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Abstract
“I think it is somewhat arbitrary to try to dissociate the

effective practice of freedom by people, the practice of

social realities, and the spatial distributions in which they

find themselves. If they are separated, they become

impossible to understand. Each can only be understood

through the other.”
Foucault (cited in Rabinow, 1991:246)

This study situates Burundian street boys within the context of participation, agency and development interventions’ debates. Through a participatory approach that takes into account street boys lived experiences in the streets of Bujumbura, this research seeks to identify key barriers that prevent street children’s full participation in the implementation of development programs aiming at their ‘rehabilitation’. While the mainstreaming of development programs presents a powerful mandate for addressing the issue of street children, the experiences and voices of Burundian street boys reveal problematic trends in its implementation. In identifying the discrepancy between NGOs interventions and street boys’ realities, this research suggests ways in which NGO programs for street children’ rehabilitation can become a truly transformative process.
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Chapter 1
Introduction
‘The voices, views and visions of young people themselves still wait to be heard and considered.’   (De Boeck and Honwana, 2005)
In the contemporary world the need for development interventions and their beneficial effects in the Global South are too often taken for granted, and sometimes not adequately or genuinely assessed. Furthermore, when talking about children as targets of development interventions, the focus is overwhelmingly on provision and protection, often at the expenses of children's participation in sharing their experiences as competent, although constrained, actors. In this paper, I will examine the complex relation between NGOs and street children in Burundi – a phenomenon that has attracted attention and stimulated heated debates among academics and development practitioners in recent decades.   

This research analyses the perceptions of a group of street boys in Bujumbura regarding their lived experience on the street, and explores the interactions between street children and NGOs programs and services who try to help them. A variety of programs have been developed throughout Burundi, and mostly in Bujumbura, with the aim of “rescuing” or “rehabilitating” this community of children. Despite these efforts, a considerable number of street children keep going back to the street. 

How can we understand children's agency in this context? How do street children live the street and perceive exogenous efforts to take them away from it? Why do street children appear not to participate or take an active part in their ‘recovery’ in the way usually envisaged by intervention programs? Are NGOs somehow contributing to perpetuating the problem they mean to solve? 

After a long term experience as a development practitioner working with street children in Burundi, I went back wearing my researcher hat, in an attempt to answer these questions through qualitative research methods including participant observation and life histories, keeping a focus on children's voices. 

Given the complex reality in which interactions between street children and development agencies take place, I will research how street children perceive this environment, and how they interact with it in order to obtain what they need and want from this 'system'. The different organizations mainly struggle, with relatively little success, to remove children from the streets and situate them in the more familiar worlds of nurtured childhood (Hecht, 1998), that are their families or 'rehabilitating' shelters. 

During my work experience, I noticed that the great majority of street children in Bujumbura have participated in at least one live-in program, but many finally chose to come back to the street life. I confirmed this perception during my field work, where the majority of the street children with whom I interacted had experienced an average of 2 live-in programs in the last year, before coming back to the street. This sort of 'non co-operation' ultimately pulls them out of the shelters and back to the street in a “yo-yo” process, by which the children go back and forth between the street and their home or the street and the program shelters. This happens in apparent contempt for the outsiders' help. This kind of pattern of  back and forth movement has been described by several authors as part of the children career on the street (authors cited in Turnbull et al., 2009). 

I argue that Burundian street children, far from being passive recipients or targets of mainstream interventions, are actively engaged in manipulating adult perceptions and reshaping the relationship between them and their environment, including NGOs. As Turnbull, Hernandez and Reyes (2009) point out in their study addressing the relationship between street children and their helpers in Mexico, the children use NGOs as their 'clients', making the most of what their services can offer in a given time, in other words using NGO resources based on their view of how the system works and can benefit them. My hypothesis is that the NGOs working with street children in Bujumbura are experiencing a mismatch in their perception and understanding of street children lives and experiences. This mismatch is contributing to the consolidation, if not exacerbation, of the phenomenon.
This study aims to analyze, through the Burundian case study, the disconnections that can take place between street children and their helpers, compromising the results of many NGO programs. Furthermore, it underlies the focal importance for development practitioners of valuing and understanding street children’s voices and experiences in order to design interventions that are truly responsive. Emphasis will be placed on problem and control based approaches to street children, while promoting social development frameworks that are cognizant of young people’s participation and voice. 
Background and Analytical Framework
Children in Urban Africa: Marginalization and Agency
The purpose of this section is to draw attention to the conceptual complexity of constructing and reconstructing childhood and children’s life in Africa’s multicultural, hybrid contexts (Brown, Larson and Saraswathi, 2002). Several authors engage in the challenging attempt to describe the state of children and youth in Africa. In ‘Makers and Breakers: Children and Youth in Postcolonial Africa’, Honwana and De Boeck (2005) introduce the debate as follows:

‘In Africa, young people constitute the majority of the population and are at the centre of societal interactions and transformations. Yet children and youth are often placed at the margins of the public sphere and major political, socio-economic and cultural processes. The challenging situation of the continent today makes young people particularly vulnerable. Many have little or no access to education, employment and livelihoods, healthcare and basic nutrition. Over the past two decades, political conflict, armed violence, and the HIV/AIDS pandemic created a crisis of unprecedented proportions for younger generations of Africans.’ 

Childhoods are very diverse, and they cannot be encompassed by any one ideal (Ennew, 2003). Nevertheless, the above quote recognizes certain African realities that affect children throughout the continent. The demographic factor is important in determining national demands, labor needs and patterns of personal and public expenditure (Brown, Larson and Saraswathi, 2002), but also in overburdening a generally weak schooling system and undermining the provision of child care for working mothers in urban settings, both factors contributing to streetism (Ennew, 2003).

In Burundi, the under 18 constitute roughly half of the total population (UNICEF, 2008) and the access and quality of education remain one of the main challenges children and youth are facing nowadays.
Despite free primary education which was formally established by the Government in 2005, resulting in the rise of children enrolled in primary school from 87.9% in 2005 to 135.6% in 2008 (World Bank Statistics, 2008), the system is unable to absorb the massive return of children, youth and even adults (as the data suggests) into the formal educational system. Another major problem is constituted by the poor quality of teachers, constrained and decimated by the conflict. Moreover, the inaccessibility of primary schools in rural areas, the hidden costs of education (still unaffordable for a large percentage of families), and the desperate need for labor in both rural and urban households, result in a primary completion rate of only 48.4% male and 42% female (World Bank Statistics, 2008). 
In addition, Burundi, as many African countries, has been affected by large-scale population displacements. Population movements are not a new phenomena in African history, and should not be hastily identified as a cause of crises in themselves. Rather, chronic wars and political instability have produced a new pattern of  rural to urban migration associated with dislocated families, new types of households and rising number of children and adolescents living in urban informal settlements and on the streets (Aptekar, 1998). In his paper ‘Urbanization, War and Africa’s Youth at Risk’, Sommers (2003) underlines how war has had a significant impact on African urbanization, drawing on examples such as Angola, Sudan, Congo or Sierra Leone, where ‘hundreds of thousands of people displaced by wars have sought refuge in capital cities’, radically transforming urban areas. The alteration of urban spaces in Africa is often characterized by the growing expansion of large slums, especially around capital cities, with no or limited access to social services and predominantly inhabited by a marginalized majority of youth and female surviving in conditions of extreme poverty and deprivation. 
In Burundi, the consequences of the conflict are still very much present in people's lives, and even more severe among children and young people. Hundreds of thousands of casualties and major internal and external population displacement during the war period dramatically modified the demographic and social Burundian landscapes, dismantling both economic and social networks (IDMC, 2006). All children in Burundi have being affected by the social dislocation likely to be experienced by demobilized child soldiers and returnees
. Many have lost parents, witnessed extreme violence and systematic sexual abuse, and have had their social and family environment torn apart on a routine basis. 
Despite the deeply rooted moral and cultural matrix that defines children in terms of intrinsic wealth and as a social good, a growing number of children and youth in Burundi no longer fit in any of the common sites of youth self-realization, within and outside the family (De Boeck and Honwana, 2005). This unprecedented pressure on family structures has led to the emergence of new realities such as single-parent-headed households (often female-headed), child-headed households and grandparent-headed households, in which children are likely to be key actors in the fulfillment of basic needs (Abebe and Aase, 2007). Another major problem arising from the conflict is represented by the high number of children living without parental care. The number of war orphans aged 0-17 is estimated at 600.000 (UNICEF Statistics, 2007), while HIV/AIDS orphans aged 0-17 are 120.000 (UNICEF Statistics, 2007). 
Reflecting on the role of extended families in the provision of care in such harsh socio-economic contexts, the ‘social rupture’ thesis (Chirwa, 2002) depicts an African (HIV/AIDS) crisis in which communities are increasingly unable to care for the growing number of orphans and vulnerable children. According to Abebe and Ease (2007), the social rupture thesis assumes that the traditional system of orphan care is overstretched and eroded by the strain of AIDS, and is actually collapsing. While emphasizing the structural constraints that potential ‘caring’ families and households face through the metaphor of the broken ‘safety net’, these assumptions somehow deny the fluidity and dynamism of the family and its individuals in proactively responding to the demands placed on it (Chirwa, 2002). 

