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CHILDREN’S RIGHTS AND CHILDREN’S LABOUR:’

Michael Bourdillon

Introduction

In this paper, I look at some of the issues raised by the current international campaign
against child labour. Using material from Zimbabwe, 1 argue that the issue 1s more complex
than many people perceive, and that to stop the employment of children is not necessarily to

the benefit of the children concerned and should not be equated with asserting the rights of

children.

I began to take seriously the issue of child labour after attending the intemational
conference on the subject in Oslo in 1997. Although everyone at the conference expressed
their concern for the welfare of working children, there were fundamental differences on how
this welfare was to be achieved. Many politicians and leaders of the International Labour
Organisation favoured a ban on child labour. Representatives of non-governmental
organisations, and representatives of working children, pointed out that children need work in
order to survive and improve their position in society. Some people denied that children have
a right to work, but no one denied that they have a right to survive. And so most people

agreed that it is not right to prevent children from working when their survival depends on it.

In Zimbabwe, public concern about child labour has been growing. I find the issue
problematic. On the one hand, I do not wish to be associated with the die-hards of the 19"
century who defended the employment of children. On the other hand, I know of situations in
which children work for wages, and where local communities praised the institutions that
made such work possible while academics condemned them. I am also aware that at home
and in school, children are made to work for no pay. Some class work in school has no use or
interest for some of the children, and yet such work receives less criticism than paid
employment, where at least children get some returns for their work. It is not clear that
employment is the most serious problem that children face. In order to discuss the issue of
child labour usefully, we need to know more about working children, the situations from

which they come and the place of work in their lives.




I had the opportunity of studying working children in tea estates, in a situation where I
had some hope of influencing their conditions for the better. I have encouraged colleagues
and students to write about working children in different contexts. I was able to convene a
workshop on working children in Zimbabwe in January 2000, at which we discussed many of

the issues and possible ways forwards. That is the background to this paper.

Concepts of child labour

Historical overview

In subsistence economies throughout the world and throughout the ages, children have
contributed their labour to the family livelihood insofar as they have been able. In agricultural
societies, children are expected to help in the fields as soon as they are able. Children are
involved in herding domestic animals at a young age. Young children care for even younger
ones, freeing older people for productive work. Where families have specific skills, such as
music or healing or some craft,” children start to learn the skills and participate in the work as
soon as they are physically able. Children, especially girls, are expected to spend many hours
a day in domestic work.” Although the roles of children change as societies move into a
monetary economy and a formal system of schooling, many of these expectations persist.
Where we find small family businesses, children are often expected to help, serving the

customers of a family enterprise.

There is logic to this approach: adults have to work in order fo survive and prosper, and
so it make sense that children are introduced to work gradually as they grow. So even the

youngest do some work as soon as they are able, and older children do much more.

The pressures of the contemporary world pose problems for such a gradual and early
introduction of children into the world of work. The more complex educational system, and
the need to develop specialised skills in a complex society, makes other demands on
children’s time. Moreover, even in traditional settings, children’s work for their families 18
not always benign. Work in agriculture and with animals can entail health hazards and other
dangers. Long hours of work can interfere with children’s education and development.
Nevertheless, the way we think about children and work depends on our social context.

Conceptions of the role of children developed in first world countries, together with




definitions of childhood based on age, do not necessarily apply to all societies and all social

situations.

In Europe, child labour became a visible problem in the nineteenth century, when
children working long hours in harsh conditions provided manufacturers with cheap labour
and large profits. Although child labour became more visible in the factories of the industrial
revolution, in fact the introduction of machinery was reducing the demand for child workers,
and their situation was already improving. In Britain, voices were raised against child labour
early in the 19% century. But working class people needed the incomes from the children and
manufacturers claimed they needed the labour for profitability. Consequently, no serious
attempt was made to stop child labour until the end of the century: the Factory Act of 1833,
however, had an effect on the age at which children could start to work and the conditions
under which they worked. In Europe generally, legislation was introduced towards the end of
the century to curtail child labour, but was not fully effective and was often ignored by

manufacturers, and by the children and their famihes.

The supply of child labour was effectively reduced in the twentieth century in Europe
and North America by, on the one hand, rising family incomes which made incomes from
children largely unnecessary for family livelihood, together with, on the other hand, increased
mechanisation making child work largely unnecessary for industry. This reduction in the need
for child labour was related to decreasing family size, as children became an economic cost
rather than a source of income. Universal schooling led to a switch from full-time to part-time

work for children. The reasons for the reduction of child labour were multiple and complex.*

The spread of education also led to changing perceptions of childhood. When children
are placed in a separate institution, and divided into groups based on age, they become cut off
from the adult world of work and production.’ People idealise childhood in the school
situation of learning and play, under skilled adult supervision and care. The way children
manipulate institutions and their rules, and do things on their own initiative outside the
environment of the school falls outside this ideal. People either ignore this side of childhood

or commit it to some dark world of deviance.

In rich countries, much child labour takes place in this independent world, outside the
control of parents and teachers, and it is this kind of work that receives the attention of

legislation.® Laws rarely pay attention to the hours or types of work that children may do in




their homes under the control of appropriate adults. But in the latter half of the twentieth
century, the laws in rich countries became stricter about employing children outside the home
for wages, and the minimum ages were raised. These changes partly reflected changes that

had taken place in society, but perhaps they also reflected concern about the ability children

to acquire economic independence from adults.

Now many countries have tight legislation protecting children from employment, or
harmful types of employment. Such laws are not very effective: when changes occur, there
are usually other reasons.” In the Netherlands, it appears that a majority of children in the 14-
16 age range, and many younger children, are in fact breaking the laws that are supposed to
protect them.® In Britain, the procedures for employing children legally are generally
ignored.” If so many children break the laws, clearly the children do not perceive the laws as
protecting children’s interests. It appears that even in first world countries, such laws
represent unrealistic political ideals of certain adults, rather than what children and their
communities accept as normal practice. It is absurd that people from such countries {ry to

impose their unrealistic ideals on poorer, developing countries.

Although the laws have not stopped the employment of children, they do have an effect
on what people are prepared to say openly about child labour, and it helps to create a climate
in which people react emotionally to something illegal. Laws and international conventions
influence our language about values. And so people talk unreflectively about the “evil of
child labour” and the need to abolish it, forgetting its role in the socialisation of children in
many socicties. We are uncomfortable with a suggestion that child labour might be
acceptable, and the existence of child labour in our society makes us feel morally inferior to
other societies. Those countries that are affluent enough to prohibit their children from
earning money portray this ability as moral superiority by condemning as inhumane those
who encourage children to do productive work. Perhaps it is time to turn the argument on its

head and say openly that a ban on child labour inhibits the proper socialisation of children.

Nevertheless, the phenomenon of child labour poses problems. In the modern world,
where workers are poor and powerless, children are liable to receive low pay for hard work.
Particularly where poor people become indebted to wealthy entreprencurs, labourers and their
families are not free to stop work. In such situations, children are particularly vulnerable. A

recent report on the gemstone industry in India reports children as young as 12 years old



living in the factories, working 12 hours a day, and being paid at rates very much less than

what adults would earn for the same work.'® We cannot fecl comfortable when children have

to live like that.

In Zimbabwe people sometimes smugly note that we do not have that kind of sweat-
shop. But there are instances of exploitative child labour. We found hving among small-scale
farmers a child of 11 years old, who had to be at the fields from dawn to dusk seven days a
week. He had to help with weeding and other agricultural tasks, and when these were done,
he had to stay and guard the fields from goats. For this work, he received simple board and
his parents were paid Z$100 a month (13% of the legal minimum wage for adults), from
which the employers deducted money for clothes that they bought for the boy. He dreamed of

saving enough money to go back to school, but this was unlikely to happen."

Child labour and child work

Most children are expected to work in some way as part of their socialisation. This might
involve domestic work at home or help on family fields. In school, children are expected to
work at their lessons. An idle child is perceived as a bad child. In the light of such
perceptions, some people distinguish between child labour, which is bad, from child work,

which 1s good.

