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Chapter 1 Introduction

Cristian (18) has made a great effort getting ifiésstbgether lately; he has come regularly to thg dentre and
tried to stay out of trouble. After 5 years on #teeet, he wants out. The problem is, he has @iseathanging
over him, armed robbergnd he ran away from the last hohtee lived in. Today is his big chance; Cristian,
some coordinators and | are going to the Tribunla¢éne Cristian is hoping the judge will give him #rer
chance at staying in a home. He is exited, but weryous. He is afraid they will arrest him righéte. He says
he is so glad we are going there with him.

The meeting is a success. Cristian has a huge smitgs face. This is the first time | have evegrs@im this
happy. He hugs all of us, saying that we helped hienis sure it wouldn’t have gone so well if walha been
there. He is so happy that, when crossing the gighitroad outside the Tribunal, he looses the pdgejust
received from the judge and has to run betweercding (eagerly waiting for a green light) to reccll@. The
coordinators tell him to prepare himself; there Imhigot be room in the homes he wants to stay ifsti@n
however, is optimistic.

Back at the day centre, Cristian and | eat lunch.hds not eaten all day; he was too nervous eaflles
coordinators come down after making some calls,talicCristian that unfortunately he only has omian; he
has to go to a place outside of the capital, hgusirtouple of hundred children. Cristian doe$want to go
there. He has heard about this place. He asks abom# other homes, but the coordinators say thaf ghem
are full. The excitement disappears from his eyekhe looses his appetite. He becomes quiet. Thit@tors
encourage him to be positive; maybe it won't bébad. Maybe he can stay there for some time, amidbea
transfer, as time passes. Cristian says he wothdmratay on the streets until there is room irtla@ohome, than
go to that terrible place. His eyes become teaHelgets up, and leaves for the streets withouhgagnother
word.

Alejandro (9) has not been at the day centre foekse Alejandro left his family a couple of mothsoaafter

somebody robbed him and took his schoolbag. Sirceds too afraid to go home, he left for the ssre®hortly
after, his brother Raul (11) left too, and theymiged on the streets. A boy they had met on theettrtold them
about the day centre, and they came shortly aftegir mother has been searching for them sincééginning,

contacting the day centre and asking for them. drilelren say their mother beats them and that thi#ynever

go back home. They hate living on the streets; #reyconstantly hungry and they want to live inomb. The
staff has tried to be a mediator between the maihdrthe two brothers, asking her to give the chiidsome
time alone, telling her she would create more poisl than she would do good if she did not calm ddver

continued interference might have the oppositecefie the two boys, and the staff was worried timéght stop
coming to the day centre, fearing they would beddrback home to their mother.

The staff tried to act fast; the children were yguamd were still new on the streets. The soonsar ¢beld help
them find a place, the better. After a lot of sbarg, they managed to find a home the two boysdtstay in

together. This institution, however, was not adégdar kids with street experience, but it was ¢iméy option

for the children at the time. The institution sta#fd difficulties reaching out to and connectinghwhe boys and
Alejandro ended up trashing the kitchen. In a slonbunt of time, they both left. Raul went backtheir

mother and Alejandro left for the streets. The tase Alejandro came to the day centre, he hadssoarhis
stomach, after fighting with some other kids ongheets.

Main argument
Cristian and Alejandro are two out of several heddchildren | met during my fieldwork
where | worked as a volunteer at a day centre (@AiNbr street children in Buenos Aires.

They were some of the children who shared with Inedr tfeelings and perceptions of living

! Even though the wordomemeans both (family) home and (institutional) hoinigave decided to use the same
word in both cases, as this turned out to be thet preferable alternative. At times | use otherdsgdisuch as
e.g.institutionfor institutional home, opaternal homdor the homes the children leave behind), but mdsto
not. | hope that the context will clear out potehthisunderstandings.

“Centro de Atencion Integral de la Nifiez y AdolesizerfCentre for Integral Attention for Childhood and
Adolescence) is a governmental run day centretfeeschildren in Buenos Aires.



on the streets, and who opened up my eyes fordaimplexity of street children’s life. Both

Cristian and Alejandro wanted to get out of stidef but not at any cost.

Initially, | wanted to do fieldwork on the streeteaching the children who ditbt make use

of the different programs available to them, to ke their everyday lives went by, but
things turned out differently. | was told by peoplerking with street children that this would
not be a wisepproach. They said that | should not wander theetst by myself (in areas
where street children hang, especially at nightahbee it was dangerous for several reasons.
First of all, the new drugacd made the children aggressive. Secondly, | didknotv the
town and | was an ‘easy prey’ being foreign, noéfit in the language, and a young woman. |
had to find another way to reach the children, aBdl not have any contacts that could
potentially function as an assistant or at leasag into the street field. After being in contact
with the Direccién General de la Nifiez y Adolescerfciayas put in touch with CAINA, a
governmental run day centre for street childreirenos Aires. Two rounds of interviews
later, | was given work there, as a volunteer. Affetting access to what was to become my
field site, my initial question (why the childremddcot use institutions available to them) was
slightly modified; whydo they use these institutions? As time went by,alized that the
children did not come on a regular and frequenistesd the initial question became relevant
again. Since the children know about the centreistence and seem to enjoy staying there,
why do they not come every day? What does thetsifésx these children? The coordinators
at CAINA try to help the children out of the stresgiuation, but out of those who do receive
assistance in the form of access to a home, marapesand return to the street. In addition,
many children do not want help to leave the stre¢he first place. Why is there such a low
‘success-rate’? Why do the children return to ttrees? Why are they not dependant on

institutions such as CAINA?

The general aim of this thesis is to answer thesgchguestions. However, most of all, the
thesis aims to provide an understanding of whyihglgtreet children out of the street life
situation in challenging. In order to grasp thiokgem, a discussion around some of the

dominating factors that complicate the act of @aasise is necessary. The children’s individual

% Paco or ‘Pasta Base de Cocaina’ (PBC) is a drtrgeted from coca leaves added a mixture of gasplin
kerosene and sulphuric acid. It is an easily adglesand very cheap drug. It is inhaled througtepipr metal
cans or it can be smoked mixed with tobacco ormamna. The ‘high’ appears only 30 seconds afteswmmg
and lasts for around 5-8 minutes. One of my adéiitrmants told me that after 6 months of extensise,
children who smoke paco become ‘like a 70 yeamatt Alzheimer,” turned into a non-reversible state

* General Directorate of Childhood and Adolescence.



backgrounds are important in relation to this ustderding, but it is equally important to
show how the children solve their everyday chalkengnd how they adapt to their
surroundings (street life) practically and psyclgadally. As | will attempt to show, the
results of adaptation to street life do not neadlgseorrelate with the expectations the helpers
have or with the norms on which homes are cong&dicThe encounter between street
children and those trying to help them is therefor@nportance; an encounter characterized
by their respective (and at times, conflicting) esgations and interests. There are, on one
side, independent street children figuring out thiovive their lives, and on the other, adults
attempting to help them, with their own ideas aedccpptions about childhood and children’s
needs and wants. By seeing children as active stisbja their own lives, not as mere
receivers of assistance, the logic behind thes#iciimg notions appears.

Whereas the above mentioned points are subjedsaission in the following chapters, this
chapter will deal with the theoretical background which this thesis is based. The ‘new
paradigm’ in childhood theory stresses the contdxtature of childhood(s) with a particular
focus on child agency. The latter will be of spieciinportance in this thesis, and | will make
use of Pierre Bourdieu’'s (2007) ‘theory of practiae this regard. By highlighting the
structures which both shape and are shaped by stiddren’s agency, | wish to illustrate the
processes that are at work both when the childreareand potentially leave, a street life
situation. Through seeing street life as a soadd fiwhere particular interests are at stake, this
thesis will show how the children’s greatest stthrig one setting can become a considerable
weakness in another, and how this affects the psoogassisting street children out of street
life. The second part of this chapter highlighte thcompatibility between the street child
situation and the contemporary childhood idealwali as the definitional challenges that
exist in relation to the street child phenomendme Tinal section of this introductory chapter

will introduce the field site; CAINA, a day centiar street children in Buenos Aires.

Theoretical developments and clarifications

Childhood(s)
The study of childhood has only recently been gitlmrough emphasis in anthropological
research. Whereas previously treated as a merategiocy (where children were seen as



appendices of their families), the subject is namknawledged as a topic of research on its
own’® Some anthropologistsave conducted child-centred studies in the past (ifioly the
use of child informants), such as Margaret Mead{}9vho did pioneering work with her
research on (childhood and) adolescence in Samazarg as in 1928. Mead set out to
guestion the universal existence of the conflictagure of adolescence. Her conclusion was
that adolescence was not universal at all; ratimeisbcial environment provided the decisive
framework for the understanding and living of lifehis has also been the key point in new
developments of childhood research; childhood isurversal in nature, but socially and

contextually constructed.

Before the formal establishment of the UN Conventod the Rights of the Child (CRC),
childhood theories were based on ideas of chiltheing “natural, passive, incompetent and
incomplete” (James & Prout 1997:x). Children wegersas “a defective form of adult, social
only in their future potential but not in their pent being” (James, Jenks & Prout 1998:6);
they were rendered complete social human beingsighradult influences and the process of
socialization. Children were through of as a ndtuplienomenon with primordial
characteristics, developing and maturing throughstages. In the 1990s, James and Prout
(1997) introduced a ‘new paradigm’ in childhooddhg based on a series of approaches.
First of all, the ‘new paradigm’ aims to look beybtieories of socialization and basing their
approach on social constructionism, they stressedrgextual view of childhood, where
social, cultural and historical surroundings deiesrhow childhood is seen and experienced
(James & Prout 1997:26-28Yhe authors recognize the universal biological itumgy
childhood entails, but specifies that the undeditapm of childhood is particular and
contextual; it is thus more correct to talk of dhibods, rather than one single childhood.
Secondly, the autonomy of children’s worlds andrtle&n perceptions, practices, motives
and assumptions are put in focus. Like adultsde#il live structured lives, but in a system
that is unfamiliar to that of adults, accordinghe authors. There is thus a need to understand

the structures these systems are based on, uetwstrs created by the children themselves

® According to James and Prout (1997), the immensesfon socialization and development (both indtitibd
theory and people’s everyday conceptions of chitdhdnas placed the child firmly within the familpaking it
extraordinarily resistant to change, despite th&aledevelopments stressing otherwise. Child-@shtesearch
has not been a typical career-climbing topic, wihieb lead to relatively little publishing on th@iw(however,
now a range of interdisciplinary outlets publislidiiood research on a frequent basis, e.g. thedist@plinary
journalChildren and SocietyBlackwell) andChildhood(Sage). Similarly, Scheper-Hughes and Sargent note
that there has been a lack of anthropological fecudomestic child abuse (until the mid 70s) dua to
“naturalization of maternal sentiments” and thedsy ideologies of unconditional mother love” (1958.
Eurocentric idea(l)s seem to have overshadowedralitelativism on these points.



(James & Prout 1997:28-30). Thirdly, children agersas a minority group (James & Prout
1997:30-31) aiming to challenge the existing posteactures between adults and children,
and the influence of interactionism stresses threastatus of children. Children should be
seen as agents in, and products of, social prageaseactive subjects in their own lives.
Finally, children must be acknowledged as a congeature of all social worlds, as are adults.
Children are not seen as incomplete, but as a tohsocial actors who have the same rights
as citizens as adults, and the same status asrales®abjects as adults (James & Prout
1997:32-33, see also Qvortrup 1991). The concludeéngarks around these approaches in the
‘new paradigm’ of childhood is an epistemologice¢dk from seeing the child as ‘becoming’
to conceiving the child as “a person, a statusparse of action, a set of needs, rights or
differences — in sum, as a social actor”; thattile“being’ child” (James, Jenks & Prout
1998:207).

Children are, however, still placed in a state e€dming and the term ‘childhood’ is still a
problematic term amongst contemporary childhoocasshers (Morrow 2007, Scheper-
Hughes & Sargent 1998). According to Emma Uprichg@D08), children must
simultaneously be seen as ‘being’ and ‘becomirigteschildren must be studied in their own
right, and since childhood must be acknowledgea #&smporal concept. The dualism that
appears to control and form ideas of childhooddqweradulthood), based on characteristics
such as dependency and competency, must be overé&me though a conceptual change
has occurred (focusing on the child as ‘being’ eatthhan as ‘becoming’), ideas of past and
future still exist, not only in the minds of adylsit also in the minds of children themselves
(Uprichard 2008). According to Corsaro (1997:18grtpof the problem is the term
‘socialization’ itself. Since its connotations dmeward-centred and individualistic, the term
leads to an inescapable view of training and pedjar for adult life (the so-called ‘state of
becoming’). Corsaro stresses that socializatiorinist only a matter of adaptation and
internalization but also a process of appropriati@mvention, and reproduction” including
“how children negotiate, share, and create culitle adults and with each other” (1997:18).
As the term contains specific connotations thatrsivedow its wider signification, Corsaro
presents the termterpretive reproductionn order to capture the essence of child agendy an

participation, and children’s contribution to culiiproduction and change (1997:18).

These points correlate with my view on how childeerd childhood should be perceived; as

both ‘being’ and ‘becoming,” and as going throughgesses of socialization, i.e. “processes



of appropriation, reinvention and reproduction” (€aro 1997:18) of their surroundings. This
view acknowledges both children’s autonomy as aigr@as well as including the temporal
aspect of life; the children also have ideas, thdsigind dreams of their pasts, presents and
futures. Seeing children as “social actors shapasg well as being shaped by their
circumstances” (James, Jenks and Prout 1998:6) rafstches with Bourdieu's theory of
practice (2007). Bourdieu’s theory is not a modesacialization; his theory is meant to be
used as a tool for understanding social life. Havewis theory illustrates the interplay
between agent and structure, explaining the cormmecbetween why and how people act as

they do; be it through reproducing structural fraroebreaking out of them.

Agency and structure

Attempting to overcome objectivist (structuraliat)d subjectivist (existentialist) reductionist
approaches to scientific research, Bourdieu intteduthe academic field with a theory of
practice unifying the two previously mutually exsive approaches through seeing them in a
complementary light. Bourdieu’s theory of practice based on a dialectic of the
internalization of externality and the externalipat of internality (2007:72, orig. emphasis),
meaning that agents internalize the objective siras that surround them (out of personal
interest and gain), and thus partake in the praoluend reproduction of these same objective
structures (that generated them in the first plathis generative view of societal continuity
is further elaborated through the introduction erivis such asocial fields various types of
capital and in particularhabitus which is the notion combining structure and agdiiese
terms prove useful in scientific research on sddland the continuity of social division in
society, and as will be shown, also in relatiorstt@et children. Bourdieu has been criticised
for giving greater emphasis to the objective strted than to individual agency, something
that hinders his theory of practice in overcomihg gap he aimed to fill (Jenkins 1996:91).
Jenkins criticises Bourdieu’s unclear presentatibthe agent as somewhat ‘unconscious’ of
his actions since habitus (generated by the obgecsitructures surrounding an agent)
repeatedly is referred to as what generates pea¢li®96:77). Jenkins calls for a greater
emphasis (amongst other things) on human agenoge sactors are more knowledgeable
about the social world than Bourdieu is preparedllmnv’ (1996:97). An emphasis on human
agency and individual strategy could in additioroyide a greater understanding of the
possibility of change; a topic which will be furthelaborated throughout this thesis.
Furthermore, the distinctiveness of street lifel wé illustrated through seeing it as a social

field, street life adaptation will be elaboratedngsBourdieu’s terms of habitus and child



agency (chapter four and five), and habitus andakdields will be used in the discussion
around the encounter between street children amdtdlrdinators, which will help explain
some of the complications present in the act ab&s®ce (chapter six). The following section

will define Bourdieu’s concepts and clarify the manin which these terms will be used.

Bourdieu defines habitus as “systems of durab&msposablalispositions (2007:72, orig.
emphasis), i.e. systems of values, attitudes, @gsmotivations and perceptions providing the
agent with an understanding of how to perceivezktlaind act in any given situation (Wilken
2008:37). Habitus does not determine or controtpsepeak, a person’s behaviour, but works
as an unspoken set of dispositions helping thetagake sense of the situations that appear,
even if they are of an unfamiliar character. Habitarise from our particular position as
members of one or several social fields”, whichdetermined by different conditions of
existence such as social status, educational bahkdr profession, region etc. (Terdiman
1987:811). Habitus can therefore be seen as tin@irfgafor human practice whereas social

fields are the arenas where practice is perforiéitkén 2008:38-39).

Later on, | will argue that street children’s livase characterized by movements through
social fields. As will be shown, this move createdisconnection and a disharmony between
the social fields and the children’s habitus. Habils often understood as life lasting, but as
Bourdieu also acknowledges, it has the potentiahtlmge (when the external surroundings of
a person changes), even if it happens at a slow @adken 2008:38). It is the movement
between social fields (the change in external sumings) that lead to an alteration in habitus,
and | argue that this is what happens when strelelren adapt to street life. However, as will
be shown, the children’s transformation of habiiffers from Bourdieu’s notion of change

in habitus, in that it happens at a much fastee pac

Other writers argue that street life can not besmered a social field (as in Bourdieu’s notion
of a field), due to the fact that street life hasimstitutions of its own, that it is characterized
by instability and that its autonomy can be quesd (Sandberg & Pedersen 2006:83).
Sandberg and Pedersen prefer the t&meet culture but they still see the street as a field in
an analytical way (1006:838)As stressed by Wilken (2008:40), fields are notifal divisions

® Whether the term ‘culture’ should be seen as spesblematic labelling than the term ‘social fidda
different discussion. In any case, using ‘socigld§’ for analytical purposes is really what Boerds fields are
meant to work as. The term ‘cultutedsappeared in Bourdieu’s writings in relation to thisory of practice. To



in society; they refer to relations between agégtging for distinct forms of capital. A social
field must be understood in terms of its definimgtent (i.e. the forms of capital of relevance
within each field) and each field therefore has different logic and taken-for-granted
structure of necessity and relevance” (Jenkins B23H. Thus, the struggle for power
(relevant capital) in one social field, say the aulliard, does not equal the struggle for
relevant capital in the street field, merely beeatisere are different and field-specific
resources and interests at stake in differentdiefddcording to Jenkins (1996:89), there is no
clear manner of delineating or defining socialdgland Bourdieu himself states that social
fields and their boundaries and limits are a mdtteempirical investigation. Elsewhere it has
been stated that the field can metaphorically b#etstood as a magnet; as something that
exerts an invisible but forceful influence on patteof behaviour upon all those within its
range (Terdiman 1987:806). As will be shown in datkapters, street life has a ‘magnetic
power’ upon street children. When (street) childeater the street field, they find themselves
in a specific setting in which particular expeaas toward action, thought and behaviour are
required. Based on these points, | argue thatapgopriate to see the street (or street life) as

a social field to which particular forms of capitak connected.

As mentioned, in each social field a struggle fee &ccumulation and possession of relevant
capital takes place. In addition to material or remunic capital, Bourdieu introduces the
following forms of capital; social capital (familiaelations, networks and connections),
cultural capital (legitimate knowledge, educatiod @ompetency) as well as symbolic capital,
i.e., the knowledge of and the ability to converedfic capital into other forms of capital
(Wilken 2008:39). Street capital (a form of cultucapital) is what street children fight for in
the street field, and chapter four and five willbith the accumulation of this form of
capital in the street field. Moreover, as will besdribed in further detail in chapter six,
although street capital is a necessity in the stiiel might become a hindrance in other

social fields.

Problems with the ‘universal’ childhood

The contemporary western childhood image is ayfaiekcent construction; during the last
three centuries it has gone through notable tramsftions, especially in relation to children’s
role and value in the family. Previous to thesengfarmations, children were of greater

my knowledge, however, only when referring to tbaeept of ‘habitus’ (not when referring to ‘sociilds’).
See e.g. Terdiman, Translator’s Introduction to mlteu (1987:806), Jenkins (1996:92) and Wilken @00



economic and practical value to the household utiinaheir roles as financial contributors to
the household economy. In the contemporary (westamrld, children are no longer
expected to work. Work is now something childrensiroe protected from (as stated in the
CRC, article 32). There has been a shift from childbeing of practical importance to being
“priceless in terms of their psychological worth8cheper-Hughes 1987:12)As living
standards in Europe improved and people gave tarfewer children, a change in people’s
perceptions on the significance of the individuaiian life appeared (Scheper-Hughes 1987).
Before this shift, uncertainties of individual sival (due to hardships and low living
standards) led to a greater focus on collectiveigalr (family, lineage etc.). Parents had to be
emotionally distant to their children out of nedbssin order to psychologically protect
themselve$.As a result of the lowered mortality rate, paremtsld afford to get emotionally
closer to their children. The bettering of livintasdards thus led to greater emphasis on

ideologies of individualism.

Ideas of children’s place and role in the familyé&aherefore not gone unchanged in Europe
over the latest decades, despite being treatedchis(especially in relation to the ‘priceless’
emotional worth of children). It may seem that tt@entemporary western middle class
childhood has been chosen as an ideal and univerddhood, which preferably should look
like the following; children should be sorrow-fraad protected, live in a nuclear family, go
to school while their parents are at work and liva safe suburb, with plenty of time for play
and recreation. Innocence, protection and safetykay words in the description of the ideal
childhood. The western image of childhood is howeta from the reality of most of the
world’s children, both in the ‘west’ and the ‘resff the world. There are, on the one side the
differences that exist between wealthy countrighéindustrialized world in relation to those
in poor ‘industrializing countries.” However, albetween culturally and geographically close

countries, the notion of childhood can vary sigraftly.

The notion of childhood is strongly connected te tiotion of family. Like ‘childhood,’” the
term ‘family’ is used uncritically, both as a methof measurement (e.g. in statistics, see

Qvortrup 1991) and as a way of thinking. The fanaihjt is seen as the preferable place for a

" These ‘categories of value’ should not be thowidlats exclusive, but rather as ‘transformationfoofis.’

8 Scheper-Hughes (1987:2) points to the contexhiatpretation of the birth and the death of a gHilssed on a
comparison between the ‘developed’ and the ‘devetgpvorld. In the ‘developed’ world the birth ofchild is
seen as ‘new life’, whereas it is experienced ‘dsraat to premature death’ in precarious areahkerithird
world’. Consequently, child death is seen more assfiortune than as a tragedy, in the ‘developimgtid.



child (article 9 in the CRC). However, the notiohfamily, in the same way as childhood,
also differs according to context (and also withe ‘same context’). The nuclear family
containing mother, father and child(ren) is the wagnily is thought of in an orthodox
Norwegian context, and the rest of the relativeseEn as the extended family. We might have
close emotional bonds to our extended family, heytare often separated from the nuclear
family in terms e.g. of place of residence. Elsensghaiowever, a family is not thought of as
complete unless the parents of parents are includeatldition, single-parent families are of
an increasing presence in the Norwegian contextat\Wdibout homosexual couples with
children, challenging the notion of same sex pafei@hould not all these be considered ‘a

family’? Family can mean different things to di#et people, at both global and local levels.

Through the international community’s ratificatioh the CRC, with the exception of USA
and Somalia, all countries are held responsibleher children’s welfare. The convention is
a western construction, and is therefore basedestenn ideas and perceptions of children’s
needs and rights. The western middle class ideahitdhood has thus become a template for
what childhood is and should be, in every counfiye CRC is both universal and contextual
in nature; it states that all children should haggial rights and simultaneously stresses
children’s individual value. It is open for cultlirand contextual interpretation, through the
principle of ‘the best interest of the child.” Thiaises additional issues, such as that of
definitional power; who is to define what is best the child? Human rights legislation is
thus problematic, due to the contextual understandf life and the possibility of conflict and
(mis)interpretation of these universal rights (StespHughes & Sargent 1998). This criticism
was set forward due to the realization that peroaptof terms and categories vary according
to context; notions e.g. of childhood, family anargnthood vary in different societies. The
CRC can thus be said to be ethnocentric in itdeting based on the western idea of

childhood and the western ideology of individualism

Academics have touched upon the fact that glok@dizgrocesses are spreading the western
childhood image, in particular to the elites invdping’ countries. Through human rights
legislation (CRC) the childhood ideal has been eng@nted into the national social policy in
these countries. Stereotyped images of childremmscent victims or deviants have been
exported to countries in ‘the South’ from indudtr@ountries in ‘the North’ (Boyden
1997:197). Further, Boyden (1997) speaks of howlakelfare and childhood is connected to

the individual and the family; the wider sociakustural society and political and economic
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factors have been downplayed by the idea that ltseicfamily unit is responsible for child
welfare, where parents are to blame for eventuablpms. This places an impossible
responsibility on parents in poor parts of the @Wpn the one side because child-rearing
practices vary, and on the other side because,itidas of the ideal childhood were present,
these groups might have scarce resources and gossibility of following this idealThe
structural violence of poverty has also been usedrder to explain maltreatment in
shantytowns, something that gives an extended stad@ling of the strategies people make
use of, e.g. in child-rearing, as these strategiesseen in relation to the economic and social

realities their lives are part of.