Despite their marginalization and alienation, children and youth in contemporary Africa are active, both as creative or destructive forces, in redefining and restructuring existing models of kinship and moral matrices of reciprocity and solidarity (De Boeck and Honwana, 2005). In one sense, the choices of some of them to enter the street life highlight the acute sense of responsibility and resourcefulness African children and youth have in coping with family and community deprivations and constraints. Agency, in these contexts, is always painful; yet, as Weiss (2005) argues, ‘pain can also produce agency’. Without denying the difficulties they are facing, this paper aims at exploring the ways in which street boys in urban Burundi negotiate their identities within their ambiguous agency, shaping and being shaped by the surrounding environment.
The Social Construction of Street Children: Configuration and Implications
Street children have been the focus of intense academic interest and welfare concern for over two decades. On an international level, this group of children was brought to public awareness by Peter Taçon (1981), at that time a representative of UNICEF (de Moura, 2002). In many regions of the world, the phenomenon was unabated, while emerging in others where it was unknown so far, and policy makers, academics and international organizations attempted to develop explanatory frameworks to understand the reality of these children. 

The definition of street children is contested, above all in its implicit claim to capture the reality of millions of children throughout the world, but many practitioners and policy makers refer to UNICEF's concept of boys and girls aged under 18 for whom 'the street' (including unoccupied dwellings and wastelands) has become home and/or their source of livelihood, who are inadequately protected or supervised by responsible adults (State of the World's Street Children Report, 2007). The concept includes street-living children who live and sleep in public spaces as well as street-working children who work on the street during the day, returning to their family homes to sleep, but leaves out other realities such as street families and seasonal workers (Aitken and Herman, 2009). Definitions continue to evolve, in an attempt to capture the fluidity and differences in children's experiences. In this paper I will adopt a more inclusive operational understanding of street children as children for whom the street is a reference point and has a central role in their lives. 

As a worldwide social phenomenon, international agencies and scientists have tended to focus on similar issues to characterize and explain the genesis of street children: family and community disconnection, violence and abuse, poverty, conflict, rural-to-urban migration are identified as the major causes. Despite it is reasonable, to some extent, to draw global common features in describing and explaining the phenomenon, street children experiences lie at the border between the global and the local, between their social construction and their reality, their cheeky visibility and silent invisibility. 

Street children are groups of individuals who are considered problematic according to the norms and values of contemporary societies. As outsiders, they are usually perceived as victims or deviants, as tragic illustrations of neglect and vulnerability, as unplanned outcomes of societal dysfunctions (Hecth T., 1998; Abebe T., 2008; Beazley H., 2003; Young L., 2002; Aptekar L., 1988; de Moura S.L., 2002). Furthermore, dependency is a concept central to the definition of childhood in western cultures. As a result, children's autonomy is often overlooked or, when recognized, talked about in negative terms and as the result of adults' failure to exercise responsibility for children (Aitken & Herman, 2009).The consequence of these discourses is the silent assumption that street children are uncritical and passive targets for manipulation and control. Such portrayals are in danger of ignoring children's active role in engaging with their environment, interpreting the world around them, making choices, defining their own roles and identities, managing crises, reaching decisions and working collaboratively with others, always unstably balanced between their position as victims or agents. 

In the attempt to avoid both stereotyping and romanticizing their reality, a 'paradigm shift' in understanding street children has occurred during the last decade, at both theoretical and practical levels (Ennew, Swart-Kruger, 2003). In the academic sphere, the discourse has been transformed by considering the elements of time and space, as well as theories that individuals (and even children) are active agents in the construction of social reality. At the level of practice, in policy making and program design, a major influence has been in the 1989 United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child (UNCRC), which establishes children as subjects of rights and as active agents.

There are, nowadays, fewer attempts to describe a 'typical street child', and explanatory frameworks have also become more sophisticated than earlier assumptions that street children are either 'throwaways' or 'runaways' because of poverty and family breakdown. Such conjectures stigmatize impoverished families, blaming them for collapsing under the stress of undefined “poverty”, and fail to grasp that most poor families do not break down, nor do they inevitably abandon or discard their children. Current multi-level approaches are underpinned by a greater understanding of childhood, which incorporates both its constructed nature and the understanding that it is experienced in different ways by children at various ages and with diverse characteristics. These shifts are far from complete or unitary, yet they represent new possibilities and challenges to be explored. 

Structural forces such as rapid urbanization, poverty, violent conflict and the HIV/AIDS pandemic frame and constrain human choices and coping strategies in contemporary Africa. Within this context it is worth to understand how households, families and children in particular struggle to make sense of their lives and fight in the search of their identity. 
Burundian Childhoods and the Meaning of the Street

Out of this complex scene, this paper focuses on street children, an over-studied but undervalued community. Burundian street children are located in a fluid, complex reality inscribed in this socio-economic context. The street has always been a central part of Burundian children's life, as this quote of a Burundian journalist and human rights activist, now at the head of a youth political movement, points out while describing his childhood in the Seventies:

“In Kamenge (popular neighborhood in Bujumbura) the street was our green space, our playground, our ring, our life. And what a creativity! We imagined and constructed toys by ourselves. The basic materials were varied: wood, pieces of iron, mud...Actually, I grew up in the street. In our neighborhood, some parts of the houses were directly projected on the street. There was no privacy in my native Kamenge: the separation between houses was mainly symbolic and we were used to run freely from one courtyard to the other. It's in the street that I learned to take risks, to be audacious, but also to accept compromises. The street as playground for all power relations.” 




Alexis Sinduhije, unpublished autobiography, 2008

In Burundi as in many other parts of the African continent, children are commonly conceived and raised by their communities and families as supporting, productive actors. They are expected to work and assume social responsibility at early age, they participate in productive tasks, paid (and unpaid) labor, street trading, household chores, taking care of younger siblings and, often, older sick relatives. A popular Burundian common saying states: ‘Umwana si uwumwe, umwana ni uw’Uburundi’, meaning that the child does not belong only to his or her family, but it is a precious resource for the whole community. As Nsamenang (2002) points out, childhood in Africa is understood as a stage of social apprenticeship, where roles are shared among adults, adolescents and children. Households are productive units wherein a gender and generational division of roles among adults and the young eases the integration and inclusion of children into the productive and social life of the family and the community. In this context, the street has always been perceived as a fluid extension of the home for both work and leisure, where “home” doesn't have that western unitary composition and where home-based activities are not at all separated to the public life of the street. In this sense, I can argue that 'street children', as actors deeply entrenched in the everyday street life, have always existed in Burundi. 
Nevertheless, they existed in a very different form and substance from the one I am referring to in this paper. Their presence in the street was supervised by their community and family, and far from being perceived as a threat. More recently, the war radically shook Burundian economic safety nets and social ties, challenging the strength of many households and creating previously unknown vulnerable categories of people forced to survive at the edge of mainstream society. The family, especially in urban settings, is nowadays often struggling to cope with the competing values of traditionalism, modernity and globalization, and each of its members feels responsible in pursuing disparate goals such as farming, paid work, schooling, commerce, etc. (Nsamenang, 2002).  In this context, the street acquires a completely different meaning, and urban street life for male children and youth appears to have become a sort of new rite of passage into manhood. The street is a challenge that must be surmounted, regardless of the cost, and through this process of being tested and challenged, a new identity and degree of increased confidence and status may be gained (Gibbs and Mathambo, 2008). The experience of the group of six street boys I met in Bujumbura situates itself in this blurry context, where marginalization and agency appear as overlapping characteristics of the children’s unrelenting search for an identity. 
Research Objectives and Research Question(s)
Objectives
My research inscribes itself in this new attempt towards a more comprehensive understanding of a complex reality, and focuses on Bujumbura’s street boys as reliable, yet neglected, voices to listen to in order to  understand the specific outcomes of their interaction with structures around them, including NGOs working with them.  
The majority of recent studies on street children focuses on their life circumstances and everyday activities, within a wider ethnographic shift aiming to disclose in detail their reality. While acknowledging the importance of this field of research and dedicating some time to it in my paper, this study will examine Bujumbura’s street boys daily life in relation with programs that target them, particularly within the context of Non-Governmental Interventions available to street children in the Burundian capital city.   

This research project aimed to achieve the following objectives:

1. To research Bujumbura's street children, through their own voices, situating their choices and constraints in the relationships with NGO interventions targeting them;
2. To identify possible conflicting behavior patterns in both categories of children and service providers, assessing the magnitude and causes of this disconnection and exploring its consequences;
3. To offer reflection and inspiration in order to suggest programs designed with and not for children, more responsive to their needs, rights and perspectives.
Questions
In order to achieve the above mentioned objectives, the study aimed to answer the following research questions:

How does the experience of street children in Bujumbura relate to the common  strategies of NGOs working with street children?

- How do street children value their own quality of life on the street?

- How do street children perceive help, particularly exogenous interventions that aim to take them out of the street?

- How does the street children's view of 'best use' of NGO services relate to or contrast with NGOs' view of 'best practices', and why? 
In order to answer these questions I developed a comprehensive and reflexive research strategy, which will be analyzed in the next chapter and which was built with children in an attempt to offer to the group of street boys the greatest opportunity to freely express their views.

Chapter 2
Methodology and Critical Reflections of a Field Researcher
The search for a (participatory) method
In using qualitative methods and ethnographic techniques such as participant observation or life histories, my aim is to bring subjective experiences into the realm of interpretable data, valuing contexts such as time, place and subject identity. While a person's environments and activities can be observed and objectively described, qualitative approaches are needed to link those observations into a coherent story that adequately accounts for identities, perceptions and motivations. In other words, culture and agency (Aitken & Herman, 2009). 

