Childhood and Societal Macrostructures

Childhood Exclusion by Default

Jens Qvortrup

“Childhood and Societal Macrostructrures”: The development of the new social studies
of childhood seems to be attracting scholars from mainly disciplines preferring ethno-
graphic methodologies. While welcoming this strand, the paper argues that it is indis-
pensable to employ structural approaches as well. The target of such studies is child-
hood rather than the child; it is however important to understand the consequences for
all children of structural developments. The thesis is thus sought substantiated that
childhood develops as a structural form more or less irrespective of children themselves.
In the end, though, a dialogue between the two approaches must be established.
“Childhood Exclusion by Default”: The title of the paper refers to the paradoxical
appearance that on the one hand children as individuals through this century have
been encompassed with a growing concern by their significant others as well as
psychological sciences, on the other hand exposed to an increasing indifference as a
collectivity on the side of society. This did not occur as a result of a deliberate plan but
rather by default, i.e. as one of the structural side-effects of societal development.

1



Jens Qvortrup:

Childhood and Societal Macr ostructures
Childhood Exclusion by Default
W orking Paper 9. Childand Y outh Culture

The Department of Contemporary Cultural Studies
Odense University

Copyright by the author

Edited by Jarn Guldberg,  Flemming Mouritsenand T orben Kure Marker
Layout and DTP by Torben Kure Marker

Cover design by LAMA grafik

Printed by Odense University Printing Of i

ISBN: 87-89375-86-6
ISSN: 1 601-1791

Published by the Department of Contemporary Cultural Studies

The University of Southern Denmark. Main Campus: Odense
Campusvej 55

DK-5230 Odense M

Tel.+4565573430

Fax+45659306 72

E-mail: kmf@humsek.sdu.dk

Selected W  orking Papersare aocessbie onthe Inter Net
Hittp://mww.hum.sdu.dk/center/kultur/arb_pap/

Typeset V&  dana, Arial Black and Bookman
Printed in Denmark 1999



Childhood and Societal Macr ostructures

Jens Qvortiup*

1

Thedwversiicationofthe newsoadlogy ofchidhoodisasgn

of its good health; despite its young age, discussions about

both theory and methodology prosper and impr e fos
aedonetopr oduce new empirical r esuls. Thereareolbe

suredf  aences between countries as to main orientations,

and the definition of sociology of childhood has nat (and wil

nat) cometoadose asdeter minationofdeimitationstobor -
derdscpinesisnat@ndneverwdbe)agr eed upon. Though
it seems to me that heresa bescagy eement about the
sallenceforsocologyofchidhoodoftwormainpillars, namely

astructural appr oach and an agency appr oach. Atthe same
time, as pradiiioners of the fiekd abbound, itappears empi-

cayasfadher ents of the agency appr oachare ganngthe
upper hand, at least in quanitative terms. This is har dya
supriseifoneconsdersirom whichdiscipiinesscholarswere
expectedtober eciuited, such as pedagogical or anthr opo-
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Resear ch. 1987-1999 r esearcdh drector for the Chidhood Unit at SDU,
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anddr ededthenter national pr oject Childhood as a Social Phenomenon
(1987-1994). Curr ently he isi.a. a member of the advisory board orte
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logical ones, wher essligY obably muchhar  dertoconvince
lesear dastom  discpinessuchaseconomics, poiticalsc-
ence, geography and socology 1o join - in particular those

withamacr  o-orentation. Thisimpr essionhasbeensupported
by observing the naturect papasiom  both the Sociology of
Childhood sessions at the Inter national Sodological Asso-

dation's congr ess in Montreal, July 1998 and the Sociology
dChidren sessonsatthe Ametican Socological Assocation's

congr essin San Francisco, August 1998; mor eover, thesup
portawar dediopr  gedshraiondr esearchpr  ogrammes in
forinstance UK, Norway and Denmarkis confir mingthispic-
redarahersr ong orientation towar ds studying children
asagents.

Thatwas ther eason why, when asked, | pr oposed o tak
about childhood and societal macr o-Structur es. Thisdhoice
IS not ddated by any r eservation towards Studying chid-
hood as an agency or chidrenas adors, onthe contrary, |

havefoundthisstrand mastconstructive, |haveevendoneit
myself, although notby using ethnographic methodology. No,
the choice is simply made because | want to make sure thet
thestruciuiral perspective doesnotend upinobivion; Imust
at the same time admit that my own orientation is moret-
wardsstructurethanagency, whichisbeleve more dueto
my backgr oundthanto considerations of r eevanceor part-
nence.

Ther exeb puttbLnlyatire cuisetwhielindiex-
tremely r  elevant to ask chidren about their own opinions
andiasoartanther competences, tisfarrom suf fat
| do beleve tis tue, as it has been sad, thet people make
theirownhistory, butimalso corvinced that Marxwas right

inaddingthattheydontdothatunderar cumstancesofthelr
own choosing. ftis mainly these ar cumstances | wil be ad-
dressg.

2

ltis customary to tak about chidhood as a social construc-
tion; | have used that phrase myself several times, but dis-
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cussions with and my r eading of among athers British cot-
leagues have taught me that | may have misunderstood this
concept Thepr operunderstandingdfitseemstobethatchid-
hoodis constructed indiscourse; something whichis negoti-
ated or constiutedwhiewe are talangaboutit W ints
discourse chidren are party admited the r e of controu
osliyagee tretthsvewsreevan butagan-ts
not enough. My own understanding of childnood as a social
constructionismuchmore Straightiowerd andsimple, name-
lythatchidhoodis constructed by anumber ofsodialfor oS
economicinter ests,tednologcaloeter minants, cultural phe-
nomena etc., indusive of course the discourse about it In
this construction work childhood has maostly beenar eacive
ratherthananadivepartbyandargeit hasnatbeenthought
ofinthis construction and developmentofchidhoodasahr-
storicaloramodern phenomenon.

tisbeyonddoubtthatifonewer etogodeeperintoanana
hssddir enseveryday ile dungthislongeror shorter
period of chidhood's construction, one would have detected
arceddidenas adors, dhidren have beenpr  esentd
the time and they have influenced bath their significantand
nsgnificant ahers aswel asthe ermr onment they werea
partof. Asatherminonty gr oupsin history they cannot help
having had an influence - by means of their merepr esence
either as workers, helpers or as a nuisance. The r esearch
whichisnowbeingdoneinor ceor  evediheradudr ke n
history and society is veery important and must be continued
with vigour and hard work, but it would in my view be a
capialmisiakeifwewereto belevethetdiidren hadadec-
sive influence in changing sodeties, and thus in construct-
ing childhood.

htsr espectchidrenare evenworse of fthan maostother
minority gr oups; due 1 ther - per definiion - suppr essed
Satus, thesegr oups have been for cedtoadaptiopr evalng
powerr  elations-butforinstancetheworkingdassormomen
eventually acquired some power. Whatlam goingtoargue,
ther e ster espediveoichior ensenormaouslevelof
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aciviies, socetal changeshave occurr ed overtherheads o

behind ther bads. tisther ere of utmost importance for
chidhood resear ch to deal with macr osooedior ces which
wily-nly constructand r econstruct chiidhood. A sociology

of childhood which ignores tesefor  cestothe advantage of

primarily studying howwe talk about childhood or how chil
drenreactinanumber of arcumstances, wil have faled its
sk

3
I'm afrad that | wil nat e able to el you much new; my
suggestions wil be too dovious to surprise you; but | beleve
it is sometimes worthwhie to be r eminded of the obvious
whichoftenfor the very samer easonsfor gotten. Childhood
forexamplebelongtothe obvious, aimaostiothe natural. Nev-
ertheless, Alieswas able to surprise the academicworidwith
hiscontentionthatinmedievalsocetychidhoodddnotexst
(Aries, 1962, p. 128). He dd not say that chidr enteke
ones arthose afyoungage, dd notexst, evenifwe weren
frmed that the very word cdiidben  wasalae inveniion, ex-
adlly as the notion of family was. It would not have made
much sense to say that there wereno chidrenar oundina
period when they r elatively speaking were much more nu-
merous than today. \What Aries meant was that at this time
of our history - and per hapsthiswasdlthecaseunire -
cently in some developing countries - people had no aware -
nessaf chidhood thet, ifyou ke, there was no discourse
about childhood.