Anchored in the CRC and contemporary ideas of bbibdl, several NGOs and various
programmes are developed to help children in ndledvar the world. These aims can be
based both on feelings of responsibility and ofsgmbty. The ‘west’ is out to save the
‘underdeveloped rest’ in the light of the CRC, kg they have the knowledge and financial
possibility to do so, and also seeing their appnicas normative (this can be illustrated in the
name oforganizations, such &avethe Children). However, sometimes this helpingdhhas
done more harm than good due to not realizing veoasequences actions can have, not
seeing phenomena in their context, as well as oegleto confer with the people in question
(seeing people as passive receivers). The follownagect, carried out on the basis of good
intentions and the CRC, are examples of projecigihg to unwanted and unexpected results:
In 1982, UNICEF launched the ‘child survival cangai based on the use of several
technological innovations, with the aim to decreadant and child mortality (Scheper-
Hughes & Sargent 1998:4-6). In Brazil, where thayendone years of research, they saw
how breast milk was replaced by Nestle bottles iif,rand how, as time passed, breast milk
was seen (by mothers) as non-pure and bad, leaalicigildren receiving less nutritive food.
Scheper-Hughes and Sargent found that instead wingsachildren’s lives, these
‘technological fixes’ (which was a subject of suspn for anthropologists from the start)
rather prolonged children’s deaths (1998:4).

Street children’s childhoods — an oxymoron

Anthropological research on street children haspragst other topics, focused on the
ethnocentric views on childhood held by westerrdaaaics. Not only have street children’s
lives been compared to the ideal western middlssclmage of childhood, instead of the

children living in their own countries, culturesdasoncioeconomic contexts (Aptekar & Adebe
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1997), but this ethnocentric view has also led tsgoided theories of ‘abandonment’
(Panter-Brick 2000). Several studies have discussasbns for the origins of street children
(Rizzini & Lusk 1995, Aptekar 1994), attempting tmnderstand why these children
experience such heavy mistreatment (Hecht 199&kapt1991] eigh Tierney 1997).

Street children form a group of children in greantrast to the ideal childhood image, in
every way. The great majority of the children fregting CAINA are sole providers for their
own survival. In addition, they reside on the dse¢hey engage in sexual and criminal
activities, they are exposed to influences seedaagerous and ‘corrupting,” as well as not
attending school. Furthermore, they move arourttierurban landscape with no adult control,
another factor situating ‘street childhood’ outstle realm of the ideal childhood. Not only
are these children without parental guidance amdeption, they have responsibilities and
partake in activities that are seen as highly inappate; activities that are part of the ‘adult
world.” The term street child can be seen as ammaxgn, as two incompatible words; words
that are seemingly contradictiVé&Similarly, ‘street children’s childhoods’ can bead as an
oxymoron; not only because street children stangraat contrast to the ideal childhood
image, as will be discussed below, but becauseethbddren are sometimes portrayed as

having no childhood at all.

The fact that innocence and protection are whastar@’ beliefs of childhood are based on
could be why theories on abandonment are turneah trder to explain the street child
phenomenor® Children who are not living with their families duprotected by their parents,
are seen as abandoned since they are denied tper gprace of childhood, and since their
parents are not acting in accordance with theiparsibility. Panter-Brick (2000) argue
against the international ethnocentrism and miseptien of children in marginalized
situations, such as refugee and street childree. iflea of abandonment is incorrect, as
evidence seems to suggest that this rarely is #se.cAbandonment was similarly never
mentioned among the street children coming to CAAthe reason for why they were on
the streetsThe great majority of children at CAINA left thgdarental homes by their own

choice.

° Child soldier and child labour can also be readrasxymoron for these same reasons.
19 See Veale, Taylor and Linehan (2000) for an aielys the psychological processes that may opérate
conceptualization of ‘abandonment’ in relation tieest children.
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According to Scheper-Hughes and Hoffman (1998:3&reet children do not choose to leave
their families, nor do they run away. They are eatlriven from their parental homes, due to
a variety of reasons, such as chronic hunger, ogglaysical or sexual abuse. In relation to
these factors street life is seen as preferabdmuld rather, contrary to Scheper-Hughes and
Hoffman (1998), use the worhoose as | believebeing drivenevokes a rather inactive view
of the children. Several researchers have emplthsize conscious choice made by both
street children and children in other ‘extremeuattons in response to dire circumstances
(Reynolds, Nieuwenhuys & Hanson 2006:292, Boyde®71®7, Evans 2004:70). At
CAINA, there were several push and pull factorsolagd in the children’s decisions to leave
their families, including those listed above (byefher-Hughes and Hoffman). One could call
the action of leaving home ‘a force of circumstaghlbat child agency must not be overlooked.
Many find it similarly hard to believe that someildren would themselves enrol in military
service (Rosen 2007), or to accept children agencyelation to the labour industry
(Nieuwenhuys 1996).

The lack of acknowledgement of child agency isteslao parental responsibility. Parental
wrong-doing was always referred to as the reasonwtoy children were on the streets
amongst the general public, who were not involuvedtreet child assistance. The children’s
‘lack of education,” both formal and at home, waers as the main explanation (some also
spoke of ‘a lack of culture’)lmplicit in this belief is a firm idea of childres’position in a
family, and that parents are to protect and dickdtren’s actions! Without underestimating
or opposing this belief, |1 wish to lead the discoisover to child agency. | do not mean here
that parents play no part in the process of ergestreet life. Domestic abuse and
mistreatment in the family was often mentioned agnmy informants as the reasons for why
they were on the streets. However, | see thatrigrttie attention towards agency is important,
for several reasons. First of all, it is in linethwthe developments of childhood research and it
reflects a more nuanced and accurate picture dityreéSecondly, it challenges the
preordained assumptions many have towards chilgli@stive participation in their own lives,
and it is useful in this regard, because it cawvgmethe creation of misguided ideas of what

kind of people they arerhirdly, a possible outcome of neglecting the idé&hild agency,

1 Another example of parental blaming is found imare familiar context, in the realm of Norwegiaylam
policy. In relation to unaccompanied minors (asyksakers) coming to Norway, the anchor child thé®f
frequent use (Engebrigtsen 2002). This theory $28an the idea that cynical parents send of théddlren to
rich countries, in order to ask for family reun#tmon. This act strongly contradicts the intensetwonal value
of children, and could be a reason for the creaticthese ideas.
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especially when seen in relation to crime and viode might be that children are perceived as
‘evil’ or ‘lost,” without attempting to understanathat motivates children’s actions. A child

over whom parents do not have control is seen asmip ‘wrong,” but also dangerous.

Children in ‘extreme’ situations, such as explo#atchild labour and child soldiers, are like
street children, seen as children who have llegmivedof their childhoods. In several books
and articles on street children, phrases suaepsved robbed stolen orlosttheir childhood
often occur (see e.g. Leigh Tierney 1997). Howetaearly what has been ‘stolen’ or ‘lost’

is not the biological development from infancy thildhood, but rather the conditions
germane to a particular type of childhood” (Hec898:72); namely the western middle class
childhood. Childhood is therefore seen as more théemporal phenomenon, and using the
above phrases reflect a belief that the westeral icleildhood is the only valid childhood. If
children are persons under the age of 18 yearstéasd in the CRC), however, then street
children, even if their lives are hard and horrjlllave just as much a childhood as any other
child simply due to their existence. If one is é® $he western childhood as the only valid one,
these children can be said to never have had dreeu3e of these phrases provokes reactions,
the same way as numbers of street children have d@mised of being exaggerated, or in the
same way as CAINA can exaggerate in particular caseorder to get assistance more
efficiently. Perhaps this is what it takes to gedple’s attention?

Street child definition

‘Street children are simply poor children in theong place’
(Scheper-Hughes and Hoffman 1998:358).

| open this section with the above quote for twasoms; first of all because it makes
associations to Mary Douglas’ term ‘matter out tdcge’ (also underlined by the authors),
which illustrates people’s feelings about streetdcén. Whereas children running around
unsupervised on shantytown streets are simply sseghildren; as soon as these same
children enter urban streets, they become stredtiren (Scheper-Hughes & Hoffman
1998:358). The street changes connotations acapiiriocation; urban streets being the
‘wrong location.” Secondly, streets are ‘the wrgaigce’ not only in a practical sense, but also
in an abstract way; childhood is to be lived inaaily setting, not alone and away from

family and adult control and protection.
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The number of street children worldwide is hardestimate, largely due to the lack of a
universally accepted definition. Despite disagreetsieoncerning the number and definitions
of street children, there is a consensus that largan cities in ‘“Third World’ countries are
home to most of the world’s street children. In 1880s, UNICEF estimated that the number
of street children in the world had reached 80iamlland that 40 million of these were living
in Latin America (Tacon 1981, 1983 in Aptekar 1994)These numbers have been
guestioned and said to be an over-estimate by sogsts. The anthropologist Tobias Hecht
(1998), doing research on street children in Redfezil, speaks in further detail of the
confusion of numbers of street children in thisisagHecht sees this confusion as a process
where numbers are uncritically used and treatethas, without investigating their source
(1998:99). One person cites another, who alreaeéy eéinother and the numbers end up living
a life of their own'* Hecht found that instead of an estimated 80.0@&sthildren in Recife,
the actual number surveyed by several teams ofriexped street educators over the course
of three nights counted 212 children (Hecht 1998)X6 One of the reasons behind the
allegedly misguided numbers of street childrendil g0 not only stem from definitional
disagreements, but also due to organisations miatipy numbers in order to receive

external attention and funding for their projec@®nolly & Ennew 1996).

The term ‘street children’ has, during the lastatbsxs, undergone a long lasting academic
discussion around its adequacy, and several teawves leen suggested in order to portray and
describe this population more accurately. Critiewen argued that the various definitions
proposed are either too wide or too narrow; todustiog or too excluding. Terms and
definitions exist for a reason; they enable us @nfpto and understand exactly what
phenomenon we are dealing with. However, const@#gdeement leading to nothing but
confusion is not fruitful. This section will looktio some of the suggested definitions, and the
‘characteristics’ of street children in Buenos Aingill work as empirical data in relation to
this discussion. Finally, my own remarks on thecadey of the initial term used (‘street

children’) will be discussed as the preferableraliive to describe this population.

12 UNICEF numbers had reached 100 million in 20@p¢//www.unicef.org/sowc06/profiles/street.php
Accessed 19.11.2008.

13 This can be problematic for two reasons; firsalbifwhen numbers reach such heights people mégt
overwhelmed by the situation and feel that onerz#trdo much to solve the problem. Secondly, wherif¢he
correct numbers appear, projects might loose ciléggiand support.

1 The frequently used number of street childrenriazB (with a total of 114 million inhabitants) wasmillion,
accounting for 6% of the population in 1993. Outh#f 1.3 million inhabitants in Recife at the tir86,000
would be street children according to these numfidesht 1998:100). See also Hecht (2000).
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In the 1980s, UNICEF introduced the terms ‘childe#nthe street’ and ‘childremon the
streets’ attempting to accurately describe theestrhild population; the former in relation to
children living on the streets without contact witleir families, and the latter to children
staying with their families, but working on theesits to support their families economically
(Panter-Brick 2002). The prepositioosandon are meant to explain the relationship the child
has to the street, but prove too rigid when put priactice; because “how often does a child
have to sleepn the street to bef the street?” (Hecht 1998:103). Benno Glauser, gloin
fieldwork on street children in Asuncion, Paragudyund these defined categories as
problematic and too rigid, as the children coultl @ divided into such static forms in reality
(1997:146). The children made use of the street wariety of ways; not only in relation to
their homes or families (if they had one), but atsepending on factors such as work
(demand), climate (time of the year), the presefagther institutions, and time spent in jail
(Glauser 1997). Panter-Brick (2002) sees ‘urbaldcdm at risk’ to be a preferable alternative,
whereas Connolly and Ennew (1996) refers to theagghrchildren out of place’ as an
alternative to ‘street child? Despite critiques and suggestions, however, anldn andof

the street are the most frequently used terms wdferring to the street child phenomenon.

CAINA staff use a modified version of these termamely ‘children in a street situation’
(chicos en situacion de ca)leThis puts focus on the social context (the situid as the
determining factor in the way these children livel @&xperience their live©ther informal
terms were also used, in order to describe thddafestreet experience, suchragleo duro
(‘hard core’) andchicos cronificadog'chronic children’). These terms refer to theldten
who have stayed a long time on the street. The ERI€&rms (childremf andon the street)
were not used much by the staff, as these weréhnaght of as reflections of reality, The
children, however, used the term ‘childrehthe street’ when questioning me about the

existence of street children in Norway.

15 This was the name of a planned workshop on stigkdren (in 1995), and was meant to refer to éjre
children’s dislocation from the places regardedraplace’ in the western ideal childhood image.

% When discussing this definition, a woman workin@aAINA told me: “These children are notthe street,
the street did not give birth to them. They af¢heir parents!”
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The termpibe (andpiba®’ for girls, meaning ‘kid’) was the most frequentiged term by both
CAINA staff and the children coming to the day eerf Even though this term is not directly
describing street children in particular, it dessnmentioning, due to its frequent use and
important connotations. Both Eloisa Martin (2004y &@Archetti (1999) explore the use and
meaning of this emic category in relation to sd#ntification amongst Argentinean men.
According to Martin (2004:7), a pibe is a ‘real marmose masculinity (seen as the central
value of manhood) is defined by enduranceguante(referring to values such as courage,
moral and physical strengti)Also, through analyzingumbia villeratexts?® Martin found
that “the themes played out in tkembia villeraindiscriminate consumption of drugs and
alcohol, robbery, vagrancy, [and] unrepressed dixya..]” (2004:8). There is a certain
legitimization of robbery and of the consumptiondofigs and alcohol for the pibe, as long as
one is in control. The connection between (phaues, consumption of drugs, and criminal
activities will be discussed in further depth irapter four, in relation to notions of morality

and discourses of right and wrong.

‘Street child’ term: adequate or inadequate

Panter-Brick (2002) is of the opinion that the téstneet children’ is an inadequate term for
this population. She argues that it obscures therdgeneity of the children’s lives and that it
does not correspond to the child’s movements apérences. Additionally, she stresses that
it contains pitying connotations; that it defleatsention from other children equally struck by
poverty and social exclusion (but not living on 8teeets), and that it can be seen as more a
reflection of social and political agendas of ingtons and organizations rather than of reality
(2002:149). Punch (2002) argues that the phrasaruchildren at risk’ is a better alternative.

In this thesis | argue for the opposite; for the@uehcy of the term ‘street children.’ | see the
term street children as a wide term, illustratiather than obscuring the heterogeneity of the
children’s lives, since it includes all children eviihave a relationship to the street of a
‘stronger degree,’ either as a place of work andésidence. The term corresponds to the
child’'s movements and experiences, being the dvdetbrminant. Further, | believe one

shouldfeel pity for these children. Feeling sad and cassjponate on behalf of others can

" Whethemiba differs from the ternpibe (apart from in a mere grammatical way in accoréanagender), | do
not know. The terms seemed to be used in the sayeamd this thesis will use the theorization atbtimis

term for both biological genders.

18 See the front page of the thesis.

¥ The great majority of the children attending CAIN&me fromvillas miserias

2 Cumbia is a music genre which is very popular igehtina.Cumbia villerameans cumbia of the shantytowns.
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hardly be said to be negative? As long as one doesinderestimate the strength of these
children, pitying them for their rough lives is griluman. Street life was perhaps preferable
to staying home for many of the children | spokéhwbut certainly not what they believed to
be a good life. The fact that it deflects attenfiieam other children equally struck by poverty
and social exclusion (children who do not live ba streets) might be so, but this other group
of children do not live on the streets and canb&otalled street children for this exact reason.
| do agree that both street children and other pduldren in urban settings can be
characterized as ‘urban children at risk.” Howeuwee term ‘urban children at risk’ is a
misguiding replacement; it can be said to be plaeitie other end of the spectrum, lacking
what the term ‘street children’ is argued to hax@ huch of (specifying the contextual reality
of the children). ‘Urban children at risk’ obscurém reality of street children’s lives. My
point is not to understate the given that childseaffer in different ways. The life of a child
living on the street is not necessarily worse ttiemnlife of his/her younger sibling who stayed
behind, or of other children living in difficult @dumstances in urban shantytowns. The point
is not to create a hierarchy system of pain antesng; it is rather to define a population as
correctly as possible. Children living on the sttsegre in a specific situation, and is there not
a need to specify this? | agree that the term eaa teflection of social and political agendas
of institutions and organizations, but it does matke it inadequate. The children are street
children, irrespective of the agenda to organiretid-urthermore, one must realize that street
children make up a heterogeneous group in reldbotme importance the street has for the
individual child, as well as the particular childisage of the street. However, as stressed, the
street and the children (persons under 18 yeaegyef are the common denominators. For
illustrative purposes, one can say that the reagame/hy street children should be called
street children also apply for other groups of digh, such as child soldiers and child
labourers. These groups contain an equally heteemyes population, but the common
denominators such as warfare and work place thesdren within a setting one can not
escape when referring to these groups.

Street children in Buenos Aires

It has been affirmed that a variety of childhoo®steacross the globe. Street children’s lives
in Buenos Aires are not equal to that of streetdodn in London. Even within the capital of

Buenos Aires, street children make up a heterogenpopulation. For illustrative purposes,
street children in Buenos Aires can be divided thtee ‘rough’ groups; children working in

the city (young children mostly) sometimes with kslmearby, (children of¢artoneros and
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children attending CAINA! These groups are not necessarily exclusive dcstdbwever, |
never saw children from the first two groups at §NA] but rather on various locations in the
capital of Buenos Aires. My interaction with thenasvminimal, but | daily observed them

and sometimes engaged in conversation with them.

Young working children (3-6 years old) were ofteurid on the main shopping streets of
Buenos Aires. These children, alone or in grouftgnostayed in a specific location, and
would stop passers-by for money or sell items. See@med to be engaged in cooperative
relationships with each other; they split up and lgack together after a while to see what
results they had achieved. A couple of childreerofat in the middle of the street playing the
accordion for money. At the metrsuptg, there were often two or three children (sometime
also teenagers or young people with babies on #ngis) standing next to the ticket counter,
waiting for change. These children were not ongnding at the central stations, but could
also be found further out at other subte stopherstiburbs. Sometimes they asked for money,
and sometimes people pushed their leftover coirey ¢@ the side without being asked.
Rumours had it (from more than one source) thagetlahildren were ‘rented’ and that they
had set hours standing there (even the term ‘nuafeaation’ was used¥ In the subte
carriages, there were always a lot of salesmeneatettainers (musicians) and among these
were several children, selling everything from lgtis to colouring books, or juggling and
singing. The families of some of these childrenengitting at the end stations waiting for the

children as they were selling their goods.

In December 2007, the yearly counting of streeldeén took place in Buenos Airé$They
found that the majority of the children on the etse werecartoneros (or children of
cartoneros). Cartoneros is a profession which appeafter the 2001 economic crisis, due to

the newly impoverished population. Cartoneros rkcgarton, they collect carton and paper

2L | am not attempting to create different categooiestreet children in Buenos Aires. Rather, inesr

illustrate the differences that exist, and the ssitg of seeing street children as a heterogenieoos | choose

to do it this way. | also observed other childrentioe streets of Buenos Aires that didn't fit itik@se groups, i.e.
older children that did not come to CAINA

22 One of my adult informants told me such a situatiGaking the train to work every morning, he obsdra
middle-aged woman with 24 children standing beltied in an array. The children were of all ‘shaped
colours’, about the same ages, so he was certinhéy were not all hers. He believed they werbexdging
money for her.

% The annual counting was executed by the Elujpo Movi| part of the government measures to assist street
children), with the help of CAINA staff and otheeqple working with street children. The date™ b6

December 2007, was chosen for several reasonasitwight to a Monday (a school day) and childvka go
home to see their families often do it on weekeR#gport: Consejo de los Derechos de Nifios, Nifias y
Adolescentes (2007).
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from the streets of Buenos Aires, which is paididgthe kilo, and shipped of to the provinces.
The results of the counting gave the following piet out of a total count of 798 children,
49,5% of the children were on the streets with daltafamily member, recycling carton.
These children lived in a house with their famitythe Buenos Aires province, outside the
capital borders, and they were on the streets wgrkor family income. These children
compose a different group than those arriving atNg¥?* The 2001 economic crisis lead not
only to the presence of cartoneros, and childrerkiwg as cartoneros on the streets of the

capital, but also to a rise in the number of stobdtiren coming to CAINA.

According to CAINA statistics, between 1997 and 2@®0e amount of children attending the
day centre increased by 178%, and during the pesiothe crisis in 2001, the number
increased by 30%. This number has stabilized, amdthere are between 40 and 50 children
arriving each day. Amongst people working with strehildren in Buenos Aires (CAINA and
EM staff);the children coming to CAINA are said to be thegioest street kids, those with
the most street experience. Almost all of the e¢hitdcome from Argentinean families living
in extreme poverty in the province of Buenos Aidesck of material goods and basic needs,
and domestic violence (often including alcoholisang reasons for their street situation. The
majority of the children leave home themselves dlyaany are abandoned). Often, the
introduction to street life is through siblingshet family members or children from the
suburbs; many of the children coming to CAINA hawethers, sisters or cousins on the
streets. Adult company on the streets is absentnlany keep in touch with their families (a
sporadic connection), and visit them from timeitoet The children’s ethnic background is
Argentinean, and almost all the children had a d&ik complexion.

CAINA —field site

Established in 1991, CAINA is the first of sevegavernmental measures to assist street
children in Buenos Aires. The centre is open onkdags from 09:00-16:00 (most children

leave after lunch at 13:00). The rest of the dayrfhis spent on the street or in other public
spaces, such as at the subte, at train statiopssks and city buildings. The children frequent

the day centre with a high rate of rotation, arelytbompose a very diverse group. Some have

24 During my fieldwork | only met one child at CAIN#ho said he was a cartonero.
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years of street experience, others have only fastesl living on the street. What they have in
common is that they come to have a meal (breakfastiunch), a show&rand a change of
clothes, to play games, and to talk to and beneddo by the coordinators working there. The
children can partake iworkshops (circus, ceramics, literature, music, school etc), get
assistance in obtaining their identity papéd®qumento Nacional de Identificacipmeceive
health care, and help to get out of the streeasdn. The children attending are of all ages (0-
18 years), with a majority of boys between the agg47. The upper age limit is set to 18,
but also after this age, they can come and visiean month (those with small children can
come Fridays for medical attention). The vast mgjaf the children attending CAINA live
on the streets of Buenos Aires (81%), hardly anyloreein homes (1%), and 12% live at
home with their familie$® The children become familiar with the centre’sséamce through

friends on the streets.

The staff's main aim is to get the children awagnirthe street and attempt to re-integrate
them with their families or suburbs. When re-intggm with the children’s families is not
possible (either because the family is not to e or because the child refuses to go home),
the staff alternative measures are turned to, ssctierivatiof’ to homes® These processes
are based on the children’s wishes, and are neiteatéd by force. The staff acknowledges
that the children are active subjects; they chdoseome to CAINA and they choose what
they want to partake in. They know that force widt lead to wanted results, it would rather
lead to the children stop coming. However, thedrkih have to follow the rules at CAINA in
order to stay at CAINA. The staff consists of 3@ple, and is composed of professionals
with different academic backgrounds (social-workegrsychologists, sociologists, lawyers)
and of people working with general maintenance Koapand cleaning). Every day a meeting
takes place where individual ‘cases’ are discus3éd centre can be said to work as a

‘mediator’; as a contact institution between thadrkn and the government/their families.

CAINA is one out of several governmental institnsoestablished to assist the street child

population in Buenos Aires. Two internet cafés available free of charge (they also serve

% The possibility to take a shower is appealingw®children (hard to find elsewhere), and thusatesic
choice by CAINA

2 CAINA statistics. January-October 2006. The |&tl&e in shelters.

2" Derivacion This verb is deliberately used by the staff, ides to avoid words with specific connotations of
control and force (such as ‘place/put’ in a home).

% Homes Two different homes exist: therapeutic hontesnes terapéuticador drug misuse or psychological
problems), and homes where the children can ligetteer with other childrerc¢mmunidades convivenciales
It is hard to find space for the children in bdtkde homes, especially in the latter.
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small meals and show movies). A mobile team (EMgrapng 24 hours a day all year, both
reach out to the children on the streets and resporcalls from neighbours, families or the
children themselves. In addition, an office in @mttwith the different available homes (state-
owned, church led and NGO) is part of the goverrtrpesgram. Finally, shelterpéradoreg

and two day centres for children of cartoneros hbheen established. These different
operators can contact each other when specifisasediscussed (e.g. to know more about
the whereabouts of a specific child). The childeea often familiar with several of these (in
particular CAINA, the EM and the internet cafés).

Structure of thesis

The second chapter will deal with the methodoldgiedvantages and challenges |
encountered during my fieldwork. Furthermore, itlwlieal with the implications of doing

research as a volunteer and in an institution. @$tablishment of the ‘new paradigm’ in
childhood theory, in which children must seen asiaoactors (both being shaped by and
shaping their surroundings), has led to the appearaf some methodological and ethical
dilemmas, which will also be discussed in this ¢bap Furthermore, some ethical
considerations which are of importance when doesgarch with children, and in particular,

with children in a vulnerable situation, will be fofcus.

