














R

250 . THE MOST VULNERABLE _
USELESS SUFFERING 251

: Ic;fl;z;;it,az:orlg Ied_u'catei workers—espeéia]ly whén they drink and take drugs. '
' € abusers without a college education, homel in inj .
A out a coll , eless heroin injector

:ﬁ (:}1112 xogttfsrgnc:;u_ssf:n;ﬁascqs hiring queue. The low-wage service imJ:lusfriZsa:)i‘
thenew, Tial U.5. economy are supplied from a ' i
disciplined immigrant laborer Lo gt Cote
disci ant | s who are eager to work for low wage: iforni

‘ Drers _ es. InC
these model workers are primarily undocumented Mexican, Centril Ameri?:la.urcxo;nmg '

Chinese immigrants who i -
‘ who are fleei . s
countries, . fgpoverty, hung«_ar, and/or violence in their home

tion when they catch someone with three or more needles of ¢nforcirig a discretionary
rule whereby they can arrest the injector for the felony of “needle sales” rather than
the misdemeanor of possession. In San Francisco, judges usually dismiss charges of
needle sales. By the time addicts are processed through the system, however, they:
have fallen into full-blown withdrawal symptoms. The punishment, consequently;
is the severe heroin withdrawal symptoms they suffer in jail while waiting to see the
judge for a bogus felony arrest. As one homeless addict explained to us, '

The worst is when you're in jail. Because they don't give a shit if you die. Youre in' -’
there, curled up in a corner, throwing up and shittin’ at the same time. o

You get the heebie-jeebies. . . . It’s like an apxiety.attack. A million ants crawling
through your skin and you just want to peel it right off. Tt’s like someone is scraping: stanembers of our network had actuall i toni
your bones. . . . You try to sit there and grab your knees and rock. R ' e ¥ worked in iged positions in the old

And in prison there are youngsters there in the cell with you, talkin’ shit. “Oh, you: - fe 20008, however, they find themselves scrambling for day | bor j

. DR pidated warehouse districts of aband - 5. They lond ans e oo &

S oned factories. Theyload and
t-stock merchandise, or sweep i c liquor stores, Thep sty pook8
\ P in front of corner liquor st ive {
lop client-patron relationshi i it sl v to de-
op clie ( ips with the few still-existin; i
in order to eke out a few hours of wark per day. ngemal 'busmess s
: Local business owners often choose icu -
- Local | : I choose a particular homeless person to whor '

. . : oin th
gn;r;V (:E;aszlrlgl iIlloa;ns of ngneg;( and gifts of food. I return, the “lucky addict” checlz
eV g to see if work is available. The result is an effici i
norming to s _ . efficient delivery of
sg ;)ti;jljlustciln-mne l.abor that is celebrated by the neoliberal economy. gn l<t)h f-:
é ‘ i, a eap, ﬂexﬂ;le, ar.ld desperately dependent source of labor. The dng-
i) ot;rtslf, 1}s; thgtlthe business owners have to accommodate the vicissitudes of
0l the homeless. For example, when Scotty ( )
e fves of the : e, the man profiled in the epi
graph) died, his employer, the mana. o cs depot wes Lo o
] A ger of a construction li i
: ' ; supplies depot, was left
_,_gllu;ch..He .had paid Sany in advance to shovel sandbags. Similarlyl,j Hank walkelg -
oving job when his decayed lower back disk caused him too much pain

: dopeﬁendf’
Faced with this risk, the homeless stopped visiting the needle exchange, which wa
enforcing a one-for-one exchange rule. It is simply not worth it to a homeless in
jector to spend the time and money to seek out-a needle exchange site and obtai
only one or two clean needles. As Frank explained when we#sked him why he'ha
stopped visiting the needle exchange: “Maybe I aint gota dollar to catch a bus acros
town to get to the exchange. It just ain't worth it for a couple of needles. especiall
if you're feeling sick” They began reusing and sharing their needles more frequentl
and their incidence of abscesses increased. o S

EXPLOITATIVE LABOR MARKETS
IN STRUCTURAL TRANSFORMATION

The negative health effects and the emotional suffering caused by the U.S'war
drugs are relatively easy to recognize. Moreé subtle and complicated, and less | efil 0 pay (or loan) ¢ ‘
are the connections between the experience of suffering of street addicts an © pay (or loan) only the precise amourit of money needed to take the
less visible, macrohistorical forces of the economy; specifically the long-te ‘
structuring of the U.S. labor market. In 1975, when the homeless in our sce
in their early twenties, the crucial age for integration into the manual Iabor
a study commissioned by the City of San Francisco noted that the specific ni
. borhood we studied was in a “depressed state” and projected a loss of “3,00¢
by the year 2000.'* This was:part of the long-term deindustrialization of Amer
For example, between 1962 and 1972, the city of San Francisco lost twelv
sand manufacturing jobs.* In other words, the homeless and the families th
from were the obsolete labor force of disappeating industries: dock worl