According to this distinction, work is not termed child labour when it does not detract
from other essential activities of children, such as leisure and education. Child labour is work
that impairs the health and development of children, particularly when it interferes with the
schooling of a child."” In practice, light work after school or legitimate apprenticeship
opportunities are not usually called ‘child labour’. Neither do people call it ‘child labour’

when children help out in a family business, with household chores, or on a family farm.

The question remains why it is acceptable for children to help their parents at home and
on the family farm, but not to help a parent working for money. When women earn their
living through informal vending, it is common for children, and particularly daughters, to
help them. The help moves naturally into trading on their own account.” Women who
contract to pick tea and coffee on a commercial estate are sometimes helped by their children

in order to increase their pickings and consequently their pay.'* If this is not acceptable, why




can they not help their parents in this way? If it is acceptable, why is it worse for children to

be paid directly for their work?

Unfortunately, even work in the home can involve long hours, can deprive children of
education, and particularly in agriculture, family work can expose children to chemical and
other hazards."”” When children care for sick or elderly relatives, this is not normally
considered child labour; yet children in such work can work long hours, have little social life,
have their education disrupted, and their health may be endangered. In Zimbabwe, very often
in response to AIDS in the family, some children have no choice but to work full-time caring
for an adult in the family. Such work has all the ingredients of the more intolerable forms of
child labour, and vet is of great benefit to the families, and the children themselves speak of

the benefits they accrue from caring for an old person.'® Such children need support as much

as any child labourer.

A problem with the distinction between child labour and child work is that it focuses
attention on abstract definitions, and distracts people from the activities of children in
practice, and from the situations in which these activities are performed."” Once something is
classified as ‘child labour’, it is identified as something bad, which must be abolished, and
evokes an emotional reaction rather than a careful consideration for the situation of children.

Unless we look at children in their contexts, we are liable to make nustakes.

Let me give an example. It is generally agreed that when children work on their family
fields, this is acceptable child work. At one school, teachers cited cases where children were
already dressed for school but had to stay away when their father demanded that they help
with urgent work in the fields."® In other cases, children are made to work several hours
before school, and arrive late. Is this acceptable? Perhaps if the family is desperate for food,
they have no choice. If the wheat harvest has to be brought in quickly to prevent it rotting or
getting wet, this is more important to the family, and to the children, than a single day at
school. On the other hand, if the father has simply decided that the children should work so
that he can go off for a drink, we do not find this an acceptable reason for keeping the
children away from school, It is the context that determines whether particular demands on

children are acceptable, and not some predetermined classification of the work,

There is a further problem with a formal classification of child labour in that some

extreme forms of labour are not easily visible. This is especially the case with when young




workers are given kinship titles and appear to outsiders to be members of the household. The
young agricultural worker I mentioned was called “muzukuru” (sister’s son or grandson).
Child tabour can easily be exploited in situations of fostering, even when kinship ties are real
but not close. Such children are often employed in unpaid domestic work, which can be more
of a problem than formal employment outside the home. Indeed children employed in

domestic work are not easily visible to the outside world, and are vulnerable to a variety of

abuse."”

On the other side of the coin, full-time employment is generally classified as labour and
considered unacceptable for children. Yet we have come across many cases, in both formal
and informal sectors, where the employment of children allows them to continue their
schooling, or to return to school after having withdrawn, even while the paid work makes
their attention to school work more difficult.”” Is it unacceptable for children to work for their

school fees, when they have no other way of obtaining these fees?

As humans, we like to control the world we experience by dividing 1t into neat
categories. We like clear definitions of such concepts as child labour and child work. Such
mental activity is the basis of all human knowledge. It is also the basis of stereotyping and
prejudice. If we find criteria for deciding in advance whether a particular activity of children
is to be classified as child labour or child work, we are deciding whether the activity should
be permitted before examining its advantages and disadvantages for the children in question.
A more fruitful procedure would be to examine the advantages and disadvantages of the
activities for the children, in the context of the general situation of the children. We could
then hope to minimise the disadvantages without losing the advantages. We can only decide
whether a particular activity promotes or impairs the development of a child when we have
examined that activity in the context of the child’s life, and particularly against realistic

alternatives.

We certainly need to consider what is acceptable and what is unacceptable in children’s
work. A group of children in India produced a document entitled Work we can and cannot
do.*' They looked primarily at tasks around the home and farm, and pointed out that some
tasks in the home can even be performed by a three-year old out while others are too hard for
fifteen-year olds. They also pointed out that older children can spend longer on chores than

can young children. Children at school have less time for chores than others have. Children



productive adults to care for all the children. According to the same survey, around 35 000
households were headed by persons under 20, roughly one in 70 households nation-wide. Of
these over 3 000 were headed by persons under 15.”° Other studies suggest that these figures
were under-estimates: they miss households in which on older person is present but is too old
or too ill to act as household head.” The numbers are certainly greater now. On the one hand
we want to encourage government and other people to provide social and economic support
for such young people. On the other hand, while the situation remains as it is, the young

people need support in securing income for their families.

Whatever our ideal might be for childhood, there are children in many developing
countries who need to eamn an income for their own survival and for the survival and

education of their younger siblings.

Stopping child labour

There are two main reasons for trying to stop child labour. One is a concem for the
welfare of children. The children are unable to receive normal education when they are
working. Children are unable to engage in recreational activities, which are a normal part of a
child’s social development. In extreme cases, child labour impairs not only the social
development of children, but their physical health as well. Work can involve contact with
harmful chemicals, or be performed in unhygienic or unsafe conditions, or involve the use of
dangerous equipment. There is evidence that excessive work impedes the physical growth of
children,”” but this does not necessarily result in permanent damage, and must in many cases
be weighed against the effects of inadequate nutrition if the children do not work. In these
cases, it is not so much labour as such that is condemned, but rather the conditions and hours

of work that must be improved.

A second reason for trying to stop child labour is that by providing cheap labour, children
take jobs away from adults, who need the work in order to support their families. The
argument is that the children would benefit in the long term if the work were given to their
parents, and for better remuneration.”® Against this, children sometimes receive for their work
as much as adults. Some adults pay insufficient attention to children in their care: there is no

guarantee that better incomes for adults will result in better lives for the children. in many



see the nuances of work in different situations and for different children, in a way that adults
sometimes miss. In most cases, they do not consider the work as bad, nor 1s the issue whether

or not they get paid for it; but they do consider what is reasonable to expect of boys and girls

of different ages and abilities.

If we worry too much about an accurate definition of ‘child labour’, we will not pay
sufficient attention to how children are affected by their work, or how they would be affected

if the work stopped. A. Vittachi pointed out in 1989:

The real issue . . . is not whether children use their energies at home, in school or at
work, but whether their energies are employed in any of these places in a way that 1s

beneficial to them — or only to the benefit of someone else.”

The contexts of work

Whatever are our ideals of what childhood should be, the material world we live in
dictates what is possible. One material factor is poverty. I have mentioned the fact that
sometimes children depend on income from their work for school fees. In many cases, the
livelihood of families depends on inputs from children, whether in the form of direct work in
a family enterprise (such as farming) or in the form of income from paid work. In the current
cconomic climate in Zimbabwe, the number of children forced to work in such circumstances

is likely to increase.

Another factor in the equation is the structure of the population. In Zimbabwe, we have
long had a high population growth rate. We have not had an economic growth rate to match
it, which means that on average people are getting poorer and resources are being stretched.
Tn a recent small survey of secondary school children in the Chipinge District, the average
number of siblings of the same father was more than eight.” In many areas, there was not
enough land to go round for their parents, let alone all the children. While the re-allocation of
land and the development of irrigation schemes might partially resolve the problem for one
generation, the next generation will again face scarcity of resources, and impoverished

families will again be depending partly on their children for their livelihood.

