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Introduction

Crisis for whom? Global border
regimes, minorisation, (im)mobility
and care

Rachel Rosen, Elaine Chase, Sarah Crafter,
Valentina Glockner and Sayani Mitra

Venezuelan children in Colombia are turned away from shelters for
migrants because they are not accompanied by their parents. Children
who have fled Afghanistan with their families value the lives and care
they experience in refugee camps in Europe. For them, a ‘migration crisis’
lies not in the movement of people across borders or the trials of these
journeys. Unlike their parents, it is not the unsustainability of lives in
displacement which trouble them, but their imminent enforced
deportation back to Afghanistan. Care and notions of childhood in
occupied Palestine are shaped by multilayered systemic forms of violence
which are historic and embedded, undermining physical, social and
economic mobility and generating a perpetual sense of crisis. Colonial
idealisations of Christian nuclear families lead contemporary Zimbabwean
children to feel a deep sense of ‘lack’ and ‘abnormality’ when their
mothers are forced to migrate for work. Children as young as 9 or 10,
internally displaced due to climate change and neoliberal agricultural
policies in India and Mexico, wake at dawn every day to work as rubbish
or vegetable pickers and bring home vital resources to their families.
These are just a few close-ups of the lives of children and young
people in contexts of (im)mobility depicted in this book. The minutiae of
such lives are nested within worlds undergoing radical and relentless
changes brought about by the intersecting effects of dispossession, racial
capitalism, conflict and climate change, and the politics and policies of
migration regimes. Narratives of ‘crisis’ — whether ‘migration crisis’ or
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‘childhoods in crisis’ — have become the rhetorical tropes which shape and
are reproduced by value-laden political and policy responses to children
on the move. These reflect a sedentary bias, normative ideas about ‘good’
and ‘bad’ childhoods and rigid assumptions about children and care. As
we go on to argue, these have translated into border regimes that
normalise and legalise migrant children’s subjection and exclusion
through racialisation and minorisation processes. Consequently, children
on the move globally, whether with family members or separately, and
those who remain in place when parents migrate, do so in contexts where
migration is typically framed as a political and existential crisis for rich
countries and associated with trauma and irreparable damage for
children. Equally, some children’s movements, particularly those involved
in South-South mobility, continue to be rendered invisible. Indeed, these
silent stories raise questions about when and why children’s movement is
or is not constituted as a ‘crisis’, who these judgements are made by (and
for), and what effect this has on infrastructures and practices of care.

Critical migration scholarship suggests a counter-narrative in which
mobility is understood as part of the human condition and that it is the
conditions under which movement is controlled, disciplined and
discursively framed that cause politicised precarity and crises for people
on the move. Colonialism, both as historical legacy and present-day
condition, is key to understanding these contemporary conditions of
global migration.! Patterns of (im)mobility — including who moves, who
remains or becomes stuck in place and where people move to — are shaped
by ‘imperial grooves’ wrought by colonialism.? At the same time, notions
of ‘race’ and processes of racialisation developed in and through projects
of colonial empire are embedded in contemporary border regimes, in
what De Genova refers to as ‘yet another re-drawing of the global colour
line’,® controlling movement, limiting legal and moral entitlements for
care and support and reducing political and social belonging to ideas of
the ethno-nation.

Consequently, we use (im)mobility purposely in this chapter, and
not simply as a synonym for migration. On the one hand, (im)mobility
foregrounds an acknowledgement that migration cannot be reduced to
movement but is just as much about stasis, being stuck in place and
indeterminate waithood. By speaking of (im)mobility, therefore, we aim
to keep in view ebbs, flows and circulations — shifting dynamics of
emplacement and spatial movement - including how these are
understood, experienced, controlled, desired and resisted. A focus on
(im)mobility also allows us to attend to the ways that ideas and imagery
—of childhood, migration and care — move. It turns our gaze to which new
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or well-worn paths they travel and why, how these socially constituted
representations come into contact and conflict, and with what effect for
marginalised children and childhoods.