Chapter three aims to provide an ethnographic msaj the setting in which | met the
children. Even if no two days were the same, | witempt to portray an idea of the daily
activities taking place at the day centre througylday at CAINA.’ | aim for this chapter to
portray the children as | saw them; as human beimgjs their own feelings, joys and

frustrations.

Chapter four will deal with the psychological adsjuin to street life, analyzing the processes
of identity formation at play. This chapter willegk of the changes the children go through
after entering the street context, and | will ar¢jo@ entering street life leads to an alteration
in the children’s habitus. | will give room to actien on the children’s backgrounds (from
shantytowns), arguing that their backgrounds carsdid to constitute a form of ‘brutal

knowledge’ which enables the children to cope wstheet life. Furthermore, street life
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brutality will also make out a part in this chapt8treet children live brutal lives on the streets,
and simultaneously, freedom is expressed as thé wabised aspect of street life for these
children. As emphasised in the title of the theais] as will be elaborated throughout the
thesis; this contradiction in terms is an expressind appropriate manner of describing street
life for these children. The general treatmentdhidren receive from the larger society and
how this affects the children’s self image will 8ealt with in further detail. Focus will also
be given to the children’s idea of right and wrqnaprality), and to the necessity of being

‘street smart.’

In chapter five, | suggest that street children banseen as urban ‘hunters and gatherers.’
Even though street children’s lives differ radigailom foraging groups e.g. in the Kalahari
Desert in south-western Africa, they are also ssimmyly similar in many respects, in
particular in relation to strategies for resourceocprement and social organization.
Furthermore, the place of drugs in the streetrsgtwill be deal with. Emphasising child
agency, | argue that these strategies make owhildren’s practical adaptation to street life.

Chapter six will deal with the challenges that exms relation to assisting the street child
population. On the one side, street children sametido not want help, due to a variety of
reasons, for example previous experiences in homaswanting to loose their freedom,
scared of or lacking trust in the people who arerghto help them. On the other side,
emphasising street life adaptation, and using @Baurdieu’s (2007) theories on social fields,
habitus and capital, this chapter aims to explaw khallenges exist dpoth sides (both for
the children themselves, and for the coordinatgmdgr to help them). Furthermore, the
encounter between the street children and the cwinods, and the purpose and consequences
of CAINA as an institution attempting to help strehildren, will be of focus. Finally, in the
last section | will argue that, what one must aeiedge is that what one is really asking
from these children (in the process of leaving ettrigfe), is actually another round of

adaptation.

The final chapter, chapter seven, will bring togettihe previous chapters in order to illustrate

the complexity of street children’s lives.
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Methodological concerns and ethical considerations

Anthropology provides an advantageous methodologlyperspective for doing child-centred
research; with a critical basis in cultural compdity, child worlds can be studied and
understood contextually in the same manner as achrds. Using the qualitative research
method involving participant observation, the aaffmiogist comes close to the everyday life
of people. This closeness provides the researcliter wmique knowledge, and allows the
worries, needs and joys of the informants to beconderstandable in a new and distinct way.
As a result, the anthropologist understands andrgbs connections that might otherwise not
come to light. As will be illustrated, the ‘new pdigm’ of childhood research poses new
methodological and ethical questions, and thedebeitiealt with in this chapter. Furthermore,
the methodological challenges and advantages whacitountered in the field will be dealt
with.

Fieldwork with (street) children

In accordance with the CRC, children not only hthe right to be protected, but also to be
heard and to express their opinions in matters exmieg them (article 12 in the CRC)
Similarly, following the ‘new paradigm’ in childhdostudies (James, Jenks & Prout 1998), a
child-centred research, with child participationalhlevels of the research process, has been
discussed as the preferable approach to childhiiolies. Some social scientists have stressed
how children should be included in the whole resegrocess, including having access to the
research outcomes, or participate in determining they should be (Young and Barrett 2001,
Van Beers 1996, Dallape 1996). In my case, thedaml have not been included in the
process to the degree that they have seen myrfakeks or discussed any findings with me.
This, as will be discussed in further detail beldvappened for several reasons; constant
movement in the field, my position at the day cemtras that of a volunteer (I could not do
my own projects), as well as that the children skabw varied interest in my project. | did,
however, talk with the children about my aim witietproject and about my thoughts on
different issues, to see if | had ‘got it righthi§ always happened in a direct and forward, but

respectful manner, without any attempts to hiderimftion from them.

Punch (2002) addresses the need for reflexivitynndh@ng child-centred research, not only

on the role and assumptions of the researcheralsot in terms of the methods used to
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generate datand in relation to the analysis of the generated datee way researchers
perceive children affect their choice of methoaisg a child as a social actor (such as in the
‘new paradigm’ of childhood) might lead to using ttame research models with children as
used with adults, such as e.g. formal interviews @mestionnaires. This could be damaging
in terms of ignoring the power imbalance betweenltatesearcher and child informant
(Punch 2002). In addition, seeing that children ncaynmunicate in ways adults cannot
understand, these methods might lack adequacyngekildren as very different from adults
might use ethnography in order to understand amildr worlds. As Punch stresses, this
method is preferable in many settings, not onlyjhwetildren (2002). Lastly, seeing children
as competent, but still different from adults, Iraated a new range of innovative research
methods and strategies. Some researchers havexdompée used drawings (DiCarlo et al.
2000), photography and diaries (Punch 2002) anid rdrkshops (Hecht 1998). Others have
also stressed the spatial geography of childrer@dds as being important in terms of the
outcome of data generation (Barker and Weller 2008¢ environment surrounding the child
might affect the children’s utterances, be it ihaa or at home, or in my case, in a day centre.
Punch (2002) stresses, amongst other things, tbe fog the researcher to reflect upon the
researcher’s role and assumptions of childhoodn(¢freugh we have been children, we still
see childhood from an adult perspective), of theeaechers use of language (adults and
children might use different languages or have @edadegree of vocabulary), the use of
space (adult spaces where children have less taddroinate in society) and the use of
appropriate research methods (in relation to ohildr interest, age, experience with adult
interaction etc.) (Punch 2002:324-329). As will desscribed below, | was supportive of the
idea of meeting the children in various settingg] Awas open to using a variety of research

methods, but my initial plans to do so did notduallthrough.

Participant observation was, in my case, more ‘cbaversation and observation.’ | did not
stay on the streets with the children; I did notddogs with them or even see them smoking
anything else than a cigarette, nor did | behake them. Hecht (1998:6) has claimed that
participant observation in itself is an oxymorom,particular in relation to fieldwork among
street children. It would not be appropriate foraamhropologist to attempt to ‘go native,” not
only because it would feel wrong, but also becahbsechildren would find it odd and would

perhaps fail to take the researcher seriously.
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When doing fieldwork on street children (or on héese people), some anthropologists have
made the street their field site, either partlyoor a full-time basis. | support the idea of
obtaining as close a feeling of the context anditf@mant’s lives, as possible. In my case,
due to lack of contacts, limited time, scare pr@veta and my personal fears, a day centre
took the place of the street. | also lived in dedtént context than the field (or in another area
than where the field site was located). Although extravagant or fancy in any way, it
became a safe place where | could reflect uponxpgréeences and write in peace and quiet.
Living on the streets would not have made practssaise to me (and probably not to the
children either). Although living in a less safeveanment would give me a corporal
understanding of the feeling of being unsafe, itldgrobably overshadow my aim for being
there, as my attention would be directed elsewhée.connection with the children was
therefore not based on a common corporal undeilsigitd the environment, but rather on

interest, sympathy and respect.

Doing fieldwork in an institution

Doing fieldwork in an institution, such as CAINAoth delimited and expanded my access to
data. Being connected to this institution was mpesifor several reasons. First of all, the
children seemed to enjoy coming to the day cei@®NA provided them with more than
their basic needs; it was also a place of diveraiwhunderstanding. The staff's main aim was
to get the children out of the street situatior, dsimentioned, this process was never forced
upon the children. CAINA was thus a place the abitddcould come to without feeling any
kind of pressure. Secondly, the fact that both #ray | (as a volunteer) had a reason for being
there facilitated my access to them as informantslegitimized our interaction. Thirdly, the
children were not intoxicated when coming to CAIRfATheir relative soberness probably
greatly facilitated my communication with them. &liy, CAINA staff stressed the necessity
of continuity, and the obligation volunteers hadctommit to their work at the day centre.
Volunteers had to come everyday and stay from &3:00. | was pleased to hear this, as it

meant that | had constant access to the field @apatential informants.

It can, however, be argued that the institutiorainies regulated the children’s behaviour and

speech. In order to escape this, I initially triedneet the children outside of CAINA as well.

2 various methods were used in order to prevent-dsggat CAINA (or preventing the provision of equignt
for drug-use). Plastic bags were not handed ouk:loasigs were cut in half and water bottles werentyakept in
the kitchen.
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| was, however, told not to by the staff; they nteliat communication with the children
should take place within the walls of the day cen@ther instances (such as the mobile team)
met the children on their turf, whereas CAINA wase a place the children could come to
by their own will. Planning encounters were therefore not encouragedderstood and
respected this, and all further communication vitie children took place at CAINA. In
addition, | was not allowed to do my own projedtsha@ day centre. This was because CAINA
was an established institution with its own rousin€he coordinators expressed interest in my
project and were always open to questions and sksmus with me. They saw it as positive
that someone with an academic background from dbéside’ became part of the CAINA
work force. They felt that my questions might hiipm to see their work in a different light;
that it could reactivate their thoughts on the apph they had to their work and to their
interaction with the children (since being in th&die of something can overshadow this).

They also saw it as positive that they could rez@i\copy of my thesis when it was finished.

A volunteer or an anthropologist

During the first round of interviews, | was told BAINA staff that the only way of obtaining
access to CAINA was through working as a volunt@erlong as | fulfilled the work-tasks in
the kitchen, however, | was free to spend the ok#te time with the children. | could speak
with the children as much as | wanted to, abouttapic, but they would prefer that | did not

take out my notebook in front of the children, lasyt wanted the children to feel comfortable.

| worked as a volunteer with two other Europeansb(@ping social work instead of military
service in their home countr}}.CAINA has employed volunteers from abroad for salve
years, and the children were used to having foegggaround. My presence in the field was
thus easily accepted since | had a ‘valid’ reaswrbéing there. It also turned out to be a good
entrance point to the children, as | could intekaith them both while | was doing my tasks
as well as when | was not. In addition, my positasna volunteer prevented the children from
seeing me as an authority figure (as opposed tosdwmme of the coordinators were perceived).
This gave me access to information | would othegwist have been able to obtain. This was
in particular related to the bending of rules amel $ometimes uncensored interaction between

the children, in front of me. Not being in a pasitiwhere it was natural to control their

% There are never more than 2-3 volunteers at CAfilthe same time. This is a deliberate choice rbgdhe
CAINA staff. They do not want too many people frahe outside’ (i.e. foreigners) at the same timéhat
people ‘come and go,’ and all volunteers therefa@@ to come every day for a longer period of time.
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behaviour (e.g. in making sure rules were followad) well as not being fluent in the
language (the children believing that | did notcba¢verything they said), allowed for this to
happen.

When talking about my reasons for being in BueniwesAand at CAINA), | was forthright in
introducing myself as a student of anthropologypdth staff and children. In order to make
the children understand what it meant, | explaitiet anthropology was about how people
lived in different places in the world, and thatanted to understand and learn about the lives
of the children living on the streets of BuenoseAirof howthey themselvesaw their lives.
They seemed to accept this. Being a woman turnédoocome to my advantage (the other
two volunteers were male), as | quickly got in @mtwith the boys coming to the centre.
However, the relationship | had with them becamadlehging at times due to their ‘gendered
conduct’, attempting to act like men by trying tdace me. | saw myself being completely
caught off guard by little boys proclaiming theswvé for me, and of the constant questions of
intimacy and dating. However, as time passed angangbulary expanded, as well as getting
accustomed to the place, the children, and the gihese at the day centre, | learned how to

speak back and joke around with the children iagpropriate way.

The children were curious of my person and of mgkgeound. They saw me as a student and
as a young (rich) woman from Europdoney was, at times, an uncomfortable topic of
conversation. Both the coordinators (in front oé tthildren) and the children themselves
asked questions about living standards in Norway the price of things there. Explaining
that | was a student and that my education was rpasg&ible due to lent money made it less
of an issue, and | was told that | was not seem'elseta’ (snob). In addition, the fact that the
children did not place me in a ‘tourist’-categorgahe our interaction easier, as | was not seen
as ‘a rich person you could rob’ (that is: a tonrids time passed | learned that the children
enjoyed my presence because they saw me as syripathe interested in them for being

themselves.

Movements in the field — generating data

One of the most challenging aspects in relatiotaiog fieldwork at CAINA was the constant
movement taking place, on several levels. Firsalpfthe high rate of rotation presented an
unpredictability in terms of which children came ttte day centre. The majority of the

children could come for a period of time (a coupfeveeks) and could then be absent for
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weeks, months or years. Only a minority came megailarly. | could never be sure if the
children | had better connections with would rettorthe centre while | was there. This was
problematic for the coordinators as well, in parée in relation to follow-ups on the children
(e.g. in terms of children needing medication atdsgs). Secondly, CAINA staff would also
accompany children outside of CAINA. These outimgge either related to the children’s
health or legal needs, visiting the families of tfeldren or going to parks and museums.
Thirdly, the children could daily choose betweereéhdifferent workshops at CAINA (in
addition to school) and they would often move betmvavorkshops as well. Finally, the
children would run around a lot at CAINA. If we weplaying board games, the children
would sometimes leave while we were playing, ang obkildren would approach the table.
Even though their ‘fluid life-patterns’ preventedalsility and constancy in relation to
gathering data, thiluidity is a reflection of the daily lives of street chédr and is thus data

in itself.

In order to obtain an appropriate relationship witle children (both in accordance with
CAINA staff's and my own planned approach), | awaldall forms of formal interaction. No
interviews were conducted and | rather focusednbdorinal conversations. Initially (before
getting access to the day centre) | thought ohgpbnversations with the children, but due to
my role as a volunteer, this was not done eithele @ all the above mentioned factors and
challenges, my group of informants was large andtdiating. |1 did have closer connections
with some of the children, but not to the exterdttthey told me their life-histories. The
children were not always very talkative and | siyngid not spend time that regularly with
them. In addition, | was seldom alone with pargecuthildren. | met some of the children |
will introduce in this thesis only a couple of timyéut the majority were children | met more

often.

Scheper-Hughes (1998) points out that a ‘hermecewafi suspicion’ exists in relation to the
child-centred approach. This suspicion is relatethé idea that children might not speak the
truth. The same, however, could be said about adfisiimants. Children have probably just
as strong an interest in self-representation asadnit, and manipulation of information and
impression-control can in any case be seen asinlaself. The belief that children’s words
and utterances are less valid than an adult’s durtinderlines the uneven power relation
which is present between adults and children. Bstidff and children have valuable

information of street children’s lives, and comparn of both groups’ accounts provides an
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improved research outcome and a better undersnafinthe issues at stake (Lucchini
1996:169). My ethnographic data from the childrencomplemented with data from the
coordinators. It proved to be a very useful comtama for example in explaining why the
children sometimes would lie. Sometimes the maaipoh of information (by the children)
would be obvious, for example when talking aboutgdrand robberies. Even if they would
state that they never touched drugs (in particoéano) or that they had ever robbed people,
their body language, clever facial expression errgactions from the other children present,
would show the opposite. Other times, when spealilmgut their backgrounds and reasons
for leaving home (or of drug use and robberiesjetiveould be no such apparent mismatch
between speech and conduct. The coordinators wibkld help explain why the children
would present different stories. Seeing that theradioators and | shared an (academic and
personal) interest in understanding the childrdives and words, | found the information
they provided to be valuable and important. Howglaiways tried to have a critical eye to

all the information | got, regardless of the agéhaf informant.

In this thesis, | also make use of statistical daléected and prepared by CAINA staff. Every
day, ‘shower-lists’ were filled out with informatioof the children’s name, age, area of their
ranchada (where they stay on the streets) andlidlce prhere their families have their homes.
Every child coming to the day centre does an imt@nafter some time. The information they
receive is put in a journal, in order to keep tradkthe child’s personal history and for
statistical purposes (one of the CAINA staff woeklusively with statistics). Furthermore,
every action taken on behalf of the children isuoented in the children’s journal. The

guantitative side of this thesis is thus based AiNG statistics.

Ethical considerations

With the entrance of the ‘new paradigm’ in childdabeory in which children are to be seen
as social actors (shaping and being shaped by skhieioundings), a new range of ethical
dilemmas follows. For example, if children are te treated like adults (as informants);
should research be concerned with specific etlomasiderations? In response to this question,
Christensen and Prout (2002) calls for an ‘ethsg@hmetry’ in social research with children.
The authors state that the starting point of reteahould be based on ‘ethical symmetry’,
meaning that the ethical relation between researmmhe informant is the same, regardless of

age difference. However, this does not mean thdicpkar concerns should be made or that
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differences can arise in the course of the rese&lsing ‘ethical symmetry’ as a starting point
is preferable merely to avoid researchers to as®thieal concerns in advance (Christensen
and Prout 2002:482). Samantha Punch (2002:321pssiethat the researchers who
emphasize the competency of children are often stome ones who call for new and
innovative ‘child-friendly’ research methods. Pur{@®02), on her side, argues that research
with children is potentially different form resehravith adults, not necessarily because
children are inherently different form adults, l&cause of adults’ perceptions of children

and because children are in a marginalised positi@aadult society.

Christopher Pole (2007) stresses the need for dpoeied reflexivity in research with
children. Pole recognizes the positive opportusité the child-centred research in terms of
gathering valuable data, but he similarly callsdareed to acknowledge the (physical) role of
the ethnographer, especially in situations wheee résearcher and the researched meet in
intimate settings. Acknowledging the current cliemaf fear of child abuse and paedophilia,
the ethnographer and the child informambsh need to be safeguarded, something that can be
done through complete transparency and surveilldncegatekeepers (e.g. teachers and
parents). In my case, all interaction took placeidae of CAINA, and in the presence of
everyone else who were on the premises. This ‘dlanee’ safeguarded my presence and
prevented the appearance of these types of qusstion

Another topic raised in relation to having childanmants is the notion of consent. If the
guestion is related to the understanding of theareh process and the possible consequences
of the research outcome, this could also be a enohiic issue in settings with adult
informants. However, doing fieldwork using a chddntred approach poses ethical
challenges, in particular when the (child) inforrsaare in a vulnerable position. One thing is
being aware of the unequal power relations betvaekits and children, and acknowledging
its effect on the understanding and interpretinghaf children’s words and actions. Quite
another is when the children in question are cfeatlrisk of maltreatment and abuse, and
where children’s rights (CRC) are visibly brokenedther Montgomery (2007), doing
research on child prostitution in a slum commuiityThailand encountered several ethical
dilemmas of this sort. These were related to tHeeréince in interpretation between the
researcher and the children, in particular in teofisow an adult-child relationship should be.
Further focus is given to the impact these diveggitews had on the research process, in

relation to the role and responsibility of the masber and issues of children’s rights. First of
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all, the western contemporary childhood ideal deefiverged with the children’s way of
living. Secondly, the researcher saw an adult-chbddsive situation in the relationship the
children had with their (white, western, adult, e)aklients’ (Montgomery 2007:416). The
children (and their parents) on their part, howehad a different view of the situation. First
of all, children were in debt (of gratitude) to ithearents for giving them life, and they should
support their parents (especially their motherspest they could. In the slum community,
jobs and resources were scarce, and parents (rapthvere dependant of their children’s
income in order to make a living. Prostitution wast necessarily seen as a positive choice,
but the highest paying job available for these dtbih. The children felt they were
contributing to their family income and in fulfiig their familial obligations, they saw
themselves as ‘good children’ (Montgomery 2007:4B3eing that prostitution was illegal,
the researcher encountered evermore problemagedibs. She had to promise the local
NGO and the children that she would not draw aitbento them and their actions. Feeling a
clash between personal beliefs and her role ashanographer, she had to make hard choices
as to what to do when witnessing children suffehaiivas her role and responsibilities in the
field, and where was she to draw the line betweeingba researcher (being loyal to her
informants) and a human being (acting on behathefchildren when necessary)? Would an

eventual intervention do any good?

Child suffering was a factor of presence in mydvebrk as well. Street children are in a
particularly vulnerable situation, being alone dre tstreets and part of a marginalised
population. In addition, they engage in activitilkeat are not only in the borderland of what is
accepted in society, but that are also destructiva personal level (according to themselves
and society as a whole). | tried to be as opencaslid when interacting with the children, and
talk about events and situations on the childrée'sis. Sometimes they were interested in
talking, other times not. This could depend onttigcs raised or on what mood they were in
on that particular day. Moral dilemmas occurringevia particular related to sensitive issues,
such as criminal activity, drug use and sexualpakepr physical abuse. Without judging,
supporting or moralizing these issues, and lettivgchildren know | could ‘take it’, made
these topics less difficult to talk about. Stillpélieve the children at times tried to keep

information about these issues from me. In linehvgéneral ethical requirements for social
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research: all names of individuals mentioned in the essathtzhildren, coordinators and

volunteers, are pseudonyms.

31 My plans for conducting fieldwork have been repdrto and approved by Norsk Samfunnsvitenskapelig
Datatjeneste (NSD) (Norwegian Social Science Datai€es).
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Chapter 3 ‘A day at CAINA’

Every day, between 30 and 50 street children imBs&\ires come to CAINA; these children

are boys and girls of all ages, some have never theze before, others know the place well.
This ethnographic chapter aims to portray the apiee at the day centre, to introduce some
of the children coming there, and to give the reaaeidea of what takes place in a day centre
for street children. CAINA is important for the estt children in Buenos Aires, even though
they do not come everyday. Not only are they preditheir basic needs, legal and health
assistance, they also encounter an atmospheresnéliiness and sympathy, people they can

open up to and people they can trust.

*kkkhkk

Buenos Aires is a city of contrasts; a conglomeoételd and new buildings, historical places
and neon signs, fancy shopping streets and garbagps. These contrasts are visible
throughout the capital, and in particular in thgy dentre. Governmental offices, the main
shopping streets and commercial centres, tourisaciibns, and several subte (metro) and
train stations are located in this area. Duringdhgtime the streets are packed with people
moving in all directions. Traffic is crazy and olm&s to be alert and make sure one doesn't get
hit by cars or busses rushing by. On street copeople sell newspapers, flowers and candy.
They shout out the prices on the items they haveffey at the people rushing by. Business
men in suits walk by people begging on the paves@urtefiod? sit at outdoor restaurants
and street corners, having pastries and cups @decofhere are tourists everywhere and many
of them are easily spotted, walking around with esas around their necks and maps in their
hands. Parks and plazas appear between the maeryssdf the capital, providing some green
and open spaces in this huge and busy city. Sthélefen move around on these busy streets.
They know the city well. These are areas where yoae be found, earned or gained. In one

of these areas CAINA can be found.

The exterior walls of CAINA are covered with grafin different colours. The day centre is
easy to spot, surrounded by the high and plainsmi buildings that make up the block.

The three story building has been placed betweenlavger buildings on each side, as if it

32 portefiosis the name for the inhabitants of Buenos Aires.
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has been squeezed between them at some point. ledtgges in yellow, green, black and
purple forms the word CAINA on the wall. The dagntre is located on one of the capitals
main roads, a six-lane road with heavy trafficlahaurs. Just outside the entrance door there
are several bus stops and there is always a litei®fpassengers standing there, waiting. In
the morning, there is another distinct crowd ofgdemn the pavement waiting, too. Not for
the bus, but for the doors at CAINA to open.

Children are queued up outside the doors of CAINAIting for the clock to reach nine, and
the day centre to open. They show up early, ordjplea night outside on the pavement, so
that they will be the first in line. They all knaivat the first ones in line will be the first ones
written up on the list, and consequently the fasés to take a shower. Some are sitting with
their heads in their laps with their back agairs tall, tired and hungry, and not in a
talkative mood. Others are standing in circlessittiing next to each other on the floor, talking,
joking and laughing. Esteban (15) is sitting alovext to the wall. He is crouched down,
looking half asleep. Jugii6, looking more like 12 due to nutritional protig) is sitting next

to him. Juan is a skinny boy, always looking aditvorn-out. Our eyes meet as | approach the
door and he gets up with a big smile on his fade first thing he says is ‘Save me some
yoghurt, will you?’, before we greet each otherhnatkiss on the cheek. I tell him we will just
have to cross our fingers since we never know vithere will be yoghurt. Juan always asks
me this, and | always answer the same, every mgrihieo (15), a chubby boy, with beautiful,
but very sad eyes, is standing next to the door.gvéet and | ask him how he is. He looks
down at the pavement for a while, and tells me ddinie, his body language and eyes
expressing the opposite. | tell him | will see hinside, and if he wants to, we can play
memotest sometime during the day. He says he would lil. thgreet the other children,

and ring the bell.

| enter the building at 8:30, and start preparingpkfast with the two other volunteers. There
are always several people inside at this point. é@ple working in the kitchen arrived half
an hour ago. They are sitting at the kitchen tahéjng their morning cup ahate®* and a

piece of bread, relaxing and chatting a little befdhey start preparing lunch. The
coordinators at CAINA come during the next half hall entering the kitchen at some point

to say ‘good morning’ to the kitchen staff. At nin&lock, four-five coordinators go to the

3 A memory game: the objective is to try to find tagual images by flipping the pieces.
34 A typical Argentine drink: a kind of green teatf@ugh an Argentine will strongly object to this).
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door to welcome the children. They ‘joke aroundthnihe children as they enter, exchanging
high-fives and friendly pats on the back. More dfeh arrive during the next hour, and
normally there are around 40 children in totahat ¢entre.