The situation is exasperated by the death of so many in the productive age group from
AIDS. According to Zimbabwe’s inter-census survey of 1997, 43% of the population were

under the age of 15 and 56% were under 20.** In some groups, there are not enough
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In Pakistan, many women and children stitched footballs on a piecework basis in their
homes. Neither children nor their parents like the work. Although some of the parents see
work as necessary for keeping idle children out of trouble, most would like the children to be
free to play, as are children in wealthier families. International pressure has persuaded some
employers to set up factories, where conditions and remuneration are better than in home-
based industries. As a result, poorest families lose the incomes of their women and children —

and the incomes of children on average constitute 23% of family incomes.”!

Generally, international campaigns to stop child labour have not resulted in children
going back to school and improving their situation. The more likely result is that they are

forced into work that is more poorly paid and more dangerous than what they were doing

before.*”

In Zimbabwe, management in one tea company decided to phase out their earn-and-
fearn schools at the primary level and for all children under the age of sixteen: these were
schools in which children attended under contract to work long hours on the estates.** The
decision was in response to pressure from foreign markets. In practice it will mean that some
children will not complete their primary education and that those children who depend on the
system will now have to wait till they are 16 before they can enter secondary school. When
business concerns bow to international pressure and stop employing children, they are
concerned for their profits rather than for the welfare of the children.** This means that we

must be sure that the welfare of the children is protected before we apply such pressure.

Another problem with international pressure against child labour is that it is likely to
affect only children in formal employment, where the hours and conditions of work can be
mspected and controlled. Such pressure is unlikely to reach the small-scale tea farms, where
children work much longer hours for lower wages, posing as relatives of the owners. A
successful ban on child labour on the large estates is likely to drive more children to the more
exploitative types of labour on smallholdings. Indeed, at the workshop on working children,
children were asking to be allowed to work on large mines (from which they have been
effectively banned) in order to escape the long hours and poor working conditions of the

small-scale miners who hired the children.

I have argued that a blanket ban on child labour is likely to hurt many of the children it is

trying to protect. This is partly acknowledged in the decision that the recent ILO convention
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cases in Zimbabwe, there are no adults able or willing to take over the responsibility of

earning for the children.

I have suggested that a more hidden reason for opposing child labour is a fear of the
independence it gives to children. Certainly we fear older children who take control through
the violence of gangs, and occasionally even of war. Children do not have a long experience
of ife and have not yet proved they can or will fit into the regular social patterns around
which we order our lives, If children are given too much independence to make their own
decisions, we feel uneasy, perhaps afraid. This is not a rational reason for banning child

labour, but it might explain some of the vehemence with which people readily reject the idea

of children earning money.

There are also more selfish reasons for wishing to ban child labour. Some countries see
their industries threatened by cheaper production elsewhere. Some employers see their

markets threatened if they project the wrong image. These considerations ignore the interests

of the children.

Whatever the reasons, most of us agree that we would like to see working children
having less work and more time for education and recreation. The simplest way of achieving
this is a campaign against all child labour. The trouble with simple solutions to problems is

that they can have disastrous side effects.

An international movement against child labour has succeeding in stopping children from
working 1n some instances, particularly by boycotting goods made by the children. Zilama’s
study in Morocco™ pointed out that some of the reasons for young girls working in the
clothing industry had to do with discrimination against girls who were taken out of school to
help the family. But there were also positive reasons for working, including access to skills,
financial independence and respect within their families. She describes the stress, in both
emotional and material terms, for themselves and for their families, when girls were
dismissed from their work because international pressure deemed them too young. The result
was that some of the girls so dismissed were forced into more exploitative forms of
employment, including prostitution. Studies in India and Bangladesh® have shown how the
children can suffer both materially and socially when deprived of their jobs as a result of

international pressure against child labour.
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182 should demand only the elimination of the worst forms of child labour, involving forms

of slavery and bonding, the sex trade, illegal activities such as drug trafficking, and any work

that might harm the health or morals of the child.

Recently a meeting of the World Trade Organisation was disrupted, and one of the issues
raised was a ban on child labour. There is a grave danger that the livelihood of working
children is being manipulated by people who are ignorant of the contexts in which the
children are working, and whose interests are dominated by first world economics. While
many developing countries need to improve their labour practices and address grave issues
such as child labour, the World Trade Organisation cannot be allowed to become the
custodian of human and children’s rights. If it were so allowed, it is likely that many of our

children will be further marginalised and impoverished. *’

Costs and benefits of work

Instead of focusing on definitions and what should or should not be banned, and who
should be covered by such bans, I propose that we focus on what children do and the situation
in which they do it (following McKechnie and Hobbs).” In this approach we can try to judge
what factors work for the benefit of the children, and how we can strengthen these. At the
same time, we can [ook at factors that work to the detriment of the children. We can look for
ways to protect children from such impediments to their development, or at least to reduce the

effects of such impediments.

McKechnie and Hobbs’ Balance Model (slightly modified)

Costs “bad” Benefits “Good”
Health and safety compromised Promotes autonomy
Limits free time Encourages self reliance
Negative effect on education Pays for education
Instrumentalism Work experience
Less parent and peer contact Economic and business training

Responsibility within the family
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Costs

Where the work of children is damaging or endangering their health and safety, this
situation is unacceptable and needs to be addressed. Such risks could result from dangerous
work (particularly the sex trade), exposure to chemicals (particularly in agriculture), being out
and unprotected late at night, inadequate sleep and so on. Also we need to ensure that

children have some free time for recreation and social development.

There is an evident cost when work interferes with education, by preventing children
from giving adequate time to school work, or tiring them out excessively, or making them
late for school and missing it occasionally, or worse, forcing then to drop out of school
altogether. We should note, however, that in a country that does not provide free education
for all, it is often precisely the work that makes education possible at the secondary level. So
although the work may interfere with schoolwork, the combination is still preferable to no
school at all. We also need to look at the nature of schoolwork itself, and consider how useful

is the education currently given to poor children.

One problem with allowing children to work is that they can be viewed as mere
instruments in the family livelihood. When the labour becomes the main means for poor
families to recover from hunger, parents and families can be involved in negotiations and
disputes over the control of the labour of their children.”’ The economic value of children can

take attention away from a long-term perspective of the child’s development.

Finally, when children work, they have less time particularly with their parents. We have
cases in Zimbabwe in which fairly young children are unable to visit their parents for more

than four weeks in a year.

Benefits

These costs must be weighed against the benefits of work. We were probably all told as
children that it is good to work and idleness is bad. Even in first world countries, it 1s
probably a majority of children who undertake, with their parents’ approval, some paid
employment before they are sixteen, in unskilled, under-paid and unprotected jobs.”® Many
people regard this as part of the normal process of socialisation, teaching children to deal with

the economic world, and providing them with a sense of independence and responsibility.”
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Paid employment teaches children to be autonomous and self-reliant. This is particularly
cvident among street children, whose only source of self-respect is that they have learnt to
care for themselves. More generally, if children from well-off homes can earn a little money

for luxuries, 1s there anything against children from poorer homes earning money for

necessities?

The work expernience is a part of adult hife, for which children are being prepared. Some
people will argue that it is good for children to have some such experience while they are
growing up. This could train children in a useful work ethic, or, on the more cynical side,
how to manipulate the work situation.®” Some children use employment in the informal sector
to acquire business skills that they expect to utilise long into their lives. Some child work
operates as a kind of apprenticeship in which children acquire skills for later in life. While we
acknowledge this to be the case, we should be aware that this argument can be used by
employers to justify the hiring of cheap child labour, while the children learn little that will be

useful to them later: indeed “training centres” can be a guise for cheap child labour.”

Domestic work can help to incorporate children into a family, and to reinforce an
extended family structure, which provides some security to impoverished families. This is
particularly the case when children become responsible for caring for sick members of the

extended family, sometimes as full-time work.

Se we can see that work can result in benefits for children, as well as in serious costs. We
need to find methods of weighing these against each other, as indeed the children do when

they are the ones who decide to work.