Butftere was no discourse about chidhood, there must
have beensomer  easonforigitwasnotmer eyawhimofso-
me nigdeduals, the dergy or whoever, tediten began
to be talked and thought about. When Rousseau took an in-
Festnthistopc, thiswes natustan oignd dea ofhis
own; rather he was dever enough to give voice to changes in
iie condiionsthatwer edr eady under way, as described by
Ares-iornsiancenter msof incipientneedsforeducation,



asithappenedinthetranstionfrom the Middle Agesto En-
lightenment.

lamnotgoingtopresentaninterpr elatonafthehsioryof
Ideas; | smply want to underine the importance of the con-
cept and the phenomenon of chidhood as distinct from the
chidandfrom childr  en.Perhapssightly exaggerated, chid-
hooddevelopedasastructuralform more a bBs Irespecive
adir en. The concepts ared fouk o ded Wih, nyour
language as wel as in my own. Listen for instance t© Post-
man (1982), who claimed that childhood had disappeared
Thismightappearasifwehavecomefular & fomthetime
Aressadiddnatexst Butthissnatthecase;onthecon
trary. Postman is not daiming that childhood is disappear -
Ingasasiuduratiorm, butmer elythatiisdsapeanngas
an embodiment of a particular meaning that was given to it
in a dominant discourse; as for instance, when we say that
didrenare deprived of a chidhood, meaning an indvidual
childhood.

But again this discourse was not a prime mover in the de-
velopmentofchidhood;whenforinstance Zelizer (1985)talks
aboutchidrenassentimentalisedand sacralisedsheisolowvi-
ously expr  essing a certain mood or attitude which became
more and more  widespr eadar ound the turnof thelestoen
uy.Chidcenwere sacraisedandsentimentalised-theorga
nisedexpressionofwhichwasfoundinthechildsaversmove-
ment(cf. Platt, 1977)-natbecauseaduitsal ofasuddenibe-
came hicer - that would be deMause’s interpr etaionwhich|
personally find rather flawed (deMause, 1974); nor because
the new child specialists suddenly made their voices louder.

No, they were sentimentalised and sacralised because it for
somer easonbecameaninter esttohavethemsentimentalised
and sacralised (d. Aies, 1962, p. 119).

4
The examples to be mentioned shortly will begin at the his-
toicalsagelhaveset Thereisa goadr - easonforthat,which

is nat histoncal, but methodological and of course hes, astit
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should, muchto dowith my topic. Paradoxically, tseemsas

iweareperceiving childhood much more acUae atads
tancethaniftisdosetous. Ontheatherhand,chidrenare

easerio see atashotdsiance. Inr edly, ssnataur -

prising. Using a historical perspeciive is a way of mapping

chidhood asapatter n. Chidhoodisapatter n, andr esearch
is mapping. Not much is more abstract than amayp, and yet

one can har  dy think of anything more concrete and useful

forourorientation ntheworld. Butjustasweare unableto
seethepavementsorthegatesoreventher cadsinanydetal
onourtravel oraty map, nochidrenare vebeonourhs-

torical chidhood may; on your city map, you are unable o
exadyigure outthe poor ar esstom the more wedthyar-
eas, butthe mapis of course noless valid for that Amapis
themacr ostructureofa landscape, Whetheritisageographt-
cal or a childhood landscape.

ifwewanttoper ceive the histoncallandscape of chichood
weareter drxelr  cedibgossovertedeaisofindvdual
chidhoods; ifyou are lucky you may be able to make some
reconstructions based on ar chival or memoairrs, but in gen-
eral youwd be eftwith chidhood's macr ostructur  es. What
about contermporary chidhood? In principle, you are ake
make a macr ostructural map of the landscape of chidhood
in modern  socety, but for some r eason such a map is be-
levedtobetoogeneralsedapaured dir  enshesmost
lesear chersappar ey  eeriomakeasiudyofasmalgroup
adir en's ves; they Wil meticulously colect data about
theseesandtherbcd ar cumstances; they will observe,
talk with and ask children themselves, per haps they wil be
studying children'sdraningsand observetheirr eadionsipa
dversity of happenings and evertis, efc. As | sad o begn
wihthisisnotww ong tsine buttisnatenough. Farby
dong so you W be oo dose 1o the redliy to grasp other
essentials, ndeed, o the extent that you are merely using
such myopic methodologies you will be cutiing yourself of f
from launching some of the potential explanatory proposals
ordor enseveydayie To cometterms with this other



essentia really youarefy ced to step somewhat backfro m

did ey e fomther  eddidenof bloodandflesh, some-
times so much that you lose sight of them. You aren aher
wordsiorced o aosiad-natrom ther eallyofdhidhood,

bufom  theeverydaylfedfparticuiarchior en. Thebenelits

- fromthe pontofvewofparticular chicr ensevarydayle-

diepr  ooessofabstracionis your enhanced abiity to see

thelr  caderlandscapeofchildhood, thatcannotbeseenfro m
adosedsiance Butior eteraiethisalstradionisnoineces-

SAlyessr edorlesscona ete orless useful thanthe study
aMgsraldidr en; exadtly as you need the big aty map
nardertofind the gate of a particular house, you may need
thebigmapofchidhoodinor dertoopenthedoortothelves
of partiourchidren

5

Someyearsagolior mulated a number of theses among which
| want to mention one: ‘chidhood is in principle exosed to

the same societalfor cesasaduithood, althoughinaparticu-

lar way' (Qvortrup, 1993). Answering the question of how

chichood developed historically until our own time, we wil

ther doredo  welinaskinghowsocety developed.'masking
thisquestionbecauseivwliuminaiethetranstionofchick

hood as a structural form from pr edhoustial o industidl
socely,andtheperiodimsiaringoutwihislate-nineteenth

century, whichby mosthistoriansare understood as drama-
tically important for changes in childhood, and the r eason
for that is abvioudly thet it was dramatically important for

changesinsocety. Inotherwords,weare abetoempricaly

verify that macr o-structural changes had pr ofound impact

onchidr  ensiecondions;iyoukewecanveiyacare -
lation between macro-structural changes and changes in
chichood, butlthinkiisaplausiehypathesisthatchanges
in childhood were ter esuttratherthanthe cause.
Let me here mention only a few important developments
pertaining to changes in chidhood in this century.



