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ABSTRACT
STREET CHILDREN IN CHILE: SECOND CLASS CITIZENS IN MAKING

Guadalupe Salazar, MPH

This dissertation investigates the lived experience of marginalized, stigmatized,
and criminalized children and youth in Santiago de Chile. Documented are the
institutional, structural, symbolic and everyday violence(s) that directly and indirectly
impact street children, a category of children for whom society denies childhood and
imposes social suffering, on a daily basis.

Street Children in Chile: Second Class Citizens in Making illuminates
contradictions and boundaries street children constantly negotiate and redefine in order to
survive, such as “performing childhood” and using their bodies to earn money, to feel
pleasure, and to punish. This ethnography offers glimpses into street children’s
perceptions and engagement in activities that are undeniably destructive to their physical
and social being yet enable them to handle the humiliation and frustration of systematic
social indifference and invisibility. Engagement in illicit or pathologized activities, such
as crime, drug abuse, sexual activity and self-mutilation, are said by governmental
authorities to render street children “dangerous” and deviant individuals.

In order to survive, street children constantly and efficiently cross boundaries
between childhood and adulthood. Street children are child-adults who are not fully
children or adults. Consequently, street children occupy a liminal position within society,
for they are neither afforded the special protection given to children nor are they granted

the rights and legitimacy given to adult citizens. In contrast to “normative” children who



follow acceptable socialization paths to becoming desirable citizens, street children
follow non-desirable socialization paths and are therefore considered and treated as
“criminals in making.” Service agencies and state institutions designed to protect street
children, unwittingly propel them along a trajectory toward criminality. Institutional and
structural violence(s) that perversely promote children living on the streets are not
recognized instead street children are pathologized, labeled non-compliant and willfully
deviant, and therefore held responsible for their life circumstances. Citizenship rights are
applied unevenly to street children due to these characteristics, specifically they are
minors and not perceived as socially valuable. In essence, street children are made to

become second class citizens because of their supposedly deviant actions and lifestyle.
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Introduction

It is three in the afternoon on a pleasant spring day. The central
market is busy and colorful as people bustle about selling everything
under the sun from peanuts to bootleg copies of music CD's and books to
a wide array of stolen merchandise. I constantly scope this locale for
street children, the subjects of my research.

A man running toward me catches my attention. I quickly notice he
is running from a Carabinero, a policeman, who while running at top
speed, clumsily attempts to unholster his gun and aim at the man and
incidentally in my direction. The Carabinero catches the man about 10
feet from where I stand frozen in time and space witnessing the unfolding
of this event. First, the Carabinero handcuffs the man's hands behind his
back then hits him across the face with his hand. He then orders the man
to kneel and continues hitting his face as he searches his body. The
Carabinero finds a duffel bag inside the man’s shirt — apparently he just
stole this blue canvas bag. Again, the Carabinero beats on the kneeling
and handcuffed man who says to him, “You've caught me. Don't hit me
anymore.” This statement earns him a pistol-whipping to the back of the
head. The Carabinero orders the man to put his forehead to the ground

and repeatedly hits him on the back of the head with the butt of his gun. At
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this point, another man — apparently a plainclothes Carabinero — who is
also waving a gun about as he runs — joins the uniformed Carabinero and
they exchange a few undecipherable words. The plainclothes Carabinero
hits the man in the back of the head with the butt of his gun but not before
kicking him in the ribs. Bright red blood stains expand near the neckline of
the man’s white shirt as I watch horrified, not knowing what to do. I look
around me desperate for clues but only see citizens walking by without any

visible reaction, no one objects or says anything; no one looks twice. -

Seemingly, nothing extraordinary is occurring. Outraged, I want to yell at = -
the abusive Carabineros “Stop! You can’t do that!” but the sudden L
awareness that I am not in my country stops me. It is disorienting to g:f- e
realize I do not know my rights. I feel I have to do as the citizens do. =
Mechanically, my legs propel me forward and stunned I silently leave the N L
e
scene. I go home where 1 feel disgusted with myself for not saying or doing dgp
n’k"
4 S iagme Y
anything. Jin e
R

Upset by the violence and social inertia I witnessed as well as
ashamed by my own inaction, I speak with three Chilean friends, all in
their late 20’s, about the incident that evening. They are not surprised
when I describe the man being beaten unjustly.’ I ask, “What am I
supposed to do in situations like that?”’ The unanimous response is, ‘‘You

walk away. You don’t say anything. You just walk away.”