I decided to build a reflexive research strategy through the use of different qualitative techniques, developed and inspired as long as the relationship with the children grew and strengthened. I tried to become a ‘street researcher’ (Young & Barrett, 2000), while my main objective was  to understand children’s choices and perceptions through their own experience; how much they were free, informed or constrained, avoiding adult’s prevailing conceptions of their best interest.
My field work took place during 5 weeks, from July, 17th 2010 to August, 24th 2010 in the capital city of Burundi, Bujumbura. I focused on a small group of 6 street boys who were the main study participants throughout the whole research journey. Although the study population is small, I don’t claim to formulate generalizations about street children as a ‘category’. Rather I aim to work within the rich context of few street boys’ experiences, exploring the causes and consequences of their choices and constraints, within a wider environment of ‘support options’ offered to them. I believe my methodological strength lays in the profound sharing of time and experiences with the group, which allowed me to secure their respect and trust, gaining insights and valuable information which would have been inaccessible with bigger samples. At the same time this interaction gave me the possibility to approach, more superficially, a broader street population of both children and adults, and key informant interviews supplemented this research gap.  

Participant observation has been the first and most important step of my data collection methods. This basic of data collection methods has been valued for its capacity to overcome social and cultural differences and generate insider perspectives with a large degree of validity (Aitken and Herman, 2009). Participant observation has been commonly used by many authors in research with street children (Davies, Hecth, Abebe, Beazley, Young, Lockhart, Aptekar) as a unique method of intense involvement, able to grasp the complexity of children living on the street. My objective was to build a strong trust relationship with an homogenous, small group of street children, in order to deeply understand their daily life, social relations and their perception of outsiders’ help. After few days of informal observation in one of the main crossroads of downtown Bujumbura, I identified a group of 6 to 8 children, apparently around 10/12 years old, constantly involved in street activities such as parking supervision or plastic bags’ sale, or sat on the side walk playing with stones and pestering the cars passing by. During that time of observation, the group of children was present in the same area (Avenue de l’Uprona, between a bank, a hotel and a crowded cafe) from around 8 a.m. till late at night. Their activities and rhythms were relatively routinized and the children seemed to me highly accepted by the surrounding environment (shopkeepers, security guards, police…) which could have been a sign of their ‘seniority’ on the street. My assistant and I decided to approach them and introduce the reasons of our interest towards them. The first, naive attempt was ruinous. After few seconds of general enthusiasm, where a small crowd of street sellers, women and old beggars surrounded us trying to join the curious conversation, the older child addressed the rest of the group, sentencing with peeved tone: 

‘If they want our information they have to give us money!’. 

The group slowly moved away from the conversation and my assistant and I had the feeling that this was not the best way to enter in contact with them. We sat almost all day long on the side walk for the following three days, willing to become unintentional actors on the lively road play. It worked somehow, since we gradually approached the group of children who sporadically joined us, singularly or in group, for a chat or a game. Clearly, at first, my presence greatly altered the daily lives of the group; hopefully, however, my prolonged familiarity allowed them to return to their normal activities. This shaky start gave rise to a stable relationship, characterized by informal chats, games, walks and shared meals , more structured focus groups and, later, life story interviews.

Drawing a line between my role as a ‘data collector’ and my personal engagement in the everyday life of a group of street children proved to be quite a difficult task. I spent the following three weeks sharing the whole day with them, from 8 a.m. until 5 p.m. This involved participating, more or less actively, in random conversations, discussions and fights, games and jokes, unexpected problems and the search for solutions. Participant observation was clearly impossible to audiotape, but my assistant took notes when fragmented conversations or interesting episodes caught our attention. If this experience gave me a deep understanding of how this group of children lived the street, it was a completely unstructured context and I struggled to find a ‘non-invasive’ way of introducing the arguments I needed to approach. The solution I found was a kind of silent agreement with the group of children. During the ‘lunch break’, when they spent the few coins earned in the morning to buy a warm dish of beans and cassava dough sitting in a small ‘cabaret’ , I took advantage of the undisturbed setting to introduce specific arguments, engaging them in a focus group discussion. During focus groups, research subjects are brought together in conversations and can engage in collective meaning making (Aitken and Herman, 2009). This method allowed me to observe how street boys interacted among themselves and, shifting the balance of power away from the researcher, it allowed the group to express its collective representations and norms governing their lives on the street. During these conversations the children shared opinions and experiences for about one hour. The main topics, previously discussed and decided with my assistant, were: 
Family Relationships 

Children’s use of Time and Space 

Group, Cooperation and Violence

We collected approximately 18 hours of recordings on these topics, which completed the everyday observation of the group’s management of the street. We consciously decided to deepen some sensitive issues, such experiences in NGO rehabilitating centers, later during life story interviews, as we noticed that some children felt ashamed or reserved in front of the group.

Photo diaries were a good answer to the question of reflexivity, especially in filling some knowledge gaps that, as a white, female researcher and as an adult I could not address. My full participation in the children’s life was obstructed by the insecure environment which didn’t allow me to spend some time with them after the sunset. After the first two weeks of participant observation and focus group discussions, I understood I was really missing an important experience in their daily life. From conversations with them it seemed that their relationship with the environment changed completely in the evening and during the night. Visual methods, and photo diaries in particular, are considered useful in re-creating street children’s daily life processes and spatial patterns (Young and Barrett, 2000). They are interactive tools, able to involve children in a creative process of meaning making. In this sense, I felt it was a good strategy for challenging the group of street boys with a different kind of interaction. After a careful analysis of the possible risks for children if involved in such an activity, I decided to proceed and explained to them my idea. They welcomed the proposal with excitement.  Three disposable cameras with flash were distributed to the group of 6 children, in groups of two per camera. Instructions on how to use them were provided, but no suggestions were given regarding what, when and where to photograph. The children used the cameras for a total of three days, after which the films were processed and a common discussion over the pictures was organized. The experiment revealed itself to be really inspirational, both for the children and the researcher. First of all, the images pictured mainly night scenes, giving me access to a reality (spaces, places, people, interactions) I was unable to observe. Secondly, the pictures were a powerful stimulus for discussion and children enjoyed explaining in detail how and why they took this or that picture. Finally, this tool gave the children equal possibility of expression, allowing each of them to portray what they personally perceived as significant. 

While entering this experience with the group of children, I came across a scanty but devoted population of ‘adult helpers’. Particularly, the group established strong relations with a shopkeeper, a street peddler and a night watchman, which helped them in keeping their savings safe during the night, providing them the morning shower or allowing credit to buy some drinks. After their names became familiar to me, I decided to interview them as key informants, enquiring on their relationship with the group of children. Their opinions revealed to be an external but lucid eye on the children’s lives.

An additional objective was to identify three relevant cases of children that participated in several NGO programs but finally came back to the street, suggesting life histories. The tight focus of this method enables the deepest possible consideration of personal experiences, activities and motivations, situated knowledge and cultural practice. At the same time, its intrinsic challenge is to situate these experiences in larger scales of social organization in which the individual operates, understanding the macro-developments which provide the context of constraints and opportunities within which these children have acted (Aitken & Herman, 2009). Within the group of street children, three cases were chosen and agreed to be interviewed singularly. Their life stories represent the career of many street children in Bujumbura, and their experiences with NGO programs gave me valuable information on how the children perceive and manage help.

I decided to complement the children’s voices with some NGOs experiences, contacting those programs repeatedly mentioned by the children. I could finally conduct semi-structured interviews with three NGOs representatives and rely on written material on several on-going programs for street children in Burundi. The conversations with NGOs workers have been framed around their vision, mission and methodology, giving space to some personal opinions on the effectiveness of their programs and strategies.
Reflexivity

As a white, female adult researcher and former NGO worker researching a marginalized minority of children in Burundi, it was important to consider my positionality in the research process. According to Gergen (1990), reflexivity is 'the attempt to place one's premises into question, to suspend the 'obvious', to listen to alternative framings of reality, and to grapple with the comparative outcomes of multiple standpoints'. 

Returning to Burundi to conduct fieldwork posed several dilemmas for me. What constituted the ‘field’ had been my ‘home’ for three years, in which I was deeply embedded in street children experiences as a ‘Western white NGO worker’ aiming to rescue a community of marginalized children in search for a childhood. This implied a heavy cultural background on what I believed was the ‘best interest’ of the children and tight project’s activities and deadlines which constrained my critical thinking. At the same time, I had been experiencing a growing feeling of disconnection between NGOs programs and the life of children on the streets. The decision to come back to the street children’s population of Bujumbura wearing my researcher’s hat has been the result of a long process of reflection on my position, my beliefs, my bias and my experiences. One of my main concerns was to avoid ‘Othering’ in my approach to and portrayal of Bujumbura’s street children, frequently represented within the ‘victim versus delinquent’ framework. My main objective was to let the children speak and represent themselves through the development of a trust relationship, for which my previous experience in the country was both beneficial and tricky. As such, I was simultaneously an insider, and outsider, both and neither (Sultana, 2007). 

In positioning myself as a researcher, I began with extensive readings on the social construction of childhood and its implications, as well as more specific literature on street children and NGOs ‘best practices’. Once on the field, I benefit from the valuable help of a Burundian friend who agreed to be my assistant and translator and which revealed to be fundamental in mediating my ‘outsider’s’ image and approaching the group of children with unaffected manners and genuine interest. Concerning my previous role as an NGO worker, a clear explanation of my actual role on the field and the reasons of my return were sufficient to avoid any misunderstanding related to my previous position. Nevertheless, the group of children knew, even if indirectly, who I was since I had been working on the streets of Bujumbura for the previous three years, and I had the impression that the street boys felt inhibited to talk about their experiences with NGOs in my presence and in presence of the other members of the group. I believe this was due to my contacts with many NGO workers in town; the children may feared their criticisms would have been reported to NGOs, preventing future opportunities to enter in a program. I decided to approach these topics during life story interviews, within a more private and relaxed context. 
Ethical Issues and Limitations

Dealing with vulnerable children heightened my awareness of the responsibilities in maintaining respect for the sovereignty and capabilities of my participants and informants, avoiding disempowering them within the interaction (Aitken & Herman, 2009). In this case, the task of balancing responsibility with respect is especially challenging. I needed to be prepared to make moral judgments in the field and to be able to justify any trade-offs between the right of the child to self-determination and the right of the child to protection (Aitken & Herman, 2009). As Boyden (2003) clearly points out while researching children affected by conflict: ‘A focus on political violence can lead researchers to continue dominant discourses of ‘vulnerability, sickness, crisis and loss’ that negate children’s resilience and capacities’.