*heper  centage of meninagriculiureis oex eaggiromal
moast ninety per centin the beginning of the nineteenth cen-
tury to less than five per cent now (Coleman, 1993)

*heder  easedper cenagedipeopeMgnudar essn
the Nor  dcoountiesfrom circa 80 per centtoarca 15 per

cenf) (Quortrup, 1994)

* women without gainful employment decr eased in the US

from 85 per cent in the late nineteenth century 1o iy per
cent one hundred years katery; n our part of the world this
development has been much more dramatic (Coleman, 1993)

*er centages of households with childrendecr easedirom 73
to 36 (Coleman, 1990)

*the per captaincome of chidrenr edveothaiofaduls
decr easedfrom71 per centto 51 per cent (Colerman, 1990)

*per ceniages of chidren aged 5-19 not in school decr eased
from around ity to conver ggiozero (Coleman, 1993)

*elaiyaecer easedifom  6.6t01.7 duringthe period
(Her nandez, 1993)

The most surprising and power ful, in my view, among these
developmentsisthe paralieismbetweenthem, orthe corr ek
tion between the phenomena. It is heunstically rich as o
how macr ostuciuresdr edly niuence the farm of chid-
hood aswel asthe contents of it. fone were o capirethe
essence of the story told, one might suggest that childhood
has become smaller, ppoor &, insiiLiionalsed, privetised.
Ofcourse tis no suprise o anyone that the fertity raie
hasdecr eased;butitis notwithoutimportance tosee howit
pummeted together with ather factors, and first of all one
can only conclude that childhood has become much smaller
nquanitaiveter ms. One mightr ebutthatthisisnotneces-
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sarly of importance for the indvidual child, who acualy is
bor n,butidonatthinkthisar gumentisagoodone. Thefal
hyfetyisetreny eased longevly of fie and the con
comitantr  educedshare d didenn thepopulation,inather
wor ds, demographic factors are of utmostimportance as in-
dicators of macros truciural changes. itindrr edr ewdsa
changing attitude to childhood and it proves the power of
aduits o determine in the most ulimate sense the ife of
chidren- not by kiling them, but by pr eventing themfro m
being born tisof coueiuetaetnodidsassudhvio-
lated by thet; the pont is rather thet the dedsions tiaken to
ed feahaer eper cussions on chidhood and society. It
hesimplcationforthe culLral dmeate of soaely fisaver -
ageageshna eedg-fom some 20 to now close to 50: an
American demographer’s pr edominantimpr  essondfV  ienna
wes that of “gray-haired ladies pr eparedto  inimidate with
therwalkingsickstherare unruly childwho mightsitnear
themonatram’(Coale, 1987, p. 209); ithasimplicationsfor
did esde netves nierms of whereb sy frodt
drenarenthelocalywhepar entsareworking;ithes
poliicalandeconomicimplicationsfordstriouionofr esour -
aeser

Chidr e B aenasared e minedalsodedsivelybypar -
ents'work, ormore generalybypr evaiingmodes ofpr oduc-
ion Ofcourseitsiner esting to make intensive studies of
indvidualchidrenon site,abouttheirusedftimeandspace,
abouttherrpeer - relationsetc, butiisimpartantnaddiion
bure out the whole framework of their ar enas; how and
why they were  estabished. The infor mation about women’s
employment - and its development thr oughoutthis century -
shereoredy eatvalue asamacr ofadordeter mining the
landscapeofchidhood. Thisiswelknownstuff. Thechanges
of childhood because of changes inmode of pr oductionison
the other hand less discussed.

Ther e  the match between menin agriculture anddi
dren's schoding is per haps the one which 'm most fond of
because ofwhat itis teling albout the development of child-
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hood; whathappenedwasthatchildrenasa odleciMydan-
gedtheirmain mode of activity inaccor dance with the major
changeinthe dominantmode of pr oduang;itwasnotachan-

ge due to a new discourse among educationalists or chid

savers, butitwas a change that was demanded of a new in-

dustrial system, whichwas in need ofamobie, educated la-

boufor  ce.Whatweare todistomymindacar edoncHD
useaMarnxstvocabulary -idealistinterr eationsoithehs
toryofschooingiothe advantage ofamaterialistinterr e

tion. Arieswasinmyviewrghtinsuggestingtheimportance
of schooling for the development of childhood, but [ think he

waswr ongnproposingasthecausedithattheRefor mation's
geatmorarear mamentof mankind’ (Arésinpr eloeiosec
ond edition, here transkied rom Danish ed., 1982, p. 7);

neitherwas it the child savers' compassion. Theseviews are
toonarow  and do not grasp the changing material condr-
tionswhich br ought about the changes. The developmentin
the mentioned variables demonstrate clearty tome -without,

of course, depmving the cultural ar guments of any value -
thet only if certain material condiions were ready, chidren
wer e alowed i be fully scholarised onamassive scake.

Whichever ofthe mentioned ar gumentsaremore st

can in my view be established that the landscape of chid-
hoodactually changed-children wer e schooledwiththe con-
sequences it had for them, for instance in Aries’ interpr e
fion: “at this point begins a long prooess of segregation of

didlen  whichhas continuedinto ourownday, andwhichis
caled schoding’; twes, he continues, an ‘isolaion of chi-

dren, and therr debvery o raionally” (s, locd). How-
ever,ldonatthnkissalihesamewhichinierpr etationone
gvesthedevelopment, soletme sayaliiemore aboutwhat

lediodhidr ensschooling.

Ihaveexploreda bitin school history of England and Den-
mark, and my conclusions are supporting my hesitance to
acoeptcultural changes as mostimportant. Whatisinter e
ing aboutthese two countriesisthat they vary very much as
to when crucial laws were enacted, but the iming of mass-
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schooling is more or less the same. In Denmark schooling
wasmadeobligatory asearlyasin 1814, whien Britainthis
was the case only by the end of the century. On the other
hand legislation against chid labour began in Britain very
earty inthe nineteenth century, whike in Denmark this hap-
pened only in 1872, What is inter esting sthat these peces
oflegshion dd natdeter mine when children on a massive
scalewere scholarised, whetherwe talk aboutlabour laws or
about schod legsiation. By and large chicren - or rather
terpar  entsand the communities inwhich they ived, were
natreedyioketherdidren go. They continued working in
thefields, nthefadoiesarwher ever.  Butinbothcounties
the mass-scholarisationwas ar edyar ound the turnafthe
century; almost 100 per cent of children now attended. The
nepr  edonvaies-didren were made super fuous, the
level of technology made them less fit, the competiion with
adults became more Conspicuous, even par ents saw an in-
& estintheirschooling, etc. The paraleismbetweenthetwo
curves demonstrates what it was about: only when children
arenotseenasusefuliorpar ents, schoolsbecomear el
d&  native,andthisseemstocor elatewithindustrialisation
and urbanisation. On the other hand the long moral and le-
galdiscoursesagainstchidiabourandforschoolinghadonly
li ttl e dfectaslongasitwas notsupported by matenal inter -
ests (cf. Quortiup, workinprogr e

| teked earfer about nat for getiing the obvious or seem-
Ingly abviouss; schoding belongstothis catiegory -tisnonex
days one of the maost obvious ar enasfordidr en. What his-
tory showsisthatitwas notalways ovious, iwas anobject
ofintense strugglesbetweendiff aenner ests. Butdoesthe
factthatschodingisnowagenerainter estandthatthere 5
no doutat thet all chidren must be schooled, does this fact
mean that schooling as a fundamental framework for chil
drenhaslostourr eseardh  niEr  est? Does it mean that we
cantake this agreement for granted and tivial and pr oceed
to exploring only what happens within the walls and laws of
the schod? | dontthink so. Thefactthatwe dlagree about
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something seems rather to indicate that it has become much
more and massively important; the danger is however that
Shce ks nolonger coniested terrain less atienionisgven

toit.