The big hall has yellow walls, decorated with ptalsathe children have helped to make.
Several wall posters with drawings, poems, andingst and a schedule of the different
activities taking place every day (from which theldren can choose what to partake in) are
hanging on the walls. A large football court makesan own section in the back of the room.
The kitchen is located to the right of the roomxtrie the bathrooms. The kitchen has a gap in
the wall, an opening the children are served dreak@ food through. In the morning, three
tables are put together to form a large one, ardctildren sit down here to eat breakfast.
Spoons, butter, bread (alfajores” and biscuits), some drinks (mate and chocolatk)raitd
some cups have already been put on the tablescddrdinators sit down with the children
while they eat, often having a bite themselves.yTladk about the previous night, or if they
haven’t seen the child in a along time, about wizst happened in their lives since last time
they came. There is a lot of movement around th&eté&Some of the children are chatting

away with friends or coordinators, others sit gyibly themselves.

Pilar (15) is sitting down by the end of the tallme of the coordinators has put a bucket
under the table, in case she needs to throw ugar Bilpregnant, and suffers from morning
sickness. | approach her, greet her carefully, @sidif she needs anything, if | can get her
some tea or water. She says no, she would ratheftb@lone. A group of boys are already
playing metegof® next to the football hall, screaming enthusiagiiicas the match goes on.
One of the coordinators is playing too. Some balgmg at the uppermost table are arguing
about something, their voices are rising, and é@ns® like they will end up in a fight. A
coordinator approaches them, but they don’t wantelb him what it was about. The
coordinator leaves them after a while, sits dowa ttble with some children playing a board

game while keeping an eye on the boys, in caselantisituation develops.

The children go to the kitchen opening for fill-ug$hey often hang out for a while, talking
with the kitchen staff and the volunteers. Juamlisady in front of the kitchen opening,

% A little biscuit-like cookie, made up by layershiscuit anddulce de lechécaramel), often with a chocolate
spread. A popular biscuit in Buenos Aires, soldatry kiosk and store.
% Foozball.
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asking for yoghurt. There is none today. He becoakitle disappointed since he likes it so
much, but he hangs around and jokes with the maak who, according to Juan, roots for
the wrong football team). He hangs halfway into dpening, smiling and shouting out that
River is a shitty team, curiously awaiting the csalesponse. The cook looks at him, shakes
his head and smiles as he refers to the little Ryester he has hung up next to the stove. Juan
laughs and shakes his head. The other childrearatieus for fill-ups and tell Juan to move
on. Someone smacks him on the head; he is annbyetgaves the opening to sit down and

eat breakfast.

A lot of new faces appear in the opening everydayl today is no exception. Some boys |
haven’t seen before, seemingly around 14 yearsaskime what my name is. | say my name
is ‘lda y vuelta, pero sin la vueltdlit. transcr. ‘round trip, but without the ret}.®’ The
boys laugh and start spinning around, expressinghamye with body movements. They ask
me if we serve beer. I tell them I'm afraid we'ret@f beer today, but that | can offer them
some hot chocolate instead. They tell me they wbkdédsome; that | have beautiful eyes, and
that they want to go on a date with me, all ingame sentence. | smile at them, tell thbat
they can have the drinks, but not the date. They teat | really should go after an
Argentinean, that | will not regret it. It doesmitatter if | already have a boyfriend; he is
probably out with a bunch of girls anyway, doingddgamows what, back in Norway. After

trying to convince me for a while, they leave tlpeoing and sit down to eat.

There are a lot of children shouting out, at thmeaime, what drinks and refills they want.
Some get annoyed that | can’t work faster. Othea# watiently. Pablo comes over to say
hello. We kiss on the cheek through the openiragkli him if he wants anything to drink, but

he says no, and goes to eat breakfast.

A boy | haven't seen before is standing outsidedppening with a packet of margarine in his
hand. If he wanted to hide it, he could have; thening is high up on the wall, and often |
can only see children’s heads when | stand theedobks at me, smiling. | ask him if that is
my packet of margarine he has there. He says hghbauhimself. | ask if he was really sure
about that, and he tells me he is. | say that v @ coincidence, because | have the exact
same brand of margarine in the kitchen. He agmadding at me: Quite a coincidence. He

37| always introduced myself this way, as it turmed to be a fun way to approach the children, &g bften
remembered my name due to this association.
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asks me where | got my packet of margarine, arel him that one of the kitchen-women
bought it so that | can give it to the childrenGAINA. He yells at the woman, who is
standing further away in the kitchen preparinganes&® for lunch, asking her if it is true?
She says it is. After some friendly bargaining, deeide that | can give him a cup of tea, and
in exchange he will give me the margarine. We aetty content with the trade, both of us,

and he leaves shortly after.

Esteban (15) shows up after a while. He seems sbateWvagile’ today, a little different
from his normally confident and outgoing appearaddter we greet through the opening, he
takes up his shirt to show me his back. ‘Ida, Ido&’says. It is covered with huge red bruises.
| ask him what has happened and he tells me theepotat him. | ask him why they did that,
and he says they just went after him, hitting hike lmadmen, for no reason. | ask him if he is
ok, if it hurts, but he says it is better now. lédist me this in a matter-of-fact way, as if this
happens often, simultaneously expressing his negégelings toward the police. Leo (15) is
standing next to him, overhearing our conversatml, after Esteban leaves, Leo tells me that
the police normally don’'t go after the children latut reason. Normally the children did
something, tried to rob someone, or something thie¢, he says. Leo has been alone on the
streets since he started sleeping rough. When @slin why he prefers this, he says he has
just always been by himself. He thinks it is easi@t way. He knows other children on the
streets, but he does not want to stay with thera.Hangs out at one of the train stations in the
city centre. He has been there for some years and he knows most of the security guards
and some of the street vendors working there. &bhethat he spends time with these guards
has created a distance between Leo and some oflteeboys at the day centre. He is often
teased by the other children; they pick on him ealtlhim names. Leo prefers talking to the

coordinators when he is at CAINA.

After Leo leaves, Pablo returns. He wants to sdlp hkeask if he wants to say hi one more
time? He says, what do you mean, one more time@dh’t want to say hello to him? | say,
of course | do, but if he doesn’t remember thatalveady said hello? He doesn’t remember.
He becomes annoyed, saying that | don’t want tohsay him. But | convince him to say hi
one more time, trying to avoid him being angry a&.rRablo doesn’t say hi like the other
children do; he is a lot more ‘intimate’ always wiag to kiss a lot. Some of the other female

% Milanesais a popular dish which can be purchased in mastaurants. A thinly cut slice of meat covered in
breadcrumbs and fried in the oven.

38



coordinators also experience this, and feel unabeat his insistence to kiss. One kiss on the

cheek is never enough for Pablo.

After breakfast, the children hang out in the lgm until the workshops begin. Somebody
start showering (according to their place on tis#);liothers play board games metegol
Others again have gone upstairs with coordinatorda an interview (for the children’s
journals). Four-five children are standing in tbetball court, smoking cigarettes. Maria (17)
is one of them. She brought her two year old sdayoNormally Maria leaves him with her
mom, who used to stay with her on the street, tha now has found a house to stay in. Her

son is running around, playing with some of thesotthildren.

| sit down at one of the tables, and shortly ast@me children come and join me. We decide
to play domino. One of the boys, around 8 years ad#t me if | smoke. ‘Once in a while,’ |
tell him. He asks if he can have a cigarette, atedl him | don’t have any. He wants to know
if | say that just because he is little, or if | aeally out of cigarettes. | tell him I'm afraid |
don’'t have any, but he can ask one of the bigges bwho were standing there smoking,
maybe he will give him one? He tells me he alreasliyed him, so he can’t ask him again.
Esteban comes by, takes a chair from the neighbgtable, and joins us. He pushes all the
domino pieces all over the table. The other kidsustout some phrases, angry because he
messed up the game, but it soon passes and hewsstio sit with us. Esteban has a red
thread around his wrist. | ask him why he has tiiat,means anything in specific (thinking
perhaps Kabala? | have seen several people oruthm lthe morning with the same ribbon).
He tells me it is to prevent jealousy. (Another bsifting there tells me it is fqerotection).

Suddenly the children leave the table, to smokg@ay other games, and | take a walk around

The teacher at the day centre arrives. Every daygliidren can have classes with her if they
want to. She tells one of the coordinators thatsdwe three children lying on the ground in
one of the nearby parks, looking completely uncmsc She thinks it could have been
Alejandro (9), his brother Raul (11), and a frie@@me of the coordinators leave CAINA to

check it out.

| see Silvia (20) sitting with her four year oldyblying on her lap down by the cupboards
where the children lock in their belongings evergrning. She nods her head and smiles at

me. Silvia used to come to CAINA when she was yeunghen she was still living on the
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streets and sleeping at train stations, but nowigbg in a house in the province with her son,
Bruno. Bruno suffers from some kind of disease.i¢ibardly ever awake, and he doesn’t
know how to speak, nor walk. | have met them a toptimes at CAINA, but | have not
seen his eyes yet. She tells me he reacts to baghh that he smiles, and that he clearly
expresses what he likes and dislikes, especialgnwihcomes to food. The last time we spoke,
Silvia told me that she was pregnant again witheneboyfriend. For the first time in years
they only had one night together, and she got @megagain. She doesn’'t want the baby.

Her ex-boyfriend is going to give her money tod@iat's why she is here. She needs the
money to buy pills, in order to induce an abortidhis is the best way to do it, she says, since
having an abortion is illegal in Argentina. Shelvaly the pills at the train station, pills that
are really meant for bone-disease, but they worlhé purpose too, she says. | ask her how
she takes the pills, how it works; she says shddteke 8 pills in total; one in her mouth and
one in her vagina, every other hour. Then thindstake care of themselves. She has done it
before, so she knows that it worRsShe explains to me in detail about what happeSée.
was three months pregnant back then. ‘It was hettishe says. 'Disgusting.” She did it
herself, took the pills, and she could see it wihierame out. She had to look at it, to make
sure that she really got it out. She said it wasty and weird looking. It was horrible
afterwards. She had thought a lot about the faatthe had killed her own child. But, ‘you
know’, she said, looking down at Bruno, sleepinghen lap with his head and legs hanging
loose in the air on each side of her thighs: ‘Thay/ whings are now, with my son being sick,

and since | am not together with the father, | heste to do it.’

She tells me she tried to get rid of it alreadylyan couple of weeks back. She only took a
few pills, thinking it was enough since it wasl|sgi@rly, but when she went to the hospital to
see if it was gone, it was still there. The hodmitases had said it was healthy and growing
well. So, she will take some more pills this tifsde only has to wait for her ex-boyfriend to

show up with the money. She tells me that the piksexpensive, 35-40 pesos a pitce.

% Silvia has been pregnant three times before. iF$ietime she had a miscarriage at a police statf@second
she had her son Bruno; and the third time she habartion.

“°The next time | met Silvia, she told me that she taken care of it. Everything was fine, and tabybwas
gone. She was happy. And the pills were only 19geShe said she would be more careful next tise, u
protection, so that she would not have to go thinaiis again.
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A coordinator comes over to talk to Silvia. A bohauis sitting at the neighbouring table next
to Sebastian (one of the volunteers) calls me dw&t.down with them. The boy tells me he
has a few things to tell me. He starts by sayii@gbastian tells me that he jacks off.” He
laughs a little, awaiting my response. | don’t pgthow how to respond to that, so | just say
‘Oh.. really,” looking at Sebastian, who just ditere shaking his head. The boy then says:
‘And he also says that you have the face of a pehdde then gets up, takes out a cigarette
from his pocket, and tells me that | should findemguin to have a baby with. He laughs a

little before he goes to the football court.

The workshops begin, and the children can choos# thiley want to partake in; literature, art,
school, ceramics or other things, depending on lwhmy it is. Today is Tuesday, so the art
and literature workshops are on the agenda. Seéb@ddo an alternative, and the teacher goes
upstairs (where the classroom is) with two of tbgs Leo is asked if he wants to go too, but
he doesn’t want to today. The coordinators put &wd two tables together and encourage the
children to partake. There is no music worksho@ypdo the loudspeakers send out a stream
of different musiccumbia?! tango songs, pop amdck nacionaf®® The children sing along.
The art workshop attracts a lot of children. THada are filled with paper in different colours,
scissors and glue. Today the children are supptsedake covers for a pamphlet (for a
CAINA newspaper) which will be distributed at thenaial art exhibition. There are varied
responses to this activity. Some of the childrenkthts boring and leave the table. Others
start cutting and gluing, making trees and cloudsad coloured paper. While we sit there

working, Alejandro and Raul enter. It was themngyin the park.

Alejandro (9) came to the street around two moatis He ran off by himself. A month later
his brother Raul (11) came too. They found eaclero#tt a train station. The coordinators
have been trying to find the boys a place to stayaflittle while now, but it is hard to find a
place where they can stay together. The boys vealaatve the street. They say it is horrible
staying there. Alejandro has come up to me at séwecasions, to show me cuts on his feet
and stomach that he got from fights with otherdreih. He is tired of this life. The boys are
not as energetic as they normally are today. Thetysgme water analfajoresto eat, and sit

quietly together while the workshops take place.

“1 Cumbia.Music genre.
2 Rocknacional.‘Argentinean rock’.
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In the literature workshop, the children are dailifferent things. Some are writing Mother’s
Day cards. One girl is writing that she loves heatimer, that she misses her, and that she
really wants to see her again, but doesn’t haventbeey to come see her. Suddenly she

bursts out in tears. The coordinator sitting nexter comforts her, stroking her back.

One of the boys is writing a poem. Next to the pphmhas made a decoration using a red
piece of paper. It looks like a snow crystal, of¢hose you make out of folding paper and
then cutting out the shapes, making a mirror imagesk him what he has written, and he

shows it to me:

‘Entre porros me crié, ‘Amongst marihuana | waised,
entre porros morire, amongst marihuana | wd| d
pero te juro mama mia, but | swear to you mommy,
que nunca te olvidaré’ that | will never forgeu’

Some of the boys and a girl are teasing him, bechashas a lot of spelling errors. He says
‘ok, so | had some mistakes,’ trying to make theagion go away. But the teasing continues.
The other kids start to draw on his face with & p&n. Some pushing occurs. A couple of
coordinators see it happen, and approach the tahky take the children who caused the
incident away from the table, to talk to them. Nefwidren approach the table, wanting to

partake.

Nestor sits down next to me. He starts pouring imiate the mate-cup which belongstte
coordinator$”® He looks at me while doing it, with a clever smile his face. | say nothing,
but he is soon stopped by the coordinator sittinth@end of the table. Pablo, standing next to
the table, asks me if he can have some of that. higk him | don’t think he can, and he calls
me ‘policia.” | say ‘I'm not a police,” but he continues to calk one. | tell him that | don’t
make the rules, and that | have to follow them té@.says ‘no, you are a police’ and tells me
that he will shoot me in the head with a gun. Bwgnt, in a matter of seconds, he sits down
and starts to draw. He draws a picture of a ‘cagf gvith a joint in his mouth, signs it with
his name and gives it to me as a present. Nestiwers suddenly behind my chair and start

rocking it, simulating sexual movements. | tell himmplease stop, but he pays no attention. |

3 The children and the coordinators have separate-mugs. They also have separate knives, forkerspand
drinking-glasses. The coordinators made this mlerder to prevent the spread of diseases.
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tell him again, ‘stop it, Nestor, | don't like ithven you do that,” and he stops. We continue to

draw.

There are many things happening simultaneouslynduthe day. Today, one of the
coordinators has been with one of the girls athealth centre. They were there to take a
pregnancy test. Another one has been at the hb&pitheck up on a boy who often comes to
CAINA, to see if his condition is getting better.ifdr injuries are taken care of by the
coordinators themselves. Two young girls, sisteth@age of 7 and 9, have been upstairs all
morning doing an interview. They came to the stveey recently. Their two older sisters (12
and 16), and their older brother are already onstheets. The two girls took the train all by
themselves, and found their older sisters dowhetrain train station.

There is another new girl at CAINA today as weheSs sitting alone at the end of one of the
tables in the big room. | sit down with her and hsk how she is. She tells me she is waiting
for her boyfriend Diego (15) who is taking a show€elia (15) has one week of street
experience. She came to the street to stay witgdiShe says she has everything she needs
at home, but she doesn’'t want to go back. She wargtay with her boyfriend. The room is
full of sounds, children playing football, singiagd playing games. Celia speaks with a low
voice. | move closer in order to hear what sheisrgy. It's her first time at CAINA She does
not know anyone here. Celia is wearing a big sweatigh long sleeves covering her hands,
and a hood covering most of her head. She is lyugy the table, leaning her head on her arm,
looking at everyone. After hearing that she hay belen a week on the street, | ask her what
it is like, if it is tough on the streets. She dathe the other children are nice to her, and that
her boyfriend wouldn’t let anything happen to h&he says they love each other, and that
when he was in jail, she called him every nightefigwnight for seven months, she was the
only person who called him. She doesn’t know how slanaged to come up with the money
to call him, but she did. She tells me she dodg@tthe life on the streets, but that she will
get used to it. The worst thing is not being abléake a shower and to change her clothes. A
couple of days back, she started begging for mémethe first time. It was embarrassing, but

she will try again. She only has to get used tshig says.

The workshops last until 11:30, and the childrereig in the big room to play games or talk
to each other. Pablo suddenly stops up in frontnef and stares at me. Pablo is a little

unpredictable, | often feel uncertain about himgaaese | don’'t always understand what he
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wants. | say hi to him, and he asks me what my niamiehave told him many times before,
and he is one of the children who are most eagautahe ‘Ida y vuelta’-thing, but I tell him
again. He says ‘What an ugly name,’ turns arourd laaves. Shortly after, he comes back.
He asks me if | can give him affajor. | tell him | can’t since we’re going to eat lunsbon.
He becomes annoyed. He says | am saying no betaas#to say no. | say its not, | tell him

| also have to follow the rules, or else they itk me out, and | want to stay there as a
volunteer. He says | am being stupid, and leaves.

The children queue up outside the kitchen operonduinch at 12:00. There is always a lot of
action going on in the line. The children teasehaatber, try to open the window from outside
and get yelled at by the kitchen staff or the cowmtbrs. Esteban decides that he wants to
make out with Laura (15), and suddenly throws hifrefter her from behind. Normally she
shoves him away, but today she agrees. Estebdlroigeea her, and she is letting him, with her
eyes wide open and a look on her face saying lgdt,get it over and done with.” Laura is a
tough girl; she does not take crap from anyone. ®hbeer children find her a little
unpredictable, never knowing when she might expl@lee often has problems at CAINA

Then again, frequently, she approaches the diffe@ordinators, to ask for a hug.

The children receive their food through the kitclopening and find themselves a seat at one
of the tables. Water and bread has been put cait #te tables. The children often sit with
their friends, or next to a coordinator they likénere is always at least one coordinator or
volunteer at each table. | am sitting with Juan Batéban, another volunteer and some other
boys today. Esteban and | talk about living on dtreets. | ask him if there are any good
things about living on the streets, or if it's b#id. He tells me there are some good things, for
example that no one tells you what to do, how tohale, where to go, things like that. He
likes that. Juan is leaning over his plate, eaty quickly, throwing the food into his mouth.
Esteban gets annoyed and tells him to slow downngdhat it looks bad when he throws it
in like that. Juan ignores him. The coordinatolstbim to be careful, not to eat so quickly
because he might feel sick afterwards. Juan doewanat to hear it, and keeps throwing food
into his mouth, before going back to the openingeba fill-up. He is soon back at the table
and eats another portion, just as fast. Suddenlget® up, his chair falls backwards, and he
runs from the table into the bathroom. After someethe comes back, exhausted. It all came
in return.
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After lunch, most of the children leave after gnegtthe coordinators goodbye. Pablo, Leo,
Esteban and the other children come up to me behmg leave to kiss me goodbye. We
exchange pleasantries: ‘see you later’ and ‘gocH’ I(suertg. The clock reaches 13:00 and
the coordinators get together in the meeting ropstairs to discuss the day. Sometimes they

have workshops after lunch as well, but not todayall the children leave at this point.

*kkkkk

The reader might be left with an impression of CAlNeing something like an after-school-
activity institution. In a way, it is. Only, the ithren attending this institution are children
who live hard and brutal lives on the street. Thg dentre is a place for them to relax and to
be stimulated, as well as providing them with theEisic needs and an escape from street life.
CAINA is an important place for the street childi@nBuenos Aires, but it is also used as
only one out of several places the children spaed time. The next chapter will speak more
about what the children do in the street contexwill deal the children’s psychological
adaptation to street life and the many hardshipg &mcounter on the streets.
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Chapter 4 The ‘brutal freedom’ of street life

This chapter will set focus on processes of adepieb street life, as these processes are
essential for street life survival. Street childselpackgrounds are of importance in this regard,;
due to an earlyrainedindependence street children have developed ahtwsgs’ prior to
street life (Aptekar 1991, 1994, Schepher-Hughe$ Sargent 1998). This ‘toughness’ is
necessary for urban survival, and without it thedcan probably wouldn’t have left home in
the first placeHowever, when the children turn to the street theg¢ themselves in a new
setting in which they face new challenges and dangend these new experiences has an
effect on the children’s ways of thinking. | willrgue that the children go through
psychological processes of adaptation in ordeofeavith, make sense out afydin order

to justify (the negative aspects of) street lifeiry) ‘tough’ makes street life more manageable
and has a ‘modifying’ effect on the children’s idg#famorality. Through seeing the street as a
social field to which particular forms of capitalearequired, and through emphasising the
process of accumulating (street) capital, | ardwa the children’s adaptation to street life
leads to an alteration of habitus. The above meatidtoughness’ is part of the street habitus,
and as will be dealt with in the next chaptersitalso linked to the notion @guante(see
chapter one).

The children’s backgrounds

Argentina’s economic situation in the last decabas been unstable, resulting in several
economic crises and an evermore stratified sockgyween 1983 and 1991, the shantytown
population in the capital of Buenos Aires increabgd300% (from 12,500 to 50,900), and
since then the numbers have increased continugqéslyero 2000:104). The number of
shantytown dwellers in the province surrounding ttepital is equally overwhelming,
counting 300,000 in 1981 (Auyero 2000:104). Sintylapoverty rates in these same areas
have skyrocketed; in the capital of Buenos Airesmfr1993 to 1996, poverty (those living
below the poverty line) increased from 16.9% t®24d, whereas in the province surrounding
the capital the numbers in the span of 15 yeam 1880 to 1995 increased form 11.5% to
25.8% (Auyero 2000:101). Following the continuedtable economic situation since then, in
particular after the economic crisis in 2001, thenbers grew tremendously. According to
Grimson and Kessler (2005) the percentage of pdviig below the poverty line in Buenos
Aires was heavily affected by the economic crisi2001; rising from 35.4% (in October
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2001) to 54.3% (in October 2002). The Argentineanidogist Javier Auyero (1999) has
done extensive research on the marginalizationrardased isolation of the Argentine slums,
squatter settlements and other poor neighbourhimottee Buenos Aires Province. Despite a
betterment of the infrastructure in these areas theelast decades, the experience of living in
the slum is pervaded with a feeling of hopelessaesksdespair. Previously, however, life in
the slum was experienced as a transitory phasetigthope of upward mobility, and despite
economic hardship and lack of basic material ne&ohship and friendship networks of
cooperation made life manageable. Life in the shlso provided entertainment in the form of
bars and dance places. Now, the slum is seen asgebus place. Drug traffic, violence and
unsafe conditions prevail. The lack of access hmaling, an exclusive labour market, and the
expanding presence of illicit activity in the foirwhdrug dealing, robberies, and violence, has
led to the Argentine slum population becoming mane more isolated from the better-off
Argentine population (Auyero 1999). The vast major{87,1%) of the street children

attending CAINA come from these precarious areaheérBuenos Aires provinéé.