* building, steel milling, metal smelting, and foundry work. '
Economies going through major structural adjustment do not forgive

waay;ssplald t}i&l his day’s wage in the morning and made sure to remain one da ir;
da_[ n lshmanner he.was guaranteed that Al driveri by heroin withdrav)\;al
Ways s10w up on time for work each morning cager for the $10 he neede(i

has boen falk ' . :
(it be‘:.:}tl.l :il;i:g a glf:at cfl.;ai fitout wanting to “get clean” So just before sunset I
him y works, at the furniture liquidator warehou: 3
hir . use, and offer to give him
e to the treatment center, He js moving furniture back into the warehéfse from

idéwalk where they display it in the Ppath of pedesttian traffic,
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sured poor i i . ‘
e Ops S(;; ;:11 tg::elisiffit:tat;s—-;nore than forty million people in the year 20046
7 » the tture liquidator, was merel ing in vituj tve lar

guage anal Amerion o L% rely expressing in vituperative lan-
" An analysis that al i g . .

e )ffaﬂ i;h:t;lltcl)lws. us to recognize how larger power relations interact with
B ,t.gl_ ¢ intimate level avoids blaming victims and delegitimizes
Prehen;pbeca :Szv:},l punitive sqc1all policies. At first sight this is difﬁcuitgtlo c:on‘1ef }
prehend becau e apparent.ly willful self-destruction of homeless heroin infe o
jé_c_tc_}rs nuses yznbsympgthem advocates for the poor. The lives of homelessj' §
joctorsate culptj 1 Y a total social context of institutions, policies, macrostructuuz;

Orces, ral values that they do not control. In short, the socially structurl:e&

Al is nervous because the welfare department contacted his pmployér, Ben, to
fill out a form to confirm that he works “part time” for him so that he does not have':
program to receive his check. Ben has refused to sign.

to participate.inthe workfare
d, and probably also because he pays Al under min-x

anything for fear of being taxe

itnum wage.’ , . R . .
Al curses his boss under his breath, complaining about only getting $20 per day..
“I¢’s like 'm a dog on a leash; he knows Il be sick before morning” _ p

The boss is a burly man in his early fifties with a thick Brooklyn accent. Abruptly,
without even saying hello, he asks, “You the guy writing stories about heroin addicts?

Huh#” .

The next‘thing I know he is shouting, “Why have they been shooting heroin fo

so long? At fifty years old it’s their responsibility to get out off of this shit. Why should

society help? It's their fuckin’ problem. No one holds a fuckin’ gun to their head and.

makes them shoot up! Who got them into the drugs? All they gotta do is look into:
the fuckin’ mirror. ] _ Lt

“These guys are habitual criminals. They don’t need no fuckin’ breaks. Leeches,

bloodsuckers, and snakes. . . . They’ll never change. Anything you give em for help

. they just put right back into their arms. Welfare, SSI, shoot-up, drink-up, what else:

they want for free? o
“Get the fuck outta here! You're pait of the fuckin’ problem.” _ >
Throughout the harangue Al shows no emotion. He continues moving the Iast of

the furniture inside the warehouse, He then sits on the sidewalk waiting for us to finis
as if the argument has nothing to do with him. R
Later that evening, back at his encampment,
for his boss’s tirade: “I don’t understand why he's acting
sorry. He was just joking?” (from Jeff’s field notes} -

NOTES

- ch s & P y
esear h up ort was provided b Natlonal Institutes Of Health (NIH) gra.nt ROIDAO 6 d th
10164 and the

1 - P fesldeﬂts Office at the Unlvetslty ) Ieunsylvama ﬂ]IOu h d R[CII d CITY U]llve lty IIO eSSDISh P.
A] feels cmnpeHEd to aPO Ogll . f
g ard P I'S: f
1]

like that. I really dor't. I'm

fecarone, as well as miy office hel i
; ' ol pers and editors Fernand
1, Lau_ne Harts detailed critiques were most helpfr.:ll v Hamteno Zoe Margart, and Nick lco-
. See Kim Hopper, Reckoning wi :
‘ ; g with Homelessness (Tth: v nive
3 Seekim : aca, NY: Cornell University Press, ;
S ;r?r:df::lro, I;egualxty, Poverm and Neoliberal Governance: Activist Ethno;rya :s‘:, 1;:,0;} 60~
s tﬂhé st yd( elterborough: Broadview Press, 2004); Dale Maharidge Iodrftey : 1\; e
: g hellew L nderclass (New York: Hyperion, 1996): Anthony Marcus, th;m Ha };U? o
. Am.iefson ; O:i tr;d;n@:kinﬁ of a Crisis (New York: Berghahn BOO]-,KS 2005); li::vid ;hEHomZ
T s  Their Luck: A Stud; : ; c ) of Cal