6

Thereae, actualy, many factors worth mentioning in this
connectionthatcanbeinterpr etedasdeter minantsof macro
societal changes of childhood. Some of them are paty ok
tural - or if you ke, part of a coninued discourse about

chidhood. I have no figureso Ldrae this bu imsure
that a curve could be made about the rise of the numbers of
professionalswhoare eldagcare d didben n df aentways.
(3p5 esting that the time when the developments quoted

above began, was also the time when the child pr ofessionals

beganto or  ganise themselves - developmental psychology,
chid psychiatry, paedatrics and pedagogics forinsiance al
hadtheirfoundingconventionsinthelastdecadesofthenine-
teenth century, and as mentioned people began at this time
0 sentimentalise and sacralise children. “The assodation of
chidhood with primitivism and irationalism or prelogicism
characterises our contemporary concept of childhood. This
concept made its appearance in Rousseau, butit belongs to
fromthetheories of psychologists, pedagogues, psychiatrists
andpsycho-analysisintopuidicopinion’(Anes, 1962,p.119).
lwouldagree thatthischangeinatiitudescanbeinterpreted
and analysed as a particular discourse which have contrib-
uted to constructing childhoodinthe minds ofmoder nadulis

- conrary to a few centuries ago when, as Alies says, ‘the

ideas of innocence and r eason were  notopposed to one an-
ather” (joc.at). Iwould howeveradd thatinviewofthe mas-

sive involverment of such pr dessorelemadlkleves-fo m
Sceniicationafuponngngth oughmanualsforpar ensover
psychologisation of even or dinary problems to childr ensex
posureoy ofessonalassisianceinschoais,chidcare et
tuions, bares, theatr es, media and other ar essofdid
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cultur e -one can safely speak ofa systemwhich qualiies as

animportant societal parameter infor ming the landscape of
chichood Iisirewthmethatr esearchersare Nepreing
didd ensownr dsr  eactions and contributions as actors
onthesear  enss bulbdee that itis wothwhie also o

understand the implications of the very system itself as a

system of usurpationand exploitation and constraintas wel
asofnewoppartuntes. IntheH enchtradiionthishasbeen
takentotask, ndr ectly by Foucauit (1973) and dir edy by
Meyer (1983) and Donzelot (1980), the latter talking aloout

the psy-complex. In the UK it is worth mentioning David

Oldman (1994) and his analysis of the particular inter essaf
the chid workers, as he calls those who are working gain-
fuywindidren andbythatihhisviewexplotingchicr ens
Bbourfor  ce. We need in my view desperately more research
abouttheframeworkwithinwhich childrenare playing,work-

ngeqr  essingthemselveselc.

7
Letmer eurnto  thedevelopmentsquotedabove. thasbeen
documented fr  equently in the last years by several authors

thaetchidkenasa population gr oup areng eater danger of
poverty than most other population gr oups (seeforinstance
Preston, 1984; Rainwaterand Smeeding, 1995; Ringen, 1997,

Bradshaw, 1998; Sgritta, 1999). ltis ther dre \aynsiuc
tvetoseeCoemansiigures thathiormus thatthisappears
nottobe anewdevelopment. The proportionofincomewhich
satthedsposdfordidren has becomer eavelysmdler
than thet for aouits. This nfor mation is highly r eevantfor
policy makers, but it also for esr esearchers to ask about

systematicfactorstoexplainthisdevelopment, whichexposes

chidbeen more thanothers. Forwhiemaostotherauthorstend
toconnectthedevelopmentwiththecrisisofthewelfare sae
combined with the gr owing poliical power of the elderly,

Coeman’s figures cannot be explained in this way. In my

view, there is though a demographic factor involved, but in

combination with an ideological one.
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Thededogcafacorsthetchidren were andr emanapr-

vete metier; tis par asr esposbilyopr oefrdi
aren; the state may or may nat be supporting inter msoffa:
miy or chidren's paicy, whie ather aduis, or ganisations

efc.havenor esoonshlly. Thisisthegsiofinetamiyded
ogy, which because df its legal underpinnings actually func-

tions as a kind of macrostructure na VEly conarete sense.

The demographic factor is a consequence of both decreasing

Ertyadpr olonged longewity, which pr oduce much more
households without children under their r oof. In Denmark
only 23 per cent of the total number are households with
cidr  en, and gven the famiy idedlogy the aduits In these

householdsare theonlyadultswhomustshare theirincomes
with more  than one or two persons, mainly childr en. More

than three out of four households are thus alowed o use

what they areear ning for themselves. Snce raly d i

dren belong to a household in which the incomes must be

shared between adults and childr en, but only one fourth of

aduisisnthis postion, tiogcaly idlons thetthe ncome:

adidrenr ebivetothat ofadulisisboundto decrease.
Thisisadassicalexampleofstruciuraldevelopmeniswhich

nobody haswantednoriniiated deliberately;inseveralwest-

&'n countries - particularty in the Anglo-Saxon countries -

thereare very high poverty rates for chicren (inthe UK 33
per cent), and in most counties the risk for chidren to end

up in poverty is higher than for any ather gr oup, even in
countneswhichtradiionallyare commitied towelfare Sates
suchasthe Nordic countries. Athoughthe Luxembourg no
mestudieshaveshonnthatstateinter f & encesabietosofien
unmitigated market for ces, for instance by lowering poverty

rates considerably, a new study in the Nor dic countries has

shown that in Swedenin 1993 less than three peraantofd

poor peoplewere olderthan65years(@downfrom almost 20
percentin1975),whieoneoutoftenwere didren-a ghare
which had been constant over the last two decades; particu-

by bed offwere young people between 18 and 29, whose

shared  dpoorhediseniom 40 to more than 60 per cent
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(Puide, 1996, p. 161). InNoway the piciure wasmorea ks
the same: almost constant for children (@duddy asofor

young people), but a decrease in poverty among the elderly

from9 per centiolessthanone percent (od. p. 125).

Thepr oblemsdealtwithhere belongtowhatiscaledecono-
micsorpoliicsofchichood, whichper haps more thancther
onentations are ner  ested in macr ostrudural factors im-
pingingonchidr enslieconciions. Unavaicablyonessiorced
othrkinier msof ner  generationalquestionsandofdiff a-
etner eSS petaning o vanous groups, it can har dy be
denied that such interests must have ef fects on chichood,
on whose behalf pr essuregoups are smadlandr  eddy
weak. Onethingisto study suchdir ecteconomic and poiit-
cal measuresas chid alowanoes or childr ens nsiuions,
as important but more hiddenare  fedostetare poicaly
deaded or thet are implemented in or ganisations or bust
nesstt ms. if one stays with the public purse one may ask:
whoisdefendingchidr as e ests?inmycountry,themini
dydsoHa fissir mally in charge of chidhood pok
cies. However, | contend, much more important for implica-
fonsondnidrenare sudhr  esortareasastrel t Ho, &es
building and several other departments, because of what is
decided without having children in mind.

An excellent example to demonstrate this is David Thom-
srisr  ecentwork (see Thomson, 1996a; 1996h). Heis taking
up a number of very important pr oblems with far - reaching
implcationsiorchior en, butmany ofthemare nafom the
outset seen as childhood problems. His condusion is that
since the Second World War, and espeaaly dunng the lest
two decades wealth and fortunes have massively lonn fro m
the younger to the dder generations; he is not completely
sure how to explain this development, although he does not
believe too much in ideas about demographic ageing, but
ratherinwhathecalspoliicalageing. Bythatheisthinking
of a kind of nat intended corrasion or metal faiigue of the
welfare  sae Thepooingalr esour cesasthewefare s
embodying, has pr oved to be without much contr dhea-
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gues. Now, leaving aside his explanations, it is interesting

that he takes up topics which most childhood resear chers
would nothave thoughtof. Heisthus demonstrating thatthe

tax system, as it has been developed, has an inbuit genera-

fional bies. itwes natonly thet iaxr eefgvenoparensa
dependent children ended; also tax r ey est pay-
ments on home mortgage payments have dwindled in value

and been curtailed for new amvals on the housing market;

substantial tax r elefforweges and sabries, butnatforn-

gessr ents, dvidends and the like, have been abolished;

there  has been a lowering of the top mar ond ex 1aies, a

g owing exemption from tax-paying of the self-employed and

the companies. All these steps were not suggested as an as-

saultonthe youngeragegr oups, who also happened to have
didr  en, butthey worked out in this dir edlion. In addiion
there  was a move towards payr dltaxes rather than general
iIncome taxes, and towards Userchar  gesforpudicsevioss,

andas Thomsonsays, “gover nments have been much quicker

toimposechar  ges on higher education than on health ser -
vicesforalder diizensforexampie” (Thomson, 1996b,p.51).