On the other hand, our use of (im)mobility allows us to move away
from the overdetermined category of ‘migrant’, the subject of migratory
processes, which is often experienced as a derogatory figuration, rendered
‘underserving’ when contrasted, for example, with the figure of the
‘refugee’. Moving away from categorical terms and reifications of
migration, and towards processes, allows for simultaneous consideration
of those who might otherwise be separated into seemingly discrete groups
by border regimes: unaccompanied minors, stateless children, asylum-
seeking children, refugee children and ‘left behind’ children, to name but
a few. This is but one small act of ‘refusal’* we make in the face of the
terms set by restrictive migration regimes, but also one that we see as
having generative potential, as we go on to discuss.

Relations between crisis, care and childhood (im)mobility

When we first began the process of curating this volume, one of the
challenges we set ourselves was to explore the relations between crisis,
care and childhood (im)mobility. Rather than viewing these as three
separate phenomenon or, more problematically, fixed objects of study
which were knowable in advance, our project has been to remain attentive
to the ways in which these phenomena are generated through their
interactions. We suspected that attending to their mutual constitution in
diverse contexts would shed light on the ways in which some crises come
to matter while others are erased; the diverse ways that care is understood,
constrained, recognised, governed, fractured and practised as well as its
vacillations between control, support and solidarity; and the sorts of
children and childhoods produced at these interstices. Our concern here
is unabashedly emancipatory: how we analyse these relations has an
important bearing on efforts to counter dehumanisation through crisis
narratives, inferiorisation and minorisation through childhood status and
violence perpetrated in the name of care.

In reading across the chapters in this volume, it is evident that crisis,
care and migrant childhoods do articulate together powerfully and
frequently across time and space. Yet, if relations between phenomena
cannot be assumed a priori, it becomes important to consider ‘what is
required to make that specific relationship exist’.” In many ways, ‘what is
required’ to make relations between crisis, care and childhood (im)
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mobility is obvious, given hegemonic views of children as essentially
vulnerable and in need of adult protection and care. Such figurations of
the child as quintessential dependant combine with dominant
sedentaristic views of human societies,® such that ‘good childhood’ has
become virtually synonymous with life within the private (nuclear)
family in locally embedded places. In these hegemonic terms, crises for
migrant children appear self-evident, as both mobility and physical
distance from parents or family are rendered existential risks for
individual children and childhood itself.

Apropos of Edward Said’s notion of ‘travelling theory’,” dominant
imaginaries of childhood have crossed global expanses in the hands of
(settler) colonialists, policymakers, humanitarian groups, academic
scholars and forced migrants. It is unsurprising, then, that these
imaginaries appear across the contributions in the book as shaping the
lives of children on the move. Yet these dominant narratives are not all
that there is to see, as they interact with situated histories, cultures,
practices and geopolitics in complex ways. In many cases, it is forced
immobility, rather than mobility, which presents itself as a crisis for
children, and it is care, even love, that motivates participation in political
movements for liberation — even though in hegemonic discourses this
may be seen as violating the safe and apolitical sanctum of childhood. In
other cases, mobility is understood as an act of love and care, part of a
good childhood in the sense of fulfilling responsibilities and supporting
family members. Migration in this sense is a solution to crisis rather than
a crisis for good childhood. Yet these young people also encounter
narratives where their movement is viewed as problematic or a crisis —
albeit for the receiving region or country.

Our point, then, is that there is at once a heterogeneity of relations
between crisis, care and childhood (im)mobilities and, relatedly, the
contingency of their effects. We are not suggesting here that anything
goes, or simply pointing to flux and indeterminacy. Instead, we see the
combination of heterogeneity and contingency as a generative starting
point or challenge: they require that we pay close and careful attention to
the ‘situated purpose[s]’ that materialise relations between crisis, care
and (im)mobile childhoods, ‘the means and norms to achieve’ them and,
finally, the effects of these relations.® Here we argue that the question of
what means and strategies bring these relations into being are best
tackled through close attention to power and perspective.

As Rosen elaborates, children and childhoods on the move
encounter multiple forms of crises, both real and imagined, which
intersect and amplify each other.’ Crucially here, it is the power to name
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and define certain phenomena as ‘crises’ that gives crises the power to
motivate or generate responses. Yet, what is understood as a crisis, how,
and for whom, is very much a question of perspective. For instance, we
hear about the ‘crisis for migrants’, articulated by forced migrants and
border abolitionists, in contradistinction to talk of the ‘refugee crisis’ on
the American-Mexican border or Fortress Europe, articulated from the
perspective of (nativist) nation-states and their populations. As this
suggests, different interpretations of the same ‘crisis’ can vary greatly. To
offer another example, readings of ‘refugee camps’ are very different from
the perspective of the media, the state, non-government organisations
(NGOs), and children and adults in camps, as the experience of Afghan
families that started the chapter brings into sharp relief. Likewise, while
humanitarian organisations build playgrounds in camps to counter a
perceived ‘crisis of childhood’, children make creative use of ‘spaces-in-
between’ for their play, interaction and caring practices long after the play
equipment turns to ruin.'’

