4d, 2026).

Mitrovd’s contribution further enriches these
perspectives by demonstrating that positionality is also
relational and develops through long-term engagement in
the field, as trust and relationships grow. Over the course of
fieldwork, researchers become part of participants’ everyday
lives, requiring reassessment of boundaries and ethical
responsibilities. Mitrova illustrates that positionality is not
only determined by researchers’ prior identities but also
evolves through relationships established during fieldwork
(Mitrova, 2026).

Another concern shared by the authors, particularly
in relation to the highly sensitive topics such as economic
and social instability, is the tension between meaningful
engagement in research and voluntary participation. The
authors seek to avoid merely extracting data from fieldwork
and instead explore ways to improve their participants’
quality of life, while remaining aware of the limitations of
their positions as researchers. K. Mitrova argues that research
participants may often associate researchers with access to
institutional support and services. This creates unintentional
pressure and can transform an act of care, assistance, or
advocacy into an exchange commodity. Mitrova advocates
for bounded reciprociry, in which she, as a researcher,
remains transparent and clearly distinguishes herself
from institutional assistance while referring participants
to relevant bodies when needed (Mitrova, 2026). Ivanco
further discusses the role of participation and knowledge
co-production with research participants. Stemming from
his own beliefs in equal labour conditions, he actively seeks

ETHICAL DILEMMAS IN
193 CURRENT ETHNOLOGY VOL. III



to ‘give back’ to the community during the research process
in a way that is mutually meaningful and transactional
(Ivanco, 2026). Ivanco also argues that a certain form of
reciprocity may become an important part of long-term
ethnographic engagement. However, he also recognises
that some of his participants may not find his research
meaningful and may choose not to collaborate. Choosing not
to participate is a legitimate expression of agency.

Kovdcsova encounters reciprocity in a different
yet similarly demanding form. During interviews
conducted as part of her previous study, conversations
frequently shifted towards expectations of advice, support,
or intervention. Similarly to Mitrova, she also needed
to continuously clarify the limits of her involvement. In
these cases, reciprocity is negotiated not through material
exchange but also through expectations placed on the
researcher, who is perceived as capable of influencing
participants’ circumstances. Maintaining boundaries is
essential to avoid commitments that extend beyond the
researcher’s competence.

While addressing the dilemma of reciprocity, all
four contributions demonstrate that ethical responsibility
does not end with the completion of fieldwork or the
publication of dissertations. The authors strive for their
research to become, at least to some extent, applied, and
for their post-research advocacy to continue. Some of the
authors collaborate directly with public institutions, NGOs,
or municipalities within the scope of their research. Their
ethical dilemmas, therefore, extend beyond relationships
with research participants to encompass the role that the
knowledge produced will play within society. The authors
acknowledge that their work may influence public debates
and even contribute to institutional practices and policies.
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Mitrovd’s work on Roma in the labour market directly
addresses questions relevant to employment policies and
institutional interventions. Within the context of housing
policies, Kovacsovd’s professional role in the field creates
opportunities to translate her ethnographic insights into
public practice while reflecting on the boundaries between
research and institutional responsibility (Mitrova, 2026;
Koviacsova, 2026).

Ivanco engages with this question explicitly through his
reflection on advocacy. He recognises the importance of main-
taining analytical independence during fieldwork; however, he
argues that certain forms of post-research engagement may
become difficult to avoid, particularly in research addressing
structural inequalities and human rights. At the same time, he
warns that advocacy should not predetermine the research
process itself or place participants in positions they do not
wish to occupy. Engaging with one’s research in the public
sphere is not an ethical obligation but a responsibility that
requires continual assessment of its limits and consequences.

My own contribution is closely related to UNESCO’s
policy development, the governance of living heritage, and
decision-making at regional, state, and international levels.
My research also shapes my potential future professional
agenda. Through my findings, I aim to contribute to broader
debates concerning participation, representation, and the
recognition of knowledge within the safeguarding of living
heritage (Blahova, 2026).

All four of us argue that applied research is a continuous
negotiation between public responsibility and research
ethics. I find it promising that we all consider how the
knowledge we produce enters public institutions, informs
decision-making, and affects the future of the communities
with whom we work.
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The four contributions discussed above address ethical
dilemmas arising from the research process. The final
contribution by Tatiana Zachar Podolinsk4 (2026) shifts
the focus from the ethics of conducting research to the
ethics of the academic institutions within which research
is produced. Terra Incognita, Terra Non Grata (8) “Octopus
Affiliations™ in Publication Ethics: European Normative Trends
and Slovak Practice is written from the perspective of an
experienced researcher, Tatiana Zachar Podolinskd. The
article emphasises that an author’s institutional affiliation
represents more than an indication of the institution or
project within which a scientific output was produced.
Affiliation serves as an indicator of research integrity and of
a culture of responsible academic publishing. It examines the
responsibilities of institutions and the ethical implications of
institutional affiliation, authorship, and research evaluation.
It reminds us that research ethics cannot be understood
solely through individual decision-making but must also
address the systemic structures that shape contemporary
scientific and scholarly practices.

Taken together, the contributions in this volume
demonstrate that ethical dilemmas in anthropology
cannot be confined to a single phase of research or solely to
interactions between researchers and participants. They
emerge across multiple levels of anthropological practice,
from negotiating access and relationships in the field, through
researchers’ own positionality and public engagement, to the
institutional environments within which anthropological
knowledge is ultimately produced and communicated.
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The series of publications by the Institute of Ethnology and Social
Anthropology of the Slovak Academy of Sciences, devoted exclusively
to questions of research ethics, is not only important but, above

all, innovative, inspiring, socially significant, and responsible. It is
becoming increasingly clear to all social scientists that the conditions
under which research in the social sciences and humanities is
conducted have changed considerably over the past two decades.
This publication, comprising a series of chapters written by doctoral
researchers and a staff member of the Institute of Ethnology and
Social Anthropology, is another significant contribution to the debate
on research ethics in the social sciences, primarily in ethnology and
social anthropology.

Alexandra BitusSikova

All of the studies address topics that are highly relevant to
contemporary academic debate—from housing precarity and
marginalised forms of housing, through the ethics of ethnographic
research in vulnerable communities, to issues of publication ethics and
institutional affiliations, as well as ethical dilemmas in cultural heritage
governance. | particularly appreciate the authors’ ability to connect
theoretical concepts with specific empirical or institutional situations.
As a result, the individual contributions do not remain confined to

an abstract theoretical level but engage directly with real-world
challenges in contemporary academic and societal practice.

Martina Bocéanova

XIIXX
IXXXI
XsXeX

>-|>-|>-|)-|

X
X
X
X

Institute of Ethnology
and Social Anthropology

ISBN 978_80_69127_14 _2 Slovak Academy of Sciences