“Ther esuthasbeenamassive and historicr edstbutionof
adionfom the middle and later years towards theeate,
famibuldngones’ (o).

Anatherexampleisthe socialsecurity system, ofwhichfam-
ly benedits is a common issue, so l rather a8k abaut the
lessfamiiarhousingar ea. Thomson shows howwellthiswas
supported after the war in New Zealand. Ther esutwas that
amedium-ncome family could buy anew, modest, 100 square
meter bungalow by devoting 15 per cent of total netincome
to mortgage repaymentsinthe firstyears of ownership. This
share hasnownsento 70 percentsince al schemes, grants
and regulations were frst cut, then scrapped. And, as he
condudes, ‘inthe last 25 years young adults have ivedwith
therpar  ents longer, mared severa years bter, delaying
havingchidr en, hadmanyfewer ofthem, r etur nedbothpar-
ents to the paid workfor ce sooner,  bought dder, cheaper or

18



more dilapidated homes, and bought in gr oups rather than
asooupes’(seeid p.5254).

Fnally, Thomson mentionsin general terms the changein
economic management, forinstance the fact that “inthe last
20 years full employment has been dr opped as the central
goal ofwestern gover nments, in favour of maximal investor
gains and consumer choice. It represents a stunning r ever -
sal of mickcentury priorities, and the young lostbedly fro m
ttipD)

What | wantto indicate by quoting examples asthosefro m
David Thomson - and one could continue with the book by
John ONeil (1995) and his attack on lberalism, individual

Ism, globalisation and duty-iree marketfor  ces-stetthere
aesoores and scores of iopcsto be expored in economy,
business, poliics, management,or gansationalstrudures e
whichhastraditionalynotbeendealtwithinter ms of conse-

guencesforchildnood, becausetheyappeartobetoofaraway
fromchidr  en. Butthey are nat, smple because - as | sug-
gestedinmythesis-‘chichoodisinprincple exposedtothe
same socetal forces as aduithood, but in a particuiar way'.
Soketssiudychidr en'slanguage, o echly, responsiveness,
butneverfor getthatwhatevertheydo, theydoitwihinframe-
works of childhood that have primarily been constructed and
reconstructed by lar gersoaedioross
As | mentioned these macr o-structures may be easier 0
gasphisioicaly, butadualy |belevethatwear etodayn
a much better position because we have in principle access
to much more nor  mation. But we must in this case some-
times be bold enough to make the necessary intellectual de-
ours, it is templing  devoie most of one's energy on the
My dden  wokingadingpaying thinkingetc, butone
mustalwaysr emember, tathewhdeardhiedure andland-
scape of chidhood may be leftto others to designandimple-
ment-otherswhodidnotforonemomentthinkofitirom the

pontoiviewofchide en.Notbecausetheyare hosietod
dren, but smply because childhood was notin their minds.
|am nat, of course, ying toimpose ar esearchpr  ogramme
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onanybaody; | repeatthatthe action oragency perspecive as
welasdiscourseanalysesarevitallyimportant. WWhatshould

e encouragedinmymindisadvsionoflalbounaithinchilc-

hoodr esearch so as to widen our understanding of a diver -

Sy ensa  enasandforcomingtogrpswiththe fact

thet chidhood is pr oduced by children and adults, by the
familyandthe state, bythelocally andthe soaety, etc. This

svElnasanss uttspr obably not by chance that in

the grantwe appled forr ecently in Denmark the whole part

dealing with the economics of chidhood was simply cut of f
W eddr eceive a considerable amount of money, but only a
fewappearto understand that societal macrostructures may

addalatipexplainingchir ensiiecondiions;myiniention
was smply to remind you of this perspective.
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Childhood Exclusion by Default

1
Onedfthemeritsofthe newsocalstudiesofchidhoodisthe
importofchildhood as astructural concept. Foruswhohave
taken part in this endeavour it makes a diff e ence, whether
wetakaboutchidhoodorchidrenasexdudedorintegrated.
W e do nat necessarly ind it contradictory to daim on the
onehandthatchidrenare integrated, whieontheatherhand
chidhood is exduded. Indeed, it seems to be a widely held
viewthat chidren, inthe course afthis century ofthe chid,
have been met with more attention and understandingfro m
thoser  esponsible for them, such as ther parents, teachers
andothercar elkasasoher hetorichasbecomemore diy
ngiodidren anditis culturally unaccepiable not to sup-
port and promote ideas about childr en’s happy and healthy
iecondions. Inthissensednidrenare embraced and pro
tectedmore  thanever. Toalthosewhoare ereycaig
odident would be insuiing 1 suggest that chidren
were natintegrated intheir family and community, Since ev-
envthing possbleisdonetoachieve this.,

Y eiidoesgveay eatdealof meaningatthe sametimeto
hold the view, that childhood may be an excluded component
of sooety. The nation ‘exduded needs quiiication, but it
would at least not be too daring to suggest that chichood is
experiencng predicaments-both quantitatively and qualita-
ively. Aslsad hisisnocontradidion buitiscerianya
paradox. It is a paradox thet most, if not al, aduls - espe-
daly inademoaratic sodety nwhich these aduits are sad
o bethetue sover egn-wehire bestdfadworldsforthe
chicren they carefr, while simutianeously chidhood is
sohied

What is the pr oblem? Theres kelynatiobe mer elyone
problem, but one of the important ones is that while our so-
cieties asawhole have experiencedanenor mous centrifugal
expansioninthe sensethattradiional communiteshavebeen
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Spit up, we have sought to keep children auiscethsfiood,

both symbolically and practically. Ahough it is true that

didrenas welastherpar esnbrge numbersare  evacu
ating the home to spend their day time in other setings, the

factisthatnathing hasbasicaly changedastother esponsk
ytordior en, whichin princler emains as private as

ever.

sthswr ong?No,froma moral point of view | personally
belevethisisasitshould e, butmy personalviewisnatso

e esting. Theproblemisratherthatthere no longerseems
pbeatitbetnveenter ealityofchildhoodandmodern econo-
micandpolicalor gansaionliichidrenpr eviousywere pat
of and indeed integrated inwhat the Gr eekcaledokos-the
prevailing and dominant economic or gansaion-thisisno

longer seento be the case. Oikos means house and economy

at the same time, because the household was the economic

untatthetime twasabr oad concept which encompassed

‘the totality of human relations and adiviies in the house,

ter elation between man and wife, par ents and chidren,
master and servants and the implementation of all tasks”

(Brunner,  1978,p.83).Ourmodern okosisequivalentiothe
oldoneinthesensethathbothpresupposesadvsionafialoour

andthepr  oduction and distribution of goods and services;

the phrase ‘sodetd househdd isar emnantofit Butthere

are also important diff & ences, houraietisafa be-

causepar ensare  nowasindvidualstakingpartinthe mod-

& neconomywithoutseeingtheraciviesasconnected, whie

chidren are appar enty tofaly outsde our modern okes,
didenarenn this sense lieraly speaking exduded as ac-

torsanddaimants. Inthewidersense, gventhesoler espon-
saydper ensforthem,chidrenare aobr  gelymoraly
excduded from the modern  oikos. The German sociologist
Kaufmann (1990 and 1996) has captures thsinhistheses
about a structural disr egard and structural indiff genceto
wardscdidren on the side of modern economy and society,
notnecessaily nthe sr ong meaning of behaving ir espon-
sy, butinthesenseofbengexemptrom r esponshily.in
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end effectthis means sodologicaly thatthereisnomore an

obliging mutuality and r e ocity between chidren and

adults, mer  ely between chidren and their par as
fweareuse Aies naght (Aies, 1932), tidlons thet

chichoodaddnotexstundertheearyokos onicallyenough

at a ime when children were recognised as active persons

and full participants with expectations and claims. Under

themodern  okoschidrenarendatietcompetelywihoutex-

pedations to them (schooling is the best example), but they

have no legal daims on society, because their obligatory ac-

iesae not understood as having a worth. They belong

from an economic point of view to the house or household,

which in modern time has litle to do with the economy un-

derstood as the national economy, but is rather the equiva-

lentto the famiy. Whie chidren in other words were e
gratedinthe okos atatime when chidhood did notexist, it

Is now - as childhood has been invented - childr ensiotad
roetobeexdudedirom the economy, which eventually has

become a privileged adult domain.