In suggesting that children on the move may not experience life in
camps as ‘crisis’, to take but one example of how children read the
conditions of their lives, our point here is not to justify the condition
which many young people face during migration, be this paternalistic
humanitarianism,*' ‘conditional solidarity’*? or hostile push-backs on
land and sea and violent and punitive enclosure in camps. Our point is
that we must remain vigilant to questions about what is assumed when
‘crises’ are invoked, whose perspectives they centre and whose interests
they serve. In other words, we advocate repeatedly asking the question:
crisis for whom?

Posing the question in this way prompts at least three important
moves. Firstly, it calls on us to consider the ways that ‘personal troubles’,
such as the way that divergent experiences of children and adults in
camps — often experienced as conflicts within families and interpersonal
relationships — are reflective of a broader set of ‘public issues’.!* Key here,
we suggest, is attending to the ways that neocolonial, racial capitalist and
other geopolitical interests shape (im)mobility and national borders, as
well as the care that states do and do not provide, and the ways they
provide it. Certain crises for children, such as forced ‘returns’, are also
revealing of the colonial roots of contemporary crisis narratives and how
belonging, space and mobility are always already racialised. We are
insistent that this also requires a focus on generation, and the ways that
the long history of social subordination of children in diverse contexts
acts to contain, discipline, patronise, subordinate and/or violently
exclude the young, as well as to erase their perspectives and socially
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situated experiences — part of what we call a minorisation regime, as we
develop further below.

Secondly, in framing our approach to crisis in this way, we reject the
ubiquitous, albeit often implicit, assumptions that all care is ‘good’ and all
mobility is ‘bad’. Instead, we advocate turning attention towards the
conditions under which care is practised and (im)mobility occurs,
including the ways in which it is imposed. Doing so means that we do not
need to resolve uncomfortable ambiguities, such as those facing migrant
children who care for their families through work in the face of crises of
familial and migratory debt. Here, reciprocity, collective accountability to
the Other, and hyper-exploitation might be simultaneously present and
co-generative. These cannot be explained away simply as effects of
children’s agency and choice, nor can they be reduced to narratives of
trafficking or child exploitation. Keeping alive these complexities of
children’s lives, and the conditions of their production, is thus crucial
both politically and analytically. Turning our gaze towards the conditions
of care and (im)mobility also helps to ensure that the perspectives of the
marginalised and oppressed remain central, and that the implications of
crisis narratives for addressing injustices and inequities are always
considered. A focus on conditions and relations allows us to simultaneously
critique state violence perpetrated in the name of crisis and explore how
non-paternalistic care, solidarity, commons and justice may be forged
through the experience and articulation of crises,'* but also what happens
when such relations do not manifest in contexts of similar state violence.

Thirdly, by considering the question ‘crisis for whom?’ it becomes
evident that even when understandings of crises similarly centre on the
child figure, such understandings do not necessarily produce the same
kinds of care, even in the same context. Indeed, ‘the child’ is an elusive
figure: not all young humans are constituted as children, and some are
excluded when childhood is treated as the basis for entitlements to care
and support. Moreover, such exclusions are often determined not only by
perceived age but also by ‘race’ and country of origin. As a result, there is
no direct relationship between crisis and the provision of care for children
on the move, even in its most paternalistic forms.

Intergenerational fractures and minorisation regimes
Key to understanding the relations between crisis, care and childhood

(im)mobility is intergenerationality, and here we propose four important
insights offered by such a lens. First, when a ‘migration crisis’ is treated as
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a singular event in time, such as a significant turning point or major event,
this can obfuscate its long historical roots, as well as the fact that for many
communities around the world, migration has become the basis of social
and economic reproduction. In contrast, an intergenerational lens offers
a way to surface such roots, tracing the ways in which seemingly new
movements of people rest on long-standing inequities, dispossessions,
intergenerational work patterns, forced labour or nation-building
endeavours. Seen in this way, ‘crises for migrants’ can be better understood
as prolonged struggles, often across decades, each carrying their own
tensions and filled with historical legacies which are reproduced in the
present. Such protracted experiences are often normalised for the precise
reason that they linger, yet their impacts accumulate over time through
memory and in everyday intergenerational encounters.