! Pilar, a good friend, countered this comment, “You’re not going to tell me things like that do not happen
in the United States! We always hear about racially motivated abuses.” She was right, abuses happen all the
time in the US but usually they happen under cover of night or they are supposed to be secret. They do not
tend to happen in broad daylight as did this incident. Furthermore, moral outrage is expressed when similar
incidents occur in the US because they are not supposed to happen.




This was the first disturbing event I would experience. In one brief moment, I was
gripped by all my fears concerning conducting fieldwork in a country whose history
included a repressive and violent dictatorship in the not too distant past. I chose to start
with this particular vignette for several reasons. I consider it my initial arrival scene to
my dissertation field site, Santiago de Chile, where I researched the lived experience of
street children. This vignette raises questions regarding civic, political and social rights
afforded to Chilean citizens by the State and captures the contradiction between theory
and practice with regard to human and individual rights. It suggests the safeguarding of
human and individual rights is a rhetoric that does not always translate into practice. This
vignette not only thrusts questions of authority, power and their active abuse into
prominence but also, given the immediate (non)reaction by pedestrians to the incident as
well as my friends’ tutoring on how to “react appropriately,” it questions societal
passivity, acceptance and individual resistance. Was the social passivity I witnessed a
lingering legacy of fear from Pinochet’s repressive and violent military dictatorship? An
instance where citizens “knew what not to know” (Taussig 1999)? Was social passivity a
reflection of fundamentalist morality and the assumption of guilt?

Perhaps most importantly, this vignette took on special significance as my
fieldwork progressed, because street children interacted with Carabineros on a regular
and sometimes daily basis. Far too frequently these encounters involved some form of
violence whether physical, psychological, emotional, or verbal, usually it was a
combination, both directed from Carabineros toward street children and vice versa.

Street children were subject to myriad abuses, some not unlike those the vignette




described. Belonging to the category “children” did not spare children living on the street
from being “the man” in the narrative above.

This dissertation “witnesses, critiques, and writes against violence, injustice, and
suffering” (Scheper-Hughes and Bourgois 2004:1) by addressing the multiple forms of
violence(s) that impacted and shaped the lived experience of and citizenship afforded to
street children in Santiago de Chile. It considers how civil society promoted and reacted
to these different violence(s) and, in turn, how street children resisted and internalized
them. An obvious but not always acknowledged consequence of direct and indirect
violence(s) to which street children were both passively exposed and in which they
actively participated was their social suffering. But not as apparent was how these
violence(s) impinged on street children’s citizenship by framing how civil society and the
state viewed and treated them as well as how they viewed and treated themselves.
Ultimately, this dissertation is about street children’s tenuous citizenship and rights due

to their positioning within society as minors, deviant, and undesirable.

Violence(s) and Street Children

Violence itself defies easy categorization. It can be everything and
nothing; legitimate or illegitimate; visible or invisible; necessary or
useless; senseless and gratuitous or utterly rational and strategic.
Revolutionary violence, community-based massacres, and state repression
are often painfully graphic and transparent. The everyday violence of
infant mortality, slow starvation, disease, despair, and humiliation that
destroys socially marginalized humans with even greater frequency are

usually invisible or misrecognized. (Scheper-Hughes and Bourgois
2004:2)
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Violence is generative, destructive, ubiquitous, inclement and indiscriminate; it is
responsible for immense misery and social suffering of individuals, populations and
nations (Scheper-Hughes and Bourgois 2004; Farmer 2003; Kleinman and Das 1997). It
exists and is propagated in various forms, i.e. direct (Bourgois 2001; 2002), structural
(Galtung 1969; Farmer 2003), symbolic (Bourdieu 1977; Bourdieu and Wacquant 1992),
and everyday (Scheper-Hughes 1992), as well as on distinct levels from individual and
personal scales to social and general arenas. But how can violence be understood?
Scheper-Hughes and Bourgois (2004) propose a “continuum of violence” to refer to the
“chains, spirals, and mirrors of violence” whereby violence reproduces itself
exponentially leaving a path of destruction in its wake. They suggest violence must be

'understood beyond its physical dimensions for its social and cultural dimensions are what
give violence meaning (2004:1). This proved to be especially true in my research with
street children in Santiago de Chile where I identified multiple violence(s): some were
obvious, visible and impacted their everyday lived experience while others were elusive

and I had to learn to see them yet they conditioned their future citizenship.