2

Does this mean that children/childhood inr eglysouste
society? No, butourimpr essonthetthisisthecaseisdueto

anhistoricalfauxpas, whichitabligesthe newsodalsiudies
of chidhood to make inteligible by means of historical and
structural approaches, which is one of the new paradigm’s
twomain pilars.
W eare deadywinessingandwelcomingimportantstrands
wihinthese newstiudes-andthisisthe ather pllar-seek-
g D rehabiiaedior en,theragencyandsubeciMy;the
setiings in which these studies take place are however typr
&y  edidediosralscaearenss betndidcare cen
tres, schodks, playor oundsorr  estidedar eas in towns and
mdar  eas. Much has already been achieved in demonstrat-
ingchidr en'singenully, @ eaiMty and Strategies, and these
studies must continue because they gr eatly helptoconvince
adulis n generd of chidr en's competencies and capacities
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andtoconquermythstothe oppaositeef edfhoneeriese

strands are becoming r  elatively univalled appr oaches to
childhood studies, as one may fear given the natured e -
estannounced, we wil in the end be badly missing perspec-

tves and infor mation about br oader contexts within which

didr  en's agency takes place. Indeed, we may risk consol-

datingtheimpr essonafexdusionandisolationofchicren f
thelmis, constranisandoppartuntiesprovidedbythelarger

frameworks within which also children heae et unec-
counted for. One can understand the tempitation to dive into

theexiingandcolour U addes d dirento demonstrate
therdds butiwern againstany belefthat chior ens-as

lieasaduls -lewordscanbedeatwihnavod Aioo
one-sidedfocusonchildren'sownworldsand theiragencyin
theirown right- asimportantitis - may well make us bind
tofactorsoutside theirsmall scake ieworids andthus make

usforget about the much more power fl acumstances sur-
roundingalofus;itmayundulyexaggeratedif f gencesamong
diden  andthusintheenddepiveusofanalyticaltoolsfor

manipulating variableswhichare importantforchangingfac-

tors which may pr ovedeeiorhecdedMydidid e
trebtierpr ogramme demands that we look for smilarities,
which wll also and in particuiar be useiul for the: poliical
bd
So, | would say that these studies successfully document
chidrenas adorswihnthersmal scaleteriones; theydo
inasense contribute to showingthatchidrenare ntegrated
in and sometime excluded from these small worlds, whereas
the question of chidhood's posiion inthe larger situciures
of socety is unadadressed. An analysis of this question de-
mands that childhood r esearchs  takenoutoftheplayr oom,
SO 10 say; it demands our atienion  unis, fadors, var
ables which per haps at first glance has nothing to do with

childhood; we can in other words notaftrd to assume that
chichood s nata part ofthe lar ger socety orthet chidren

aeprovsonalystangers. isnotmer elyanexampleofthe
famous false consciousness in the sense that the pr evalg

26



view hods that chidren should netther be seen as or actu-

aly be a part of the modern olkos, or as James Garbarino
(1986)sadienyearsago.chidren shouldbeshieldedagainst
economic and poitical for ces, Whie the paricuirisic s
maximised and the universalistic is minimised; itis also a

resuk of our pr otecting and caring mood that chidren are
soughtkeptawayfroman alegeddanger  ousworld. Theprob-

lemis however ifchildhood can be kept outside discursively;
perhaps are  these discourses rather adding to and consol-

daingaparicuiariorm pr edicated onideas aboutthe chid.

3

How can we substantiate a daim that childhood is an inte-

grated part of socety against ideological hopes and per haps
an empiical r eally thet it is exduded or margnalsed na

numberofimportantr espeds?Inaddiiontowhatsmalscale

studies tend to do, | think we have to minimise the diff a-
ences between children and maximise the smiarites - not
asamoralgoaloratheor eticalpincplebutratherasameth+

odological device. We have in other wordsto focus onchid-
hoodasasodalform andto acceptthat childhood has chan-

ged, has anather pasition, is impacted by diff @ent param-
eters, assumes a diff gatir  mat as the okos changes, of

course its metamorphoasis has had many stages and so has
chidhood, butletusmakeitsimpleandhopefullymor e peda-
gogical by staying with the purefrms.

| thinkthiswaswhatboth Philippe Ariésand Ruth Benedict
accepted. Aries (1982) when he said that scholarisation was
one of the main vehides in produaing chidhood historically
andthat-asschoolsgainedground-alongpr ocessofsegre . -
gation, of isalation and of delbvering chidren 1o rationaliy
began, which has continued into our own day; and Benedict
when she 60 years ago said that “From a comparative point
ofviewourculiure goestotheextr emes in emphasizing con-
trasts between the chid and the aduit. The child is sexess,
the aduk esimaiies his vty by his sexual adMies; the
chid must be pr decedfam the ugy s dflie, theaolk
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must meetthemwithout psychic catastr ophe;the chidmust
obey, the adult must command this obedience: These are
dogmas of our culture, dogmaswhich, nspe ofthefads of
nature, aheraulres commonly do notsharen soedihe
physiological contrasts between chid and adutt, these are
culiural accretions’ (Benedict, 19551938, p. 21-22).

Both Aries and Benedict are maximising simiariies be-
tween children and of course overlooking innumerable dif-
faences between them, which does not mean that they were
unawared  them,butthey had anather siory o tel, asiory
whichaimed atunderstanding the main contours ofachang-
ing chidhood. Also, it did nat mean thet they lost poinis of
e ence, becausebothmoreor lessexpidilytheycompared
chidhoods histoncaly or inter culiLially; they did not think
ofany ransiion ofthe chid N anaduk, butafthe trans-
frmation of childhood as the socdiety an the okos changed,
and by that they also indicated a dear distinction between
childhood and adulthood. Theircomparative macr o-uniswere
inotherwor dscFf & entsoaetaior mationsandtheirrespec-
tive socio-economic parameters. Although several nghteous
and fussy historians have attiempted to kill Aries by showing
Hrobably corr edly-thethefaled otake onboarda o(0]
dff erences between famiiies and chidr enteyare keyo
soonend upinobivion, while Aries sunvives because he had
afrutiul methodological pornt.

Inotherwor ds.iocometoerms with chidhoodasasocial
frmistoascertainits main contourswhile maximisingwhat
is common for childrenina gven socely; for doing so com-
paraiive perspecives are hejaiul tods - be they histoncd,
e adudone generationdl.