The changing economic situation in Argentina at ¢he of the 20 century, as a result of
privatization measures, has not only led to a mse&nemployment, falling salaries and a
general rise in poverty, but according to Gelds(@&B07) also to a change in family structure.
The nuclear family structure previously dominant Amgentina has been transformed.
Geldstein points to a rising unemployment among ,na& a higher percentage of female
primary income earners, as decisive factors initleeeased formation of female headed
single-parent households (2007:552-4). Accordingh®® author, the dissatisfaction of this
change of roles may have lead some men to perfduttieay, violence, or simply leave the
household (2007:553). This data correlates with dhiédren’s backgrounds. According to
CAINA statistics, ‘domestic violence’ (39%) and @wmic situation’ (39%) are the two
most frequently mentioned reasons given by thelil for why they turn to the stré&tThe
following two reasons mentioned are ‘different fnaonflicts’ (26,8%) and ‘sudden deaths
of family members’ (17%). The children themselvpskse of families with numerous family
members and broken family ties; often the childhér would be absent and replaced by the

presence of a step-father. Maltreatment (in paercexecuted by their fathers or stepfathers)

4 CAINA statistics (2007). The remaining percentagjesw the following: 8,3% of the children came frtme
capital of Buenos Aires, 4,3% from the interiorAgfjentina and 0,4% from another country.

> CAINA statistics (January-October 2006) ‘Motive fehy the children turned to the street’ (repliesni the
50 children who attend CAINA with the highest freqay).
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and alcoholism were other frequently mentioned sdfiThe children’s backgrounds do vary
and their stories and reasons for entering striéetake peculiar, but some aspects are

repeatedly mentioned; in particular poverty, abarse parental negletf.

Romina (17) has 7 siblings, and she has lived erstieets for two years. She left home becausab@abused
by her step-father (her biological father left faenily 12 years ago). Romina never speaks of hethempbut

according to her journal at CAINA she is alive,itiy with the rest of the family in the provincesorRina has
told a lot of horrible (and at times conflictingoses about her step-father. Apart from the sexlmlse, she
claims that he killed her child some years backe Thordinators are unsure of how to deal with tteteges;

there are a lot of them, and Romina at times thllerging versions of the same episodes. Romimaésof the
‘toughest’ girls at CAINA.

Luana (16) left her family when she was 13 yeads 8he has 5 siblings whom live with her mother tather.
Luana left home due to a complicated family sitatiAt the time of her leaving, she had a miscggia
Without ever saying anything more about this, theneason to believe her father caused this pregnd.uana
says she was sexually abused and maltreated byheotfather and uncle, and that was why she lefttie
streets. After some time, Luana’s boyfriend told toordinators another secret of Luana’s pastplwogical
father is not the man she calls father, but helogioal grandfather.

Out of all the girls at CAINA, Maria (17) is the emwith the most street experience. Maria’s fatbaetdad, and
she says that she started sleeping rough due tmatheelationship she had with her uncle and stepfaShe has
been on the streets since she was 9. Maria hag, gian, had several family members on the streletsmother

stays with her from time to time, and her oldertbeo also lived with her on the streets some yback. Due to
a serious accident involving a train, however, &d ho possibility to fend for himself anymore, andved into

a home.4|g/|aria also has a two year old son; he stétissher or with a woman working as a maid withcama

adentra’

Santiago (17) left for the streets when he waséddrg/old, and he has lived in a couple of placekearcapital
since then; he now stays in a street not far froiN2\ together with three or four other boys. His tiner, step-
father (he does not know anything about his fatheept his first name) and 8 siblings all live fie tprovince,
except one brother who also stays on the streetsldds not remember the name of two of his yourgjelsbhg
as they were born a long time after he left fordtreets. His mother is now pregnant again. He baysft home
because he was severely beaten by his step-f&hartiago does not want to leave the street; hetbaysf he
goes home, his stepfather will kill him. Santiagis mever lived in a home, and he does not wanthereHe
has been incarcerated one time due to a robbergenitted two years ago.

Esteban (15) has been living on the streets foersyears, after his mother and stepfather dieglwie was 9
years old. Esteban left home due to an argumefadewith his brother concerning their late parehtsise.
Esteban has a ‘substitute’ family in a small cityside of Buenos Aires. He got to know this fanthyough a
friend on the street. He does not like to go thboeyever, because he says they make him ‘do thifhgkin’t

know what kind of things he is referring to).

6 Extreme poverty, extensive corporal punishmemnale headed households, the presence of step-parent
and/or family breakdown has been mentioned elsemagreasons for why children turn to the str&ss. e.g.
Evans (2004) on street children in Tanzania.

*" According to Scheper-Hughes (1998:23) parentsrealng their children in shantytowns (Brazil) sliboot
primarily be seen as 'perpetrators’ neglectingrtbhildren, but also as victims of social and podit processes.
Donna Goldstein (1998) similarly addresses thaktiea certain ‘logic’ to maltreatment, when infamts are
seen in relation to social and political circumsts Her informant, a single mother of 13 childfeat all hers
by blood) was “cruel in order to be kind” (Gold$tdi998:411). She saw harsh discipline as the onlyte raise
the children so that they would keep in line antlera up dead. Goldstein attempts to explain haw th
“necessity for a survival orientation contributesatmother’s rationalization of sometimes cruel andsual
behaviour” (1998:398). | include this informatianarder to stress the need to see maltreatmentantaxtual
light and on a structural leveiptintending to free parents from responsibility.

8 «Cama adentroliterally means 'bed inside.” Some work, espegiall maids in people’s homes, but
sometimes also in different shops, the employ@eagided a room with a bed.
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Juan (16) suffers from chronic malnutrition andKedive years younger than his age. He has a ntiran
injury and a neurological disorder, and he is ofteed when he is at CAINA. The children are nopsosed to
sleep at the day centre, but Juan often dozesaffe corner. Juan has been on the streets foyéiaes and he
stays with a group of boys in one of the streetthefcapital. Juan has been living in a coupleashés, but he
has not stayed for long in any of them. He hasoBhers and sisters, and they all live at home thiglir mother.
CAINA staff has been in touch with his mother ahé ¢ells them that despite their scarce resoustesjs able
to provide for them. She has told the coordinatioas she wants Juan to come home, that she lowear that
she does not understand why he leaves home diintiee Juan himself, however, says that in the pdmn he
has wanted to come home, his mother has alwaykttrisend him away. Juan was interned in hosgitasdme
time, some weeks ago, because he had taken adougé and passed out a sidewalk not far from CAlWhe
police had found him, and he had been sent to tadspifter some days he had managed to escapehbéut
police had found him again, and sent him back &phal. Juan did not want to see anybody from CAlile
he was interned. He was angry at everybody, anecedfy with CAINA staff, because they had not fdumnim a
home earlier. While in hospital, CAINA staff haddpein contact with his mother again. They were Wéth the
impression that she had the resources and thebgiigdo take care of Juan, but that she was ntarested in
him. She did not seem to care about him. After sbme he managed to escape from the hospital fos¢itond
time, and he was soon back at CAINA asking for yogh

All the children mentioned above come from homesaarcity, with the exception of Juan
(16). Juan’s mother might in fact have had the wesss to feed her children, but lack of care
was his greatest obstacle for returning home (aoegrto Juan himself and CAINA staff).
More often, however, extreme poverty was the oVelalerminant. Both Romina (17) and
Luana (16) spoke of domestic abuse as the reasomhip they left home, and in the girl’'s

case, the abuse was of a sexually brutal charaidtehese children tell of a brutal past.

Street children make a break with their backgroumdsn they turn to the street and they do
this in a twofold manner. First of all, they makeamscious break with their patterns of living
in the shantytowns. Despite that most of theseddml maintain sporadic contact with their
families and visit them from time to time, they dot live at home with their families
anymore (on a regular basis). Secondly, they alsakbout of the adult-child power relation
in that they leave home, escape their parent’srahrand become their own bosses. These
actions can be seen as manifestations of the ehikiragency. Using Bourdieu’s (2007)
terminology, it can be tempting to say that thddrken areheterodoxdissenters, breaking out
of the doxa of shantytowns. Doxa is the mechanism that represlevery established order
through a dialectic between the objective strustuard the agent’'s aspirations; a dialectic
resulting in undisputed and self-evident naturaths, i.e. knowledge which is “taken for
granted” (Bourdieu 2007:164). Doxa is of relevandthin the boundaries of each social field
(Wilken 2008:43), and is only ever disputed (ortitgh revealed) when competing discourses
are put forward in the ‘field of opinion’. Thesemapeting discourses can be seehetgrodox
discourses of opposition (or opinion) which may dieempted fought back witbrthodox

proposals, with the aim of restoring the ‘naturedey’ through a renewed naturalization of
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doxa (Bourdieu 2007:168-9). Orthodox and heterdaehiefs therefore imply an “awareness
and recognition of the possibility of differentamtagonistic beliefs” (Bourdieu 2007:164), or
said differently, these beliefs question the natarder of things. Street children’s movement
form the home to the street can in a way be seea &gterodox proposal; an action
guestioning the place of children by the childreeamiselves. However, considering the vast
amount of street children from the provinces wheehkeft home to stay on the streets of
Buenos Aires, the theory of street children asrbetex dissenters does not hold. The children
knowof the possibility of leaving home; many of theolidw either siblings or other children
from their neighbourhoods, into the street situaticeaving home is therefore not knowledge
which is ‘taken for granted’ in the shantytownseTdhildren’s upbringing in the shantytowns
(and their reasons for leaving) can, however, Ipktsaconstitute a brutal form of knowledge,
already a part of the children’s habitus. This klealge is what builds up a strength to leave
home and to cope with street life. Brutal knowledgealso something they are further

exposed to on the streets.

The street field

Seeing the street (life) as a social field is ulsefworder to grasp the distinctiveness of street
life. Through emphasising this distinctiveness;ah be separated from the life the children
lead in shantytowns before they enter street afe gxplained above) and from the life they
eventually enter whenl/if leaving street life (adl we explained in chapter six). Giving an
exact definition of what constitutes the ‘streeidi is challenging. A social field appears in
relation to empirical data and its boundaries arerne the field ceases to influence the
behaviour upon those within its range (Jenkins 1896 As will be argued below, the
children go through processes of adaptation wheeriaeg street life which modifies their
habitus and which makes them ‘do things they neéwaught they would do.” The children, as
will be argued, also act and behave differentl{hay gain street experience. This is the result
of a process of adjustment to the objective strestof street life; the result of a “dialectical
relationship between collective history inscribed abjective conditions and the habitus
inscribed in individuals” (Jenkins 1996:80).

Street life requires street capital. The longer ¢hédren stay on the streets and the more
street capital they possess, the better equippmddte to confront challenges on the street,
and at the same time (as will be dealt in followagpters), the harder it is to leave the street.

Social fields and forms of capital are mutually eleggant on each other. Within each field
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there is a struggle for power leading to a hieraadhsystem of power and status within this
same field (Terdiman 1987:808), because the diffesgents fight for, accumulate and
possess different levels of capital. As stresselieeahe struggles taking place in one field is
not the same struggle taking place in all fieldst Example, struggle for power within the
academic field might be related to academic pasiteducational background, amount of
publishing of books and articles, whereas in theestfield, it might be related to e.g.
knowledge of the access to and use of drugs oave h criminal or violent reputation. These
gualities might elevate a person’s status on theeste.g. knowing how drugs work, what
they do to you and where to obtain them, not omegthe beholder control, but also gives
him/her status in relation to the other childrentlom streets who might want, but do not hold,
this knowledge. Similarly, having a violent repugat might avenge eventual assaults out of
respect or out of fear for the person. An agensstiom in a social field is determined by two
factors; the overall volume of capital s/he possesmnd the composition of the capital s/he
possesses (Bourdieu 1985:724). These factors ecessarily related to experience; a
newcomer will have less embodied knowledge (stoagital), than a child who has been

living on the streets for a longer time.

Street capital is in particular related to Bourdcsenotion of cultural capital, i.e. legitimate
knowledge (e.g. competency, education) of some(derikins 1996:85). In street children’s
situation, legitimate knowledge is related to wisaheeded in order to manoeuvre within the
street field, both in terms of practical organiaatiof groups and shacks and in terms of
psychologically coping with the dangers and chaémof street life. Economic and social
capital of street life (as well as practical knogide, cultural capital) will be in focus in the
next chapter, whereas the psychological impachefdtreet setting, the toughening up and
getting street wise (being competent in the stse#ting) will be of focus in the following.
According to Sandberg and Pedersen, the cultupatataf the street should be callstieet
capital, because it is distinct form the cultural capgattrayed by Bourdieu in that it does not
contain the quality of conversion into cultural tapof other social fields (2006:82). Street
capital only makes sense in the street life settings a field-specific form of capital.
According to the authors, competency linked to arahactivity, drug use and violence can
elevate your street capital (Sandberg and Ped@@@6t83-84), and is thus what struggles in
the street field are about. As will be argued,etteapital is more than criminal activity, drug
use and violence. It is also the knowledge of howgdt goods, where to get goods, how to

find shelter and how to behave in a given settihmwyever, the street capital the children have
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acquired on the streets does not necessarily elélair status in the greater system of social
fields, it is not seen as legitimate knowledge he greater system of social fields, and is
therefore not easily convertible. In fact, embodstrket capital, when appearing in other
social fields, might become excluding and stigmagjz(as will be described below). This

difficulty of conversion (of cultural capital, i.estreet capital) across social fields helps

explain some of the challenges the children en@uwmen trying to leave the street field.

In the following, several negative aspects of stligewill be dealt with. However, it must be
mentioned that some aspects of street life wertgy@d as positive by the children. These
were in particular related to the possibility oftmbing money (which is harder in the
shantytowns because people have less of it tharkjre fact that they can spend the money
on themselves (on food, drugs or other things). iftli@l period on the streets was for some
of the children emphasised as exiting and full dvemtures, especially in terms of
experimenting with drugs. Thieeedomof street life was, however, mentioned as the most
valued aspect of street life. This is freedom dinated form; the children are frequently
exposed to dangers on the street and due to stiiiah and exclusion, not all areas of the
city are available to them. Some are taken advanbédpy other children or by adults on the
streets and some get involved in various forms ddiaions in order to cope with the
hardships of street life. This is freedom at thst@d the children’s safety and well-being, and
can therefore be characterized as brutal formesfdom’® The brutal aspects of street life and

how the children dealt with these will be in focaghe following.

Stigmatization

Observing the way children were treated when beggimthe streets or on the subte gave an
idea of the daily rejection the children were sabje. On several occasions | withessed small
children being completely ignored or hushed awagenvirying to approach passers-by. A
person’s identity is not created independent ofhleis surroundings, and the expressed
thoughts the ‘general public’ have towards stréefdcen probably influence the children’s
self image.According to a CAINA produced documentary, the ‘geh public’ has a polar
view of the street child population. On the oneeditey feel sorry for the children residing on

the streets. On the other side, if it comes tohmacfor their own money or if these children

9| thank my academic supervisor, John Andrew McNisr introducing me to the idea of the ‘brutaddom’
of street life.
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are to play with their own children, the pictureanbes. Street children evoke strong and
contradictory emotions, and are portrayed as bwiimvs and as perpetrators. City streets are
spaces ‘normally’ used for movement and transi{especially in large urban centres), and
are not seen as spaces that are adequate for. liMmggstreet is dirty and dangerous, and is
perceived as the opposite of home. The words ‘h@and’‘street’ (in Brazil, but could also be
true in an Argentinean context) are not just spatna social categories; they also contain
moral connotations (Scheper-Hughes and Hoffman B89, further separating those
‘pertaining’ to the two entities. In this contexhome children’ are the proper children of
substance and quality, whereas ‘street childrer’ @angerous and impersonal (Scheper-
Hughes and Hoffman 1998:360).

In the routines of everyday life, when people meéetsocial settings, people place
expectations and demands on others (Goffman 1986 person in front of you is different,
less desirable than the normatively accepted acipated, the person is reduced to a lesser
person who is stigmatized (Goffman 1986:3). Goffnliats three types of stigma, namely
physical deformities, blemishes of individual cldea (due to weakness, dishonesty,
treacherous beliefs turning individuals into adsliacmprisonment, homosexuals etc) and
tribal stigma (race, nation, religion — stigmatginvhole families through generations)
(1986:4). Street children can in a way be saidttobate all three stigmas, something that
makes it very hard for them to avoid stigmatizatidtany of the children, especially as they
gained street experience, looked like the ‘steq@ody’ street child, with ragged clothes, dirt
on their skin and a blurred look in their eyes &asgesult of drug use). Getting access to
showers was practically impossible for the childfeatside of CAINA), and they could go
for long periods without showering and changinglas. The street environment is dirty and
the children sleep and play on public floors, bescand on the ground. In addition, several of
the children had cuttings and beat marks on thaids. These were either self-inflicted, due
to fights with other children or a result of encters with the police. These visible marks
made them easier to identify, and therefore momglyea victim of stigmatization. The
(negative) feelings people have towards streetddml is connected to the next two points;
marks of individual character and the tribal stigiihe children were brought up in villas
miserias, suburbs of great poverty. Escaping fioireality is seen as practically impossible,
and children being brought up in these areas mm@way, trapped in these areas; it is a stigma
going through generations. Attached to this is stexeotypical image people hold of poor
people, and especially ‘desperate’ poor people. efay(2000) also speaks of the
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stigmatization the child population in Argentinestmantytowns experience from those living
outside these areas, and how the children are tasbding called villeros > and hegros.

Stigmatization is thus something the children atgected to also before they enter street life.

The children would attempt to emphasise or minimilzeir stigma in relation to what
situation they were in, and what they needed ort&hout of it. For example, when Cristian
went to the Tribunal to get another chance at stain a home (see chapter one), he took of
his cap and left it at CAINA. Cristian (and the odioators) felt that it would be better to
leave it behind, and that Cristian should try tegent himself as a ‘proper young man’ (not as
a ‘badboy’), so that the judge would get a goodramspion of him. Other times, however, the
children would actively play upon their stigma @&ereotypical image). This happened, in
particular, in situations where the children confeal passers-by asking for money. One of
the children who sometimes came to CAINA, a bowamiund 14 years, often spent his time
running around the day centre playing and jokinguad with the coordinators or the other
children. One day | saw him walking up to some pedp a café, asking for money, with a
very sad look upon his face and barely openingrfusth when speaking to people. He didn’t
see me at first, but when he did, there was a ahditange in appearance. He looked a little
surprised, and then smiled and asked me for aatigabefore he left. Portraying this ‘needy’
image enhances the possibility for financial amhifrpeople. The children thus actively used
strategies of under and over-communicating theigrisa’ in relation to specific situations.
Similarly, Davies (2008:313) reports how his inf@amts (street children in a rural town in
Kenya) also used strategies of communicating speaiiages of themselves. Through
reaffirming people’s stereotypes of them, the akitdactively used the stigma to make it
work for them. The children played upon the public’'s fehthe ‘street roamers,’ creating
“the myth, or threat, of an ability to act beyorite tcontrols of normal society” (Davies
2008:313). Sandberg and Pedersen (2006) similpadgls of this form of empowerment in
relation to the majority of their informants; a mamalized group of young, male African
immigrants selling hashish along the riverside &&iselva in Oslo. This group of adolescents
are excluded from the Norwegian society, all unaygdl and in lack of a support network
(some also without a residence permit). In the entar with buyers (especially when they
were rich Norwegian adolescents) this group of goomren have the possibility to reverse the
power relation for a split second; in this meetbeween ‘two worlds’ the ‘underdog’ is in

0 “Villeros is a derogatory term for the inhabitantsvifas miseriagwhich also is a derogatory term for
shantytowns).
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power. The adolescents have something the grolquydrs wants; and the location of the
sale is located in the ‘underdog’s’ territory. Tlgup of young men have learned how to
manipulate the situation and the image other pelogle of them. Through creating fear they
gain respect. Since they were already on the marfggociety, they used the margin in order
to obtain what they wanted and needed. This is qfaifte ‘street smarts’ of street children,

and can partake in explaining why street life carséen as attractive for street children.

The stigmatization the children experience fronirteerrounding, and the toughness of living
on the streets, are parts of what creates, or désnanstreet smart mentality. The following
section will describe how the children modifiedithdea of morality in order to adjust it to

their new life circumstances.

‘Never say never’

The children coming to CAINA have a clear underdiag of what is right and wrong, and
what is morally good and bad. Taking drugs andgoering criminal acts are seen as morally
wrong, but are still activities that are presentthie children’s daily lives. Not all of the
children partake in these activities, but overa#iyt are seen as acceptable traits of street life.
Their life situation can in a way be seen as prérgrthem from acting in accordance with
morality>* As noted by Scheper-Hughes and Hoffman (1998:3B@zilian street children
think that stealing is wrong, but they see it asaurnthat they do not have anything. The
unfairness of street life justifies criminal ber@awi. Hecht’'s (2000:154) informants similarly
see street life as ‘that life’ where you just h&velo things that are ‘no good,’ because as one
of his informant stated “If | don't steal, | doréat.” Some of the children did brag about drug
consumption and stealing. This was often relateste¢aling from tourists; they were seen as
packed with money and were therefore appropriatgets. Tourists were not only easier to
rob, they were also portrayed as having enough ynttaespare.” The children also bragged
about stealing cell-phones, selling them, and spenthe money on hotels, good food and
drugs/partyingMore often, however, crime and drugs were spokeutin a ‘matter-of-fact’
way. This was expressed as something that was esseny act for street survival, but not

something they were proud of (See also Scheper-¢$898).

We are talking about ways of obtaining money, andnJ(16) says he collects newspapers which he teells
people. He says that if he does this for a whikecan make a little sum of money. Esteban (15) baysan

*1 Javier Ayuero (1999) and Eliosa Martin (2004) sati the presence of drugs and crime invilas miserias
(shantytowns) of Buenos Aires, and how these aigttvare seen as a natural part of life in the tstamwns.
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make a lot more money in a day. ‘Doing what?’ ohéhe coordinators askCosas maldgbad stuff), Esteban
replies, smiling briefly. ‘What sort of bad stuffthie coordinator asks. ‘Drug-dealing,” Esteban arsw

Esteban speaks of drug-dealing as something badaththe same time he is not trying to
avoid the subject, nor is he embarrassed in anylwatalking about it. Drug-dealing is an
efficient way of making money, both in terms of Wwaffort and time. In a similar manner,

Julio speaks about robbery:

Julio (17) and | are eating lunch at CAINA | asknhf he works on the street, and he says no. haskhow he
obtains money, and he says he begs and opensotas. &arlier, | have been told that it is not efsythe older
boys to beg, as people will rather give money tallm more innocent-looking children, so | ask hfnit is
hard to obtain money that way. He says it is. | laisk if a lot of the children rob people. He asks ihl am
talking about him? If | meant him?, as if | was @giag him. Afraid | have crossed a line, | sayd dbt mean
him in particular, but that | have been told thalbbing is one of the ways some of the children iobtaoney.
Julio seems to enjoy that | am feeling a littlevois, and he wait a little before he tells me thatused to rob
people quite a lot before, but that he does nottihab much now. | ask if he robs people with orhaiit arms,
and he says he usemrma blanca(white weapon, knives etc). | ask him if peopkt gcared when he robs them,
and he says yes. | ask him if he robs specific [gedphe perhaps does not rob pretty girls? Hesday robs
anyone; men, women, young, old, he robs all of tHdemtells me that if you need money bad enough,jyst
have to do it.

Crime, drugs and violence are a part of everydiyih the areas the children come from
(villas miserias), and it is hard to say to whagjr@e the children have been directly part of
these activities before they turn to the streetweler, as Esteban tells me, he never thought

he would partake in criminal acts before he cantaécstreets.

In the literary workshops at CAINA the childrenexitbring up the topics of drugs and crime themselVeday,
the children are given papers with such phraséd wut. The paper reads: ‘In the future | want.td Most of
the children write that they want to stop doinggdrand stop stealimg.Esteban is not very interested in writing;
he rather draws a picture of a person with bremstlsa big penis. | ask him who it is, he saysnis. We joke
around for a while, and | ask him if he doesn’t ivenfill in the phrases. He agrees, but he wargstonwrite
them for him. | tell him I'm sure he can do it highis but he insists. If | don’t write, he will teéine paper into
pieces. We keep talking about street life and istgabnd he tells me that (in fact): “You can nesay never. |
said | would never steal or rob anyone, but | hav&o, you can never say never.”

The next section will go into a further discussamound the changes the children go through

when starting a life on the streets; changes afigend changing their habitus.

2 Whether the children wrote this because they thotigs was what the coordinators wanted them itewis
another question.
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‘Getting used to it’

A change in habitus is related to changes in theriex surroundings of the agent (Wilken
2008:38). When street children gain time and expee on the street, their behaviour,
thoughts and practice go through a transformatienan alteration in habitus. As mentioned,
however, adaptation to street life and consequehty alteration in habitus, happens faster
than that portrayed in Bourdieu’s theories. Whetties is due to them being children
(children adapt more easily to new surroundings @rallenges e.g. language acquisition), a
force of circumstance (if they don’t adapt, theyl wncounter greater obstacles) or because
they chose to be there (embracing the negative thighpositive), is hard to say. Whether
adaptation to street life should merely be consdarpart ofthe formation of the children’s
habitus, since it is a process taking place whike ¢hildren are of such a young age, is
another question. Seeing children as ‘adults in lilbeoming’ would suggest the latter,
whereas seeing children as complete human beingsldwperhaps not. In any case, the
children go through a transformation after entestrget life, and a visible change could be
detected in the children after a short amount ofetion the streets. In addition, the
coordinators always attempted to reach the childrgm little time on the streets, as it would

be easier to help them out of the street situation.