Perceptions of childhood

I have pointed out that it is difficult to define labour with respect to children. There 1s
also a problem of defining childhood. The ILO convention 138 defines a child as anyone
below the age of sixteen. It then makes a concession to the fact that this definition by age 1s
not suitable for all social and economic contexts by conceding that where appropriate,
children may be employed at the age twelve. The more recent convention 182 of 1999 defines
a child as anyone under the age of 18. Defining childhood in terms of a specified physical age
is a convenient criterion developed in the Western legal system. Legal definitions may

provide rough guides, but they cannot dictate how any individual will behave and how he or
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she will relate to others in society. In many African societies, girls become women when
they reach puberty and boys officially become men when they go through some initiation rite.
Even these ritual transitions do not determine how people behave: in practice, children mature

into adults gradually over time, and at different rates. The kinds of work children are expected

to do changes with perceptions of their capabilities.

There are also different views on what a child is. In one perspective, childhood is
contrasted with adult life and adult responsibilities. Children are cared for by others, and have
no responsibilities of their own. Others make decisions on their behalf. Childhood is a time of
ignorance and innocence, a time of passive learning from adults, who are assumed to know.
Childhood is a time of freedom and play. Children work for learning, but not for food. In this

view, children are peripheral to the adult world of economics and politics.

I'have mentioned how schools in Europe have helped to create a perception of childhood
that is radically cut off from the adult world. Schools mean that children become separated
from adults for much of their lives and in many activities. This encourages us to think of
children as radically different from adults. The need to control children means that people
emphasise adult responsibility in decision-making. The idea of incompetent childhood seems

to have spread from middle class families to all people in the school system.

Even the smallest infant has some say in the way its life becomes ordered: parents have
to adapt to the screaming demands of infants. In many cultures, people are very lenient about
the behaviour of infants, who know no better. But as children grow older, we expect them to
learn to submit to their elders. We start paying more attention to how they submit to expected
patterns of behaviour, and correspondingly less attention to their whims. It is easy to start to
ignore their perceptions and wishes. Surprisingly, we sometimes pay more attention to the
observations of younger children than to those of slightly older children, who are perceived as
incapable of speaking for themselves.” In our desire to control and to teach them, we can
forget that they are gaining in knowledge and a variety of abilities. While their experience is
short and there is much that they cannot understand, children develop competencies in other
fields. They are leaming to judge the situations they find themselves in and to have more
sophisticated concepts about their needs. By the time they are teen-agers, they are often

making decisions independently of adults.
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If one extreme perception holds children to be in need of care and unable to make their
own decisions, the other extreme treats children as people to be manipulated and exploited
like any others who are in a position of weakness. A researcher in India reported her
impression “that parents believed children were born to serve and support them and saw
nothing wrong in their not being in school or not being able to play”.” While this is not the
dominant perspective in Zimbabwe, we have come across parents who take for granted that
their children can work hard for a couple of hours on a family enterprise before going to
school, and many cases of children missing days of school for work at home. On the other
hand, we have met parents who say that children should not work unless this is absolutely

necessary. One of the results of globalisation is that we find at home the range of views and

perceptions that can be found in the world at large.

In practice, children do not belong to some ethereal world of carefree play. They belong
to the same world of politics and economics that adults belong to, and have interests that
sometimes coincide and sometimes compete with those of adults. We find children being
given responsibility for looking after family wealth and business from an early age, even
while they are deemed not competent to contribute to important decisions about the family
economy. Young children are given the responsibility of looking after even younger brothers
and sisters. Children are not simply passive receivers of life and culture: they make decisions
and respond to the social world in which they grow. They acquire gradually competence in
different areas. In practice, we have street children, who have to look after themselves to
survive: they may be lacking competence in schoolwork and in middle-class social skills, but
they develop a variety of skills for survival.* We have mentioned the growing number of
children who have become heads of their households. Whatever their limitations, children are
sometimes forced to take on serious responsibilities, and often execute them successfully.

Children are able to grow in competencies that are ignored or denied by adults.*

With responsibility comes power to decide. In practice, adults and children negotiate the
types of work that is appropriate for them to do and the amounts of work that is appropriate at
different ages. Although children may be the weaker partners in such negotiations, it is rare

that they simply passively do what they are told, without taking any initiatives of their own.
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Children’s voices

In order to learn about the issues that most affect children, we need to hear from the
children themselves. Article 12 of the Convention of the Rights of the Child insists that
children have a say in decisions that affect their lives. It is easy to say the right words about
listening to children. It is not so easy for us, mature adults, to take the opinions of children
seriously, especially when their opinions conflict with our own. We all know how angry we
get when politicians insist that they have the best information and know what is best for us
all, and assume that anyone who disagrees with them is some kind of malevolent
troublemaker. Perhaps we all behave like that towards those we regard as below us in status,

and particularly towards children. A child who challenges our assumptions is a troublesome

child.

In the past, academic studies of communities usually focused on men. The scholars, who
were mostly men, assumed that men could speak for and about women as well as themselves.
Now women insist on presenting their point of view themselves. They point out that women
sometimes have different interests from those of men, and have a right to defend these
interests. It is now widely recognised that if women were simply to let men speak for them

and govern their lives, the interests of women would suffer.

We have a parallel situation regarding children. In the past, social researchers rarely
bothered to consult with children. They either ignored children or wrote through the
perceptions of adults. Now we are beginning to realise that children have a right to speak for
themselves. We are also becoming aware that children sometimes have interests in conflict
with those of adults. Providing material aid to adults does not always benefit the children. Tf
we recognise this, we must accept that children should have a say in all things that affect their

lives, including projects offering support for children or community development.

If we pay attention to the fact that children have knowledge and skills that are often not
acknowledged by adults, we have to allow them to speak for themselves when we are
studying them. They have their own perceptions and interpretations of the world they live in,
and have to respond to it as they try to shape their own lives. If we want to understand their
place in society, we have to listen to how they perceive this place and how they want it to

change and develop.*
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The parallel between women and children is not exact. A person is normally a woman
for life, but childhood is a transitory stage in the lives of us all, and it ranges from the total
dependence of infants to merge into independent adulthood. Women can speak for
themselves in academic debates and political forums. By the time children are able to take
part fully in such debate, they are no longer children. Those older children that acquire
competence in debate are not necessarily the best persons to speak for younger children, or

for marginalised children who have no such competence. It is difficult for children to

represent themselves,

On the other hand, we have all been through childhood, and assume our knowledge with
hindsight supersedes their own limited understanding of the world. We sometimes forget that

the world 1s changing fast and the contemporary world of their childhood is not the same as

the childhood we experienced in the past.

There are good reasons why adults think they know best. Aduits generally have a broader
and longer expernience of hife than children. Children, with their shorter life span, find it more
difficult to take a long-term perspective. Teachers and parents know of the frustration of
trying to persuade children to forego immediate fun for long-term gains (not that this

particular form of short-sightedness is confined to children).

Childhood is a relatively small portion of a person’s life. Much of what we do for
children is precisely to prepare them for adult life. Children cannot be expected to know best
how to prepare themselves for a life of which they have no experience. There 15 a sense in

which childhood must always remain a subsidiary interest.

Children are limited in their experience of different situations of different children. Due
to longer experience, adults often have better knowledge of such differences than do children.
A child of a particular age or background does not necessarily represent children of other ages
and other backgrounds. Older children often assume that they represent younger children,
even while the younger children may regard the older ones as significantly part of their
problem. Adults may be best able to represent children who have been marginalised by the
peers. What children say about their situation has to be subject to scrutiny, as do the opinions

of any adult. Before we can scrutinise the opinions of children, we must first hear them.

We need to pay attention to the precise areas in which adults can be expected to know

more, and distinguish them from those areas in which children know more about their



19

situation. We are talking about children’s work. It is the children, and not us adults, who
know best what it feels like to be working as a child, what it feels like to be contributing the
family hivelihood, what it feels like to be responsible for younger brothers and sisters, what it
feels like to have little time for leisure, what it feels like to have schooling disrupted (not
always a bad feeling). Children know why they are working, what problems are solved, at
least in part, by their work, and the sense of pride they sometimes find in it. The children
know the areas in which they most feel abused or d;graded or simply neglected. Children
often see how their friends are mistreated, when such mistreatment is kept hidden from adults
or remains unnoticed by them.”” They also often have some good ideas about what should be
done, if only they could get any adult to listen. They know where they most intensively feel
the need for change. If we are going to devise strategies to improve their situation, we need

first to listen to them and acquire some of their knowledge.