4
How do we apply this insight on contemporary society? | am

afrad thetwe cannotdo itdr ectly; we have to sharpen our
awar eness about the macro-units and the parameters which

defnethem. Alr esearch-at dllevels-needsacomparatve

parntolr e encethsstueiorsmalscaer esearchstudy-
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g relationsamongchidren andbetweenchidren andaduls,
andthssstrueformacro resear ch,whichendeavourstostudy
soceties, orchidhoods asgeneraisediewarids ofchicren
withina macro conext
The questionis of course: whichfactorsare themore  pow-
aflonesnior ming society and childhood? At one abstract
levelthe answer s, that this factor is the akos. Theresd
ways an historical continuity in a changing okas, but the

akosr  emains;ifwecompare eatywihr ecentsocio-economic
frmations,theydif ferbydhidhood iweareio beleveAves,
sewerage, telecommunications etc. The absence or pr esence
ofsuchphenomenaare [ressingtowards confor  mityandsimi-
lrtywihneachokosarfor mation, butalsotowards vare:
tion between them. The most power tl frcebehindanyvalue
ofsuchvariablesoranyconstelationandcorr elationbetween
them is - har dly a surprise - the economic for mation or the
presentsage ofokes. tdeter mineslar  gelyboththe scores
on a number of indicators, and the meaning of them in our
nepr  edon

Thestrongcovariationbetweenindicatorsisevidentifyou
lookintoforinstance UNICEFsyearly The State ofthe W ats
Children. Depending on level of moder nity or economic de-
velopment countries are duseng ar ound a set of highly

predicable values of survivalindicators ina very systematic
way, | am ther ere surprised that James, Jenks and Prout

(1998)nthernspringandwelnior med bookare  drawing
anathercondusion. Theysay,whiequotiingexadtythisyear -
book but also many other sour ces, that ‘in sum, what these

acoountsporntioisthatitis quite miskeading iothinkaboout

childhood inthe developing world as homogeneous” (p. 130),

emergesasaxr  edominantthemethr ough comparative analy-
sis”(p. 132). wouid have drawnexactly the opposite conciu-

s ksdoousetue tetlis o dif erences can be ob-
served, butin my view these within-ciff aences wane to the
advantageofr ehe IrHES f trd woiddchidhoodsare
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compared withirstworidchidhoods. Unlessoneispr epared
odenythatsrr ong economic for cesarelrgely deter mining
dispariies between nich and poor counties, one isfor cedio

suggestthatanumberofsimilarcausesareressingtowards

confor - mitynlife condiionswihineachgroup ofnations. It

shardore also plausiole, that these parameters areprom-

Ising explanatory factors for understanding the ile worids of
diidren-bohnterms of simiariies withn each gr oup of
nations and inter msofdff eences between these gr oups.
5
Now,havingar  guedfortheimportance of comparative analy-
sisforidentifying ourexplanatory factors, we canpr oceediD
ourownmodern  wordandstaythere oter edofthetime.
Whatwe mustbringwithusfrom our comparative adventure
isasharpened awar enessforwhatarethemostr eevaiac
fors, which can not so easly and dearly be discer ned ifwe
aefoodossioaur esearchobject. We must have distance,
whetherinter msofcomparaiveanalysisorinter msoftheo-

What is deter mining childhood in modern socetes? fwe
seek 0 ideniy a few At r ends, which again pr esup-
poses a historical comparison, at least five emerge (see

W intersberger, 1997).
a) a demographic trend - chidhood has in numerical term s
become r ekively muchsmaler-ie.diidren have become
relativelyfewerduetoadedinedindinationbyaduitsiohave
diden  andalongeriieexpedancy;b)afamiytrend-chic-
hood has changed in stabiity due to a gr egier sk afbeing
involvedinpluraisationafiamiyior ms claninsiiuionaisa:
n tend-chidhoodhasbecomemore andmore dilione:
Isedandor ganised; d)aneconomictrend-chidhoodismore
exposediorisksofbecomingr ebtivelypoone)alegalandior
icedogcalr end-chidr en'schancesofobiainingsulbject-or
individual statuis have incr eased.

Apatiromthefithand bstr end, none of them wereas
such pr  ompted with childhood in mind; and in addition, al-
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though some of their consequences can be studied in small

scale studies with chidren, neither their shape nor therr

causes could be revealed without having r ecourse to macro
resear ch. Forexpiaining even these trendswe must dg Stil

deepertofindior cesying behind, such asindustriaiisation,
capialistdevelopment, indvidualisation,employmentofevent

tuallybothpar entsoutside the homeandsoon. Importantto

note is oovously thet these tr ends seem to apply to most
developed nations, and thus demonstrate the pressuret>
wardsconfor  mity and towards within group similarity. Wh
alotofvariationsofoourse, butthisdoesnatdetractromits

valotyngeneraler ms,whichisbestper cevednhsioncal
ane  cultural comparisons.

6

| am afraid that time does not allow me to comment much on

eachdithetr ends, which by the way are wellknown. lwouid

kebbsare some time to take up a last kind of comparison,
whichinmywviewisdeasiveforanychidhoodresear ch, name-
ly comparison between generations. The concept of genera-
tionisoffundamentalimportance, becauseitforthe study of

childhood assumes the same theor etical satus as the con
cept of dass does in accounting for social inequiality, gender

o petriex chal domination, and ethnicity for alerting us to

racial and cutural discimination. Inthese r esearch - and
pdcaar eas, itisobviously both possidleand relevantto

study within-group relations, such as connections between

dff eentg  oups of workers, women and r elations withn or
between one or more ehncg  oups. Theseappr  oaches, im-
portant as they are, do however fal to adadr ess and cross

boundaries of dominance, and thus fail to elucdate struc-
ud  reasonsforinequalityanddiscrimination betweendas-

ses, sexes, and ethnic gr oy, ie. b sy trer especive
goupsr  ednbisar esponding dominance gr oupg; I
dedistresr engih ofthese catiegones to do exadty ths.

So,Ibeleve, isthecasealsongenerationalstudies, nwhich
childhoodassumesstatus ofbeingadominated category, whi-
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le its dominance category is aduithood. Only ifwe seek the
quniessenial diff aences between childhood an adufthood
we canhopetoidentfyfactorsimportantenoughtomanipula-
tetothe advaniage ofthe coleciMy of chichood.
T o the extent it can be made plausbe, that childhood is
dsominaied against - posiively o negaively - nterms of
resour  cesandpmieges,thereisabasisiordnangngthere -
alty. The categary chichood s thus thought o be strong
enoughin its assertive power to assume that defining char -

acersics of slbg oups of chidren are secondary to the
categorical status ofchidhoodasuch. Inanalogyy, ifpatrier -
dhalsmissr ong enough as atheory about male dominance,

it does not weaken this theory that a number of women are
notobjectively ordonotsubjectively seethemselvesasdomk

neiedt Fhe theary of dessis sound, tis natr enderedn
valid if some working class members enjoy dif f aenfecnt
ditons than others; and ethnicdiscriiminationr emainstheo-
reticaly plausie even if some difer ences within ethnic
groups can be ascertained.

7

Now, following my ar gumentfrom  abowve, although diff aent

g oupsinagven socely is exposed o in princple the same
et nafadors, becausethey iveinthe same country, they
are not necessarily impacted in the same way or equally
gong, indeedthey are fora number of r easonskelytobe
nfuenced diff & enty,dueforinsancetothedif e entapo-
siion they enjoy, such as dass, gender, ethnicty and gen
eraiion.

Isdeartetd i en,asathersodalgroups, hisioricaly
have benelited from and been enjoying the fruits of welfare
developments in moder ny.Y  gitsmuchkessdearitey
have kept pace with other gr aysivnelodkatioma gen-
erational perspeciive, i.e. to which extent have chidren
achieved sharesdr esources in the same measure as other
components of society, such as for instance adults and the
eldery. We have bar ely data which convincingly document
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this question historically (see though Coeman, 1990; also

Caldwell, 1982);andeventodayitisuncommontofindinfor -
mationaboutgenerational distributionofr esour ces(seeRin+
gen, 1996; Rainwater and Smeeding, 1995; Bradshaw, 1998;

Dichetd, 1998).

Oner easonforthislcunaeisthefacithatchidhoodsofar
hasbeendenieditscategoncalsiatus.Chidren have notbeen
alonedtobedeinednter msof vanablespertainingtothem+
sevesdesoer ecentimprovements(see Jensenand Saporii,

1992; Qvortrup, 1990&1997) they are for instance seldom
deak wih as Saiisical unis of dosanvation, ie. they have

been part of the famiy, and as famiy variation s typicaly

tred on Socio-economic indicators pertaining 1 aduls’

charaderisics n terms of dass or stratiication Variabes,

diden  have beeninsuf ficently acoounted for and nathing

Issaid aboutinter generational ceavages.