Street children were both active and passive agents in the violence(s)
characteristic of their lives; violence was routinized and normative in their lived
experience. It seemed direct and indirect violence(s) shaped their individual and social
behaviors, activities, and attitudes. Especially in early fieldnotes, ever-present violence in
its many forms seemed overwhelming and incomprehensible. Becoming familiar with the
lived experience of street children required that I witness, indirectly experience, and map
some of these routinized violence(s), processes that at times saturated and overburdened

my senses and sensitivities leaving me feeling distressed and impotent. Initially, I tried



distinguishing the different types of violence(s) I was witnessing — physical, emotional,

verbal, psychological — as well as identify the actors and targets involved — self-inflicted,

between street children, from street children toward citizens, from citizens toward street

children, from street children toward Carabineros and from Carabineros toward street

children. Although, violence(s) were obvious and permeate this dissertation, I was

reluctant to give violence a central position for fear of contributing to the stigmatization,

stereotyping or sensationalizing of street children. Not only was I risking the negative

consequences of “studying down” (Nader 1972), I was also studying children, a - )
disenfranchised category without a legitimate political voice. But reality was that :

violence(s) were central to the lived experience of street children in Santiago and not

addressing these violence(s) and how they impacted their lives would be a disservice to b
pws =0
the participants of this study who granted me entrée into their daily lives. My task, then, e

is not only to identify these multiple violence(s) but also to contextualize them.

The lived experience of street children in Santiago was embedded in multiple
forms of violence(s) ranging from mundane daily interactions (micro) to the social ,,' .

systems (macro) in place. These different forms of direct and indirect violence(s) were
damaging, destructive and brutal to street children whose bodies were assaulted and
harmed on a daily basis by individuals (including their own being via self destructive
activities), institutions, society and the state. Some violence(s) were readily discernable
as they were literally scripted on the bodies of street children, for instance self-mutilation
and drug abuse. Some overt violence(s) were directed toward society in the form of
assaults and muggings. Other violence(s) were subtle yet equally or perhaps more

damaging to their selves, such as blatant societal marginalization and rejection. While



some violence(s) were overt and aggressive such as beatings and rape, others were hidden
and passive, such as the internalization of and identification with social constructions of
“street children.”

How, then, did these multiple violence(s) impact the citizenship of street
children? I borrow Bourgois’ (2001; 2002) outline of four different yet interrelated types
of violence(s) — political, structural, symbolic and everyday — as a template to frame and
understand the lived experience of children living on the streets in Santiago de Chile.
These types of violence(s) individually and collectively created and reinforced
inequalities of power that characterized the daily lives of street children. Ultimately, I
suggest, these violence(s) negatively affect street children’s future citizenship.

Direct political: Targeted physical violence and terror administrated by

official authorities and those opposing it, such as military repression,

police torture and armed resistance. (Bourgois 2001).

Chile has a history of a repressive and authoritarian dictatorship that employed
targeted physical violence and terror to subdue the citizenry (Politzer 1989) and enforce a
neoliberal agenda but such political violence and repression was in the past. Still,
Carabineros’ continued to wield what seemed to be unchecked power as the introductory
vignette established. Similarly to “the man” in the vignette, Carabineros singled out
street children for excessive verbal and physical harassment and occasional beatings due
to their deviance from normative socialization and their re-categorization from children
into “criminals-in-making.” This harassment often occurred in broad daylight and in

public places, for instance, a service provider described an incident where she witnessed

a Carabinero trying to run down a street child with his motorcycle. She intervened by

21 was told by citizens and service agency workers that many of the Carabineros were trained during the
dictatorship.
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crossing the path just as the child ran by and obstructing the Carabinero’s path allowing
the child to jump onto a micro (bus) to escape. The Carabinero warned her, “No te metas
en lo que no te importa,” don’t meddle in something that is not your problem. While
street children did not suffer directly under the dictatorship, they experienced violence
associated with it such as abuse by Carabineros and possibly social inertia due to
lingering fear.

Structural: Chronic, historically-entrenched political-economic

oppression and social inequality and hierarchy ranging from exploitative

international terms of trade to abusive local conditions and high infant

mortality rates. Term brought into academic debates by Galtung (1969,

1975 in Bourgois 2001).