During my field work I felt the pressing dilemma twice. The first time Ezechiel, the oldest child in the group, was arrested by the police for his alleged involvement in a fight with some sex workers during the night. The second time, Eric’s mother died at Bujumbura’s hospital because of HIV/AIDS. In both cases, my first reaction as soon as the group told me what happened was to intervene (go to the police and ask for Ezechiel’s release or join Eric in the hospital and be next to him), but after some reflections with my assistant about the possible consequences of my acts, I decided to step back and not upset the group’s balance. Ezechiel was released two days after and Eric came back to the street after few days with his family, both with many experiences to share and the proud look of having managed such difficult life circumstances.

With regard to the limitations of this research project, the main problem I encountered during my data collection was the NGOs availability. Contrary to my expectations, sharing time and information with children was relatively easy, in contrast with my attempts from the first week to organize a panel discussion with the Plateforme des Intervenants en faveur des Eenfants en Situation de Rue (PIESR) network failed because of the lack of coordination between agencies and the absence of an official reply from the UNICEF office in Bujumbura. One possible reason for this failure lays in the structural weakness of the network, as I discovered in later interviews with NGOs workers, some officers were out of the country during that month. I decided to overcome this problem by contacting some NGOs which were frequently mentioned during conversations with the children, and interview them singularly. 

Before going to the field, I purposely decided to focus on street boys. I am aware that the experience of street girls in Bujumbura is slightly different from their male counterparts. Mainly accompanied in the street by their mothers during the day to beg and help selling small items, they often go back home at night. In the case of young girls living independently, their invisible reality is difficult to reach since they usually engage in patronage relationships with small cabaret owners, working as dishwashers and often engaging in sex work in exchange for food and a ‘safe’ place to sleep. Once in Bujumbura, the group of street boys confirmed my hypothesis. During a random conversation about their night encounters with sex workers, one of the boys stated:

‘They are the only ones staying all night long…the girls are few and don’t want to sleep in the street, they come back home, it’s too dangerous for them…you know what we could do to them if we only smoke or drink a little bit (laughing with friends)?’
Besides confirming my information about the reality of street girls, the group wanted to show me their reaction to the surrounding violent environment, especially at night. While admitting the objective difficulty experienced by the street girls at night (‘…it’s too dangerous for them…’), they where accepting to be purposely perpetrators of this violent world (‘…you know what we could do to them…’), as part of a complex play between resistance and compliance to external stereotypes, as I will explain in the next chapter.
Chapter 3
Street Children’s Management of the Street
In this chapter I aim to give an account of the daily experiences of a group of six street boys living in Bujumbura. Though the main study participants were the small group of street boys, during the intensive process of collecting data which involved more than a hundred hours of observation and informal discussion and roughly 20 hours of focus group discussions, an additional twenty street boys frequenting the same area interacted with me and the study participants, sporadically joining for a chat or a meal. The range of topics discussed had great breadth, and the most significant with respect to this study involved the group recollection and knowledge of the following themes: (1) Family relations, (2) The Constructions of Time and Space, and (3) Cooperation, Loneliness and Violence. In order to analyse the street boys understanding and relationships with outsiders and helpers, it was important to first examine their world, exploring their self-image and multiple identities. For ethical reasons the names used in this study are pseudonyms.
The Group
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Figure 1: The group of street boys in downtown Bujumbura 


Table 1: Sample characteristics
	Study participants
	Jospin
	Ezechiel
	Jonas
	Eric
	Cyrille
	Arcene

	Age declared (Age perceived)
	14 (10)
	15 (15)
	15 (10)
	15 (11)
	14 (9)
	15 (11)

	Origins
	Kayanza
	Ngozi
	Bujumbura Rurale
	Ngozi
	Bujumbura
	Muranvya

	Family status
	Father orphan
	Father orphan
	Father orphan
	Both parents alive
	Mother orphan
	Father orphan

	Time on the street
	1 year
	2 years
	3 years
	3 years
	2 years
	6 months

	Number of NGOs had Experience with
	2
	2
	3
	5
	1
	none


The above table shows the main characteristics of the study participants, highlighting important aspects of their stories such as their age, their family situation and the time spent on the street, whose consequences will be extensively treated in the coming sections.
Family Relationships

I decided to adopt a more inclusive operational understanding of street children as children for whom the street is a reference point and which plays a central role in their lives. The open character of this definition allowed me to approach the fluidity of street children's experiences without rigid preconceptions or bias. As Williams (1993) clearly points out unpacking the official definition of a street child: ‘Certainly the assumptions that children on the streets are all unsupported or have lost contact with family and home are inaccurate’.
Indeed, the group of street boys considered itself as the ‘Abakera’, the ‘experienced’, for being on the street for a long time (generally between one and two years), but their status didn’t prevent them to be in stable contact with their families and to become, once on the street, sort of external helpers. To the question: ‘Do you usually see your families?’ one of the street boys replied:

‘Yes, but once in a while. Now it has been three months since the last time I was there. If I come back home, I have to bring my mother at least 10.000 FBU. I go home, I leave her the money but I don’t stay too long.’

The situation was similar for the rest of the group. The majority of the street boys left a female-headed household where they were the first child and they had to provide some form of economic support to their mother and younger siblings. The contacts with their families were more or less occasional but stable over time, and all based on the moral obligation to bring money home. The common distinction between children 'in' the street and 'of’ the street, for instance, seems to me useless in assessing a reality where most of the street children fit into both categories at different points of time (Turnbull, Hernandez, Reyes, 2009). The strength and frequency of their connections with their families evolve and sometimes revert very quickly in the course of the children's career in the street, as I could clearly notice during my conversations with the group. 

Concerning the reasons for leaving home, street boys actions and motivations were complex and diverse, but in each of them push and pull factors could be identified. Poverty is frequently cited as a main cause for children to leave their homes, however is not the only reason. Cases of family abuse were noticed in three out of eight children’s households, mainly because of difficult relationships with step-parents. The children themselves stressed the fact that earning money for themselves, in order to be free and independent, was the main pull factor contributing to their choice. One of the boys explained to me:

‘When I was at home we didn’t have anything. If the day went wrong for my mother, we simply didn’t eat. And it happened many times. I felt really powerless, I could just help in small tasks and even after I left school things didn’t get better. Here in the street I have my independence, and I never get less than 1.000 FBU a day. I can eat at least twice a day, spend some money for myself and, once in a while, come back home to bring them something. It’s not easy to survive on the street, but you get skilled!’

As Williams (1993) clearly points out, when home pressures are intolerable, a period away may well be a sensible avoidance of abuse of further tensions. Moreover, the income from a child’s street labor might sometimes be the crucial factor permitting a family to stay more or less together. On the other end, the street boys’ experience on the street needs to be understood also in terms of a challenge to their childhood, a sort of rite of passage into adulthood. In this sense, the ability to bring back money home is considered, for street boys, a sort of proof of their success in the street. As Sommers (2003) suggests: ‘Returning to a rural home…without money in one’s pocket is practically unthinkable because it would signal a failure to succeed in the city’.
The experience of children on the street is a continuum between street work and street life. Before leaving home, all the group of street boys experienced some time working on the street and coming back to their families at night to bring them money, in Bujumbura or in their hometown. By entering this reality, the children saw how it is possible to survive on the street, and were often envious of the freedom and independence of street life. A child told me:

‘When I started working on the street it was because of my grandfather, who is on a wheelchair and asked me for help. There I got to know Ezechiel and Jonas (two other members of the group) and I saw they were having fun with the money they earned…they bought food, they went to the movies at night…I decided I wanted to do the same, to be the master of myself!’

The children are in contact with their families as external helpers. Contrary to common beliefs, as Lusk estimates ( in Dybicz, 2005), 70-90 percent of all street children fall into this group.

Hashim (2006), for example, notes that movement of children away from their families is often seen as a reflection of a pathological situation such as a rupture in family relations: ‘Children’s migration may indeed signal a breakdown of the inter-generational contract indicating that parents or guardians are not caring adequately for their children within locally specific norms…or alternatively that children want to break the bonds of their responsibility to their seniors’.
Even though street children lives are often portrayed in a negative way, their decision to leave an impoverished, boring or abusive home should, in fact, be understood as the child’s own solution to a personal predicament. Their choice, although constrained, is a bold response to a series of problems they face at home. Nevertheless, all street boys told me that, despite their choice and the satisfaction they can earn from such an independent life, they miss family life. To the question: ‘Do you prefer living on the street or at home?’ one boy replied:
‘I would love to come back home! Street life is hard, you know? At home I have many problems...my mother always refuses me to play and this makes me sad. She always complains about me and I have nothing to do in order to earn money. But at least I live in a calm place...here in the street people are crazy, this is not a place to grow up.’
Another boy told me:

‘I’d love to come back home, but now it’s impossible...I am an independent boy, how can I ask to come back as an additional charge to my mother? This is hard and I don’t want. I will find my way out of the street by myself.’

