SOCI 3045- Lecture 6
Thursday May 26th, 2011- Week 6B
Disaster Pornography – Rescuing Third World Children 
Agenda:
· Pathologising global Southern childhoods; 
· “Disaster pornography” and aid imagery; 
· The Ethiopian famine and the politics of the non-political; 
· Child sponsorship and “rescuing” children;
· Street children as social actors; 
· Mid-term exam distribution and discussion. 
*Childhoods in the Global South - the third work, underdeveloped work, etc. 
*Focusing on the way childhood has been betrayed 
Exporting Childhood:
· The hegemonic concept has been increased globally  “export of modern notions of childhood” – “third world children’s “rights” to be like us”
· Discourses related to child’s rights- to make the childhoods experience as normal, healthy, fun, and to have child’s rights
· Childhood that is not hegemonic are unnatural, unhealthy, abnormal and do not have child’s rights
· Pathological – something that circular, a circular logic – this global concept of childhood
· *Anything that differs from the Hegemonic concept is Pathological (different, deformed, diseased, etc) 
Global Southern Children at/as Risk:
· Children at risk: Global Southern childhoods are constructed as risky, seen as helpless, weak and 
Vulnerable
· Children as risk: Child soldiers – children who wont to kill, blood hungry, etc
· These constructions of “pathological” childhood are closely related to space “spatiality” etc. Refugee camps
· The “right”, “normal”, “natural” places for children are the home or school; 
· The “wrong”, “abnormal”, “unnatural” places for children are streets, factories, refugee camps etc. 
The Iconography of Emergency:
· Iconography of aid is used by humanitarian
· Iconography becomes the main information that we have about children in the South 
· Disaster Pornography: Using images of children in their vulnerable moments, exploiting peoples misfortune to make them self feel better, but not help the less fortune. It’s not in their backyard, so why should we care, etc. 
Disaster Pornography:
· refer to “the gruesome fascination with depicting, and commercially benefiting from people’s suffering and degradation” (p. 246)
· People become objects rather than subjects “available for use and consumption, with no regard for consent or participation”
Criticism of Disaster pornography:
1. Images with children who are suffering are passive and weak compared to the donor/saviour’s competence and strength
2. The child comes to symbolize the whole society – the whole society needs rescuing, the society becomes a risky place for the children
3. The image pathologies that the children need to be saved from their culture, parents, society, government which blames the larger structure  
4. Images tents to decontextualise the suffering the child is actually experiencing 
The Ethiopian Famine (shortage of food):
· 1983-1986
· Video Clip: CBC Famine 
· The video clip kept a lot of information hidden from the viewers (happened from the Cold War)
· Saying that they need out Western help
Causes of the Famine:
· Natural disaster (drought) but also a political cause as well
· Major cause of the suffering was from the Cold War – world was divided – two super powers
Ethiopian Governance and the Cold War:
· Ethiopia had been ruled by the Emperor Haile Selassie, who was a corrupt dictator supported by the West
· Socialist government was using hunger as an instrument or tool by killing livestock, etc. 
Famine and the Cold War:
· The U.S deliberately withheld then delayed food because the wanted to prove the socialist government was not working and secondly to prove that it was not good to go anti-American. The U.S also wanted them to over go their socialist government 
Aid and Famine:
· Despite known conditions for starvation, US aid to Ethiopia was cut from 8,172 metric tons in 1982 to zero metric tons in 1984
· 1984- 3,000 people died due to starvation
· The UN also slashed Ethiopia’s request for food every year between 1981 and 1984
· By 1985, 1 million people died of starvation
· These images of the children become popular and a change for help -“a hungry child knows no politics”
Children in the Famine:
· Images of suffering children ended up being effective for donations from wealthy countries
· Decontextualised children’s suffering from the political reasons for their suffering
· Is it fair to use these pictures of these people suffering?
· Is the Western Society desensitized to these images?
· The Western society picks the countries to photograph but will not photograph the children who are suffering in the Western society. 
Sponsor a child today:
· Images of children smiling are usually the images used for sponsorship 
· Usually from a 1st world to a 3rd world Country
· Advocates of child sponsorship argue that:
1. Contributes to development in the global South through community-based projects; 
2. Is a good fundraising tool because it gives a sense of intimacy to the donor, which leads to long-term financing; 
3. Can help educate donors about development issues;
Criticisms of Child Sponsorship:
· Critics of these programmes argue that child sponsorship:
1. Produces conflict within families and communities by singling out individual children for aid; 
2. Falsely divides children from families, rather than seeing children as part of a family; 
3. Infantalises and humiliates parents and adults by undermining their authority (parents feel humiliated not being able to support their child)
Quote:  An elderly parent stood up to speak… He questioned … why he could not buy things for his child himself with the sponsor’s money. 
	The project coordinator [replied]: “The sponsor looks to the needs of the child, not the needs of the family. ... The sponsor asks about the child. The parents may want a cart or oxen but [World Vision looks] to the needs of the child…. World Vision cares about the sponsor’s needs. ... When you keep on giving to people, they become lazy. It is better to teach someone to fish than to give them fish.” (Bornstein, 2001)
· Critics also argue that child sponsorship:
4. May pressure children to adopt religious or political beliefs of the agency; 
5. Obligates children to feel “grateful”; 
6. Singles out individuals for rescue rather than tackling larger structural problems, and discourages community action