This is not a simple task. Children are reluctant to speak in contexts in which habitually
they are not taken seriously. Child representatives in adult committees rarely have the
confidence to speak out openly, and rarely have the competence to engage in the political
manoeuvring that so often accompanies committee work. Contexts have to be found in which
children feel comfortable in expressing their views. Children have to learn to listen to each
other and do develop qualities of leadership and accountability to their peers if they are to be

taken seriously.

Conclusion

I am not arguing in favour of child labour, nor for abrogating our responsibility as
adults for looking after children. Where we find children working for long hours out of
necessity, this is a symptom of serious problems in society. But it is a symptom, not the
problem: for the children, work is usually a solution to greater problems. [ have argued that in
our approach to child labour, we have to be careful not to apply cultural values to situations in
which they are not appropriate. We should examine the social contexts of working children
and ensure that we do not make their situation worse. And in anything we plan for children,

we should allow the children themselves to have a say.

' This paper is adapted from the “Introduction” to Earning a Life: working children in
Zimbabwe (ed.) M.F.C. Bourdillon. Harare: Weaver Press, 2000, 1-24. The book provides



20

much of the ethnography on which my argument here is based. Paper presented in the
Department of Sociology, National University of Singapore, 4 May 2000

* For an account of the roles of children in traditional healing in Zimbabwe, see Pamela Reynolds, Traditional
Healers and Childhood in Zimbabwe. Athens, Ohio University Press, 1996, 1-25.

* The only detailed study of child work in rural communities in Zimbabwe is Pamela Reynolds, Dance Civet
Cat: Child labour in the Zambezi valley London: Zed books, 1991, But on the Sukuma, see Corlien Varkevisser,
Socialisation in a Changing Society: Sukuma Childhood in Rural and Urban Mwanza, Tanzania, Den Haag,
CESQ, 1973, 229-238. Benjamin White’s study in Java reveals similar patterns: “The economic importance of

children in a Javanese village.” In Youth in a Changing World: Cross-Cultural Perspectives on Adolescence {ed)
Estelle Fuchs, The Hague, Mouton, 1976, 187-206

* See Clark Nardinelli, Child Labour and the Industrial Revolution. Bloomington: Indiana University Press,
1980, 153-4. Also Hugh Cunningham and Pier P. Viazzo (ed.) Child Labour in Historical Perspective — 1800-
1985: Case studies from Europe, Japan and Colombia. Flotence: UNICEF, 1996.

* This was part of the argument of Philippe Arigs. See Centuries of Childhood: A Social History of Family Life.
Translated from the French by Robert Baldick. London: Jonathan Cape, 1962, e.g., p. 336

® Olga Nieuwenhuis pointed this out to me in discussion.

" I'believe A. Fyfe and M. Jankanish are simply wrong when they claim that historically legislation is the most
important response to child labour. Trade Unions and Child Labour: 4 guide to Action. Geneva: ILO, 1997, p.
17. For an account of the removal of child labour from the jute industry in Calcutia, see Arjan de Haan,
“Towards a single male earner: The decline of child and femals employment in an Indian industry.” Economic
and Social History in the Netherlands, 6 (1994), 145-167

¥ White, B. “Children, Work and Child Labour: Changing responses to the Employment of Children.”
Development and Change 25 (1994 ), 4, 854-61.

? Jim McKechnie and Sandy Hobbes, “Child labour: The view from the North.” Childhood, 6 (1999), 1, p. 94.

'® Precious lives: Children Labour and Other Labour Rights in the Diamond and Gemstone Industry. Report by
International Conference of Free Trade Unions, Universal Alliance of Diamond Workers, and International
Federation of Commercial, Clerical, Professional and Technical Employees. October 1997.

"'Y. Chirwa and M.F.C. Bourdilton, “Small-Scale Commercial Farming: Working Children in Nyanyadzi
Irrigation Scheme.” In Earning a Life: working children in Zimbabwe (ed.) M.F.C. Bourdillon. Harare: Weaver
Press, 2000, 134-137.

2 See A. Fyfe, Child Labour. Polity Press, Cambridge, 1989, p.4

"*V, Mapedzahama and M.F.C. Bourdillon, “Street Workers in a Harare Suburb” (25-44); V.N. Muzvidziwa,
“hild Vendors in the Streets of Masvingo” (59-74) and M, Mutisi and M.F.C. Bourdillon, “Child vendors at a
Rural Growth Point” (75-94). In Earning a Life: working children in Zimbabwe (ed.) M.F.C. Bourdillon.
Harare: Weaver Press, 2000.

“ MLE.C. Bourdillon, “Children at Work on Tea and Coffee Estates.” In Farning a Life: working children in
Zimbabwe {ed.} M.¥.C. Bourdillon. Harare: Weaver Press, 2000, 156.

' See, for example, A Fyfe, ‘Child labour in agriculture’. In Protecting Children in the World of Work. ILO,
Labour Education 1997/3, no. 108, 48-50. See also Nieuwenhuys’ point that work within the family is not
morally neutral: Olga Nieuwenhuys, Children’s Lifeworlds: Gender, Welfare and Labour in the Developing
World. London: Routledge, 1992, 203-4.

1o Elsbeth Robson, “Invisible carers: young people in Zimbabwe's home-based health care.” Area 32 (2000),
1, 50-69. Also in Earning a Life: working children in Zimbabwe (ed.) M.F.C. Bourdillon. Harare: Weaver Press,
2000, 109-126.

17 Jim McKechnie and Sandy Hobbs, Working Children: Reconsidering the Debate. Report if International
Working Group on Child Labour. Defence For Children International and International Society for the Defence
of Child Abuse and Neglect, Amsterdam, 1998.



21

8 M. Mutisi et al., “Child vendors . ..”

" L. Dube, “Child Domestic Work.” In Earning a Life: working children in Zimbabwe (ed.) M.F.C.Bourdillon.
Harare: Weaver Press, 2000, 95-108.

V. Mapedzahama ef al., “Street Workers in a Harare suburb,” 29-38, and M.F.C. Bourdillon, “Children at
Work on Tea and Coffee Estates,” 160-167.

* Children of Balkur Panchayat, Work We Can Do and Cannot Do. Bangalore: The Concerned for Working

Children, 1999. They want to go on to examine what is good and bad at school and what is good and bad about
parents.

* A. Vittachi Stolen Childhood: In Search of the Rights of the Child. Cambridge: Polity Press, 1989, p. 101.

* See Bourdillon, M.F.C., “Child labour and education: a case study from south-eastern Zimbabwe.” Journal of
Social Development in Africa 15 (2000), 2, 24-25.

* Government of Zimbabwe, Inter-Census Demographic Survey, 1997. Harare: Central Statistics Office, 1998.
Calculated from Table 2.3a.

3 Extracted from id, table 5.7.

* (. Foster, C. Makufa, R. Drew and E. Kralovec, “Factors leading to the establishment of child-headed
households — the case of Zimbabwe”. Health Transitions Review 7 (Suppl 2) (1997}, 157-170

7 A study in two Nagpur (India) slums showed that there was no significant difference in calorie intake between
child workers and a matched control group of children, but the control group of boys were heavier from the age
of 12 and taller from the age of 14, Workers were slower in the genetic development. The authors do not,
however, discuss the long-term effects of these differences. See Ambadekar, NN, et al., “Effect of child
labour on growth of children.” Public Health 113 (1999), 303.306.

* This is assumed, for example in Institute of Industrial Relations, “Child labour in the Philipines: Wood-vased
and clothing industries.” In Combating Child Labour (ed.) A. Bequele and J. Boyden, Geneva: International
Labour Office, 1988, p. 90. But it is not clear that jobs are interchangeable and that less child labour means
better incomes for adults: for a theoretical discussion of this point see C. Diamond and T. Fayed, “Evidence on
substitutability of adult and child labour.” Journal of Development Studies, 34 (1998), 3, 62-70.