These quotes indicate a tension between street boys’ choices and constraints, between their self-image and the expectations placed on them from their families and communities. Each of the street boys felt a pressure in helping his family, being a productive, useful and recognized actor, but he could not do it anymore within the common features of family or community interaction and cooperation. Therefore, the street became a solution, albeit a constrained one, to which each of them is trying to adapt, in a constant battle between their needs, expectations and dreams. 
Constructions of Time and Space

As a response to their marginalized condition, the group of street boys developed a ‘repertoire of strategies’ (Beazley, 2003) and an informal support network in order to survive. These include the appropriation of urban spaces in which the children are able to earn a relatively stable amount of money, feel safe and find moments of leisure and enjoyment. 

Understanding how street children spatially construct their world is crucial to understand their actions, their shared identities and the relationships with one another and with the wider context (Ennew and Stuart-Kruger, 2003; Beazley, 2003). The street is not to be defined only as ‘not a home’. It also becomes a place, and even a home, with its own meanings and dynamics. The group of children was, indeed, deeply tied with a specific road in down town Bujumbura, a ‘ligala’ which, in their terms, meant:

‘The place where we usually look for money (‘kurondera’), our meeting place…our place!’

Their daily life developed into a well-defined area of the town, the central Avenue de l’Uprona, a commercial gateway where banks, cafes and hotels made the area one of the most busy, especially during lunch and offices’ closure. In this context, street children (together with street beggars) are an integrated part of the landscape, as long as they don’t bother business activities and  their clients. They are highly accepted by the surrounding business activities, which also give them some sort of informal responsibility in avoiding new comers’ activities. Cyrille, talking about their dual relationship with cafe’s security guards, told me: 

‘With us it’s different, they know us very well! They would never think we will do something bad like stealing from them and, above all, none could steal in our ‘ligala’, we rule here!’ 

The group has created for themselves an uncontested place. The area includes the place where the children usually sleep, a wall recess next to a famous disco. 
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Figure 2: street boys’ night shelter
The group chose the place because of its sleepless feature, which combines ‘fun and distraction’ and relative safety. Eric, laughingly explained me what they usually see: 
‘It’s so funny, above all during weekends…people are dead drunk and cars keep crashing!! Prostitutes always engage in fights with older boys, but for us, no-one bothers!...‘There is an old man selling cigarettes all night…we sleep not far from him, and I usually hand him my savings just to be sure no-one will steal them during the night’.

When a new day starts, the group engages with a long walk out of their territory to reach the stadium and access a shower. A new working day starts in the words of one of the boys: 
‘A keeper allows us to take a shower for 100 FBU, we go there every morning…it’s far but we go very early and no-one is around yet’
 Usually from 8 a.m. until 8 p.m. the group is busy with various activities such as looking after cars and signaling parking lots, selling plastic bags or empty plastic bottles. The group has created for themselves an uncontested space and exercises a sort of informal control over street activities, with the silent compliance of other street users. Although centrally located in the busy commercial sector of Bujumbura, the area incorporates street children and street beggars as one of its main, contradicting features. 
The children exercise a notable presence in the area, and contrary to many authors’ descriptions of street children spatiality (Young, 2002; Aitken, 2001; Beazley, 1998; Hecth, 1998; Ennew, 2003), street boys in downtown Bujumbura seem to be a visible and active part of the street social function. They create a space of resistance within the system, and gain growing acceptance through the public avoidance of illicit activities such as theft or drug consumption during the day, while engaging in a sort of informal territorial guardianship, on which some formal street actors rely. 

This is not to say that children are safe from adult harassment within this area, but they feel comfortable and safer than anywhere else in town. Ezechiel told about their spaces and movements:

‘I think there are at least 10 ‘ligala’ within the city. Some places, such as the Central Market, are free for everybody…there are so many children around that everyone does his own business. But in general, we have to be careful while wandering around, we could meet some older groups and we would be fucked! Only here we feel free, people know us.’

However, when night falls the situation changes. Instead of street and shop sellers, guards and business people, the street hosts prostitutes, youth gangs and police patrols. The children’s public feature is now less visible and, shielded by the anonymity of the dark, street boys engage in different activities such as drug and alcohol use. Street children’s domination is further legitimized by the reactions of the public, who fearfully avoid to walk the area because of the children’s dangerous image. A cigarette vendor confirms this perception:

‘At night, people are afraid of these kids…They see them in the dark, screaming and running around, and they avoid walking by. If they smoke ‘Dungu’ (marijuana) or drink they become more aggressive…But in the end they always ask me to keep their money safe for the night before preparing to sleep there (showing the place). You know them, and I know them…in the end they are just children.’

This interesting quote from a night street seller highlights the contradictions of street children’s experience and the tensions between their desire of acceptance and participation in public daily life, their compliance to adult stereotypes during night time, and their need for protection. Street children are able to manipulate adults perceptions as they play, in different moments in time, on their image as victims and innocent or delinquents, in order to manage or dominate the space they live in.

The children’s acceptance in public spaces is further mediated by their age, and this is another enlightening example on how street children are able to ‘navigate’ their status while manipulating it. Younger children are more easily accepted because of their ‘cute and innocent’ image, while older ones face more problems in securing adult sympathy. This impression is confirmed by a conversation among the group, when some children explain why Jonas is apparently the most successful in earning money:

‘He had a fruitful day, as usual! He knows plenty of ‘Bazungu’ (white people), it’s crazy he doesn’t even speak French but he manages to communicate with them and they always give him a lot of money…it’s because of his size, he looks like a cute little child (laughing)’.

It is extremely important to adopt flexibility while approaching the topic of ‘age’ with street children. If a childish image is helpful in gaining compassion and help from adults, among them the meaning of age is reversed. Giving an older age is a common feature  in order to gain respect on the street. Even on such an apparently simple topic, street children smartly manipulate their interlocutors in order to obtain what they want. 

With adults, foreigners and NGO workers, street boys usually declare being around 8 years old in order to obtain money, help or to access a program, while with their peers on the street, they usually homogenize their answer around 14 years old, to secure their image of experienced street boys. Interestingly, during our conversation about age, the group used at first the ‘street’ behavior, and all the children said they were around 14 years old. However, after mutual contestations about what they said and how they looked, they embarrassingly admitted not to have a clue of their year of birth. To me, they looked between 8 and 10 years old but, regardless of their age, that moment was meaningful in realizing how the group felt free to talk and contradict each other, as if my presence would have been somehow absorbed. I was finally not perceived as an outsider, as an NGO worker to which it was necessary to lie in order to get some kind of benefit; in that conversation the street boys were able and fearless in showing their vulnerabilities, their doubts and the way they tried to take advantage on them.
From these elements describing the children’s daily life on the street, I started realizing how their image is constructed and reconstructed both from the outside world and from themselves, as a mean of resisting external stereotypes but also taking advantage of them, engaging in a constant social negotiation of their ‘selves’.

Violence, Loneliness and Cooperation
Street socialization represents a very peculiar characteristics of street children’s experiences, and ‘it is marked by both wrenching solitude and intense solidarity’ (Hecth, 1998). Hecth and other authors (Beazley, 2003; Davies, 2008; Lockhart, 2008) dismiss through their field researches the common belief that street children lead a disordered and non-socialized existence. On the contrary, street life is marked by several rites of passage, the first of which is considered as the ‘Initiation’ to the street.

Despite the diversity of individual experiences, all the children I met in Bujumbura reported having a harsh time as newcomers. Although they were facilitated by their previous status of ‘part-time street boys’, as soon as they decided to fully enter street life, they had to face a hierarchical and well-disciplined network of power relations, based on several key factors, including age, territory, time on the street and toughness (Lockhart, 2008). A child described to me his first night on the street:

‘The first night I stayed with a friend in Gare du Nord (bus station) in Kamenge. I resisted only few days, it was too hard..older street boys noticed us and started beating us up. They stole everything we had, clothes and some money. Nduwi (nick name of one of the actual group’s members) enjoyed burning me with plastic bags at the beginning…it was painful! Also, we had to be careful with the police, they organized swoops and we couldn’t sleep until 4 a.m.’

This routinized violence can be understood as a power process of the experienced street children over newcomers, in order to select and monitor those who are considered able to survive and join the group. The ‘rite’ does not represent anything new in human behavior, and it is present even in different formal contexts such as the army, the school and some working places. 

As soon as this first phase has been overcome and the strength of the newcomers has been assessed, the ‘perpetrators’ become ‘mentors’, inviting the children to join the group, giving them some food and advice on how to behave and earn money within the strict territorial distribution. As they construct their new identity, the street boys are expected to adopt appropriate values, attitudes and perspectives, in order to conform to the group and to street lifestyle (Beazley, 2003). Street children share similar background problems and experiences, and in this new context they are able to ‘develop supportive networks, coping strategies and meaningful relationships outside adult supervision and control’ (Ennew, 1994). One of the group’s members told me:
‘I know that in the end I am alone here, but if I have a problem, I am sick or someone wants to beat me up, I also know that I can ask for help to my brothers here…and if they can, they will be next to me. They already did it many times!’
After few weeks of participant observation with the group of street boys, I could notice the existence of what Davies (2010) calls ‘dyadic friendships’, in which a younger or less experienced child form a close personal attachment to an older or more established street child. Within the group, two boys were looked at as the more experienced, but these relationships were not exploitative and less asymmetrical than at first might be perceived. The group defined and policed their working territory, shared working tasks, leisure and night time, building strong trust relationships in which the group members were expected to look out for each other, especially against hostile groups. However, at my question: ‘Do you refer to someone as your ‘leader’?’ one of them, supported by the rest of the group, replied:

‘No!! We don’t have leaders here! Of course there are friendships, rivalries, disputes…but in the end we are all responsible for ourselves. There is one guy…’Kajisho Kamwe (literally ‘The small unique eye’ because of an accident causing him to lose one eye), but he is not our leader at all. He is just bigger and stronger and we avoid entering in a fight with him, it is risky!’