Structural violence impacted street children’s lives most saliently via the
economic violence, perpetuated by the neoliberal agenda imposed on the country by
Pinochet’s regime, which thrust them to the streets to survive. The term “structural
violence” was introduced by Galtung (1969) to define unintended violence perpetuated
by social structures that gave rise to social injustice (1969:171). Structural violence
indirectly harms individuals through existing social systems and the inequalities they
produce and promote. For instance, inequalities of power are reflected in class and social
stratification, gender relations, access to economic means, and discrimination. Structural
violence cannot be seen because it is indirect and immaterial, it cannot be blamed on a
sole person, but its effects are visible, direct and manifest on individuals, especially the
poor and marginalized. Medical anthropologists, such as Farmer (1992; 2003) have
endeavored to make known how structural violence affects the health and well-being of
poor, marginalized individuals.

Symbolic: Defined in Bourdieu’s (1977) work as the internalized
humiliations and legitimations of inequality and hierarchy ranging from



sexism to racism to intimate expressions of class power. It is “exercised

through cognition and misrecognition, knowledge and sentiment, with the

unwitting consent of the dominated” (Bourdieu 2001; see also Bourdieu

and Wacquant 1992: 162-173, 200-205 in Bourgois 2001).

Symbolic violence is insidious; “it is the violence which is exercised upon a social
agent with his or her complicity” (Bourdieu and Wacquant 1992:167). Although it is not
directly physically brutal is it extremely powerful. Bourdieu described symbolic violence
as a “soft” form of violence capable of doing what political and police violence can do
but more efficiently (Bourdieu and Wacquant 1992:166). Perhaps it is this “softness” that
renders symbolic violence difficult to identify as the violence(s) it perpetuates seemingly
originate within or from its subjects/objects. In a sense, symbolic violence was the
violence street children resisted most. They expressed outright anger and indignation
when faced with dominant and typically negative societal notions and assumptions of
their identity as “street children.” Despite their active resistance, street children
internalized social constructions of “street children” as criminal, deviant, and undesirable.
This “misrecognition” of social stigma and labels translated into symbolic violence as
street children identified with and, in a sense, accepted devalued and criminalized
identities.

Everyday: Daily practices and expressions of violence on a micro-

international level; interpersonal, domestic, and delinquent. Concept

adapted from Scheper-Hughes (1992, 1996) to focus on the individual

lived experience that normalizes petty brutalities and terror at the

community level and creates a commonsense or ethos of violence

(Bourgois, 2001).

Everyday violence was so pervasive it was not recognized as violence but simply

incorporated into daily routines as necessary for survival. Street culture is violent and not

surprisingly street children were immersed in “everyday violence” in essentially all



aspects of their lives. Interactions between street children were frequently of a violent
nature whether verbal, physical, emotional, or psychological. Interactions between them
and society at large were also violent; sometimes violence(s) were direct while others
were subtler such as the silent yet disapproving and judging glances that street children
learned to interpret so well. Rejection or exclusion from Casa de Acogida programs was
another form of violence with which they had to contend. Street child interactions with
Carabineros, or Pacos as they called them, were infused with violence(s) big and small.
Evidently, street children were recipients as well as active agents of different

types and levels of violence(s). Yet, society focused on visible violence(s), the type in

which street children actively engaged, while invisible violence(s) continued unnoticed

and unchecked. This biased social awareness of negative or criminal activities fed the e
o
social construction of street children as problems, which in turn criminalized and e,

impinged on their proto-citizenship.

Documenting the various violence(s) that impacted the lives of street children was
especially poignant due to the fact that they were children. Children, a category .
delineated by each society according to its own definition of age and societal agenda,
experience childhood according to social constructions attached to it (Aries 1962). For
instance, children in Western countries currently hold a special place due to their
emotional value (Zelizer 1985; 1998). Children represent the future thus childhood is rich
with potential. In a sense, childhood is sacred; it is supposed to be a time characterized by
innocence and protection. Yet, street children in this study were categorized differently
than normative “children.” While the possibility of multiple forms of childhood

simultaneously co-existing and competing with one another has been suggested (Hecht
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2002; Goldstein 1998), for instance Goldstein suggests that “in Brazil childhood is a
privilege of the rich and practically non-existent for the poor” (Goldstein 1998:415),
street children were not treated as “children.” Instead, street children were treated as
criminals-in-making, a social position which jeopardized their future citizenship.
One way to understand this “othering” of street children was that their existence
represented a sacrilege or defilement to the idealized notion of children and childhood as
bound by innocence. Taussig’s notion of the “public secret” which he defined as “that
which is generally known but cannot be articulated” (1999:5) and referred to knowledge L
that was repressed or silenced due to fear of state terrorism is a useful analytical tool to |

think about street children in Santiago de Chile. For the purposes of this dissertation, I

modify the term to refer to common yet unspoken knowledge minus the repression f,:.l-., S
N& Tt
associated with the state terrorism to suggest street children are Chilean neoliberalism’s .
“public secret.” -
3-’-:‘
Methods -

This dissertation reflects a total of 16 months of fieldwork in Santiago de Chile
beginning with a period of preliminary fieldwork in January and February 1998, followed

by sustained fieldwork from October 2000 through January 2002.