This leads to our second point, which is what Hoang (Chapter 7)
evocatively refers to as ‘multigenerational punishment’.’* Here she is
getting at the notion that imposed (im)mobilities can end up fragmenting
care in families and communities, often with devastating consequences.
In some cases, this occurs as generations are separated through processes
of (im)mobility which literally move the physical, social, symbolic and
economic borders and boundaries of existence.'® While we do not dismiss
the possibilities for care and co-presence that occur transnationally,'” we
are aware that they are significantly constrained for people in contexts of
precarious migration, where multiple forces leave them consistently
struggling on the margins of societies. The long-standing impact of land
theft, bordering regimes and exile means that across generations, siblings,
parents, cousins, grandparents, aunts and uncles may never actually be
able to meet in person or be able to trace those they have lost through
forced (im)mobility. Nor are these challenges relieved by dominant
assumptions of ‘good families’” which conflate physical co-presence,
intensive parenting and vulnerable childhoods. In other cases,
‘multigenerational punishment’ occurs as long-standing understandings,
infrastructures and practices of care are decimated by the cyclical
hardships caused by crises, leaving people to care in impossible
circumstances. Extreme and punishing work hours or labour migration to
enable, or even as a mode of care, sit in tension with the emotional and
practical aspects of care, for example the requirement of physical
co-presence. Practices of ‘care’ in the present, therefore, are linked to the
sufferings of the past, as well as hopes for better futures, and such longings
are often most strongly attached to the figure of the child.

Yet, and this brings us to our third point, an intergenerational lens
gives scope to interrogate the situated processes whereby certain human
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beings are made into children. By understanding ‘child’ as a social position
that interpellates subjects and is performed, imposed, contested and
transformed, and ‘childhood’ as part of a socially constituted social
relation within generational social orders,'® calls us to attend to the sorts
of characteristics that become inscribed on the young and to consider
their effects. Such insights are central to childhood studies, where
scholars have also highlighted the ways in which ‘race’ and coloniality
operate through their equation with generation.'” Black and Brown?°
people from (former) colonies have on occasion been coded as children
or being in a child-like state, or in terms of dependence and irrationality,
which call up ideas about childhood.

Such infantilising and dehumanisation, of both (formerly) colonised
people and the young, continues to be used to justify subordination,
paternalistic humanitarianism to ‘induc[e] maturity’ or interventions of
a more brutal and explicitly violent character.?* As we see in the chapters
in this volume, in some cases young people may experience (im)mobility
as a violent imposition by border regimes, families and communities,
given their inferiorised status. In others, we see the ways that being a
child may provide access to institutionalised care, and so young people
become ‘minor’ through enacting the vulnerabilised tropes of childhood.
Not only does this mean they must subjugate or accept the erasure of their
independence, freedoms and ability to care, but they become part of a
process whereby deservingness in migration regimes stops at the point of
adulthood. This can create frictions between children and the adults with
whom they live their lives, but it also renders adults as ‘undeserving’, even
if they were considered ‘deserving children’ just days before. We refer to
this as a minorisation regime, calling attention to the ways it is taken up
and intersects with exclusionary border regimes.

As we have been at pains to note above, tensions and conflicts
between children and adults in intimate or familial relations draw their
force not simply, or primarily, from the relationships between them but
from the impossible contexts of lives lived in conditions of enforced (im)
mobility. Indeed, and this is our final point, this volume also holds
accounts of intergenerational projects of sustenance and care, whether
through sharing meagre resources, creating networks of support, building
mobile commons or acts of radical allyship. These practices of
intergenerational care may be precarious or finite, but they offer
generative possibilities, a point we elaborate on below.
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The abundance of care

‘What world is this that forces us mothers into a position where taking care
of some children means to abandon others?’ Daniela Rea, a Mexican
journalist, recounted from a powerful conversation with a young Honduran
mother displaced by violence in her country.?” To this we might answer:

'Tt is a world in which children take care of themselves and others, amid
and despite, recurring crises and exclusionary migration regimes. It is a
world where there seems to be greater determination to produce
technologies and spaces to deny children’s capacities and motivations to
care, than to recognise their right and ability to do so, whether they are
on the move or staying in place. It is a world where caring with, by and for
others is fraught with impossible choices, intense longings and sometimes
brutal violence'.