An interesting feature of street children identity life is the use of nick names. Each member of the group was given a nick name by a friend, usually related to one of his personal characteristics. Even if some of them were a bit mocking (‘Nyamuda’ ‘The big stomach’ or ‘Uwagonze’ ‘The daft’), the children accepted them as part of their inclusion into the social group. Digging deeper into the topic, I understood that the use of nick names had another interesting function. A child explained me:

‘It is always better to change your name in the street…Sometimes relatives come and look for us because they want us back to work, or street workers note our names and don’t accept us in their programs if we had already passed by their centers.’ 

Nick names are used to protect the children from their past, as a form of resistance to being abused or tracked down by unwelcomed others. And they are indeed a form of manipulation towards NGO programs, in order to bypass their strict rules and take advantage of their services.

However, nick names are often not enough to protect street children from adults’ violence. Among the multitude of actors entering in contact with the group of street boys, some of them exercise violence as a display of adult power over them, as it is the case for one private guard. ‘Big’, as named by the group of children, observe their activities and when one of the boys gets a ‘considerable’ amount of money, he simply buys a hand of bananas from a street vendor, referring him to the child for payment. If the street boy does not collaborate, physical violence is used against him. It is difficult for the group of street boys to find exit strategies to these routinized experiences of violence, but the oldest commented as follows:

‘We cannot avoid everything…in this case it’s difficult because he knows us and he is not openly violent in front of everybody so people can’t understand what is happening…but with time we are learning how to foil him, don’t worry! The street is the school of life (laughing)!’

The street boys’ urban jungle is a complex mix of violent experiences, perpetrated by adults and children themselves. Within this context, each member of the group expressed through his words feeling of both loneliness and intense cooperation.
Chapter 4 NGO response and Street Children’s perceptions of ‘Help’
The street boys’ geography of help in Bujumbura is a complex puzzle of relationships with many different actors. In their everyday life, street boys operate within a support network which embodies other street children, shop and street sellers, guards, churches, NGO workers. How does the group build these relationships and how are their resources useful for the children’s survival in the street will be the focus of this chapter. Before analyzing street boys’ interactions with their helpers, I will present an overview of the NGOs Network in Burundi: who they are, how they are organized and what kind of programs they promote.
The NGOs Network in Burundi: Strategies and Programs
In January 2010 the Ministry of National Solidarity, Refugees Repatriation and Social Reintegration in collaboration with UNICEF and Terre des Hommes NGO, published a quantitative report-enquiry on the situation of street children in Burundi
. The study situates the genesis of  street children in Burundi as a consequence of the 1993 socio-political crisis
 and describes it as a ‘urban’ phenomenon, therefore justifying the choice of conducting the research in the three main urban centers of the country: Bujumbura, Gitega and Ngozi. The objectives of the study were improving and deepening the knowledge of street children in Burundi through a quantitative understanding of the phenomenon in the three main cities and setting up a database of these children, including name, sex, age, place and time on the street. A brief summary of the findings is listed in the table two below:

	Total number
	2.429 ‘street children’ were identified and interviewed 

	Gender
	90.2% male, 9.8% female

	Age
	47.8% of the interviewed is in the age bracket 15-18, while 46% is constituted by 6-15 years old children, and 6.1% of the 0-6 age bracket 

	Nationality
	98% Burundian, the remaining 2% between Congo, Rwanda and Tanzania

	Family situation
	71.8% of the children declared to have both parents alive, 42% father orphans, 16% mother orphans, 28.2% double orphans

	Children ‘of’ versus ‘in’ the street
	55% declared living 24 hours on the street, 44% declared being in the street only during the day

	‘Seniority’ on the street
	58% > 5 years

14% between 1 and 4 years

28% < 1 year

	Origins
	More than 65% of the children living in the street of Bujumbura are native from the countryside


Table 2: Ministry of National Solidarity, Refugees Repatriation and Social Reintegration, UNICEF and Terre des Hommes Report’s findings (2010)
This study is among a long series of attempts in depicting, through quantitative methods, a fluid and complex social phenomenon. In 1998, 2003, 2005 and 2009 similar studies were conducted with the aim of capturing the magnitude of the phenomenon and justifying the massive presence of services and programs available for this population of children. Unsurprisingly, each of them gave different and sometimes conflicting results. Globally, we notice the very same trend in the oscillation of data and the large differences in figures according to the source of information (Volpi, 2002; de Moura, 2002; Hecth, 1998). These discrepancies are usually explained as the result of contrasting-definitions of street children ('of the street' versus 'in the street'), the mobile character of this population and its marginalization by official statistics. 

However, as clearly pointed out by researchers such as Hecth, Aptekar and de Moura, there are aspects of the question of estimation of street children population which suggest that this is also a strategy which sensitizes readers at the expense of consistency and reliability (de Moura, 2002). For instance, estimates of street children frequently fail to quote their sources and are clearly stamped with rhetoric and contradictions. As Elena Volpi suggests in the World Bank paper ' Street children: Promising Practices and Approaches', whether the issue of street children is a development priority has a great influence on estimates. In other words, numbers are often inflated for advocacy purposes. 
In my opinion, the overwhelming focus on quantitative methods used in Burundian researches on street children is a clear example of how the phenomenon has been misunderstood, and how children’s voices and experiences are systematically reduced to numbers. Do these trends have consequences for NGOs' interventions in favor of the street children population or on street children themselves? In order to understand these issues, we need to take a closer look at the NGO community working with street children in Burundi: their number, type of intervention, strategy and underlying understanding of the phenomenon.
In June 2005, under the initiative of UNICEF Burundi, eleven international and local NGOs operating in the field of street children in Bujumbura got together forming the PIESR, with the aim of creating a free space for coordination, exchange and interaction, sharing current best practices and obstacles in the fulfillment of the common objective: rehabilitate street children and reinsert them into their communities of origin (PIERS Chart, 2009). 

During 2006-2008 the number of NGOs affiliates grew up to seventeen, excluding the presence of three external observers as the Minister of National Solidarity (Department of Social Reintegration), the Municipality of Bujumbura and UNICEF. In 2009 five new local NGOs (four of them located in the countryside) joined as well, for a total number of twenty-two organizations, eighteen of them working in Bujumbura. The objectives, as expressed in the Chart of the Platform, were articulated around four key points: Coordination, Communication and Information, Capacity Building, Joint Planning for actions concerning sensitization and advocacy. 

The history of this initiative is all but a successful one. Competition, lack of coordination, the focus on public events more than on the nature of the problem, the absence of data on children in charge of each NGO, the sporadic nature of the meetings and the poor quality of the sharing are some of the traits I personally remember during my experience as a project manager for an NGO part of the network. Despite the personal inaccessibility of the Platform's performance during the last year, sources on the ground interviewed during my fieldwork (Don Bosco street worker and CERES representative personal interviews) confirmed my pessimism, reporting several cases of desertion among the NGO members, due to the evident ineffectiveness of the initiative. 

Taking a quick look at the type of intervention and the approach of the actors involved as mentioned in the PIESR documentation (2009), we notice that only three NGOs provide outreach services on the streets and direct contact with the children in their environment, none provide open shelters or drop-in centers, while the vast majority of interventions is focused on residential/rehabilitative care and a small percentage of actors offer just technical support (funding, legal support, coordination).The presence of faith based organizations is significant. The massive presence of residential/rehabilitative care NGOs can become problematic in many senses. First of all it is cost intensive and yields a low success rate in reintegrating the individual back into the community (Dybicz, 2005). Secondly, it neglects primary and secondary prevention strategies, tailored respectively for children living in absolute poverty but not yet entered street life and for children who have entered street life to work maintaining regular contacts with their family (the great majority of ‘street children’). Both strategies are focused on the concept of 'community development and empowerment', as opposed to 'rehabilitation'. In addition, tertiary prevention is criticized by some authors (Aptekar, 1997; Dybicz 2005) as being grounded in the dominant, universal conceptualization of childhood that does not appropriately fit the needs and experiences of street children. The emphasis on ‘problem’ or ‘control’ based strategies leaves little room to children’s recognition and voice. Rehabilitating approaches assume that street children need to be somehow 'rescued' from a painful and deviant experience, undervaluing aspects of street children's life related to their agency, resilience and coping strategies as resources to be built on and not discarded. How do street boys perceive, value and enjoy external help in general, and NGOs interventions in particular, is the focus of the coming sections.
Children’s Safety Net on the Street
One of the most interesting elements of Bujumbura’s street boys’ lives is without doubt their rooted network of helpers in the street. The group was able to establish trust relationships with a stable number of adults, securing their help in case of different kind of needs. Particularly, the group of six street boys established strong relations with a shopkeeper, a street peddler, a night watchman and a priest, all of them working in same area of the street boys. Their names became familiar to me thanks to many conversations with street boys, such as the following ones:
‘Yesterday we attended mass at Teddy’s, near to the stadium. We go there every week  to praise God, but we have to say that people praying there always gets us something. We usually get some clothes, food or candies…it’s a perfect place to be on Sundays!’

‘Mama Claire treats us like her children…She is always so nice! Sometimes she gives us Coca cola during the day, and she always looks out of her shop window and scolds us if we do something silly.’