** Fatima Badry Zalami, Forgotten on the Pyjama Trail: A Case Study of Garment Workers in Méknés
(Morocco) Dismissed from their Jobs Following Foreign Media Attention. International Working Group on
Child Labour, 1998, especially 29-30.

* See Ben White, “Globalisation and the Child Labour Problem.” Journal of International Development, 8
(1996), 6, 833-834. P.J. Lotichen and Kavita Ratna, Harming Children by ignoring their Voices: Experiences
from Bangladesh, India and Morocco. (Draft Dossier) Bangalore: The Centre for Applied Research and
Documentation, The Concerned for Werking Children, 1997.

3! Save the Children Fund, Stitching Footballs: Voices of Children in Sialkot, Pakistan. London, 1997.

2 See Jo Boyden,, Birgitta Ling and William Myers, What Works for Working Children. Stockholm: Rédda
Barnen & UNICEF, 1998, 288-297. Also J.Boyden and W .Myers, “Exploring alternative approaches to

combatting child labour: Case studies from developing countries”, Innocenti Occasional Papers, CRS 5,
Florence: UNICEF, 1995.

3 MLF.C, Bourdillon, “Eam-and-leamn: work for education in the Eastern Highlands of Zimbabwe.” In The
Condition of the Child in Southern Africa. Ed. N. Bhebe and A. Mlambo. In preparation. Also M.F.C.
Bourdillon, “Child labour and education. . .”

M Jayanti Durai, Helping Business to Help Stop Child Labour. A report by Anti-Slavery International, 1997,
p.52.

% A Call to all Agencies to put children first in the WTO debate. Circulated by e-mail 23/12/1999,
* Working Children . . ., especially p. 41.



22

* See the report on research in the Eastern Province of Zambia by Drs Hazel Barret and Angela Browne of
Coventry University. Tropical Doctor 1999, January, 57-58.

** See Nieuwenhuys, Olga Children’s Lifeworlds: Gender, Welfare and Labour in the Developing World.
London: Routledge, 1994. P.12. Jim McKechnie and Sandy Hobbs, “Work by the Young: The Economic
Activity of School Aged Children.” Paper presented at the Johann Jacobs Foundation Conference on Youth in

the Cities: Successful Mediators of Normative Development, Marbach, Germany, October 22-25" 1998. Ben
White, “Children, work and ‘child labour’ . . .”, p.860.

* For a contrary view, see Michael Lavalette, Child Employment in the Capitalist Labour Market. A¥ershot

etc, Avebury, 1994. The author points out that work designated as suitable for children in first-world countries
is usually under-paid and exploitative.

“id., pp 171

* Neera Burra points this out with respect to the Indian carpet industry: Born to Work: Child Labour in India.
Oxford, etc.: Oxford University Press, 1995, p.194,

* In a study of the treatment of illnesses of 6-11 year-old children in Copenhagen, young children were treated
as more competent in describing their symptoms than the older ones. Young children were encouraged to
describe their symptoms: parents tended to interject and speak for older children. See Pia H. Christensen,
“Difference and similarity: how children’s competence in constituted in illness and its treatment.” In Children

and Social Competence: Arenas of Action (ed.) Ian Hutchling and Jo Moran-Ellis. London: Falmer Press, 1998,
187-201.

** Neera Burra, Born to Work: Child Labour in India. Oxford, etc., Oxford University Press, 1995, p.170.

* Y. Chirwa and M. Wakatama, “Working Street Children in Harare.” In Earning a Life: working children in
Zimbabwe (ed.) MLF.C. Bourdilon. Harare: Weaver Press, 2000, 45-58.

“ For a variety of studies on this theme, see [. Hutchby and J. Moran-Ellis (ed.) Children and Social
Competence: Arenas of Action. London: Falmer Press, 1998,

* Pamela Reynolds points out that in order to understand childhood, we need an ethnography that recognises
children as part of the political arena and pays attention to them as informants about their lives. See Traditional
Healers and Childhood . . ., p. xxxiil.

“7 See Philista Onyango’s observation that a higher percentage of children than of adults said that they had seen
child workers being abused. “Child labour policies and programmes in Kenya,” in Combating Child Labour
(ed.) A. Bequele and J. Boyden. Geneva: International Labour Office, 1988, p. 169.



10.
11.
12
13.
14.
15.
16.

17.
18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23

Department of Sociology
Working Papers Series

Riaz Hassan and Geoffrey Benjamin, "Ethnic Outmarriage Rates in Singapore: The

Influence of Traditional Socio-Cultural Organisation”, 1972, 26pp.

Hans-Dieter Evers, "Urban Involution: The Social Structure of Southeast Asian

Towns", 1972, 19pp.

Erik Cohen, "Social Ecology - A Multidimensional Approach”, 1972, 97pp.

Noeleen Heyzer and Wee Gek Sim, "Trade Union Leaders in Singapore”, 1972,

92pp.

Peter S.J. Chen, "The Political Course of Singapore” (in English and Chinese), 1972,
23pp.

Chan Heng Chee and Hans-Dieter Evers, "National Identity and Nation Building

in S.E. Asia”, 1972, 29pp.

Peter Weldon, "Indonesian and Chinese Status Differences in Urban Java", 1972,

41pp.

Geofirey Benjamin, "Austroasiatic Subgroupings and Prehistory in the Malay

Peninsula”, 1972, 63pp.

Aline Wong, "Job Satisfaction among Higher Non-Expatriate Civil Servants in Hong

Kong”, 1972, 64pp.

Peter S8.J. Chen, "Modernisation in Singapore: Changing Values and the Individual",

1972, 16pp.

Geoffrey Benjamin, "An Outline of Temiar Grammar”, 1972, 41pp.

Peter S.J. Chen, "Social Stratification in Singapore”, 1973, 99pp.

Peter D. Weldon, John S. Western and Tan Tsu Haung, "Housing and Satisfaction

with Environment in Singapore”, 1973, 30pp.

Mochtar Naim, "Penghulu di Minangkabau (Penghulu as Traditional Elite in

Minangkabau)", 1973, 31pp.

Michael A H. Walter, "A Comparative Examination of Systems of Kinship and

Marriage in Fiji", 1973, 41pp.

Hans Dieter-Evers and Daniel Regan, "Specialisation and Involvement: The

Modernising Role of Doctors in Malaysia and Indonesia”, 1973, 33pp.

Myrna L. Blake, "Kampong Eurasians in Singapore”, 1973, 45pp.

Mak Lau Fong, "The Forgotten and the Rejected Community -- A Sociological

Stuff’ of Chinese Secret Societies in Singapore and West Malaysia”, 1973, 150pp.

Erik Cohen, "Southeast Asian Urban Sociology -- A Review and a Selected

Bibliography", 1973, 53pp.

Thelma Kay, "Group Cohesion and Productivity among Dockworkers - A Study of

Stevedores in Singapore”, 1973, 28pp.

Eddie C.Y. Kuo, "Industrialisation and the Family Type: An Overview", 1974,

45pp.

Hans-Dieter Evers, "Changing Patterns of Minangkabau Urban Landownership”,

1974, 45pp.



24

23.

24,

25.

26.
27.

28.

29.
30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.
41.

42,

43.

45.

46.
47.

48.

 Geoffrey Benjamin, "The Cultural Logic of Singapore's 'Multiracialism',

Peter S.J. Chen, "Social and Psychological Aspects of Fertility: Findings from
Family Planning Research in Singapore", 1974, 27pp.

Hans-Dieter Evers, "The Role of Professionals in Social and Political Change”,
1974, 28pp.

Geoffrey Benjamin, “Prehistory and Ethnology in Southeast Asia: Some New Ideas",
1974, 2pp.

Mochtar Naim, "Voluntary Migration in Indonesia”, 1974, 41pp.

Lawrence Babb, "Walking on Flowers in Singapore - A Hindu Festival C: in
Aram Yengoyan and Alton L. Cycle”, 1974, A6pp.

Geoffrey Benjamin, "Indigenous Religious Systems of the Malay Peninsula”, 1974,
27pp.

Aline K. Wong, "Women as a Minority Group in Singapore”, 1974,

Michael A.H.B. Walter, "Co-operation in East Fiji: A New Traditionalism?",
1974, 30pp.