Indeed, if there is anything that becomes most clear through a
careful reading of the chapters in this volume, it is the complexities of
care. We could ask how it is possible that one thing, one set of practices,
can contain so many different meanings and experiences; and, in many
ways, it is this abundance that both offers us hope and causes us to flag
care’s risks. On the one hand, care is visible throughout this book as an
overflowing bundle of love, concern, empathy and reciprocity, and a core
ethic and value of life. As a result, however, to name a practice as ‘care’ is
to almost remove it from questioning,?® assuming it is inherently ‘good’.
But to do so misses the other sides of care, which may also, simultaneously,
appear in both intimate and institutional settings: cruelty, control,
instrumentalisation, subordination, obligation and so forth.

In contexts where mobility is an extraordinary and disruptive event,
as well as in contexts where it is a social dynamic that has become a
historical constant or contemporary expectation, care is a relationship
and practice that allows the (re)production of everyday life. Defending
the right to mobility necessarily involves the recognition of migration as
a strategy and practice of care. Even so-called ‘economic migration’,
which is often delegitimised in moral and legal terms and condemned, is
a strategy for the care and maintenance of common life. (Im)mobility in
the context of crises can be understood not simply as forced, but as an act
of personal care as well as a collective one, since the reasons for and ways
of moving are determined by shared structural and/or conjunctural
conditions, but also by collectively constructed social positions, affections
and responsibilities. In this sense, caring, in the singular, and caring, in
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the plural, are deeply inter-relational and transgenerational experiences;
but they also reflect the most intimate and subjective longings.

The centrality of the notion of care for debates about (im)mobility
and crises, as well as their intersections, lies in the fact that the act of
migrating, fleeing or being displaced always occurs as an act where
community is present in physical and/or symbolic terms. We evoke the
notion of community here not in the sense of a fixed, static or
predetermined entity, but as a dynamic (transnational) commons,>*
which may include those engaging in shared projects of mobility and
emplacement, as well as those who stay behind but whose memory
accompanies and whose existence and love drives the act of migrating. In
this sense, Heidbrink (Chapter 10) invites us to think of migration as a
‘cultural elaboration of care’,”> where fleeing and moving through
geographical space are acts that seek to safeguard, preserve and care for
what is both personal and collective: kin and friends, community, places
of belonging, worldviews, identities and life itself. All of these are
heterogeneous and changeable, forged through fragile practices of
‘commoning’ across difference. But understanding migration as a care
strategy also means understanding it as an act of rebellion: against
structural violence, transgenerational suffering, institutionalised
dispossession and the imposition of a future in which certain lives have
already been marked as ‘lives that are not worth living’.?* Indeed, the
chapters in this volume question and profoundly destabilise traditional
notions of care which frame it as an essentially hierarchical relationship,
exercised by adults on or for children. They show us multiple spaces and
circumstances in which children practise care, not only for the adults in
their families and affective circles, but also for their peers and themselves.

At the same time, the chapters expose care as an exercise of power
and truth instituted by multiscalar states and their migration regimes. In
contexts of welfare bordering, status determinations, detention and
prosecution, it is migration regimes that set the limits on who can care
and who should be cared for. Children are paternalistically reduced to a
category of ‘victim’ in which they are deprived of the right to care, in the
name of their protection — again, a form of minorisation. For not only are
imposed protection practices often contrary to children’s wishes and
needs, but they also erase children’s agency and deny their right to take
care of themselves and each other. Their personal, collective and
community capacity to care is not only erased and denied, but punished.
Children may be categorised as ‘unaccompanied’ when those they care
with and for do not fit within adult-centric legal and biologically based
notions of family. They are physically separated from those with whom
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they care, through detention and seemingly more humanitarian
accommodation and reception schemes. Border regimes create and
amplify the conditions whereby children’s sense of concern and
responsibility for others not only helps to sustain life in the context of
retrenchment or denial of social support, but becomes a site of extraction
and exploitation — yet one that remains obscured under the veil of care’s
paternalist framing. Likewise, adults’ efforts to care for children through
migration occur despite, or in the face of, the deleterious contexts in
which subaltern mobility, by necessity, occurs.