‘Bukuru always keeps our money safe during the night. I give my savings to him, he is like my bank! He works where we usually sleep, and we know him. I think he doesn’t like the way we live, without our families, on the street. But he understands we are in troubles, and we feel safer with him around at night.’
Through children’s words, I came across a scanty but devoted population of ‘adult helpers’. I decided to interview them and I was introduced to them by the group of street boys as a trustworthy friend. The interviews took place on the street or at their workplace, without the children’s presence. I asked first about their opinion on the phenomenon of street children in the city. The range of topics was varied, but the common features of their answers were built around the country’s crisis, the consequences of the conflict and the weight of poverty, pushing these children to take an active role in their economic independence. One woman, the shopkeeper, blamed the breakdown of traditional solidarity networks within rural communities, which in her words ‘would have never allowed these children to grow up alone in the street’. The causes of this breakdown lay, according to her, in a new, urban, selfish and modern style of living she never experienced before. Talking about the group of street boys, the same woman had a clear idea of them:

‘People are afraid of street children, of this labelling. They always think about vandals, thieves, lost souls. That’s how our society depicts them. Rich people look at them with revulsion while they park their cars here. May be some of them are bad, but these kids are just kids! With many difficulties on their shoulders, some mad behaviour, but still looking for help to grow up somehow.’
The presence of this woman and of other helpers in street boys’ lives was not built over financial help. Rather, both adults and children valued the time spent together and the quality of each others’ presence in their daily lives. One boy told me:
‘I like Mama Claire because she treats us well, she speaks with us and asks everyday if we are fine.’

Adults’ daily presence in street boys’ lives allowed them to deeply understand street children’s reality, in all their complex nuances. Nevertheless, the group of street boys could count on ‘adult helpers’ not only in terms of their presence and understanding, but for a wide range of services, from the most important such as medical treatments or clothes, to gifts such as drinks or extra food. As long as my relationship with the group strengthened, I understood that these immediate human resources were, to the street boys’ survival, much more important than the distant presence of NGO programs. One of the issues that confirmed my opinion came out while discussing about children’s health. When asked about their health problems on the street, the majority reported having had injuries/wounds, fever, skin infections and diarrhea. All the street boys seemed to have a correct understanding of some diseases and gave importance to their daily cleaning in order to avoid some problems such as fleas or ticks. Concerning their sources of support in case of illness, the group reported having turned to their families and to some of the above mentioned ‘adult helpers’ on the street. One boy told me:

‘When I was sick my friends were worried, I was so weak that I couldn’t even walk. They brought me to the hospital where street children can be treated for free, but I didn’t have my name on the list and I don’t have an identity document…so they didn’t accept me. I came back to our ‘ligala’ and Mama Claire saw me and gave me some medicines. After a few days I was feeling better.’
In this quote, the child refers to a local hospital twinned with an NGO working with street children, in order to give them free treatment in case of common diseases on the street. Despite the good intention, the system apparently requires the child’s registration in the hospital archive and an identity document from the patient. Clearly, the great majority of street children do not own any identity document, and these bureaucratic procedures discourage street children from benefitting from services set up for them. Since we engaged in these conversations about the street boys’ geography of help in the street, I sensed a sort of disenchantment in children’s words. When I asked about their experiences with external help, the older one replied:
‘Of course there are many ‘bazungu’ (white people) giving us some money on the street or there is the possibility, sometimes, to join a centre for a while and have good food and a bed, but in the end we end up on the street again and here we build our own connections for survival.’
The group apparently found short-term solutions to their survival through a close net of street relationships, developed thanks to geographical proximity and maintained by sharing daily experiences in the street. As Nieuwenhuys (2001) points out in her work analyzing street children, NGOs and children’s rights in Addis Ababa: ‘Maintaining a multiplicity of ties with people in a variety of social settings is not the expression of a chaotic way of life in need of urgent reform but a probably effective way of nurturing crucial sources of security’. 
With regard to key informants’ ideas about the possible solutions to help these children get out of the street, the population of street helpers made several suggestions. At first, the night watchman, the shopkeeper and the priest underlined the importance for these children to come back to their families that, with some sort of financial help, would have been able to raise them. But when I pointed out that the majority of these street boys had this opportunity (through NGO programs aiming at family reintegration and Income Generating Activities offered to their families) but chose to come back to the street, answers and explanations diverged. According to the priest, some of these street boys were ‘beyond redemption’, already addicted to the freedom and absence of rules of street life. The shopkeeper gave me a different, and very critical, answer:
‘I don’t trust these abazungu, these white people. I never see them around, understanding what these kids really live in the street. Sometimes they just write down some names, or take some children and pay them a bus ticket back to their families in the countryside. Do you think this means solving the problem?’. 

Clearly, the issue of street children’s ‘rehabilitation’ is a complex one. It is very contextual, and it entails reflections on their family background, on their social environment in the street, on the meaning of childhood, child protection and child self-determination. Far from discarding these relevant arguments, I decided to focus on street boys’ direct experiences of ‘rehabilitation’ as proposed to children by external actors such as NGOs working with street children. Through children’s own words and perceptions, my aim is that of discovering and understanding the miscommunication between NGOs and their clientele. Therefore, the next session will specifically address street boys experiences with NGO programs, covered above all during life story interviews with three of them. 
Experiences with NGO Programs: the Stories of Eric and Jonas
[image: image3.emf]
Figure 3: three members of the group
Contrary to every other topic I discussed with the group of street boys throughout my research, unveiling their experiences with NGOs was not easy. I understood it since the beginning, while introducing some questions to the group during focus group discussions. The children appeared uncomfortable and dismissive while answering my questions in monosyllables. I got to know that five out of six street boys have had at least one experience with a rehabilitation program for street children, but none seemed open to discuss it in front of me and in front of the rest of the group. My explanation to this reserved behavior was related to my previous position as an NGO worker in Bujumbura. The group may have felt worried about my connection with other NGO workers, fearing that I would report sensitive information given by the group and they could have risked to be then refused by the same NGOs in the future. Moreover, being officially ‘helped’ by a program was considered as a sign of weakness among street boys, who were not willing to talk about it in front of their peers. I decided, therefore, to approach the topic later, during life story interviews. During the last week of our time together, I proposed to three boys among the group to undertake a long, personal interview, in which they would have told in great detail about their lives, and particularly about their experiences with NGOs. All three street boys accepted and two of their stories are reported below. 
Eric

Eric represents an example of ways in which NGO programs in Bujumbura failure to engage with street boys in a responsive manner. After a short period spent as a part-time street boy in Ngozi, his native town in the countryside, he came back home and shortly after he moved to the capital city with his parents and three younger brothers. Eric’s parents were seasonal workers in rice fields, and were looking for more opportunities in the outskirts of Bujumbura. Eric was enrolled in primary school, but he was often asked for help by his parents in the fields, and therefore he approached a consistent population of working children, for whom the priority was to bring some money home. He describes as follows his choice to move to the street:
‘When we arrived in Buterere (a peripheral neighborhood in Bujumbura) I met a guy, Alain. He told me to follow him because he would have shown me how to earn some money. We really needed it, so I joined him. My parents never pushed me, it was my own decision.’

Eric’s decision to join street life revealed itself to be harder than he thought. Since his first experiences of violence to his latest, distant considerations about street life, his opinion has always been negative:

‘There is nothing positive about street life. It’s not a place to grow up, with all these people taking drugs or drinking alcohol…all is ‘fake’ here.’

Nevertheless, Eric lived, and still lives, on the street, after three years. He has had experience with five different NGO programs for street children rehabilitation, and always came back to the street. Why?
‘My friend, I saw many centers. First I did Don Bosco, then after a while Rwampere, Giriyuja, Fondation Stamm and finally Ceres. I liked living there, but then I heard that some other places were offering better conditions – better food, a bed or more money for family reintegration - and I just ran away every time, spent some other time in the street and then tried to join another center.’ 

The first, immediate reason Eric adduces can be translated in terms of material advantages. In other words, one program offers more or better, therefore I change. This reasoning is supported by some other studies about street children’s management of available services (e.g. Aptekar, 1988; Ennew, 1994; Ennew & Stuart-Kruger, 2003; Turnbull, Hernandez and Reyes, 2009), whose work reveal that street children don’t usually reason in terms of long term commitments, as NGO programs usually ask them, but they simply take the more they can in a given time, and when conditions change, they leave. If the analysis can be partly correct, there is much more than this.   
Digging deeper into Eric’s experiences, this is what he told me:

‘Sometimes it’s difficult to understand what they think (talking about social workers). They treat us like we were bad boys…yes, we have had harsh experiences, but we don’t need their rules to change. They don’t listen to us, they never really take time to understand why we break their rules…they just want to change us but it takes time! You know, when these children leave the street they can’t become little saints from dawn till dusk. Here many street boys smoke joints or take other vices. I just think that social workers should take their time to understand our reality instead of scolding us.’
With this quote, Eric reveals the core of the problem. As outsiders dealing with street children, NGOs have a set of ideas about who their clients are and what they need to be rehabilitated. Conceptualizing street children as either victims or deviants justifies interventions based on what a street worker described to me as a ‘brainwashing of their street experience’ in order to teach them how to become ‘proper’ children. These programs leave little room for street boys to express their capabilities or see their identity recognized. Moreover, authoritarian attitudes towards street children are widespread among NGOs workers and are perceived by the children as intrusive and useless attempts to change their attitude. Eric told me:

‘In every center I stayed the staff was behaving as we were little criminals, setting up thousands of rules and scolding or chasing us if we didn’t follow them. I just think this is stupid. We don’t need a timetable to respect, or at least we don’t need only this. Sometimes I just wished someone came to me and asked me what I really desired for my future…but no-one ever did it.’
This is consistent with the suggestion by Turnbull, Hernandez and Reyes (2009) that: ‘The children value their experience and their survival skills; receiving social approval for their use is crucial for the further development of a positive identity. If, at first sight with his experiences with NGO shelters, Eric could embody the prototype that takes advantage of NGO programs as much as he can, while talking to him I understood deeper reasons for his restlessness. He kept escaping because he never felt understood, listened to, valued. 
Jonas
Jona’s story is similar in terms of how he entered street life, but it underlies a different obstacle street children usually encounter when entering NGO programs: exclusionary practices. 

