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Abstract:

Mapping the realization of children’s risk in space and place depends on identifying,
understanding, giving value to, and representing the relations between children and space.
Children have distinct quotidian and historical experiences of spaces and places, they are
constrained by different boundaries and limits on accessibility, they occupy different
territories, for different time periods, and with weaker power and authority than adults.
Their sensitivities, vulnerabilities, risks and fears in space are not those of adults.

But children are not a homogeneous social category — the diversity of significant material
differences between children, because of family economic context, cultural identity,
religion. Two of these factors stand out, notably age and gender. Age is a key categorizer,
as children age and develop, they interpret and structure space and time as their cognitive
processes form and change (e.g. Blaut, 1997). Note an (epistemological) complication that
the recognition of age norms varies between cultures. The other salient dimension is
gender-specific, - the material differences in girls’ quotidian direct experiences, and the
consequent perception and place construction. (e.g. Ngidi and Essack, 2022; Torun et al.,
2024).

The research aims are to interrogate experiences of participatory mapping with children, in
particular, mapping risk space. What priorities and principles, what approaches and what
tools correspond to ethical good practice for mapping with children. Both dimensions - the
differences between children and adults, and, the divergences amongst children — are
matters beyond academic interest in child behaviour; they affect equity and inclusivity in
all adult-child interactions.

Prominent in participatorily mapping children’s formation of space, are questions of trust,
authenticity, agency and representativity which affect all the knowledge -gathering process
(McCall, 2021). Then come fundamental issues of how to represent children’s voices, how
do children interpret their life-spaces, territories, spatial risks, fears and happy places?
What framing?, in what formats? Re. risk mapping, note William Bunge’s radical lens for
mapping children in Detroit’s ghettos (Bunge, 1969).

There are the consequent implications for including children in spatial planning, (e.g.
Berglund, 2008; Kytta et al., 2018), such as the many constraints set by adult society and
institutions that police children’s use of space, and the weak credibility afforded children’s
knowledge in most adults’ interpretations.

The methodological frame is to critically consider what approaches and what tools
correspond to ethical good practice for mapping with children. Any review must consider
the wide range of spatial (mapping) methodologies needed to respond to the diversity of
children and the diversity of situations. Many mapping methods have been applied, and
critiqued: egs. Ethnographic qualitative tools, child’s eyeviews, freeform mapping,
mapping on GE images, child-led video and sound recording, mobile apps on smart
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phones, making 3D models, interactive games, performance (dance, songs, music, play),
dedicated or generic web platforms (OSM, Green Maps) or popular social media, and
specialized mapping with disadvantaged children. (e.g. De et al., 2020; Preto et al., 2016).
Initially this is a critical literature review; it also draws upon field experiences with
children and in workshops in urban Mexico (McCall, 2022-2025; Vargas-Silva &
Martinez-Ruiz, 2024). The meta questions are what are the criteria for choosing amongst
methods, and where do these criteria come from? How to question the criteria for selecting
tools, and thus for choosing between methodological approaches for different applications
in child participatory mapping? The framing of the criteria to fit the ethical good practice
needs of participatory risk mapping with children form the concluding part.
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