Frem o5y e L ly of ?{omeless Sireet People (Berkeley: University of Cali-

. Charles Pearson and Phili I is, “Hi ‘ : -
ppe Bourgois, “ i iend,”
ooy in gois, "Hope to Die a Dope Fiend?” Cultural Anthropology 10,
Philippe Bourgois and Jeff Sch ighter
Sy . c onbers-gl, Rtghteoys Dopefiend (Berkeley: University of California
- Denise MicVea, “Wine Punch: Thy .
) : The Economics of Selling the ‘Wi ’

o el g the “Wine Fooler’ to Dallas’ Minori -
i Bbf:vz;;s I\llsm'rzmber %7, 1994, www.dallasobserver.com/1994-11--1 7/news/wlirrllzflt1§fz;n
e Homjes ,Dn get %’rufce, and Andrew Moss, “Everyday Violence and the Gend. ; f. ;I .

s rug-Iln}ectmg Youth in San Francisco,” Human Organizati 2 (aongy
) N an (rganization 63, no, 3 (2004); .
.M. GEroerer ét al,, “Subst Olde
. oerer et_al., Substince Abuse Treatment Need among Older Adultsin 2020: The I
Aad B mpact
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Anthropologists and historians have documented psychotropic drug use—us
mediated: in formally ritualized and religious contexts—in virtually all-cultur
throughout the world and throughout history. They distinguish this fron:th
structive forms of substance abuse that have escalated under urbanization; in
trialization, and incorporation into the global market economy.> Moder:
homeless substance abusers bear more than their shate of human anguish, Th
be why they are vulnerable to self-destructive forms of addiction in the firs
In America, drug taking among the disenfranchised has become an especially;
structive practice, filling urban streets with social pariahs with ravaged bodies.
~ Inthe United States, the land of immigration, opportunity, and economic¢ abun
- dance, popular common sense does not recognize that individual suffering is po.
litically structured. Both the rich and the poor adhere to a puritanically in:
tradition of righteous individualism that defines poverty tobe amoral fail
- individual. These judgments are even extended onto the general populatio:
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.Wallling. Ouf:'ImmigrantS- |

Peter -Kwohg .

Ie

Migration has always been a part of human ex erience—thr Jut hi
_'have‘mOVed to places that offered better congitions for sur(\):f;?;lrzlgcs):z?sﬁéggs
%mlgrar{t groups have typically had to confront the hostility of the groupsth,at at-
ved earlier because newcomers are always seen as competitors for resources and
lbs. Ifl .tI'1e United States, immigrant bashing has become a ready-made tool used
| ¥ politicians to stir up popular support and distract attention from problems that
are .mulch more difficult to resolve. And since new immigrants tend to be a small
m.II.lOI'itY without political representation, attacking them is a cost-free political ex-
‘f:rg;f:. From the days of the founding of the Republic, the United States has used
migrant bashing against the Catholic Germans, the Irish, the Chinese, other
eop‘Ie of colqr, and “ethr_lic whites” from Eastern and Southern Europe at t,he be-
gq:in:nﬂ}gnii ttl:; ;?;g':nt;eth century, The attacks were ysually articulated in overtracial
{Xntl_—immiglrant rage in the United States these days is focused mainly on Mex-
tis who enter the country illegally. In the current post—civitrights era, instead of
ing:portrayed as inferior and unwanted, they are accused of parésiti,sm ono
eady'}i-mited public social welfare and educational resources. "
.(?ongress in 1986 passed the Immigration Reform and Control Act (IRCA) to
b th?‘entry of illegals. The act provided for sanctions against employers who hired
‘ als: kqungI}n” In practice the law did not stop the hiring of illegals because
w employers could be convicted given the lack of a national identification sys-
ut while the law did nothing to stop employers from hiring illegals, it facﬁi-
edremployer exploitation of undocumented employees because; under iRCA il-
als cannot report employer abuses against them for fear of deportation, 'i'he
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