Aline XK. Wong, "The Continuous Family Revolution in China -- Ideology and
Changing Family Patterns"”, 1974, 28pp.

Eddie C.Y. Kuo and Riaz Hassan, "Some Social Concommitants of Interethnic
Marriage in Singapore”, 1974, 28pp.

Riaz Hassan, "Symptoms and Syndromes of the Developmental Process in
Singapore”, 1974, 11pp.

Hans-Dieter Evers and Riaz Hassan, "Studies on Social Stratification in Southeast
Asia”, 1974, 141pp.

Pang Eng Fong and Thelma Kay, "Change and Continuity in Singapore's
Industrial elations System”, 1974, 27pp.

Eddie C.Y. Kuo, "Field Theory as a Conceptual Framework for Divorce Study",
1974, 25pp.

Riaz Hassan, "International Tourism and Intercultural Communication: The Case of
Japanese Tourists in Singapore”, 1974, 23pp.

Riaz Hassan, "Towards a Dialectic Anthropology - A Comment on Professor M.
Freedman's Paper, Social and Cultural Anthropology”, 1974, Tpp.

Hans-Dieter Evers, "Urbanisation and Urban Conflict in Southeast Asia”, 1974,
16pp.

Michael A.H.B. Walter, "The Gardening Game", 1975, 15pp.

Frederic C. Deyo, "Organisation and Its Socio-Cultural Setting: A Case Study of
Structural Compensation in an Atomistic Society”, 1975, 31pp.

Mak Lau Fong, "Chinese Secret Societies in Ipoh Town, 1945-1969", 1975, 17pp.
Vivienne Wee, "A Preliminary Account of 'Buddhism’ in Singapore", 1975, 56pp.
1975, 34pp.

Eckehard Kulke, "Social Class and Primordial Loyalty in Rural India -- An
Approach to the Study of Indian Untouchables”, 1975, 31pp.

Peter S.J. Chen, "Elites and National Development in Singapore"”, 1975, 15pp.
Riaz Hassan, "Social and Psychological Implications of High Population
Density", 1975, 30pp.

Rory Fonseca, "Planning and Land-use in Singapore", 1975, 26pp.




49.
50.
51
32,
53.
54,

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.
64.

65.
66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

25

Lawrence A. Babb, "Thaipusam in Singapore: Religious Individualism in a
Hierarchical Culture”, 1976, 19pp.

Rory Fonseca, "Growth, Transition and the Urban Environment; A Reference
Frame for Singapore”, 1976, 19pp.

Peter S.J. Chen, "dsian Values in Modernising Society: A Sociological
Perspective”, 1976, 17pp.

Eddie C.Y. Kuo, "4 Sociolinguistic Profile of Singapore”, 1976, 20pp.

Michael A H.B. Walter, "On Transitional Society", 1976, 20pp.

Frederic C. Deyo, "Marital Status, Job Orientation and Work Commitment among
Semi-Skilled Female Workers in Singapore ", 1976, 20pp.

Frederic C. Deyo, "Decision-Making and Supervisory Authority in Cross-Cultural
erspective: An Exploratory Study of Chinese and Western Management Practices
in Singapore”, 1976, 24pp.

John R. Clammer, “Sociological Approaches to the Study of Language and
Literacy in Southeast Asia”, 1976, 28pp.

Peter S.J. Chen, "Ecological Distribution of Social Pathology in Singapore”, 1977,
28pp.

Aline K. Wong, "The Value of Children and the Household Economy -- A
Review of urrent VOC Studies in the Developing World", 1977, 24pp.

Chiew Seen Kong, “Educational and Occupational Attainment of Singapore's
Chinese Women and Men", 1977, 24pp.

Peter S.J. Chen, "Population Policy and Social Science Research on Population in
Singapore”, 1977, 28pp.

Michael A.H.B. Walter and Riaz Hassan, "4n Island Community in Singapore: A
Characterisation of a Marginal Society", 1977, 44pp.

Stella R. Quah, "The Unplanned Dimensions of Health Care in Singapore:
Traditional Healers and Self-Medication", 1977, 22pp.

John R. Clammer, "Islam and Capitalism in Southeast Asia”, 1978, 22pp.
Robert G. Cooper, "Second World First: The Study of Films and the Use of Film
in Social Studies”, 1978, 20pp.

Peter S.J. Chen, "Ethnicity and Fertility: The Case of Singapore”, 1978, 25pp.
Rolf E. Vente, "Urban Planning and High-Density Living. Some Reflections on
their Interrelationship”, 1979, 13pp.

William S.W. Lim, "4 Case for Low-Rise High-Density Living in Singapore”,
1979, 13pp.

Mak Lau Fong, "Subcommunal Participation and Leadership Cohesiveness of
the Chinese in 19th Century Singapore”, 1984, 23pp.

Eddie C.Y. Kuo and Huey Tsyh Chen, "Towards an Information Society:
Changing Occupational Structure in Singapore”, 1985, 29pp.

Ko Yiu Chung, "Industrial Workers and Class Formation: A Study of Chinese
Industrial Workers in North China, 1900-1937", 1986, 31pp.

Geoffrey Benjamin, "Between Isthmus and Islands: Reflection on Malayan
Palaeo-Sociology”, 1986, 43pp.

Habibul H. Khondker, "Is There a Dependency Paradigm?”, 1986, 55pp.



26

73.
74,
75.
76.
77.
78.
79.
80.
8.
82.
83.
84,
85.
86.
87.
88.
89.

90.
91.

92.

93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

Mak Lau Fong, "The Locality and Non-Locality Organising Principles: A
Technical Report on the Taxonomy of Chinese Voluntary Associations in the 19th
Century Straits Settlements"”, 1986, 33pp.

Chua Beng Huat, "Reading Foucault as a Conservative™, 1986, 40pp.

Vivienne Wee, "Material Dependence and Symbolic Independence: Constructions of
Melayu Ethnicity in Island Riau,Indonesia”, 1986, 46pp.

Habibul Haque Khondker, "Famine Response: The 1984-85 Ethopian Famine",
1986, 38pp.

Allen J. Chun, "Conceptions of Kinship and Kingship in Classical Chou China”,
1986, 50pp.

V. Selvaratmam, "Ethnicity, Inequality and Higher Education in Penisular
Malaysia: The Sociological Implications", 1987,44pp.

Trevor O Ling, "Buddhism, Confucianism and the Secular State in Singapore”, 1987,
42pp.

Mak Lau Fong, "The Social Alignment Patterns of the Chinese in 1 9th-century
Penang”, 1987, 32pp.

Allen J.  Chun, "Durkheim Reconsidered: A  Critique of Primitive
Structuralism", 1987, 30pp.

Geoffrey Benjamin, "Process and Structure in Temiar Social Organization”, 1987,
46pp.

Eddie C.Y. Kuo, "Confucianism and the Chinese Family in Singapore:
Continuities and Changes", 1987, 32pp.

Tatsuko Takizawa, "Facets of Musical Activities in Singapore”, 1987, 35pp.

Geoffrey Benjamin, "Notes on the Deep Sociology of Religion”, 1987, 37pp.
Habibul Haque Khondker, "The World According to Wallerstein”,1987, 48pp.

Mak Lau Fong, "Solidarity Models: A Sociological Framework For Comparative
Criminal Organization”, 1988, 29pp.

Geoffrey  Benjamin, "Grammar and Polity: The Cultural and Political
Background to Standard Malay”, 1988, 51pp.

Viswanathan Selvaratnam, “Limits to Vocationally-Oriented Education in the Third
World", 1988, 36pp.

Vivienne Wee, What does ‘Chinese’ mean?: an exploratory essay, 1988, 41pp.
Geoffrey Benjamin, The unseen presence: a theory of the nation-state and its mysti-
fications, 1988, 55pp.

Tong Chee Kiong, Perceptions and boundaries: problematics in the assimilation of
the Chinese in Thailand, 1988, 30pp.

Alan J Chun, Toward a political economy of the sojourning experience: the Chinese
in 19th century Malaya, 1988, 39pp.