11



Outline of Project Design and Methodology: The table below details data collection

strategies and their purpose.
¥ Date |  Location ___Activities Purpose
" , , "~ Step One Actiyifies .
October 2000 | Santiago Arrive in Santiago. Enter the field
(2 months) Identify and map out hot spots for street children. Identify field sites and begin to
Become acquainted with average citizens and their establish relationships.
opinion of street children. Establish my presence on the
streets.
October 2000 | Santiago Observe street children while on the streets. Observe | Identify social networks and
continue interactions between them and with adults. strategies for survival.
through entire Document the different types of activities children Continue building relationships and
length of study engage in, i.e. work, play... trust with street children.
Obtain informed consent.
October 2000 | Casa de Acogida, Re-contact Casa de Acogida, use snowball Identify and begin to establish
(4 months) SENAME, technique to leamn of other service organizations. relationships with service providers
COD'’s Obtain permission to observe and participate in and their service network. Map out
Gjuvenile jails) programs for street children. and assess what kinds of services
are offered and how they approach
working with street children.
October 2000 Media sources Review newspapers or televised accounts (special Content analysis of how the media
continue Newspapers, programs or daily news) for any reference to street presents and represents street
through entire | television, children. Gather official statistics and documents. children to the general public.
length of study | magazines
November Casa de Acogida Spend at least one night a week with children in Build relationships with street
2000 Shelter for shelter. Observe interactions between children and children.
continue children between service providers and children in a home / Gain insight to children’s behavior
through entire safe environment. and attitudes in a “home” or
length of stu relatively safe environment.
Step Two Activities
February 2001 | Casa de Acogida Join “street” group on weekly outreach into the Observe relationship between
(7 months) downtown area (8-10 p.m.). Observe areas where volunteer service providers and
children work in the early evening. Informal children.
interviews with service providers and children. Assess services provided.
Continue to build relationships &
trust with street children.
February 2001 SENAME, Obtain permission to visit juvenile jails, informal Develop an understanding of the
(4 months) COD’s and formal interviews with service providers. goals of SENAME and how they
(juvenile jails) Observe of children in detention centers and the are translated into services. Learn
conditions under which they live. how children routed through
diagnostic centers.
April 2001 SENAME Join group twice a week on evening outreach (11 Observe relationship between
(6 months) Senamovil p.m. to 3 a.m.) and weekly lunchtime visit to professional service providers and
locations kids frequent. Informal interviews with children in a street setting.
_providers and children utilizing services. Assess services provided
April 2001 CERECO Weekly visits to boy transferred from diagnostic Trace the trajectory of a how child
continue (rehabilitation center to rehabilitation center. Informal and informal | becomes a street child.
through entire interviews with employees and boys in center.
center)
length of study
Step Three Activities
September Santiago Participant observation with a group of children Gather ethnographic data. Get
2001 living in an overflow tunnel. Informal and informal informed consent. Document
continue interviews with street children. Participant everyday life for street children.
through entire observation with street children in public spaces. How does the general public treat
length of study street children?
September Casa de Acogida Observe creation and operationalization of program | Deepen relationships with harder to
2001 designed to meet the needs of children who are not reach street child population. Get
continue allowed to access “regular” services. Do weekly informed consent.
through entire street outreach (9-11 p.m.)
length of study
December Santiago Begin to distance myself Prepare to exit the field
2001
January 2002 Santiago Say good-byes Exit field 1/31/02

12



Step One: Initial activities had to two main objectives. First, make contact with street
children and develop relationships with them. Ethnographic fieldwork with children on
the street continued the entire length on the study. The second was to identify and
establish relationships with service providers and develop an understanding of the
services available to children living on the streets. Data collection emphasized
anthropological methods, such as participant observation, informal and formal interviews,
photography, and fieldnotes (Hammersley & Atkinson 1993; Creswell 1998; Miles and
Huberman 1994; Riessman 1993). In an effort to better understand perspectives of
children living on the streets, I asked participants to document their life via photographs
and provided them with disposable cameras. I also gathered available official statistics
and literature pertaining to street children such as information about the different drugs

they use, i.e. glue and rolueno.