When analysing the practices of power which children on the move
are subject to in border and minorisation regimes, we find that state
violence is euphemised as care. It is not simply that targeting particular
social groups as deserving of care serves as a rationale for denying care,
border crossing or belonging to others.?”” Border regimes produce categories
such as ‘unaccompanied minor’ or ‘separated child’ to justify the
implementation of systems of care and protection that hide the violence
that occurs through the deprivation of liberty through camp life, imposed
placements and impoverishment; family separations; deportation; and
detention.?® The border regimes that produce such estrangement by
portraying child mobility as a ‘crisis’ are the same regimes that stigmatise
young people’s rebellions against the violence and precariousness that
haunts them in their places of origin and which they resist, including by
migrating. These border regimes are the same ones trying to stop children’s
mobility to ‘protect’ them and ignore their wishes, needs, autonomies and
agencies — that is, their humanity and dignity — by criminalising their
(im)mobility and hypocritically calling it a ‘crisis’.

If dispossession, detention and nativist exclusions done in the name
of caring for the child amplify such violence and work through the denial
of humanity (whether on national, ‘racial’ or generational terms), do we
silence our demands on states to provide caring conditions and do we
abandon care’s potentials against injustices??” Our answer to this question
is an emphatic ‘no’. In the context of pervasive migration crisis narratives
that obscure the impact of long-standing crises on subaltern communities,
caring for self and others constitutes what Abu Moghli and Shannan
(Chapter 13) recognise as the possibility of building alternative worlds
and the possibilities for other lives.** For them, this is a care articulated
through love and protest against conditions of colonial occupation of
Palestine which force both mobility and immobility. But equally, children’s
caring practices offer a basis for generating and sustaining alternative
ways of being and knowing through processes of imagining otherwise;
forms of radical connectivity; and emergent solidarities that expose
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borders for their fabrication and offer hope that reworks conditions of
existence. The ‘crisis’, then, is not that children take care of others,
something that has always happened in human communities, but rather
that they have to do so in the ways they do — in response to migration and
minorisation regimes that seek to annihilate the possibility of imagining
a different world and obstruct the right to migrate, as well as the right to
return or remain.

Critical global perspectives on childhood, care
and migration

As we said at the outset of this chapter, a key goal of this project has been
to think about crisis, care and childhood (im)mobility together, as
opposed to seeing these as three discrete aspects of the social fabric of life.
This is the challenge we posed to the authors in this collection, asking:
what are the diverse and diffuse effects of the intersections of care,
childhood and ‘migration crisis’ narratives for children and young people
living in, migrating through or rendered immobile within diverse global
contexts? By necessity, answering this question has been a collaborative
project. The authors bring to bear insightful and situated reflections on
what makes the relations between care, childhood (im)mobility and crisis
exist in specific time-spaces. Our introductory chapter has focused less on
the specificities of local or regional articulations of these phenomena,
which appear in the individual contributions. We have focused more on
how, read together, the chapters provide deep insights into how such
relations come into contact or conflict with and/or amplify each other
globally. In so doing, we, as well as the chapter contributors, have been
informed by each other in the process of putting this volume together.

This book is the result of a series of online international
conversations with scholars, practitioners and activists brought together
by shared concerns about the highly normative and often homogenising
discourses that dominate ideas about care and crisis in relation to the
(im)mobility of children. The aim of the seminars was to disrupt some of
these ideas and to provoke new understandings of crisis, childhood and
migration. The conversations involved in-depth discussions around pre-
recorded contributions by authors and discussants. They were followed
by thematic workshops with authors to further develop the ideas in
dialogue and consider the synergies across the contributions from
different global contexts.
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For us as editors, this project has been inspired by calls to decolonise
scholarship from the start. In part this is about centring projects of
colonial empire in conceptualising contemporary (im)mobilities, as we
discussed above, but it has equally been about disrupting orthodox and
Eurocentric ways of knowing.*! Such an approach seeks to problematise
exclusionary, ethnocentric and racist practices of knowledge production.*?
In practice, for us this has meant incorporating insights from a diversity
of geographical contexts and including scholars from the Global South,
who are often barred linguistically, financially and symbolically from
publishing in the North. That said, we are cognisant that despite our
efforts many contexts are missing from this book, and we have much work
to do to reframe dialogues to address Northern-centric exclusions. In this
regard, we view this volume as a small contribution and prologue in
efforts to think about childhood (im)mobility, care and crisis together; it
is neither a solution nor a conclusion.