Chua Beng Huat, Public housing policies compared: US, Socialist countries and
Singapore, 1988, 41pp.

Eddie C. Y. Kuo and Bjorn H. Jernudd, Language management in a multilingual
state: the case of planning in Singapore, 1988, 45pp.

Ho Kong Chong, The community study: a discussion of the method with modifica-
tions for research in Singapore, 1988, 44pp.

Tan Ern Ser, Employing organizations and the dynamics of social mobility in Singa-~
pore: an analytical framework and empirical analysis, 1988, 43pp.



98.

99.

100.

101.

102.
103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.
109.

110.
111.

112.
113.

114.
115.
116.
117.
118.
119.
120.
121.
122.

123.

27

Mak Lau Fong, Singapore Chinese traditional voluntary associations: convergence
vs divergence, 1989, 36pp.

Tong Chee Kiong, Centripetal authority, differentiated networks: the social organi-
zation of Chinese firms in Singapore, 1989, 36pp.

Chan Kwok Bun and Ho Kong Chong (eds), Explorations in Asian sociology. 100th
special issue, Singapore: Chopmen Publishers 1991, 54pp.

Eddie C. Y. Kuo, Ethnicity, polity and economy: a case study of Mandarin trade
and the Chinese connection, 1990, 36pp.

Chua Beng Huat, Fashion shopping: programs, stages and audience, 1990, 29pp.
Georg Stauth, Revolution in spiritless times: an essay on the inquiries of Michel
Foucault on the Iranian Revolution, 1991, 54pp.

Chua Beng Huat & Eddie C. Y. Kuo, The making of a new nation: cultural
construction and national identity in Singapore, 1991, 43pp.

Alfred Choi, Policing domestic disturbances: a research review of police response,
1991, 40pp.

Vineeta Sinha, Some notes on ‘temple -building and image-worship in Indian relig-
ion, in historical perspective, 1991, 50pp.

Ho Kong Chong, Studying the city in the new international division of labour, 1991,
43pp.

Georg Stauth, Critical theory and pre-Fascist social thought, 1991, 35pp.

Zhang Xin-Xiang, A methodological critique of Marx’s theory of surplus value,
1991, 37pp.

Lee Siew Peng, Class and noise tolerance: some ruminations, 1991, 39pp.

Paulin Tay Straughan, Screening for early detection of cervical cancer: the
relationship between social integration and preventive health, 1992, 34pp.

Lian Kwen Fee, Stratification in Maori society in the 19th century, 1992, 40pp.
Eddie C. Y. Kuo, Confucianism as political discourse in Singapore: the case of an
incomplete revitalization movement, 1992, 29pp.

Syed Farid Alatas, Some problems of indigenization, 1992, 46pp.

Zhang Xin-Xiang, Crime and control: a neo-rational choice approach, 1993, 43pp.
Tan Em Ser, Theorising the dynamics of industrial relations and trade unionism:
lessons from the Singapore case, 1993, 31pp.

Roxana Waterson, What to celebrate in the United Nations Year of Indigenous Peo-
ples?, 1993, 55pp.

Zhang Xin Xiang, Education as a vehicle for social stratificational change: the
case of Singapore, 1993, 38pp.

James V. Jesudason, Statist democracy and the limits of civil society in Malaysia,
1993, 40pp.

Filomeno V. Aguilar Jr, Nouns that sail through history: reified categories and
their transcendence in Marx's social theory, 1994, 50pp.

Syed Farid Alatas, Post-colonial state: dual functions in the public sphere, 1994,
45pp.

Chua Beng Huat, That imagined space: nostalgia for the kampung in Singapore,
1994, 39pp.

Habibul H Khondker, Globalization theory: a critical appraisal, 1994, 42pp.



28

124.

125.

126.
127.

128.

129.

130.

131.

132.
133.

134,

135

136.

137.

138.

139.

140.

141.

142,

143.

144,
145.

146.

147.

Kwok Kian Woon, Social transformation and the problem of social coherence:
Chinese Singaporeans at century’s end, 1994, 39pp.

Chua Beng Huat, Culture, multiracialism and national identity in Singapore, 1995,
36pp.

Nirmala Purushotam, Disciplining differences: ‘race’ in Singapore, 1995, 33pp.
Chua Beng Huat and Tan Joo Ean, Singapore: new configuration of a socially
stratified culture, 1995, 40pp.

Paulin Tay Straughan and Tan Emn Ser, Shiftwork, job satisfaction, and turnover
propensity: nurses in a Singapore hospital, 1996, 26pp.

Habibul Haque Khondker, Competing paradigms and conflicting theories in the
studies of the development of Asian NICS, 1996, 37pp.

Geoffrey Benjamin, Rationalisation and re-enchantment in Malaysia: Temiar relig-
ion 19641995, 1996, 52pp.

Selina Ching Chan, Negotiating and tradition: the identityn of indigenous
inhabitants in Hong Kong,1996,43pp.

Geoffrey Benjamin, Affixes, Austronesian and iconicity in Malay, 1997,31 pp.

Chua Beng Huat and Ananda Rahah, Hybridity, Ethnicity and Food in Singapore,
1997,24 pp.

Kay Mohlman, Home-base Workplaces and Workplace Domesticities: A Socio-
Spatial Analysis, 1998, 28pp.

. Paulin Tay Straughan, The Social Contradictions of the Normal Family: Challenges

to the Ideology, 1999,18pp.

Vineeta Sinha, Colonial Encounters: Transplanting "Western Medicine"; Qusting
“Traditional” Healing? 1999,42pp.

Tong Chee Kiong and Lian Kwen Fee, The Nationstate and the Limits to
Globalization in Southeast Asia, 1999,30pp.

Chia Hwee Kim Karen, Experiencing Sacred Spaces: The Negotiation of
Authenticity by Tourists and Worshippers, 1999, 45pp.

Leong Wai Teng, Consuming the Nation: National Day Parades in Singapore,
1999, 16pp

Maribeth Erb, What is a Tourist?: Tourists and Other Spirits in the Manggaraian
World, 1999, 28pp

Syed Farid Alatas and Vineeta Sinha, Teaching Classical Sociological Theory in
Singapore: The Context of Eurocentrism, 1999, 34pp

Thomas Menkhoff and Jochen Wirtz, Local Responses to Globalisation-The Case
of Singapore, 1999, 34pp

Johannes Han-Yin Chang, China: An Unintended Transformation of Class
Stratification, 1999, 32pp

Srilata Ravi, “Antivoyages-Reflections on women travellers” writings”, 1999,18pp
Goh Pei Siong Daniel, Space, Meaning and A4 “Neighborhood” Charismatic
Fundamentalist Church, 1999, 30pp

Ng Tang Nah, The Effects of Science Education on National Economic Growth in
The World and Singapore, 1999, 21pp

Md.Mizanur Rahman, The Asian Economic Crisis and Migrant Workers: The Case
of Bangladeshi Workers in Singapore, 1999, 33pp



148.

149.

150.

151.

152.
153.

154,

155.

29

Vineeta Sinha, Socio-Cultural Theory and Colonial Encounters: The Discourse on
Indigenizing Anthropology in India, 2000, 38pp

Chua Beng Huat, Taiwan s Present/Singapore’s Past Mediated by Hokkien
Language, 2000, 19pp

Michael Hill, ‘Asian Values’ as Reverse Orientalism: The case of Singapore, 2000
34pp.

Hans-Dieter Evers, Epistemic Cultures: Towards a New Sociology on Knowledge,
2000, 16pp.

Roxana Waterson, 4 Toraja Pilfrimage: The Life of Fritz Basiang, 2000, 46pp.
Tan Erm Ser, Globalization and National Industrial Relations Systems: Theoretical
Implications from the Singapore Case, 2000, 12pp.

Thomas Menkhoff and Lena Kay. Worlds Apart? Reflections On The Relationship
Between Small Entrepreneurs And External Change Advocates In Singapore, 2000,
22pp.

Michael Bourdillon. Children’s Right and Children’s Labour, 2000, 22pp

2

-