As mentioned above, street children have developetbughness’ prior to street life.
However, the children still had to adjust to thegkers and challenges of street life. ‘Getting
used to it’ Acustombrarsewas the way the children spoke about streetlifgptation. One of
the girls who were new to street life during myldigork, Celia (15), spoke a lot about the
process of ‘getting used to it.” As mentioned (sbapter one), she left home in order to be
with her boyfriend. She was not interested in m@hg to her family or in getting help to find
a home. She told me several times that she hagthirey she needed at home (her own room,
nice clothes etc.), but she was going to live andtreets to be with her boyfriend, because
they loved each other. As time passed, she toldlmoeat how she had tried to beg for money,
that she did not like it, but that she just hadéb used to it. Celia did perhaps have a distinct
starting point in relation to the great majoritizedeft for the streets to be with her boyfriend,
not because of domestic abuse and extreme powrigast, she never mentioned this to me).
However, like other children, she had to find a i@ynake sense of this new life situation,
which she saw as something that would eventuallppba, and further that time and

experience was what would get her there.
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A visible transformation could be detected in chald who were in the process of ‘getting
used to’ living on the streets. The children depebba more visible ‘toughness,’ not only on
the exterior (dress), but also corporally (behavi®peech and appearance). Celia (15) and
Alejandro (9) were two children | particularly olpged going through this transformation.
The two children had different ways of being antidbeng to begin with, and they were both
affected in their own ways by street life. Celiasweery cautious in the beginning; she often
sat quietly at one of the tables, observing theerotthildren and talking mostly to her
boyfriend. She spoke with a low voice, and seldaitiated contact with anyone. As time
passed, she became ‘harder.” She started comiting tday centre without her boyfriend, and
she was quicker to respond to people. She wastdésstive about her life, and instead of
talking to me or the other coordinators she woulkej around with some of the girls.
Alejandro was very energetic in the beginning. K8eduto run around at CAINA, joking and
playing with the coordinators, and he also usedotme and hug me all the time. After some
time, he became less happy and active, and hesp&st more and more time on the streets.
When he did come, he usually sat by himself or whih coordinators. These two children
were in the beginning phases of street life, amtigges for this reason, it was easier to detect a
clear transformation in their behaviour and appsa@aChange in the children’s appearance
and behaviour was made visible through the childreondies and language. The following
section will speak of the codes and conducts lasepertaining to the street child population
coming to CAINA.

Appearance, body and language

The degree of street experience was often reflantéte child’s way of being and behaving;
acting tough and not accepting crap from the otbermme a way of expressing themselves.
Individual children behave differently, but in geale the ‘hard-core’ children (according to
CAINA terminology, see chapter one) acted diffelkenbmpared to the new ones; they were
‘louder,” more ‘corporal’ and ‘violent’ in their l@viour, and they ended up in trouble more

frequently at the day centre.

One aspect was the expressed behaviour of ther@hjldnother was the visible marks on the
children’s bodies. Several of the children attegdBAINA had scars on their bodies. Some
were inflicted through arguments and fights withestchildren on the streets (or from their
pasts), but many had self-inflicted scars on theists (in particular).A coordinator at

CAINA explained to me the multiple reasons for wthg children would do this. At times,
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this form of self-inflicted cutting was done in erdto get out of 'a high’ (on drugs). Other
times it could be seen as an act of protest amdigren who were incarcerated, or as
something the children did in jail if they were &ssed by other cellmates, in order to get out
of the cell (move location). A final reason could the act of exchanging inner pain with
outer pain. Taking control over ones own body mmte of having a tangible and visible pain
instead of an inner and invisible suffering. Thisegior manifestation of pain can be read as a
coping mechanism where the children’s inner cotsflare dealt with practically. Some of the
children also had additional visible signs on tloelibs in the form of tattoos. Most of these
were letters of the child’s name or nickname, ameltwere often located on their hands,
fingers, and arms. To my knowledge, these tattoms mbt express a specific group
membership or a particular mark of street identity.

The children’s language was particular in that thesgd words pertaining to a so-called
‘prison language.’ This idiom contains words retate topics of power and domination,
punishment and hierarchy. The phragatdé mio’(my cat) is one of these. The person who
calls the othefgato mio’ is in position of authority to make the other perslo whatever he
wants, as his servant so to speak. Other wordsipery specifically to street life are words
related to drugdjashear(hallucinate) merca(paco) and to theft and the poli¢cga (shout of
alarm that the police is comindggncha (police vehicle) pungista(pick-pocketer)rastrero
(he who robs a friend) artthcer bondi(to fight). The children’s language, appearances a
bodies are parts of what constitutes them as apgrpart of what builds up their street

identities.

Conclusion

Becoming street wise is linked to the masteringstoéet life, when adaptation leads to a
harmony between the street field and street capita¢ children are all new to street life
(except those born on the street), and they altl tee'get used to’ living that life. The
challenges appearing for the children require H akd a will to adapt, both psychologically
(as shown above) and practically (as will be irufom the next chapter). Living on the streets
and experiencing hardships and maltreatment leatisetestablishment of street capital. The
children know well that not every act they do isrally right, but street life justifies this
behaviour. As will be argued in the next chaptber¢ are additional aspects of street life
adaptation; how the children practically organihemselves, how they provide for their

subsistence, and the usage of drugs; these fastedso street capital for street children.
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Chapter 5 Urban hunters and gatherers

Street children are unmistakably a part of the @mporary Argentinean society; they listen to
rap music, talk on msn and play computer games@nlike other children in the capital of
Buenos Aires’® They do, however, like several hunter-and gatsemerch as the Dobe
ju’hoansi of the Kalahari Desert and the Inuittbé arctic circumpolar region of North
America (and unlike other Argentinean children,exsally those pertaining to higher social
classes), inhabit territories that no one else svéBates 2005:68/75); territories considered
uninhabitable.As this chapter will illustrate, there are sevemademblances between this

human adaptive strategy and the life led by sthitren>*

Hunting and gathering, also called foraging, hasnbthe most dominant human adaptive
strategy in the course of human existence. Thiategy of adaptation is based on the
collecting of wild plants and roots, and on the tm of animals; in other words, effectively
using what the local environment has to offer. THerm of social organization, diet and
settlement patterns are adjusted to annual andrsgaftuctuations, much like street children
also must adapt to their changing environmentse lhlinters and gatherers, the children on
the streets if Buenos Aires organize themselves gnbups and actively construct units and
systems of protection, cooperation and support. stugal relevance of these groups must be
seen inaddition to the children’s familie® as the notion of ‘family’ is still important for
street children, despite the fact that they chdodeave theirs (both keeping in contact with
ones family and, for some, creating a family foeself). The children make use of a variety
of strategies for resource procurement; they devalthorough knowledge of the possibilities
present for them and learn where to obtain ressuacel services suiting their needs and
available resources (CAINA can be said to be onthe$e places). Another coping strategy
which can be viewed as an adaptive strategy isctimsumption of drugs. Drug-use is an

established part of street life and a widespreaigcamong street children. Taking drugs

%3 Hunter and gatherers do not live in isolation fritve larger society in the contemporary world eitfidie
information used in this chapter is based on gémexits of this ancient subsistence strategy,ateiming that
forager groups today still live strictly by thesarjicular traits. | use this data for illustratiperposes in order to
show how street children, much like hunters antey&rs, manoeuvre in an inhospitable habitat.

** Taylor and Hickey (2001) also mention the simfjalietween hunters and gatherers and street childre
Through they fieldwork on the ‘tunnel kids’ (strestildren) in the underground drainage tunnel coting the
Mexican and the U.S. borders, they began seeinghitdren less like a gang of children, and madke & “clan
of hunters and gatherers [...] finding a way to susvin a particularly harsh environment” (Taylor atidkey
2001:33). Tobias Hecht has also recognized thispemison (2007).

% In Davies (2008:315), the street children claigirtipeers on the street to be their families, degpiat most of
them had parental contact and that some alsoislepparental home at night.
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not only partake in creating a street child identiiut also work for other purposes; i.e. for
entertainment and also for keeping hardships, huagd the cold weather awain the
following, | will describe how street children’slssistence and survival strategies are shaped
by their local environments; how their adaptationstreet life also requires flexibility and

change, and how the children deal with this.

Resource procurement

Street children move around in their surroundingd teke, incorporate and use what the
street has to offer. After actively observing aedrhing from other children on the streets,
they develop a knowledge of how and where to obtadmey and resources. This knowledge
extends merely getting access to basic resouraeb, as food (and drugs); the children also
know which areas are preferable when searchinggdecific items and services. Leo (15), for
example, knew where to get the cheapest hairctdvim. He had his hair cut at one of the

train station markets, costing him 10 pesos. PH {old me that the best place to buy hair
dye was in a specific area, where these produdsless than half of the price in the city

centre. As mentioned (in chapter three), Silvi@ &isew where to get the pills she needed for
her abortion. In one of the train stations in toyau could find a variety of pills (on the black

market) for a lot less money than what you would ipaa pharmacy.

Street children, like hunter-gatherers, exploit tegources present in their habitat. The way
the Dobe Ju/’hoansi in the Kalahari Desert know nehe dig for roots or set up snares to
catch animals (Bates 2002:70), street children uer®s Aires know where to find food or
how to rob tourists for money. The children make o$ a range of techniques in order to
obtain what they need and want. Begging, robbieliing items (often gift-cards they have
bought or newspapers they have collected), opetairigdoors for money and washing car
windows, are some of the activities the childrenfqren in order to provide for their own
subsistence. A few boys also spoke of drug deadiega good way to make money.
Prostitution was never mentioned by the childrennfie), but the CAINA staff told me that
some of the children were involved in this. Sevetaldren also have connections on the
streets facilitating obtaining food and finding lage to stay; some are in contact with street
vendors and others have agreements with restayrastaurant staff putting out leftover food
outside the restaurants at night for the childreneat). Street children seldom have the
possibility to acquire large amounts of economienatterial capital, and if they do, it seldom

lasts long.
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Several researchers have emphasised street clsld@mntribution to the family income (see
e.g. Rizzini & Lusk 1995, Dallape 1996). The chéddrcoming to CAINA, however, mainly
work for their own subsistence. However, they alsvhying something with them when they
visit their families>® Several explanations were given (from the cootdirsi of why bringing

goods home was of such importance for the childrérst of all, the children might feel a
need to show their parents that they have thetwaldi contribute. Secondly, the children
might not want to be a burden to their parents wiety come home. Thirdly, the children
might feel that bringing something home is a dertratisn of survival skills; a way of

showing their parents that they have ‘done good.’

Social organization -Ranchadas

The form of social organization applied by groupsonters and gatherers is similar to the
way street children in Buenos Aires organize théwese Due to harsh environments with
scarce and highly dispersed resources, huntergathérers typically organize themselves in
small groups, often in camps with related familiealled bands), and the size of these groups
are limited to the supply of natural resourceshie particular areas (Bates 2005:63). Their
social organization is characterized by great ftyjdlexibility and equality; however, when
food resources are particularly scarce and theneglser competition for goods, disputes may
lead individuals and their families to move ap&@ates 2005:66). On the streets of Buenos
Aires, there is a constant scarcity of resourcemstant competition for goods, as well as
disputes between the individual members of group®s{ often concerning drugs or
maltreatment), lead to ranchadas frequently exmpgndand contracting. Contrary to
populations of hunter-gatherers, there is a cohstatrance of new members to the street

child population, resulting in further competititor goods.

The children’s form of social organization is theation ofranchadas A ranchada is, in
short, a group of children which is connected fmadicular area. These areas are more than
places the children sleep; they are areas wheré ohdiseir activities are performed. Most of
the children coming to CAINA are part of ranchad#dsch are located in three particular
areas (two train stations and a street). Theseplae representative for ranchadas in general,
i.e. areas of movement, with a lot of people (imtipalar tourists), shops and restaurants.

%% Similarly, when CAINA staff make family-visits witthe children, they always assist the child imgirg
something to their families, be it food or sweets.
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Hunters and gatherers tend to be nomadic, deperafintpe availability of resources and
annual and seasonal fluctuations as well as stoamg#ability and transportation systems
(Bates 2005:67). Street children are in a way ailsmadic’ since their ranchadas are only
semi-permanent. At times the children move, either alone or whle bther children in their
group. The children make use of the city in theatom of ranchadas. Some spend their time
at train or subte stations; others stay in parkgside public buildings or on pavements,
bridges, or parks. The children collect cardboatdstic, mattresses and other items in order
to create a cover from bad weather, or a shieldre¢ipg them from people walking by. In the
winter time, all the street children in Buenos Aideep in the subte and train stations, as it is

too cold to stay outside.

Children that have recently entered street lifeehdi¥ferent needs than those who have been
on the streets for a long time. The newcomers kaedledge and protection in order to learn
the survival strategies necessary for street liwigal. Old-timers, on their part, might need
or want younger children in their groups for vasaeasons. They might, on the one hand,
want younger children to beg for them, since smalleldren are said to have better luck
obtaining money that way. On the other hand, tlderothildren might feel an obligation to
protect the younger children, since they know @& ttangers these children are exposed to.
Others again might want continuity, to stay withimeir already established group, not

wanting new people to enter.

The children pair up with other children they meet the streets, either through earlier
friendships (or kinships) or through new acquaioésn Several of the children had siblings
who were also in the street situation. They did hotvever, always stay in the same ranchada
or know of the whereabouts of their siblings. Theugs are of different sizes; they range
from smaller groups of 5-6 to as much as 25 childtike larger groups generally had a larger
age-range than the smaller groups). Although thisie (I was told by CAINA staff), | met
three children claiming to stay alone on the streédthen asked about why they preferred to
stay alone, the answers were simply ‘I like it eett'lt is better, in case | meet a girl’ (for
romance) or ‘I don’t like groups.” The coordinatdr®ught that some children preferred to

stay alone because they did not want to be coattddl others. Leo (15) (see chapter three) is

57 Aptekar (1991) compares street children in Col@mhith the Qalander nomadic group in Pakistan éepto
find similarities in subsistence activities (as raatic entertainers) as well as in order to portheyremarkable
similarity in how these two groups were treatedhmjir respective societies.

63



one of the children who prefers staying alone andtreets. Leo is particular in relation to
many of the other children, in that he has goodnections with the security guards in the
train station where he stays. Seeing that secgtiyrds are seen as belonging to the same
‘group’ as police officers, some of the other cteld at CAINA (especially the ‘hard-core’

boys) had problems with accepting Leo (as one@hjhand he was often teased.

Reciprocity, the systematic sharing of foods anddgo is an important element in hunter and
gatherer groups (Bates 2005:63). These bonds ahghare crucial to some groups of hunter-
gatherers, as workload is scattered more ‘eveahyd, thus providing safety in times of need.
Sharing of goods is also an important aspect ofrimehadas. In addition, these groups
provide social and practical support, e.g. coopammat(in order to obtain resources),
friendships, as well as protection from dangersesehare some of the positive aspects of
staying in a group, and are perhaps somethinghihdren can not find elsewhere. The social

capital for street children in the street fields #nus their peers in their ranchadas.

In groups of hunters and gatherers, there is ntitutisnal power, although some members
will have more power than others (Bates 2005:66AINA staff told me that the larger
ranchadas always have a leader and that therdiiisrarchical order within these groufs.
Although | got the impression that there were sostreng personalities at CAINA, the
children never referred to any of the children fesirtleader (this might be explained by the
fact that | spoke more to children staying in serajroups where the hierarchy was less
visible or less functioning). It was clear that sowof the children had more authority than
others, but entire ranchadas were seldom togetheABNA (either because the children did
not want to come, or because they had been toljddateld not come all together by CAINA
staff).>® As stated, the larger ranchadas have a largerspge, and the members have a
varying degree of street experience. Maria (17pigs to a larger ranchada consisting of
around 25 children. For a while, Maria’s mothelysthin the group as well, but she left the
street to live in a house during my fieldwork. Mgsitwo year older brother also used to stay
in this ranchada, but he left to live in a homeg tlua serious accident that happened a couple

of years agoMaria is an authoritarian figure, and the otheldren seem to look up to her.

8 Amongst Davies’ (2008:316) informants there was keader, but there was no formal internal hieraioh

the group; the children rather followed the priteipf egalitarianism. In contrast, Aptekar (198B¢d in

Davies (2008), found a strong internal hierarchyagst his informants. Hierarchy in group composiidor
street children thus differ.

%9 Some children were not allowed to come to CAINgether in a group. When they all came to CAINA they
often ended up winding each other up, creating dilrm
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She was one of the toughest girls | met at CAINAJ her ranchada was one that several of
the newcomers joined as they entered street lifdhoAgh group membership can provide
protection and support, it can also provide theosfip; sometimes inclusion into a ranchada
becomes a danger in itself. Alejandro (9) and higher Raul (11) became part of Maria’s (17)
ranchada (when Raul came to the street some wdtksAdejandro). The two boys only
stayed with this group a couple of weeks. Alejansia that they were treated badly, were
stolen from and beaten by Maria, her mother (whenvgas with them) and the other children.
The brothers left and moved to a different area small park closer to CAINA where they

stayed for a while (before the move to the homectvhiirned out to be a negative experience).

According to Duschzatsky and Corea (2001:55), gsayxh as these (i.e. peer relationships)
should be seen as a sort of ‘brotherhoddatérnidad. It is not a replacement of the
traditional family model, but an alternative waysaicial organization; an emerging new and
possible model of reference, due to the symbokdficiency of the traditional family model.
Two factors are of importance in relation to theabshment of brotherhoods; the issue of
‘loyalty’ and of choice. For the children, protewti and loyalty in these ‘brotherhoods’ is
stronger than in their respective families. Congedly, breaking the rules set by the head of
the brotherhood (ranchada) is worse than breakiagules set by the head of the children’s
families (Duschzatsky & Corea 2001:56). As menttne the previous chapter, street
children in Buenos Aires use a distinct term iltashg the value of loyalty associated with
friendships, namely ‘he who robs a friendagtrero).®® Friends share what they have and
protect each other. However, friendships on theesérdo differ; some children say that they
have no friends (only acquaintances) and that anenot trust anyone on the streets. When |
asked Cristian (15) who wanted to leave streetdifd who was given a new chance by the
judge to stay in a home (chapter one), if he thinolig friends would miss him when he left
his ranchada, he was surprised at my questionskisdame sharply if | wanted him to live on
the street? Then he quickly added that it was notohlem. His attitude to his ranchada (a
group of boys he had stayed with for several yeaes divided in two; on the one side his
feelings towards his peers was strong since thdystayed together for a long time through
both good and hard times, and on the other, théterend he was on his own. Another factor
of importance in relation to the brotherhood is tesue of choice and authority. The
traditional family model automatically places pdeems the rule-makers and as those in

 The adjectiveastreromeans (someone who is) low, rotten or villainous.
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authority. In the ranchadas, however, the law iswimat the father (or mother) decides, but
rather what the ‘elected’ leader decides (Duschyatsd Corea 2001:57Children who
disagree with these rules might choose to movaatha&r, or create their own, ranchada (like
Alejandro and Raul). These brotherhoods (ranchadiad)the values that the peers follow
(especially the value @fguantg are constituted and created through experienasdizatsky
and Corea 2001:58); they appear in the interadbietwveen group members. Experience is
what separates old-timers from newcomers, and ereates a hierarchy (and a leader) within
the groupsAguante(mentioned in chapter one, in relation to pibes}the supreme value
transmitted in these brotherhoods, according tattikors (Duschzatsky and Corea 2001:58).
Aguante, as a value and a preferable individualagitar trait (in street life), is similar to what

| have previously termed ‘toughness’ (chapter foue) an important aspect of street habitus.

Despite the significance of ranchadas, howeverntt®n of family is still relevant to these
children. Even if they have left their familiesyill argue that both family contact and family

creation are factors of importance in their lives.

The importance of family

The children attending CAINA spoke about their fiesi in particular their mother and
siblings. Many of the children had sporadic contaith their families and went home from
time to time to visit thefi* When | asked the children if they were lookingwfard to seeing
their families, most of the children were not vesgthusiastic and often replied in an
indifferent way. However, this indifference alwagisanged when talking about their younger
siblings; playing with them was always mentionedsasnething positivé? According to
CAINA statistics, the children see their familieasrfy often. Out of the 50 children who
attend CAINA with the highest frequency, 42% hadrstheir family less than a week before
asked, and 38% had seen their family between a wedka month befof®.Alejandro (9)
and Raul (11), the two brothers with a short amaidiriime on the street, can shed a light on
the ambiguous feelings children have towards tpairents. As mentioned, the brothers
refused to go home or to have anything to do wWigirtparents, in particular their mother. The
boys said their mother beat them and they did reottwo hear of her when the coordinators

told them she had called CAINA in search of therowdver, they still called her from the

L CAINA staff made family visits to the childrerf®mes if the children wanted them to.

%2 Similarly, whenever (street) children brought thetildren and babies to CAINA, the other childveere
always excited to play with them.

83 CAINA statistics (January-February 2006)
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home on Mother's Day. Several of the children algote cards for their mothers in the
literary and art workshops for Mother's D&yOne of the girls wrote in her card that she
missed her mother and that she wanted to visitthérthat she couldn’t because she did not
have any money. This same girl broke down crying] savas comforted by one of the

coordinators. Familis of importance, despite the fact that the childreose to leave them.

Boyfriends and girlfriends was a constant topiccofiversation at CAINA® Many of the
children had boyfriends and girlfriends on the etisglike Celia, who started sleeping rough
in order to be with her boyfriend). Those who dmt have one, especially the older boys,
frequently told me how much they wanted one. Theaidf starting their own family and
having babies was something some of the girls diN®@Awvere interested in. CAINA statistics
show that the numbers of pregnant girls on theestnave increased from 6,3% in 2004 to
22,1% in 2007° Several girls became pregnant or gave birth dumygfieldwork (most of
whom were around 15 years old). For some, the afeereating a family was a way of
‘getting it together’; of creating a life for thesiges outside the street situation (either in a
suburb outside the capital, in a h8fedr in a home).These girls made out the highest
percentage of the children who made use of thetheatvices that CAINA provided. It was
also easier to help these young mothers financialterms of funding (from the government).
The girls eagerly spoke about getting ready foimgi\birth and preparing for it.

Some of the children, especially the older onesresh their ideas about child-rearing;
especially how they would never beat their childi®ne of the older boys told me about his
dreams for the future. He said that he had beenalhthe drugs he could get hold of before,
but that thanks to God, he had quit taking drugs.rtée was very content with his decision,
because he did not want his (future) children tpegdence the life he had lived. His parents
were alcoholics, and he was beaten on a regulas Ibafore he left for the streets. His
siblings still lived with his parents, and he thbughe situation at home had improved now

and that his siblings were better off than he heeihb He could, however, never go back. He

8 Whether these cards were sent or not, | do nowkhmany case, writing them and talking aboutrthedthers
with the coordinators seemed to be positive forcthigren.

% The children had a specific way of speaking alteir boyfriends and girlfriends, calling them ‘hasds’
(marido) and ‘wives/women'’rujer).

6 CAINA statistics (2007). These numbers are base@AINA statistics, and do therefore not represgiihe
children on the streets of Buenos Aires (only thoke come to CAINA). 44% of the girls who attended
CAINA in 2007 were pregnant or mothers.

" There are two kinds of hotels in Buenos Aires; enexpensive hotels for tourists, and hotels whetfon
more like shelters, with short leases and a low ren
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concluded that domestic violence was a problenthbaght it was the wrong way of raising
children, because it only lead to a vicious cia@buse. He said he would be a loving parent,
teaching his children to behave without maltreathem.

Not all the children, however, wanted to have bsbignwanted pregnancies were potential
problems for the children. As mentioned, since aboris prohibited by law in Argentina,
Silvia had to get pills on her own and take caréhefprocedure in secret (chapter three). Not
only could this be damaging for her health, butgbgchological impact was heavy as well.
Life is hard to begin with for these children angragnancy could further complicate street
life (let alone, not being a good starting point the child being born). CAINA staff
attempted to influence the children into thinkingoat protecting themselvés trying to

prevent that the children would end up in difficsituations.

Drug use

An activity characterizing street children’s dalife is the use of drugs. Among the children
coming to CAINA, the most commonly used drugs wpaeo (drug made out of cocaine
leftovers, see footnote 3 in chapter ongdrro (marihuana), alcohol and glue sniffing.
Although few of the children | spoke to would admmieéy smoked paco, the coordinators said
that it was a widespread drug among the childrée. dhildren would rather deny their use of

the drug, and rather emphasise the negative coesegs of paco and how dangerous it was.

Alejandro (9) asked me one day if | did drugs.ltlteim | didn’t, but he didn’t believe me. He sdid was sure |
did drugs. | asked him why, and he said laughiriight | had a ‘drug-face’céra de drogas | asked him if he
did drugs, and he told me he smoked marihuanariffdéd glue sometimes. | asked about what happémédn
when he sniffed glue, why he liked it? He told rhavas a weird and funny sensation; it was as ifdyies
wanted to go up, but at the same time that his heddorehead wanted to go down. | said, ‘what &paago?’,
and he told me he didn't use thaipt suerté (luckily). He said it was really addictive. Theéher boys laughed
at him, not believing a word of it.