Themainguestionisifgenerationsaresut enyddiat
SO as 1 make inter generational comparison r eeat Asl
have saidbefor elis meeeir esuitsintheendpr ok
be to the advantage or disadvantage for any of the genera-
tions,whatcountsismer e T weae bl nor medbyadopt-
ingagenerational viewthanwithouitit As | seett, chichood
sacHndicaiegoyarsocaior min savedr espectswhere -
by | am implatly defining other generations; | wil mention
onyafew.

Isceidinar equiaivesense.chidrenare withoutex-
whoisna, isanaduk From this law one can derve a num-
ber of athers, although the age br eaks for obtaining particu-
bmgjisare notalwaysthe same, suchascriminalorsexual
minony. it is nevertheless indisputiae, thet legdl eguia-
tionsvarysystematicalywithage, andinmastcounriesper -
sons,whohaver eachedtheageof18are entiedioenoyd
nghis of person.

Aunversaliue, butnotquieassir ongasthemaorityre
gulaion, is dnldrens duly 1o receve education. It s less
g onginthesensethatitsimplementationvanesfrom coun-
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try to country in more respeds. This is though less impor -
tantthan the emprical fact thet pracicaly l dhidren are
enroledinschoolsformanyyears; thedurationvanesinEu-
pefom 910 years - and historically the number of years
haveeverywhere o eased. Thefor mative power ofschooling
thusspr esumably one of the maost forceful ones, and one
which more  dedsvethanothersdstinguisheschidrenfo m
other generations.

Chidr  en’s high risk of poverty has been documented both
historicaly and as a curent pr oblem on several occasions
during the last one or two decades (cf Bradshaw, 1998). The
generational pr diie of poverty makesitr easonable to speak
of pauperisation of chidhood (Jensen, 1994). In this sense,
childhood seems to be more wulinerable than other genera-
fions, notonlyeconomicaly, butalso paliicaly. chidren do
or powers to ensure cerbuivesice.

Smialy, chidr en's access to and enjoyment of the ernv-
ronment is limited compared withthat of adulis, In particL-
larinuban areas, the shape ofwhichislar geydelr  mined
by economic inter ests. By gMng supr emacy to the idea and
pradice of praeding diidren in al magnable ar eas and
ways, ane is ustifying a saictous mood, ir espeae dis
encroachments on other wishes children might have, forin-
slance adesre for making new experience on their own. In
N> easinglymore dominant urban envir onments, childr ens
kewadsae squeezed, therr degr essdf  eedom r educed

and their opportunities for autonomous explorations more
and more beyondtherr each.

Fnaly,thenor mativeandidedlogicalviews ofchidrenare
verypower  uioheexenthatheyare e nalsednaduls
andaccepted astruthsthey eventually assume a powerwhich
hardy fals shart of the material and conarete influences of
the economy and the buitt envir onment.

8
Aslsaidinthe beginning, chidhood canbe seenbathasex-
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dudedandintegrated. Aslhaveshown, chidhoodisexduded,

margnalsed-araslpr ebd fsaadvayfom aduft-
hood - bathlegally and nor matively andempincalyinterm s
ddf eenidacoessior esour cesand privieges. Itis how-

everimportantto siress that chidhood is also anintegrated

component of socety, although this is typically overiooked.
In the first place childhood is an imperative component of

anysooelynihetivalsensedispr esence;evennowasit
has quanttatively been reduced it cannotbe r gjected and
one cannot deny the unavoidable interactions between gen-
eraions, chidren are not mer ey paentals, they exart an
influence onadultswher evertheyare andalsoasacoled-
lyteykeaetermpmt

M o reimportantly perhaps, theyare contributorstoany so-

aely nwhich they Ive. Chidren's adiMies should be ap-

preciated not mer ely n ther smal scale Interacions wih

peersandpar  ents,buttheyhavear oleinthesocio-economic

process as Well. As | have sought to demonstrate elsewhere :
dr ek St heocdy fomdassicalchidiabourioschodl

workwas alogical shitwhichwas pr edicated on the change
ntheokos.Bxadlyaschidrenwere usefulwiththeirhands
inaneconomicfor mationinwhich manual labour dominated,

chidrenr emain useful with menial aciviies as the olkos

changes into one dominated by planning, calculation, desk

work and symbais. Historically, chidren have always been
askedtotake partinthe kind ofaciviieswhichis dominant

nter  espective mode of production; thus in our pr esent
economic for  mation, their schoal actviies has - and must

have-alogcaloor espondence with the dominant nature d
warkinthsor mation. Children ther ere aeadiveconton-
torstohumancapitalfor mation,anditisimportanttostress

paceindeed fdidren did notdothis schodlwork, society
wouldsoonceasetofunction. Thisisbriefly thewayinwhich

didrenare also economicaly anintegrated part of socety.

V sanstsr eality of being an integrated partineven our

present okos, chidren can then be said 1 be exduded in
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twowaysislytotheexenthattherworkisnotr ecognised

as avaluable input into our economy inter msofr eqy ody
orexchange value, ther status aslegtimate daimantsis not

acknowedged. Instead chidren andtheirpar esae H wh
the unenviableriskofsuffeingr elative economic hardships,

and slworse: underthe pr eexdtattheyare feyate

receiving end considering the investments the society makes
inthem-asifthey stood outside socety. Secondy, they are
exduded by being expeled out of the alkos inthe sense that
m e relythosemanualaciviiesaschidrencondudtatterther
real, system-immanent work in school are recognised. This
kind of anachronism confir ms, per hapsunwitingly, thepre -
soaological and tradiiional psychalogical piature of themas
waiing for the door 1 be opened 1o the serious business of
life
Thsldkdr ecogniion on the part of culiure and socety
thus adds to ather signs of exdusion; the famiarisation of
responshiiies indusive the economic one has histoncally

exposed chidren andtherfamiesto g edler s of eno
nomic har  dship, which is likely to have become a disincen
etohavedidren and thus have left us with a sodety in

which chidrenare becomingr edivelylener.intheendins

may evenjeopar  disesoda cohesonforinstance nterms of
treatening our potertials to finance pensioners inthe long
run.
You may have wondered why | have called my paper ‘exclu-
sonbydefavit”? itwas breflyindicatedinmy openingwor ds
about contradiictions and paradoxes. ltisa pr oblems which
needs more reflecion, | guess. Honever, tepatstef
chidrenfarel arexpetience dsamnaionts notdue o
badwil, nortoany conspirationonthe sde ofadults. Rather
tster esuit of a combination of insufficent analysis and
competing priorities. Nobody wishes children to be poor and
everyonewould undersignthe demandthatchildrenare gven
theopportunitytoexplore andmake newexperiencesintheir
e onmernt lftheoppasite occurs, asitunfortunately does,
we haveto ask about other inter ests. The demands accruing
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from moder niysdese o odudiviy and mabity; Inck
vidualistic dlaims for education and consequently for using

theachievedpotentialsinthelabourmarket sir ong economic
Ner  estsinoolonising urbanar eas, efc. Suchinter ests may
be more or less legiimate and many of them have certainy

beenfoughtforwith str ong support in the population.

However childrenwerehar dyseenasapartofthesepolical

Or economic equations; they were defined out of our modern
okosand etiothe responshoily of par ents; eventniswas
nepr  etedasmorallynghtandthe chid scenceswer e sup-

portve of keeping chidren outside the society. But the con-
Ssequencesoftiscuturalr endstowards  pnvatisngthechid

ae, irrespeciveal goodwilsand intentions behindit, paid

forbydidren themselves or at the cost of childhood.

The paradox in our popular imagery ther dre appearstobe

thatwhie the chid is pricgless, chidhood isa nuisance,
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