Importantly, opening up knowledge production is not simply about
offering multiple empirical exemplars from the South, at best a form of
liberalism that continues to frame the practices and insights of those who
have been Othered as tolerable but neither desirable nor analytically
generative.*® Instead, looking at South—South migration as well as that to
the North, for example, has generated some new understandings of the
relations between childhood (im)mobility, care and crisis outlined above
and embedded in the chapters that follow. Our commitment to publishing
the book in Spanish and English, and in an open-access format, has been
part of our effort inspired by decolonial thought, seeking to challenge the
conditions of cost and language that make insights from academic work
inaccessible to so many.

This commitment is also evident in the diverse modes of engagement
and presentation of the contributions, which do not reduce knowledge
production to text, but also include the arts, storytelling and collaborative,
participatory methods. In keeping with this approach, Meera Shakti
Osborne, whose work appears throughout the volume as a special feature
called ‘Art in Dialogue’, facilitated a series of art-based activities during
our seminars, and the resulting imagery, displayed in this book, was
created in conversation with our online dialogues. Osborne’s images in
the volume are intended as provocations. These images are not
accompanied by interpretive explanation telling the viewer what to think
or feel. As such, their openness is both destabilising and liberating — a
refusal to offer the fixed meaning or forms of argument demanded by
traditional academic texts (see further discussion in Art in Dialogue 1).
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For us as editors, decolonial thought has motivated everything,
from the questions we asked authors to grapple with to our emphasis on
engaging with the long reach of colonialism into the present. In this way,
we have endeavoured to work with contributors who speak to the issues
and perspectives raised by decolonial thought, not necessarily those who
speak with decolonial theory. For instance, while some of the contributors
in the volume explicitly explore the productivity of decolonial
epistemologies, all seek to develop insights grounded in the realities and
voices of those who have been Othered or marginalised in diverse ways.
Indeed, amplifying the voices of those who have been historically
silenced and marginalised is a core aim of decolonial epistemology and
methodology and informed our selection of contributions, regardless of
whether authors articulate this approach through decolonial theory.*
Key to this collection is the challenge to adult-centric assumptions,
countering minorisation through methodologies and analytical
approaches based on co-authorship, horizontality and a deep
understanding of children and young people living in conditions of
(im)mobility as producers of fundamental social knowledge.

The contributions in this volume are organised in couplets, which
speak to each other across diverse contexts.>® The first two chapters, by
Rosen and by Dafa and Fiddian-Qasmiyeh, offer conceptualisations of
crises as multiple, protracted, amplifying and generative. Despite, or in
resistance to, such crises, Rosen points to forms of radical listening and
solidarity across difference among unaccompanied young people in the
UK, while Dafa and Fiddian-Qasmiyeh show the complexities of care in
Sahrawi refugee camps. The next pair of chapters examine these themes
with specific attention to what we are calling a minorisation regime. In
Chapter 3, Nifio demonstrates the way Venezuelan children in Columbia
are reduced to subjects of protection in ways which fundamentally
contradict their own experiences, but which serve anti-Chavismo
geopolitical interests. Majidi and colleagues focus on ‘returns’ to
Afghanistan in Chapter 4, arguing that for children these are effectively
forms of deportation due to their subordinated social status. Adding to
this discussion are the chapters by Cortés Saavedra and Joiko, and by
Walker, which respectively examine the way that ‘child’ status intersects
with coloniality in Chile and with long-standing racism in Italy, rendering
Black and Brown child migrants as always already Othered.

While these first chapters have children and young people as their
central protagonists, the next couplet focuses more centrally on
motherhood in contexts of precarious migration — a recognition that
childhood is a relational social position and that children never live their
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lives in a vacuum. Hoang focuses on the extreme and punishing labour
Vietnamese migrants are compelled to engage in when working in
markets in Russia, while Takaindisa and Palmary (Chapter 8) trace the
ways that imposed colonial norms of Christian motherhood reverberate
in the present. Both chapters highlight the tensions these situations
create: the effort to make liveable futures is both an act of care and an
impediment to valued ways of caring for children.