CAINA staff distinguishes between the use and tliguse of drugs. Almost all the children

use drugs on a frequent basis, mostly glue andhoeama. Marihuana is thought of as a drug,
but not seen as that damaging. Stronger drugs thvese that made the children loose control
over themselves. Cristian (18), who wanted to getyafrom the street (chapter one), told me
about how he only smoked marihuana. He had quitgdtiie harder drugs when he felt ready
to leave the street. Other children who wantedobutreet life also tried to cut down on the

heavier drugs.

% During my time at CAINA, the staff hung up a congsupply machine in the bathrooms.
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The children portrayed drug use as something fuhextiting, especially in the beginning
phases of street life. Getting high made them fohgedships, and it made them do ‘crazy
things.” However, as they kept doing drugs ovesrayer period of time, and experienced the
downsides, it was not experienced as exciting amgnidoing drugs was also something the
children would do to keep hunger away, or to kdepdold away. It was easily accessible for
the children, and cheaper than fodd.

Introducing newcomers to drugs was the closesinect finding an initiation process for the
street children attending CAINZA. Experimenting with drugs, as well as running edsafor
older and more experienced street children, areaspects of street life that many newcomers

go through.

Conclusion

| have, through the two latest chapters, argued s$hr@et children psychologically and
practically adapt to street life. Child adaptatieads to the development of a street habitus
which, as will be argued in the following chapteray work as an obstacle in the process of
assisting street children. In this chapter | haliesen to present street children as urban
hunters and gatherers. Both the practical adaptaticstreet life, as well as the social aspect
of living in the street setting, shows how the dteh adjust to the local environment and
make use of the resources and possibilities tleapegsent. The children must be flexible in
groups and simultaneously strong on their own. Meee, the comparison gives an adequate
view of these children and their lives in that mdirectly underlines child agency, and
emphasises their creativity and competency. Furibeg, the following chapter will deal with
the street children and their encounter with CAINff at the day centre, and the issues

complicating assistance in relation to this enceunt

9 Leo (15) explained to me another positive side afihuana; that it cures cancer.

® Teigen (2008:104-5) reported that street childnetering street life in Boca Chica in the Domini¢epublic
were forced to have sexual intercourse with stragtdescents. This was a way of admitting the nevess into
a group of street children and of introducing therstreet life.
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Chapter 6 Why is it challenging to assist street gliren

As | have argued in the previous chapters, stréetdren go through practical and
psychological processes of adaptation when thegresireet life; processes which are
necessary for the child’s survival on the stre@tdgs acquired knowledge is valuable in the
street life setting, but can become a hindranaelation to leaving street life and adapting to
new surroundings (e.g. in homes). The child mayefioee experiencesceivingassistance as
challenging’* Simultaneously, one must take into account thelleges in providing
assistance for the coordinators who are tryingelp Btreet children. These are challenges of a
practical (lack of resources) and a psychologibakacter (ideas of what childhood should be
like). What we know is that there is a fairly lowcgess rate in terms of how many children
who return to the street after receiving assistaand, as | learned during my fieldwork, not
all street children want help to get out of striéfetin the first place. | wish to discuss why
there is such a low success rate. Why do the enlgrefer the street and its dangers over a

return home or living in an institutional home?

| will make use of Bourdieu’s (2007) theories thgbout this chapter in order to show that the
process of entering and leaving street life foeetrchildren can be seen as a movement
between social fields, and consequently as ana#iber in habitus. This alteration partly
explains why the children might experience difftez8 in receiving assistancegdesharmony
appears between the children’s habitus and thesoeval field they find themselves in. An
additional factor complicating the situation is thiference between the coordinators’ and the
children’s backgrounds, and consequently theireddffit (and, at times conflicting) actions,
thoughts and behaviours (i.e. habitus). | wantmpleasise that | do not want to create a larger
distance between these two groups than the (unavieid distance which already exists. |
argue that this distance is present, but | do serter to explain the challenge in the
encounternot seeing it as a challenge (completely) hinderingjstance. The relationships
between the children and the coordinators are tatitsthey vary from person to person and
they do not form two mutually exclusive categordégpeople. An acknowledgement of their
differences will explain the underlying mechanidimat | believe are present in any encounter

where a ‘less fortunate’ group of people are pregidassistance, and consequently

1| stress the active status of children despitegiie verb ‘to receive.’ | choose this verb beesitiillustrates
what the encounter (between street children anddamators) is based on; the main goal of CAINAdgiive the
children assistance and help them out of strest lif
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subordinated, by a ‘more fortunate’ group of peofilés a complex picture, but through this

chapter, my intent is that the logic behind thegedacies will appear.

Perhaps somewhat unexpectedly, | will use comperatieoretical and ethnographic material
of a slightly different topic, i.e. of refugeeschoose to make this comparison despite its
apparent incoherence, a refugee being ‘a person halsobeen forced to leave their (sic)
country in order to escape war, persecution, ourahtlisaster’® Street children can hardly
be placed easily into this definition. Howeverpife compares these two life situations on a
somewhat different level, placing the focus on éseaping from an unwanted life situation,
several resemblances do appear. My inspirationmi@king this comparison is based on the
writings and theoretical positioning of John Knuadg&991, 1995, 2005) and his work on
Vietnamese refugees (commonly referred to as ‘peaple’); their flight and their long and
complicated road to (anith) exile (in Norway). Even though Knudsen’s work amrgearch
take place in a completely different contextuatisgt(with specific actors and their particular
subjective experiences) than my own, his ideasndgome respects make sense in relation to
street children in Buenos Aires. The main issuescahparison include the effects an
alteration in life circumstances has on a perseelirig a lack of control over the future, as
well as being in a position of subordination (pgsspecific reactions) in relation to another
group of persons attempting to help them (who imeoways have control over the
‘subordinate’ groups’ futures). Both street childrand refugees find themselves in new
surroundings where completely new and unfamiligneexations were pressed upon them;

expectations that with their acquired knowledgey tteuld not fulfil (Knudsen 2005:87).

” We want to compete with the street”

Countries with a high percentage of street childmentypically those facing serious economic
challenges, as well as containing highly stratitéed polarized populations. Poverty is a key
word in relation to the street child phenomenothalgh not the sole reason for the existence
of street children, it is an important partakingiga (Rizzini and Lusk 1995), it is partly a
reason for why the numbers keeps growing, and kd&shown, a contributing factor to the
lack of success in assisting this populatidingentina is a country of wealth, but also of
extreme poverty. The rise in the numbers of stceddren in the 1980s and 90s alerted the
government and resulted in the establishment oéraéwnstitutions attempting to assist this

2 http://www.askoxford.com/concise oed/orexxfugee®viek Accessed 10.06.08.
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population (CAINA being one of these). In my vielwe government has attempted to form a
good foundation for trying to deal with this profieas they try to reach the children from
different angles. Some of these institutions arecsuthe streets (such as the EM), whereas
others are providing services the children theneseivant and are for this reason places the
children actively seek out themselves (such asrGibd CAINA). In addition, the different
institutions have the possibility to be in contadth each other to exchange informatidn.
Most importantly however, the government realizkat tthey must attempt to reach the
children on their own terms. The quot®/é want to compete with the streét reflects the
recognition that street children are active subjemhd that the children must view the
governmental programs as a better alternative taaet life, and choose to participate in
them. Unfortunately, however, there seems to bamlgtween (governmental) theory and

practice.

Some of the main problems for the coordinatorsheirtwork are that there are not enough
resources; i.e. not enough money and not enougle$idrBome years ago, the children could
visit and consider different homes, meet the pewglking there and the children living there,
before deciding to stay.The children do not have this option anymore:hiéyt are lucky
enough to find an available place, they have tejictt (the alternative would be no home at
all). An even worse consequence of this lack of & that when children who want out of
street life and who ask for assistance to find mdgespecially boys around 15-18 yedfs),
are told by coordinators to be patient and waitl ihére is an opening. Their main aim is to
provide the children with an alternative to strifet and if the child finally wants out and is
willing to give a place a chance, they have tdhiet/her down. This is hard to deal with for
the staff, as the whole point of their endeavowsnss lost. Another point relates to the
frequency of trade union disagreements. Severastiduring my stay at CAINA there were

strikes, and consequently the children met clogedsd In addition, the day centre was closed

3 Information exchange did happen at times, but rabste time during my fieldwork, trade union
disagreements (within institutions and between fheut a damper on this type of cooperation.

™ ‘Queremos competir con la call@hrase from the Buenos Aires governmental wefepaunder the section
for the General Directorate of Childhood and Adoéese, and their particular work with street clatgr
http://www.buenosaires.gov.ar/areas/des socia#nirddolescencia/chicoscalle/?menu_id=19#s¢essed
21.01.08.

"5 During the latest years (at least) two homes tiees children were closed down. One was bad-fanisiy
and ‘old’ and the other went through a fire (in @iiwo children died). Despite the need for avéddinmes,
however, new ones have not been established.

® CAINA-produced documentary from 2005 (as wellr#feimation from CAINA staff).

" Boys between the ages 18-21 are in a specifidiffigult position, as they are not considered dteh or
adults. Homes for children are only accessiblecFoldren under the age of 18, and you have to bio 2k
permitted entrance in a home for adults. Therevarg few offers available to this group.
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on weekends and holidays. This was, however, gegitachoice made by the staff; they felt
that the centre not being open at all times woulevgnt a sense of dependence. When
CAINA was not an option, the staff hoped that thédren would go home to their families.
In other words, both due to circumstantial incideahd strategic choices, CAINA did not

provide a 100% stable offer to the children.

The CAINA staff is dedicated to their work. Accandi to individual staff members, they
differ from other altruistic institutions in the mé#al in that they see their work as exactly that;
work (in contrast to a calling)lhey have a personal interest in what they do,dealistic
motivation, but they stress a professional appr@azhthe necessity of separating work from
leisure (in order to keep it going). The wagesdberdinators receive are loffand many of
the coordinators at CAINA have two jobs in ordeststain what they felt was a decent life.
Working at the day centre is tiring, both mentalhd physically; having two jobs doubles the
constraints. Furthermore, the day centre is a ppho®nstant movement and the coordinators
face many challenges on an everyday basis. Iniaddihe psychological impact of working
with street children can be severe. The childrea tough lives and are constantly at risk on
the streets, and the coordinators must relateigaatid to the possibility of loosing children in
the procesé’ These incidents make the work even harder. Thedowators would normally
work 3-5 years at the day centre, and very fewestapnger than thd® When leaving
CAINA, however, most kept working with the sameitofeither administratively with street

children or doing other child-related work on wedfar education).

Different groups — different (coping) strategies

Both street children and the coordinators have kedge of each others ways of living (to a
larger or lesser degree). However, in many respdwg lived realities and ways of viewing
and experiencing the world are different due tartigecific backgrounds and experiences. In
order to sketch out the differences existing betwibe street children and the coordinators,

Bourdieu’s theories on social fields and habituaimgrove useful. My aim with this chapter

8 A worker at CAINA earned around 1000 pesos a m¢aitthe time, about 1700 NOK), depending on
workload and seniority. In contrast, the workerarabrphanage | also volunteered at earned 40(nh¢hmo

9 A coordinator at CAINA told me that three out ofif boys he had tied particularly close bonds watturing
his time at CAINA (4 years), had passed away orstieets. One of these boys had fallen asleepti@irarail
and had been run over by the train, the other Headl himself while he was staying in a home, amel third had
been killed by another boy on the streets.

8 Only one of the coordinators had stayed at CAlArhore than five years (whereas some of the people
working in maintenance had been working at theamtre since the opening in 1991).
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is to provide an understanding of the various factaffecting assistance, and the

distinctiveness and difference between these twopy are part of this understanding.

According to Bourdieu (1985:723-724), “the sociard can be represented as a space (with
several dimensions) constructed on the basis otiptes of differentiation or distribution
constituted by the set of properties active witthea social universe in question, i.e., capable
of conferring strength, power within that univeree, their holder.” The agent’s (or group of
agents’) position in the larger social space isngef by her/his position in the different social
fields, and furthermore, an agent’s position inogia field is determined by the overall
volumeof the capital s/he possesses, as well asdhgositionof her/his capital (Bourdieu
1985:724). The different forms of capital (economianaterial, cultural, social and symbolic)
are, as mentioned, what the agents within eaclalsbeid fight for. However, the struggles
are only relevant within each social field; whatisstake in one field is not necessarily the
same in another. Then again, some forms of cagitakelevant in various social fields and
may be legitimate and wanted capital within thgéarsocial space. Thus, these struggles, as
well as various agents accumulating and posses&rigus degrees of capital, leads to a
hierarchy of social fields within the social spaae well as a hierarchical relation between the

agents within each social field.

If one is to see e.g. the population of Buenos Aae a social space in which several social
fields can be found, one can say that the coordinatt CAINA, in terms of their volume and
composition of capital, are situated in a socialdfiof more power than street children. The
coordinators come from the middle class; they alleha higher education and a good job
(CAINA is considered a prestigious workplace imatigin to work with street children); they
possess cultural capital which is legitimate in beer society. Most of the coordinators,
although having two jobs and going through theinastruggles, live a fairly decent life (at
least compared to street children). The coordisatave accumulated corporal knowledge of
childhood through their own upbringing, as wellbaademic knowledge of childhood through
their higher education. All the coordinators haddemic backgrounds from sociology,
psychology, law or education, and they all hadriaa fknowledge of the CRC and the legal
aspects of child welfare. They have a clear idewludt they wish for the children attending
CAINA, and what childhood should be like for evemhild. However, without
underestimating the coordinators work and knowledgeish to point out that they lack

shared experience and embodied knowledge of sthéleiren’s lives. The coordinatofsave
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set foot in precarious areas and thHegve seen misery, but they have never lived in a
shantytown, nor been street children or lived andtreets as adults (to my knowledge). On
the other hand, however, the coordinators can dfferchildren something of importance.
CAINA staffs’ academic backgrounds provide the dimaitors with the language and codes
(e.g. the cultural capital of the juridical fieldgeded in order to interact with, and manoeuvre
within, the bureaucratic field. They have the apiéind possibility to give the children a voice
in social fields the children have no access tgparticular to social fields where power (in
terms of access to legal papers, health assistandegntrance to homes) is executed. One
example is Cristian (chapter one) who obtainedwhesmce with the judge, with the help of
CAINA staff. Had CAINA staff not opened these dodéws him, Cristian would perhaps still
be living on the streets.

Street children, on their side, have a less foteistarting point than the better-qibrtefid”
children, in terms of accumulating cultural (ecomomr symbolic) capital which is seen as
legitimate in the larger society (social spacepught up in areas where resources are few
and hardships are many, and where the entire pigruiare on the bottom of the hierarchical
power division in society; they manoeuvre withirs@cial field with limited possibility of
elevated status. The children lack a stable netwerk of the children have finished primary
school, they come from homes of scarce resourcdssaweral of the children have been
maltreated verbally, corporally or sexually. Whdreyt turn to the streets, they do not
experience a move of upward mobility. The childege further marginalized in the street
field.

CAINA is the institution where coordinators andestr children meet and the two groups are
there for different reasons. Simply put; one gr@uere to help, and the other to ‘be helped.’
The reason behind the existence of this institut®rlear to both coordinators and street
children. Consequently, if both sides are awarthefpremises the encounter is based on, why
does this encounter not lead to more children reathe street? Do the children merely take
advantage of the day centre and use it for whas wvorth? Can this, in any case, be
considered negative, or only understandable? | metlirn to these questions further down.
First, however, in order to illustrate the mechargsand strategies that take place in the direct
encounter between street children and the coowtimahe following section will make use of

8. The population of Buenos Aires are calfettefios
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Knudsen’s (1991, 1995) theories and empirical deden his fieldwork with Viethamese
refugees. The comparison relates to the ways the¢tschildren and refugees escape an
unwanted life situation, their strategies for sualiand coping in these new circumstances,
and the effect these strategies may have in theuaber with relief workers attempting to

help them. | begin with an explanation on the reasehind this comparison.

According to Daniel and Knudsen, “the event orcfetvents that triggers a person’s decision
to become a refugee is the radical disjunction betwthis person’s familiavay-of-beingin

the world and a new reality of the socio-politicadicumstances that not only threatens that
way-of-being but also forces one seethe world differently” (1995:1, orig. emphasisprF
refugees, these socio-political circumstances ae amd unbearable conditions which they
must flee from. For street children, the decisioieave home is generally a result of long-
term abusive conditions, but it often takes abinpidences (such as the death of a family
member or domestic fights) to trigger the childécidion to turn to the streets. They too flee,
as do refugees, from unbearable life circumstantéss escape from an unwanted life
situation leads to an alteration in life-ways, ihi@h the protagonists use different coping
strategies in order to deal with new challengesatagiies such as silence, withdrawal and

mistrust.

The need to control your life and your story, kngvithat you have little control over the
future and trying all you can to make it work touydoenefit; these are factors that bear
resemblance for both street children and refug@#bBough what is at stake for these two
groups are very different issues, both groups nusleeof similar coping mechanisms in order
to deal with hardships. Both coordinators and felierkers need street children and refugees
to open up and share information in order to hbkgm. Similarly, both street children and
refugees might attempt to hold back informationr Fee refugees, letting out wrong
information could mean destroying your chancesefarance into a third country, and thus
your entire future (Knudsen 2005:20). In additienjturally loaded ideas concerning the
sharing of personal information, and in particufmrsonal problems, collides with the
expectations and demands from the relief worker¥iétnam, information of this sort should
preferably be kept within the family or be sharathwelose friends (or kept within the person
him/herself); it should not be shared with a stean@nd certainly not with paid stranger).
Another issue of importance, however, is how séegan be seen as a language of pain,

especially pain of an existential character (Knud2605:161). Silence might be preferable
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because some things are just too hard to put iotolsvor because one has been struggling to
put these memories behind. Furthermore, perhaps tstrust the capacity of language to
express the feelings of pain and the painful” cattfone doubts another’'s capacity to
understand” (Knudsen 2005:161).

Knudsen stresses that words become less importagh whe professional and the refugee
share similar experiences, but that also in thésatens trust must be established before
information exchange can take place (2005:162).memntioned above, street children and
coordinators do not share similar experiencesacettient that the coordinators have lived on
the street, either as children or adults. Issuérust and silence are therefore of importance in
this context as well. The coordinators need thédcdm to open up in order to help them,
something that might diverge with the children’satdgies of coping. As mentioned in
chapter five, street children’s backgrounds artedilwith painful memories; abuse and
maltreatment are words characterizing their uplmggn the shantytowns. The children
escaped from this life and many do not want to gokb therefore, they might hold back
information so that the coordinators would not kntheir identities. Some of the children
were scared they would be sent back home or thabeess of return would be initiated.
Again, not sharing information from their pasts dietail, at least) was perhaps done because
these topics are too hard to talk about; silengghhfeel better than sharing. Furthermore, the
children might think that people would not undemstavhat they have gone through, or
perhaps the children were ashamed (e.g. in casssxafl abuse) or think that people would
not be able to deal with these stories. Cristidd) ($ee chapter one) for example, never spoke
in detail of hardships, his past or his dreamgHerfuture.

Cristian arrives in front of the opening to thecki#én. He leans his arms in the opening and we geedt other. |
ask him how he is, and he tells me he is not demgell. | ask why, and he mumbles, telling me thatpolice
beat him. He does not want to speak in detail aiolte does not want to explain to me why, or what
happened, but when | ask him if he did anythingpbefand, he says no. He just stands there lookimgea
wanting to communicate, but without saying anythintgll him that | think it is sad and wrong thtae police

just start beating children when they haven't dangthing. Cristian’s eyes become teary; he tellshmeyot
something in his eye, and leaves the opening.

Similarly, Facundo (16) never speaks of the trosilmehis life. Facundo and | used to spend a
good deal of time together the days he came tdagecentre. Facundo enjoyed doing puzzles,
and we often did that together. Facundo often hatlems finding matching pieces, so |

would place often place the pieces in strategicgdaon the table, so that he would find them

when he needed them. Despite the amount of timerf@acand | spent together, | do not
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know much about him. He was not very talkative, ared often used to do the puzzles in
silence. Despite this silence, Facundo enjoyecetnesments, and every time he came to the
day centre, he would ask me to come play game® @udzles with him. When | asked him
guestions, or attempted on small-talking with hire, would answer politely, but always in
short sentences and never in detail, especiallyconterning topics such as his past, his

dreams or hopes or his hardships on the street.

Facundo and | are doing puzzles. Somehow, we hatkimg about girlfriends, and Facundo tells mewsnts
one. Facundo is pessimistic about the possibifitgatting a girlfriend; he thinks that he is doon@tt that he
will never have one. | try to encourage him aditind tell him that he has all the time in the dpHe is still
young. He tells me it is his birthday shortly ahdtthe is turning 16. He does not see that agergsyoung. He
presents it as if having a girlfriend is the orthing he needs, but that it is impossible for hisjfahe world is
working against him. | ask him what he wants tofoiohis birthday, and he says that he won't do kimgf,
because he has no money. | tell him that therpaeaps things he can do without needing moneg,diing to
the ecological park? He asks me if he should goealo that place - on his birthday? He needs togba
girlfriend there, he says. | suggest taking hierfds, and perhaps his dream girl will stand thieréhe park,
waiting for him? He smiles a little, but says nathil ask him if he has any other wishes, aparhfeogirlfriend?
He waits a little before answering, and looks ot ithe air for a while. He says ‘I have a lot aéles...” The
sentence disappears in the air; he does not waalktanymore about that.

These strategies (of silence) hinder the ‘purpa$ehe encounter; street children’s coping
strategies works against the coordinators needtHer children to open up and share
information. Knudsen (1991, 1995) found that thason for the problematic relationship
between the Viethamese refugees (in detention e®naind the relief workers (employed
there) was the result of diverging strategies, aagthese, used by both parties. Both groups
based their strategies on expected responses agiliided assumptions, and the encounter
between the ‘therapeutic strategies’ of relief vesskand the ‘coping strategies’ of refugees
turned out to be a mismatch (2005:87-88). Both gsocontained their own ideas of how
interaction should be executed and of what kingexdple the other group were, based on an
image of ‘the other’ as a uniform group. Howe\aan, additional factor was the many roles
relief workers had, something that confused thageés as to how they should relate to this
group of people (Knudsen 1991). For the refugdes,lielpers’ were also the ‘controllers,’
something that complicated the possibility of caagpien. The groups ended up working
against each other, due to lack of understandirepoli others backgrounds and strategies. At
CAINA, a similar mismatch of strategies takes pldoethe same manner as relief personnel
in refugee camps, the coordinators work (and areepged by the children) both as helpers
and controllers. The children sometimes expresseative feelings towards the coordinators

when they felt they were acting like controllerfieTchildren disliked situations when people
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acted as if they were ‘above’ or ‘better than’ theand the children would react to these
incidents by calling the coordinator a ‘police offi.®? This particularly happened when a
tried to create order when things got out of hanalteen the children felt they received unjust
treatment. The negative relationship the childramehto the police is also reflected in the
general feeling towards this profession in the shtamns® Two of Auyero’s informants,
shantytown dwellers, had the following to say abiwt police: “You can't trust the police”
and “The [drug] dealers ... the police ... same thi@000:106). The children saw the police
as corrupt (as do the shantytown dwellers) whonaeeely ‘out to get them.” According to
CAINA staff, this notion is perhaps not far fromethruth. According to some of the
coordinators, the police might maltreat the chifidrneerely due to their appearance (looking
drugged, dirty or simply dark-skinnet).

The life-worlds of street children (in relation tisese refugees) are not to the same degree
controlled by outsiders. Street children are nacetl in detention centres or camps, unless
they have been caught or accused of something doypahce, in which they (by force) are
placed in institutions, jails or youth centres. 3&ehildren rather spend most of their time
moving around in the urban landscape of BuenossAarel are not under constant control by
their surroundings, in the same way as refugeegetantion camps. There are restrictions
though, but of a different form. Street childree ander a constant exposure to dangers on
the streets, and they experience exclusion anchatigation on a daily basis. However, the
children know that an eventual escape from stiée{if they want access to a home) would
depend on the help of others (or at least certdadifitate the transition). In that sense, their

potential futures are in the hands of strangerd,camtrolled by another group of people.

CAINA staff has years of experience in working withis population and they have a clear
understanding of the children; how to reach out eschmunicate with them, and in what
ways they differ from them. CAINA staff emphasibe individuality of the children, and try
to find the best possible way of helping each paldr child. Despite this effort and

knowledge, however, the coordinators’ efforts dd mbways pay off. The mismatch of

8 The children had tense feelings towards the potigen if this was not a frequent topic of conveesa In fact,
one of the volunteers | worked with told me thathlagl never heard the children complain about thiegd did,
however, on several occasions hear stories abeyddfice, and was given ‘evidence’ of their treatiria the
form of beating marks on some of the children’skisa&ee chapter three for an example of when loaksd a
police officer.

% Some of the coordinators also expressed theiugisin the police, characterizing their presersa dorce of
repression,’ in contrast to protecting their inhaibis.