7. Misleads sponsors who believe that a few dollars can completely transform a child’s life; 

8. Treats children as commodities for a “feel good” effect for wealthy donors; 

· Sponsorship is a complex rather than an “obvious” positive or negative  (Story of Albert)
Street Children:
· A street child is: 
· a boy or a girl who is under the age of 18 and who left his/her home environment, part time or permanently… and who spends most of his/her time unsupervised on the street as part of a subculture of children who live an unprotected communal life and who depend on themselves and on each other, and not on an adult for the provision of physical and emotional needs such as food, clothing, nurturance, direction and socialization (Schurink, 1993)
Children on/of the street:
· Children on the street: 75% of young people on the street, they have homes but go to the street to contribute to the household
· Children of the street: live on the street for survival, and do not have homes off the street
· Pathological childhoods – at risk and as risk children (not hegemonic childhoods)
· Street children – who are seen as both deprived and depraved – are portrayed as especially pathological and risky
Street Children as Risk:
· Un-socialized, wild, anti-social and dangerous – gambling, drugs, prostitution, etc 
· Street children are a problem but the idea of the children on the street goes again the hegemonic concept of childhood 
· Children on the street (young children and older children) have come to the idea of being a part of a gang, bad behaviour, etc. 
· Children on the street are seen “out of place” 
Street Children at Risk:
· Their concerns, perspectives, and interests are not taken seriously, which makes them more vulnerable
· Demonising children as risks justifies violence against them
· Example:  in Latin America, death squads target children for elimination to “cleanse” the streets
· Children at risk make the town feel dirty, risky, un-enjoyable 
Street Children as Social Actors:
· Street children are active agency 
· Children live on the street to prevent problems (structural, or personal)
· Macro-level problems:  The economy; the lack of housing, healthcare, and welfare measure;  widespread unemployment; and, rapid urbanisation shape experiences of children
· Poverty, induced by neoliberal restructuring (underdeveloped country wants to be developed), is the principal reason for turning to streets; 
· Meso-level problems (in between):  Breakdown or disintegration of family or community (abuse in the family, family breaks down,)  (usually because of the Macro level) 
· Micro-level problems: Personal feelings associated with macro- and meso- reasons; (the family is poor so I am going to leave so the family doesn’t have to feed me) 
· Children who live on the street are social agents 
Street Children and Active Agency:
· Street children develop:
1. Develop social organisations, community and leadership structures; 
2. Produce stable attachments to territory; 
3. Develop networks of support to help each other with food, goods, protection and support; 
4. Street children have been shown to be more intelligent, creative, independent, aware, responsible and resilient than children who are not associated with the streets; 
Structural versus Individual Change:
· Images of children tend to individualise approach to save one child at a time