Moving from the care of children by adults in often untenable
circumstances, the next set of chapters begin to turn the gaze towards
children’s acts of care. Storytelling through the voice of a young Rohingya
boy in a refugee camp in Bangladesh, Khan and Rana demonstrate
children’s creative and complex practices of building hope in the face of
dispossession, hardship and immobility. Heidbrink’s chapter takes us to
Guatemala; she argues, based on long-term ethnography with Mayan
young people, that child migration can be understood as an act of love
and generational reciprocity. Glockner and Shahrokh (Chapters 11 and
12, respectively) continue to develop these themes of migration as care.
Glockner develops a transnational dialogue between migrant children in
Mexico and India, showing the ways in which their labour is both an act
of care for their families, who are indebted and destitute due to neoliberal
dispossession, and a site of deep exploitation which remains unremarked
in the context of mutual need and practices of reciprocity. Shahrokh,
meanwhile, makes the case for research not only about care, but as a
practice of care, which she eloquently demonstrates through her
interactions with young migrant co-researchers in South Africa.

In the final set of chapters, Abu Moghli and Shannan (Chapter 13)
highlight multiple violences in occupied Palestine forcing
multigenerational mobility for some and imposing immobility on others,
while a layered dialogue between Duffy-Syedi and Najibi (Chapter 14)
points to the hidden violence and political limitations of narratives of
vulnerability taken up in response to the UK’s border regime. Importantly,
however, both chapters leave us — as authors, editors, readers, activists
and more — with a crystalline sense of hope. This is not a denial of past
legacies of brutality and extraction or a silencing of contemporary stories
of marginalisation and subordination, what Jones might refer to as a
process of ‘violent ignorance’ or a turning away from that which makes
the world unliveable for others.* Quite the opposite. These chapters leave
us with a clear and urgent message: to listen carefully, to attend with
alertness and to act for a world in which racism, occupation and
dispossession are replaced by kindness, care and emancipatory justice.
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Art in Dialogue: Introduction

Art invites. Drawings stimulate. Images evoke.

*

The Art in Dialogue features in this book were created by artist Meera Shakti Osborne. Their images
and words were produced in dialogue with chapter authors and other attendees during a series of
online seminars in 2020.

The images speak in dialogue with chapter authors, inviting us as readers to engage our hearts,
bodies and imaginations with the themes of this volume.

Art is formed in knowledge and is a form of knowledge. But it does not tell viewers what to think.
Art opens a space of possibility.

We invite you to consider how these images make you feel or what new ways of thinking they
provoke about childhood (im)mobility, care and crisis.

What you choose to take from the images is for you alone.

CRISIS FOR WHOM?



Art in Dialogue 1. Ways of Listening. What does it mean to talk about a ‘normal’ childhood?
©Meera Shakti Osborne.

ART IN DIALOGUE 1. WAYS OF LISTENING
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Emergent solidarities and children
on the move: what’s ‘crisis’ got to do
with it?

Rachel Rosen

Young Researchers on the Children Caring on the Move (CCoM)
project are talking about the advice they want to give to other children
and young people who have come to the UK without parents or
guardians. ‘We need to tell them to find organisations and charities
that can help,” suggests Zak.! ‘But also not to be scared to ask and
know their rights,” Mika exclaims passionately, bringing to my mind
her three-year struggle to obtain asylum and the xenophobia she and
other migrant young people have experienced in acts as simple as
going to the doctor. Rebin, having waited patiently for his turn, jumps
in: ‘When I came here, this young person took me to the shop and
cooked for me. It was really nice. [ hadn’t eaten properly for one week.
In France, you can’t eat nothing. He showed me where to go — it was
really nice and really kind.” Zak comments with a smile, ‘Now you
help everyone!” and everyone laughs. The Young Researchers carry
on discussing the ways they help: interpreting, giving advice, showing
people around and making introductions to community organisations.

It would not be a stretch to interpret this discussion as an example of the
impacts of bordering through migration crisis narratives, where
discourses of threat and instability categorise 