Step Two: 1 focused attention on key service providers such as SENAME, the
governmental organization responsible for dealing with issues of childhood; diagnostic
centers (COD ’s) which functioned as juvenile jails; Senamovil, an innovative program
that took their services to the street; and the Casa de Acogida, a Catholic Church service
program that was the first created specifically to address the needs of street children. I
conducted participant observation in these locations as well as informal and formal

interviews with directors, middle management, and volunteers working there.

Step Three: 1 observed the Casa de Acogida create and operationalize a program

designed for street children excluded from regular services due to their inability to follow
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rules or abstain from drug use. Having established relationships with a group of highly
marginalized street children, I had access to their home, life histories, and everyday
experiences. I observed and documented sudden media attention to this particular group
of children, especially how they were portrayed as “social problems” because they lived
outside of adult guidance. I documented the criminalization of street children and the
violation of their rights as proto-citizens by representatives of the state, Carabineros, via
excessive physical violence, by society through symbolic and everyday violence, and by
the media through the denial of anonymity and privacy normally given to children.
Ethnographic fieldwork during this period illuminates how children perceived and

reacted to social attitudes toward them.

Study Sample: 1 recruited participants on the street leading to formal interviews with 35
street children, 20 boys and 15 girls ranging from 11 to 18 years of age. I did not restrict
my research to a specific age group as I sought to understand distinct survival strategies
employed by children of different ages and of both genders. I observed and conversed
less formally with approximately 150 children. I conducted formal interviews with 10
adult employees representing the Casa de Acogida, COD'’s, Senamobil, SENAME. | had
regular informal conversations and interviews with 35 adults who worked in different
capacities with street children. The ideas put forth by this dissertation have been culled
from hundreds of pages of fieldnotes, newspaper clippings, formal and informal
interviews and hundreds of photographs and represent a microcosm of a much larger

order.
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Ethics

Fieldwork with street children was a complex endeavor that I have alternatively
described as: good, difficult, raw, emotional, draining, rewarding, painful, depressing,
humbling, overwhelming, devastating, frustrating, amazing, distressing, infuriating,
heartbreaking, scary, challenging, and the list could easily continue. There was no single
adjective to adequately summarize this fieldwork with street children except perhaps that
it was consistently “intense.”

Street children are an especially vulnerable population. Normally, research with
children necessitates parental or guardian consent but given that street children usually
lived outside adult supervision they were essentially emancipated minors. I was
especially concerned with issues of informed consent, ethics, and doing no harm. As a
native Spanish speaker, language was not a communication barrier. I wrote informed
consents at the appropriate comprehension level (5™ grade level), read them aloud and
asked questions to gauge their understanding of the document. I received verbal consent
for interviews and photo documentaries. I received verbal and written consent for
individual photographs. I reminded informants several times of the voluntary nature of
their participation before and during our formal interviews. There was no remuneration
for participation. Additionally, I was vigilant throughout the interviews, observing
participant responses and reactions to my questions, reminding them they could stop for a
moment or altogether if they so desired. All names have been changed to protect the

privacy and anonymity of my informants but details and locations have not been altered.
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I have no doubts regarding my fieldwork and methodology. I conducted difficult
work in an ethically sound and responsible manner. I surpassed mere ethical obligations
and truly cared for the street children I observed and interviewed. I prioritized their needs
above my research goals. Saul, whom we meet in Chapter 4: A Visit to Chuck Norris, was
such an example. The day I was to interview Saul, he was on the third day of a glue-
inhaling binge. Despite his motor functions being severely impaired, he managed to
periodically mumble an almost undecipherable “Vasily” whom I knew to be his
“stepfather” of sorts and had recently been searching for him. Saul and I phoned Vasily
who was relieved to hear from him and asked him to return home. Saul wanted to return
home to Vasily so without hesitation I bought him a bus ticket. As I watched the bus
carrying Saul pull away from the terminal, I found myself thinking ‘“What kind of i
anthropologist am I? I just sent my informant away. How will I ever get my fieldwork
done?” I have never regretted “sending my informant away’’ and 