Jonas was born in the outskirts of Bujumbura with his parents and two younger siblings. His father was a small trader in Bujumbura’s central market while his mother sporadically worked in neighboring fields to get some more money. The problems started when Jonas’ father got sick and died of HIV/AIDS few months later. Jonas suddenly had to deal with a new image of himself, as the older ‘man’ within the family, and all the responsibilities related to this new role. He abandoned school and started looking for a job. The child described to me with lucidity the consequences of his father’s death:

‘When my father died, we lost everything. My aunt took the house we were living in and some people in the neighborhood accused my mother of being responsible for his death. We were hosted for some time in a friend’s house, but we couldn’t afford the rent for more than two months. I had to find a job and the only thing I could try was to go to the street and look for money. A school friend was familiar with this kind of street work, and one day he brought me with him. That’s how I started.’
At the time of the interview, Jonas had being living in the street for three years, during which time he had experience with three NGO programs. When I asked him the reason why he decided to leave them, his answer surprised me:

‘Actually, I never really wanted to leave…but for some reasons I always had to. Recently, I was chased because I came late from the weekly free afternoon we were entitled to…I was stopped by the police and it took me some time to convince them I was joining the shelter. (…) The first time, at Don Bosco, I started participating in their activities on the beach, it was really nice…we played, washed our clothes, talked and studied a little bit. But when they asked me about my family, I told them I saw my mother almost every day because at that time I was trying to come back home and bring her some money to pay the rent. They told me that, since I had a home and I could come back, I was not a street child and they could not help me and bring me to their shelter.’

Exclusionary practices are not uncommon within NGO programs in Bujumbura. They entail basic commitments such as giving up drugs, being on time or signing behavioral charts, but also more problematic criteria such as the discrimination between children ‘on’ the street and children ‘of’ the street, as Jonas experienced with Don Bosco. These kind of decisions are considered necessary for NGOs in order to target a clear population to work with, but they risk to generate opposite outcomes in children’s lives, as happened to Jonas:

‘I talked to my mother about this conversation with the street worker and we decided I should be living all the time in the street in order to get more benefits from NGOs, and that’s what I did. By that time, unfortunately, Don Bosco’s recruiting activities on the beach were ended, and I had to find support somewhere else.’ 
Despite his fruitless experiences with NGOs, Jonas still thinks their help is important, and when I asked him how does he see his future he replied:
‘I would like to become a garage mechanic, and I know some organizations help street children to learn such a job…I think this is the best thing someone could do, to teach me something I cannot learn on the street.’
Eric and Jonas stories enlightened me about their strengths, not only in facing difficult experiences at home and on the street, but above all in the way they clearly expressed their criticisms, concerns and desires. They, as every street boy I met during my research journey, had a store of experience which could be easily accessed if only service providers would be willing to spend some time to listen to them. As Jospin, another member of the group told me while I was insisting on asking his opinions on how to improve NGO work:
‘Bring them here on the street with us, tell them to rid themselves of this ‘life teachers’ attitude, and you’ll see how things could change!’ 
Street Boys’ Voices: a Cry that Urges to be Heard
The main objective of this study is to situate Bujumbura’s street boys within the complex geography of help, in order to understand how they shape their everyday life around it, and how the possibilities offered to them in order to leave the street constrain or enhance their agency. The group of street boys is struggling with a multitude of images, constructed both from the outside world (the public, their families, informal helpers, NGOs, peers) and from themselves, pushing and pulling them in different, often contrasting, directions. Their compliance to the ‘bad boy’ cliché is consciously used by the group of street boys in order to take advantage of specific situations, as much as their desire of a family, a safe environment and a ‘normal’ future is sharply revealed through their narratives. Eric and Jonas stories unveil a disconnection between the reality of the street boys and NGO programs targeting them, mainly due to a lack of recognition of children’s capabilities and strengths and a weakness in tailoring programs around street boys’ needs and aspirations. 

I strongly believe street children’s voices would and should make the difference in solving their own problems. Within the community of street boys I had the chance to know, everyone among them was a resourceful actor playing a difficult life game, actively struggling over the meaning of his existence. For them, life on the street was not so much of a problem, it was rather an unavoidable coping strategy in a context of limited options. In this situation, being clients of an NGO program or shelter meant for these children, despite themselves, surrendering and giving up that identity they had being painfully constructing over their years in the street (Evans, 2006), and I believe this represents the main problem service providers need to reflect on.

As Turnbull, Hernandez and Reyes state: ‘Being a subject to aid weakens their self image and this makes their life on the street harder. It may seem desirable to find a way to keep the children and young people in the houses and programs; but while they temporarily become obedient members of our society, they are also admitting that someone has to take care of them and therefore surrendering their responsibility over their lives (Van Blerk, 2005). As they hit the streets again, they are indeed challenging our rules, but also re-assuming the responsibility of their lives and their ongoing search for an identity (Lucchini, 2001). This contributes to the fact that, in spite of good intentions, commitment, resources and experience, programs for street children are not what their runners expect them to be.’
The group of street boys struggled over everyday life in the street, securing adults’ help in different ways. Despite their common willingness to abandon street life, considered as ‘not the appropriate place to grow up’, all of them experienced disconnections with NGOs programs, manifested through authoritarianism of NGOs workers, exclusionary practices or simple lack of communication and understanding of their reality,  and therefore decided or were forced to leave the program and come back to the street. 

Is there a way to design more appropriate and responsive interventions? The answer is yes, but there is a need for action at a variety of levels – including youth national policies, mobilization of community resources and support networks, and reforms to the NGOs theory and practice of street children rehabilitation. Based on the problems identified by the street boys themselves during this study, the following reflections can be made in order to develop programs that are fully responsive to street children’s needs:
· There is a urgent need, for NGO programs working with street children, to rethink the issue and construct relationships and strategies which do not force the child to renounce her or his identity in order to receive help. Street children should be viewed not as mental patients, but as competent agents in need of tools to develop their strengths and fight their weaknesses.

· Empowerment, respect and self-determination could represent those tools NGOs services should provide to their clients. In order to achieve their goals, service providers should focus on open and light interventions, abandoning heavy structures such as rehabilitative shelters and opting for an everyday, flexible presence on the street, near and responsive to their clients’ needs.
· Participation is the key to successful interventions. Street children’s voices are fundamental contributions in order to understand their experience and build solutions. Street children should be engaged in planning and designing activities so that they would be able to build ownership to these programs, to feel valued and motivated in making them work. Listening to the street boys’ voices can make the difference.
· Ensure meaningful cooperation and coordination of NGOs strategies and programs, build stable links between communities, schools, families and service providers in order to prevent streetism among at risk children and youth.

· Recognize the State as the primary duty bearer in the protection of vulnerable children is an important step toward capacity building. A key role of NGOs should entail the support of communities in advocating for their rights from the public sector. 

These insights do not provide a comprehensive plan to tackle the gaps and misperceptions of development interventions dealing with street children. However, they represent important reflections, identified by the street children themselves, as possible steps in the implementation of better strategies. I strongly believe that children, if we will be able to listen to them, are constantly offering us insightful perspectives and tools on how to help them and will be able to give us a lot more if we would develop an open and receptive interaction with them. 
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� All Burundi’s armed political groups which have been active during the war are believed to have recruited thousands of child soldiers, including from refugee camps in DRC and Tanzania ('Burundi: Child soldiers - the challenge of demobilization', Amnesty International, 2004). No reliable figures exist on the number of children who have directly taken part in the conflict over the last 10 years. However, according to United Nations Child Fund (UNICEF) figures between 6,000 and 7,000 under-18s were involved in the conflict and the main challenge is nowadays for disengaging, demobilizing and reintegrating them into society. As of the end of 2008, more than 470,000 Burundians had been repatriated from Tanzania since 2002, with the highest number – over 91,000 – in 2008 alone. These returnees cause added pressures on inadequate social services and infrastructure, such as health, education and water; tensions with host communities are the result. An estimated 387,000 school age children are among these returnees, who must learn new languages and be reintegrated into schools (IDMC,2006). 





� ‘Enquete Quantitative sur les Enfants en Situation de Rue au Burundi: Bujumbura, Gitega et Ngozi’ Publie’ par Fondation Swisse Terre des Hommes et Giriyuja ASBL – Janvier 2010


� Since independence in 1962, Burundi has experienced tensions between the dominant Tutsi ethnic minority and Hutu majority groups, with particularly severe massacres taking place in 1972 and 1988 . The 1990s saw continued conflict and civil war in Burundi after the assassination of the country's first president Melchior Ndadaye in October 1993 and the 1994 death of his successor Cyprien Ntaryamira, in the same plane crash that gave rise to the Rwandan genocide. After more than a decade of civil strife, the country held national and legislative elections in 2005, signaling an end to the conflict, and experienced five years of relative calm and efforts toward peace consolidation, leading to new elections in 2010, a critical point to assess the country's stability (Watt, N. 2008). 
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