8 The coordinators called this ‘portacién de calig’ arry, here: take away/remove due to face/jook
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strategies is a contributing factor to the diffiees of helping street children out of street life.
The following section will discuss the institutidrenallenges in the encounter, emphasising
on the one side what CAINA wishes to be and toatatie children, and on the other, how

this can be perceived by the children.

CAINA - purpose and consequence

The aim of CAINA is to (re)integrate street childreith their families or suburbs, and when
this is not an option, into homes. Individual staiembers expressed to me, on several
occasions, that their aim was not 'damage redugttbey did not want to make street life
easier for the children. However, the day centrghtninave this effect. CAINA is seen, by the
children, as a good place to be. It provides thitgschildren need and want (in addition to
being a possibility for them to leave street lifehmething that is illustrated by the high
number of children who come there each year (108itren in 2006f° At the same time,
CAINA is one out ofseveralplaces the children spend their tiffijerkan (2003:4-5) argues
that institutions for street children in Cartaggi@lombia) as places the children would
‘charge their batteries.” These institutions weseditemporarily for relaxation and for getting
a break from street life. | believe that the ingtdns (homes) in Buenos Aires are more than
‘battery chargers,’ without ruling out the possilgilthat some children used them as such. |
heard children speak more frequently of sheltpasgdores)as places they would use for this
purpose. CAINA might, however, be one of these gdate children would go to in order to

gain energy (both practical and emotional).

A topic of frequent conversation and concern at KAlas when the children brought their

younger siblings to the day centre (children fokamwtheir siblings to the street), or when

children living in areas nearby started cominghe tlay centre (children who lived at home
with their families and who skipped school to coamel play). The danger was that this could
lead not only to an increase in the number of sttkédren, but also to a higher percentage of
younger children on the streets. Realizing thatltimger the children are on the streets, the
harder it is to help them out of the street situatithe staff paid extra attention to these

children and tried to help them get in contact witkeir parents or other people in their

8 CAINA statistics. January-October 2006.

8 Ricardo Lucchini (1996) has written about the ality of locations street children alternate betwéamily,
school, closed institutions, assistance progratreetsetc.) and how this (not solely the street kxcation)
characterize street children’s lives.
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families, as early as possible. As the followingmyple shows, however, the efforts of the

coordinators are not always enough.

The two young sisters, Eloisa (7) and Mirna (9)ntimmed in chapter three, are a difficult pair afgyto assist
for the coordinators. Eloisa and Mirna has two pklsters with street experience (one at 16 whiohiefne two
years ago due to a pregnancy who now lives in agha@md the other at 12 who has live on the staea fittle
under a year) and a brother who partly works aartoeero and partly just stays on the streets. tioesisters
took the train by themselves from the province.ylWwere extremely lucky to find their sister in thege capital.
The CAINA staff did not let the children inside ttay centre at first, as they were hoping thakitie would go
back home if they did not allow them there. Howevlerough attempting to create a bond between itte and
their mother, they were let in now and then. Somes the girls were very tired at CAINA, and whekeaswhy,
they would say that they had been very drunk tlghtsi before. CAINA staff had been in contact witle t
mother of the girls, asking her to come in to tasenthat they could talk with her (and she with daughters),
but she could not come. Some days later, two o€tlmedinators went home with all three girls, thé hext day
Mirna and her older sister had left for the streggain. They were going out to buy something feirtparents,
but never came home again. Two days later, allettoethem came to CAINA. When they came, some
coordinators took the girls to a park nearby, briggsome food, to talk to them. Both girls told nih¢hat they
have lost the possibility to continue their schoglthis year, since they have been away from scimotiiree
months. Eloisa and Mirna say that they do not viariie home, they want to be with their older sisterthe
streets instead. The girls have not said anythbmytabuse in the home, but they like that they getnrmoney
on the streets. The coordinators think that boredbimme (to some degree) and poverty could beeifigons
for why the girls do not want to stay at home. Toerdinators who went with the girls to their hosagy that
there might be going on things there, even tholngly tlid not see it. During the family visit, thergats had
been annoyed and said ‘they will probably end kp their older sisters.’ It is a difficult case. DA staff
talked about how they could perhaps provide a cciorebetween the girls and their parents, sottiet do not
lose contact with them completely. They felt it vistter to have some contact, than that everytisiafpout the
street.

The coordinators are well aware of the asymmetpoaler relation between themselves and
the children. CAINA staff both underplays and ovays this gap. On the one side, they
attempt to create an egalitarian atmosphere witterfour walls of CAINA, placing focus on
the relationship with the children being one of &quof respect, and of mutual interaction.
They try to create an atmosphere where words candhsily; an area of openness, where the
distance between the adults and the children igtkesas possible. Furthermore, they stress
the necessity of not having too many adults arobotinot too few eithet’ On the other side,
the staff strives to present themselves as gooll e models, and at the same time, let the
children know that they can speak on behalf of tbhkeydren if they need it. The uneven
relationship is thus underlined in order to give thildren self esteem and a possibility to
open up and guide their future in the directiorythvant, with the help of CAINA staff. At the
same time, this gap is underplayed in order tobéistean open atmosphere for interaction

and well-being.

8 There would never be more than three volunteettseasame time at CAINA.
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In order for the day centre to function to its ésll potential, there are some rules that the
children need to follow; no drugs, no fighting anave respect for one another. At a day
centre such as CAINA, where between 40 and 50 remldome on a daily basis, some order
is required. The coordinators are the ones who enmire that the children follow these rules,
and who must react and sanction the childrengiy threak them. Incidents of rule-breaking at
CAINA happened frequently. The children were wellage of the rules and potential
consequences of rule-breaking, but they often detbte limits of these rules (the same way
that the children knew that criminal activity waonally wrong, but did them anyway, as
shown in chapter four). More often these incidemtse harmless (like smoking while sitting
at the tables), whereas other times they were ofoge serious character (like smoking
marihuana in the bathrooms, stealing items or hgriomebody}® If caught, the children
might loose access to the day centre for a peridoine@, depending on the seriousness of the
act. These rules of behaviour not only exist ireotd make the day centre function properly;

they also work to show the children alternative svafbehaviour and communicatith.

The children coming to CAINA compose a marginalizgdup in the Argentinean society.
Not all public or private places are open to thamg CAINA is therefore thought to be an
area entitled for them in particular. However, pit¢oof discussion among the coordinators
was that sometimes they felt they were excludirgy dhes they wanted to include. Many
‘doors are locked’ for these children in societylamce CAINA is to be a place particularly
for street children, closing the door on the claldisent out the wrong message. In addition,
the door to CAINA was closed at all hours, and ardmator had to come and open it for the
children to enter. The door became an area of ictinfl border marking the inside from the
outside (and consequently, the included from theuebed). However, in order for the day
centre to be a functioning place, the coordinatgese forced to exclude particular children at

particular times.

Ramon (12) had been sent out of CAINA due to figiptivith a boy inside, and was outside the doorgirenon

it in fury, trying to get in. There was garbage myvehere in his proximity; he had found a bag ofbgaye and
thrown it around on the pavement. He had also br@kglass bottle, and he was standing with the irenef it

in his hands. He screamed that he wanted to beatndpkill the boy who was still inside, demandirg t
coordinator to open up the door. The situation wasse and he was trembling with anger. One of the
coordinators and | came back to CAINA while he \wtnding there, banging. We had accompanied Rir (
to the heath centre for a pregnancy test. The auatat tried to calm him down by talking to him,ing a calm

8 During my stay a camera, some money, some clathesjuggling balls’ were stolen from CAINA thereeve
also incidents when the children brought illega¢facts to the day centre, such as arms (knifeaamah).
8 CAINA documentary from 2005.
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and soft voice, but this did not seem to work. iPiteen told him to ‘quit it’, ‘calm down’, and ‘puhe bottle
away’, in a direct and somewhat condescending W#yought to myself that this would probably be first

time | would get hurt, while doing fieldwork. Anyinute now, he would explode, and start waving hiesa
uncontrollably, letting his anger out on us. Theation did, however, end smoothly. The door wasnep, and
we went inside, and another coordinator went oatgidspeak with Ramon.

The coordinators felt that they had to set an exarapthe children, making them realize that
disrespecting rules and ‘bad’ behaviour did notbgyounnoticed, and that there would be
consequences for their actions. Leaving these remladutside the doognd consequently

excluding them from the day centre (in additiorexplaining the children why they did this),
was one way to do this. The door could also hawthen function, however, namely that of

providing a sense of security for those insie.

Just before Christmas, a boy who hadn’t been ati#tyecentre that much, came to CAINA. He had ruayaw
from his family, and had no intention of going bduwkme. His family had been trying to find him, dnd sister
had shown up at CAINA, trying to get hold of himheShad been standing outside the doors of CAINAetitee
day, but he refused to see her. The CAINA staff aidlet her in, due to the boy'sluctance to see her. Out of
respect to him they left her out of the premises,they still tried to encourage him to speak widr, but with
no luck. After lunch, when the children left CAIN&je boy was desperate. He did not want to leaxee shis
sister was standing on the outside of the doohesoan upstairs. The door to the rooftop terradachvwas
normally closed, was open. He ran out the door @ret the roofs of the nearby buildings. Where theck
stopped, due to a crossing street, he jumped. Where a lot of old trees close to the street orptaement, and
he jumped on them, trying to ease the fall. Thentinas broke and the boy fell to the ground, withoss
injuries. His sister was scared, and came into G¥tdlcall her mother, and explain what had happeogdng.
The boy was in hospital for a long time.

Running a day centre for street children posesrabwhallenges, but despite setbacks (in
terms of children returning to the streets) andidalift episodes on an every day basis, the
coordinators know that the job they are doing ipantant. Even though the children do not
come every day, the day centre is an important gfattieir lives. Furthermore, even though
the day centre might unintentionally result in ‘dege reduction,” CAINA is not the reason
why children initially come to, or return to theestts (after living in institutional homes), or
why they hesitate on staying in homes to begin with will be shown in the following
section, there is an additional reason behind tha&lenges in assisting street children.
Keeping in mind the processes of adaptation thielrgm go through when entering street life
(chapter four and five), | will argue that thereasother logic behind the long lasting and
difficult process of leaving street life; namelizat what one is asking from these children is

yet another round of adaptation.

% Another security measure was having police offidgr the door. Some years ago, a group of oldes bithy-
20 years old), had broke into CAINA, carrying krev& hese boys had scared the children and staffeattn
up several staff members. The boys had been camiGINA, but were expelled from the premises aftes
incident.
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Adaptation revised

If one considers both the shantytowns, the stne@ttlae homes (the children enter after living
on the streets) as three different social fieldemshdifferent forms of capital are required in
order to master the expectations to behaviours gasier to understand the challenges that
appear for the children when leaving street lifepéeially those who have several years of
street experience). Since habitus needs time tptadad change, and since different social
fields require and shape different types of habitiie need to give children several chances
and the need to see these movements between digldstime-consuming process, is made
apparent. The coordinators at CAINA have realizbdpugh experience, the necessity of
giving the children time, and of making sure thddcheally wants out of street life, before
they try to help them.

An aspect we must return to is thheedomof street life. Even though dangers and diffiasti
appeared on the street, the children were in chafrgleeir own lives; they decided when to
get up in the morning, what to do during the ddythey wanted to sniff glue etc. This
freedom would be reduced when the child enterednaeh and often resulted in that children
who were fortunate to get entrance to a home wtadde after some time. Luana (16), for
example, left the first home she was staying ahbse she was not allowed privacy or to have
as much contact with her boyfriend as she wantede second home she stayed it gave her
the freedom she had lacked in the first home; & mare flexible and also provided her with
some leisure activities which she enjoyed partakinglowever, she also left this home, and
started sleeping rough on the streets again. Mdkeachildren attending CAINA had lived in

a couple of homes. Although some homes were sedretter than others, many children
ended up back on the streets after some time, thargh they liked the place they were
staying in. Like CAINA, homes for street childreave rules for behaviour that the children
must follow. After adapting to street life, beingpected to play by other rules was perhaps
too big a challenge. The children might feel trappethese places, since the freedom they so
highly valued was lost. Like a member of CAINA $tiafld me, when explaining why hardly
any of the children coming to CAINA lives in homé#;, you stay there, yowstay there.”
Another trait of these homes is that there is manr for the type of empowerment the

children might feel in the street setting (as exmd in chapter four).

Street capital thus turns out to be both a streagth a weakness for the children; it gives

them knowledge in the street setting, but set thmmok in other settings (especially in
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adapting to the wider society’'s rules). For compeeapurposes we will return to the
Vitenamese refugees (Knudsen 2005). Both stredédrehi (either the initial period of street
life or when entering a home after staying some time enstheet) and the Viethamese
refugees (after obtaining resettlement in Norwatgyieg in exile) realize that their
backgrounds and acquired skills are not of valudénnew life situation they find themselves
in. Said in other words; the new social settingi@dfield) and their acquired knowledge and
practical sense of code and conduct (habitus) ts‘inoharmony,” but out of sync. The
Vietnamese refugees found that their social backgtpand in particular the importance of
status in the Viethamese hierarchal class/casteraysvas not acknowledged at all in the new
setting. The refugees were placed together asigrgreup and given a common identity with
no recognition of their previous different statugasedless to say this was seen as a lot more
negative for the ones with a previous high stahas tthe ones with a lower one). A person
with less prestige in Vietnam had less ambitiousirii plans, plus an ‘automatic’ upward
social mobility when arriving in Norway (Knudsen (). Similarly, street children were,
after (mental and practical) street life adaptatiexpected to live by completely different
rules and regulations. The skills they had gainethe streets were perhaps not recognized in

this setting.

Seeing street life as a sort of limbo-state mightblpful in understanding the characteristics
of street life. The children do not want to go howieere they escaped from, do not want to
go to a home (has tried it many times before, arah éf they wanted to go, there might not
be any available places); and so, the street nlighierceived as the only option, even when
they do not really want to stay there either.

Alejandro (9) had not been on the street as lomg@st of the children | met at CAINA, but he hadgdhrough
a strong and visible transformation. He had beenggm and out of homes, and had perhaps lost folie
finding a place. He had been let down by the systaice, and would perhaps have greater probleastity

people who promised better conditions for him,Ha future. Since he did not come to CAINA that trextly

anymore and since he stayed alone on the streeias idifficult for CAINA staff to help him.

Esteban (15) and Santiago (17) both have yearsredtsexperience, and belong to hard-core groupsreét

children (especially Esteban). The older these lpgysthe harder it is for them to escape stréstliecause the
options they have decrease as they enter adulittbedges between 18-21 is especially difficulthey are not
considered children or adults). These boys have peet of the same ranchada for years, and doewhgo

present any strong desire to leave the streetapsrbecause they do not see it as an option ta them

As mentioned, Juan (16) in a way wants to go homdis$ family. However, Juan knows that despite his
mother’s expressed wishes to have him home, tleatiihute he comes home, she would want him to lease

a second choice, Juan wants to live in a homeCBUNA staff has problems finding a place for himiaf, due

to various illnesses should go to an institutiorerehhe can receive continuous observation, bubbe dot want
this. When he was interned in hospital, he usedyesiegance he had to escape. Juan is, in a way stutche
streets.
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Romina (17) and Luana (16) both have a historyeafial abuse in the home. Both are pregnant, aridvoant
to change their lives. For Luana, the prospectgacel; she and her boyfriend are both determinestiaid a new
life off the street, and they now have the finahaid to do it. Romina has greater difficultiesy heyfriend is in
jail and, according to CAINA staff, she is perhalps only person that can help him change his bigrse.

Conclusion

My aim with this chapter is to say that there igitdbehind why it can be challenging to assist
street children. This logic is based on a combamatf the children’s backgrounds, their
adaptation to street life, expectations for furtadaptation and the encounter between street
children and the coordinators. There are thus aitundé of factors influencing the issue of

helping street children out of street life.

Keeping in mind the two previous chapters, | ain@drgue that street children are active
agents, leaving their homes, and adapting to stifeetThe childhood the children leave
behind isnot the ideal nuclear family (chapter one) where mam dad work, and the
children go to school and play in the afternoone Thildren tell of brutal pasts, and even
though street life does not give the children dbiglegree of safety or a less brutal everyday
life, they still see some aspects of street lifpasitive. The attractive sides of street lifeglik
empowerment, access to money, independence an@ljkireedom, make it more difficult
for the children to settle down in homes. It wotlidrefore be naive to expect the children to
thankfully receive assistance and adapt easilyets fiames. However, many children want
out of street life, even if they have problems dajgting to new homes, and even if they have
escaped from several of these institutions in @m.dt is essential to understand that getting
in to and out of the street situation is a timestoning process, not something that happens
overnight. Many children move back and forth, betwé¢he home and the street, both when
entering and leaving street life (if they go backte).
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Chapter 7 Concluding remarks

The introductory examples of Alejandro and Cristeamed to illustrate a number of issues
that this thesis has gradually touched upon. Theywsthat street children’s lives are
particular and complex, and that their way in td aat of street life are not easy transitions;
both external and ‘internal’ factors complicate frecess. For example, children who want
out of street life and try to do things right maydf their efforts destroyed by external forces;
such as in Cristian’s case, when his only availapl&on of homes was one he didt want to

go to. Even though he really wanted out of stréetand tried hard to do everything right, he
was not given access to the life he wanted. Aties incident, Cristian stopped coming to
CAINA for a while. However, later on | was told lycoordinator that he changed his mind
and went to the home outside the capital afterTaié last | heard was that, two months later,
Cristian was still there. In the case of Alejandrosunderstandings and a badly functioning
home (or, in fact, a home not adequate for childveh street experience) led to his return to
the streets, despite his wishes to leave that T®o months later, nobody knew the
whereabouts of Alejandro. As explained in chapoeir fand five, both Alejandro and Cristian
(and the other children) learned how to make udbektreets to their own benefits. However,
these benefits made out only a fraction of thepegiences on the streets, and stigmatization
and bad treatment made out an extensive part af dadly lives. Cristian preferred not
talking in detail about these challenges, wherel@gaAdro was clear on his discontent with
street life from the beginning. In a short periddime, however, Alejandro had gone in and
out of two homes, and experienced things that obérgs appearance. He spoke briefly
about being maltreated by other children on theet¢rand he stayed more by himself. As
time passed, Alejandro stopped coming to the dayredrequently, and when he did, he was
not as talkative and playful as in the beginninghave (in chapter four) presented this

transformation as a change in habitus.

The day centre play an important part in the lifggghe children despite the fact the children
do not come everyday. For a group of children wie raarginal and excluded from many
aspects of the Argentinean society, it is goodliiem to know that there are places available
to them, as well as places that can help them bube street situation if they want to.
However, the children are not dependant on ingtitgtsuch as CAINA, simply because they
can not afford to be. On the one side, CAINA isyompen during day time and it does not

provide a 100% stable offer for the children. CAINAfurthermore only one out of several
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places the children spend their time (albeit anartgnt one). On the other side, the children
have learned that they must be strong and help gblees survive and this may result in

CAINA (involuntarily) functioning as ‘damage reduant.’

The coordinators had, as stressed earlier, a alight through approach to their work. They
stressed the necessity of listening to and helpich individual child on the child’'s own
premises, in the manner best suited in each cdmatr &im was to help the child away from
street life through ‘opening doors’ for them, buthiad to be done in accordance to the
individual child. Despite this aim of reintegratjdnreceived some interesting replies when |

asked two of the coordinators what they would hdmee if they were street children:

Before thereunion (daily meeting for the coordinators) one day, k &go of the coordinators what they would
have done if they were in the children’s shoeshdy were living on the streets. Would they wangtoto a
home? Both of them say it is a difficult questi@ne of the coordinators is a fairly new employe¢hat day
centre, but she has years of experience working stitet children. She has been working with thefeMsome
time, and has therefore met the children both erstheets as well as through various instituti®e is having
a hard time answering my question, unsure as td idrareply should be. After thinking for a whilshe says
that she doesn’t know what she would have done.ofier coordinator, with years of experience froAlTA,
says that she would probably not have wanted ®iliva home. She says that, of course, homes fegedit,
just like the children are different. What suitseashild might not suit another. But she would ptadpaot have
wanted to stay in a home.

After years of working with street children, these coordinators know of all the horrors
that can, and do, take place on the streets. Retip#, however, they would (hypothetically)
probably choose street life over living in a horfbkeir answers illustrate an important point.
Seeing that none of the coordinators have strieekperience, they still have some form of
understanding of the choices some of the childrakeneven if these choices go against what

they work for; that is, reintegration.

Knudsen'’s research on refugees (1991, 1995, 200S)rates factors that also play a part in
the challenges of assisting street children. Adwiifugees and relief workers, both street
children and coordinators bring forward their owdeas and strategies of coping with their
realities, something that can result in a mismaicttrategies, and potentially, to problems of
understanding and cooperation. If western ideasitatidldren and childhood (what children
want and need) forms mindset of people working sttieet children (also in a ‘non-western’
context due to the spread of the childhood ide&l}, be very difficult for street children to
live up to this image, simply because they nevewkit; they never had this ideal childhood.
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Using Bourdieu’s (2007) ‘theory of practice,” | lrmaimed to argue what consequences this
lack of common life experiences can have on theemer between these two groups. Due to
difference in backgrounds and experiences and beargbers of different social fields, street
children and coordinators have different thoughtd &eas on (street) life; i.e. different
habitus. Through seeing the street child phenomemoran abstract level, | have further
suggested that part of what complicates assistasnitet the children engage in movements
between social fields; from shantytowns to theedfr®o homes (or jail, or other institutions)
and perhaps back again. | have argued that whechilteen enter new external surroundings
(on the streets) they are consequently modifying producing a street habitus. A further
move to a home, especially if the child is not ctetely ready for it (and sometimes also
when the child feels like s/hs ready), leads to an imbalance between the nevalsieid
and the child’s (street) habitus.

The great majority of the children | encounteredCAtiNA chose to change their lives. The
children chose to leave their parents, chose toecmnCAINA, and chose to stay on the
streets or to leave the street situation. CAINAfs&alizes these issues; they take the children
seriously and acknowledge that the children haweatot to leave the street in order to initiate
any process on their behalf. As shown, not alladhiédren wanted out of street life. | have
argued that this can happen when the children treack several times to get out of street life
with no success, and if they do not want to retortheir family, they are stuck between bad
options; street life can be seen as the only viapten. Further, as illustrated, despite street

life brutality, some aspects of this life are attnze for the children.

Some might claim that | have given the children moach agency; that their street situation
was not only up to them, or perhaps that theirgecito leave home was not a real choice. |
have no aim to present the children as the onlgrasttheir lives. However, | have aimed to

show how the children responded to their circunttanby choosing between the options
present to them; staying home (receiving more wmeaitnent) or leaving for the streets. And
later on; staying on the streets (receiving maitneat, but experiencing a sense of freedom)
or entering a home (receive food and ‘safety,’ lbosing freedom and needing to commit to
rules). What then, some might ask, about the amldvho follow other children (siblings and

friends) to the street? For example Eloisa (7) Mimda (9), who left for the streets to be with

their older sisters? Was this act also a manifestatf agency? Eloisa and Mirna had several

siblings on the streets, and the two girls did dedo take the train by themselves to the
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capital of Buenos Aires to find them, without haysny guarantee that they would meet their
sisters there. However, in relation to the disarsn child agency, this is not the point.
Focusing on child agency does not mean that angragituation involving a child should be
considered equal to that of an adult e.g. in tesfi@sponsibilities. Neither does it imply that
children no longer are “dependant or vulnerablarig sense” or for example, drawn a bit far,
that children’s relationships with paedophiles ‘@guivalent and consensual” (Jenks 2004:6).
As Jenks stresses, “the idea of child as socialr attte idea of child as self-determining and
even the suggestion of childhood as a universaigoay are all analytical devices that have
done and continue to do their work. These are itex@al, descriptive constructs within some
correspondence theory of truth; they are, rathghly effective strategies for developing new
ways of seeing the world — that is, the world iniakhchildhood continues to become a
meaningful part” (2004:6). Furthermore, focusingatild agency, in my view, portrays more

accurately the children’s view of themselves arartown lives.

My last remarks are related to the front page tlhteon drawn by Raul (10). The image
shows a smiling child (Raul himself one would g)essying the following phrases through
speech bubblesPibe | was born on the street$;followed by another one saying “I don't
recommend it.” Child agency is peculiarly illusedtin this drawing, as the issue of choice is
presented in a somewhat contradictory fashion. Rae$ not ‘recommend’ anyone to be born
on the streets, implicating that he himself trieédnd that it was not a good choice. As we
know, people can not choose where they want todoe. lRaul could, however, choose to
leave the life on the street, and when he drewdfasiing he had left street life and lived in a
home (Piedra Libre). As mentioned in chapter dms tis not always an option to street
children. Choosing to stay in a home is one thgegting access to one is another. The street
child phenomenon, as this thesis has aimed to iexpl a complex one because these
children are caught between bad options. In additiee children are different; what suits one
child, might not suit another (as expressed by ¢berdinator in the above mentioned
example). Furthermore, as explained in the beggqmhthis chapter, even if the children
want out of street life, external factors or thsireet habitus might hinder their desires to
leave. Finally, the drawing illustrates in its oyeculiar way and in a subtle manner, the

hardships of street life.

%1 See chapter one for the meaning of the vyiibe:
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