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I. OVERVIEW

During the past decade, the problem of street children in various Latin American countries has received widespread attention in the international community.  Whether it be images of starving children, children selling gum in the midst of city traffic, shining shoes on the sidewalk, sniffing glue in public, or sensationalist accounts of delinquent children, this sector of society has found its way into the international conscience (Hecht 1998, Mickelson 2001, Scheper-Hughes and Hoffman 1995).  The gang of three—those countries where there have been ghastly accounts of violence and injustices committed against children who are often guilty of nothing except for being in the street, are Brazil, Colombia and Guatemala (Tierney 1997). Despite all of the mostly negative attention given to them, some excellent work with street children has been done in countries with the most widely publicized accounts of this neglected and underserved population (Shaw 2001).  For example in countries such as Brazil, Colombia, and Mexico, there have been great strides made in successful programs for street children. However, due to the magnitude of the population of street children in some of the region’s major urban areas, other smaller cities tend to get overlooked and are therefore faced with a growing number of street children, and not enough resources, political will, or experience to adequately deal with the situation.  One such example is that of Veracruz, Mexico, the major port city in the state of Veracruz.

This paper details the problems of street children and possible programs to help in the Mexican port city of Veracruz as a typical example of the next generation of social, economic, and health safety nets needed to serve street children in mid-sized urban and peri-urban regions of Latin America.  As such, this paper it is hoped, will also serve a guide for the planning of present and future programs for street children.  

According to locals who have contact with street children, there are currently between 150-160 “children” in the streets of Veracruz (Benitez 2001, Mundo 2001).  As of November 2001, with the exception of Cogra, a free cafeteria for those who cannot afford to buy lunch, which also doubles as a type of home for older people who do not have the means to support themselves, and Hogares Calazans, a home for troubled youth, there were not any programs to deal with street children.  However, as of March 2002, there has been more of a concerted effort to plan programs for them on the part of a Spanish team working with one of the Churches in Veracruz, and another effort to construct a half-way house in the city by some of the members of the Church of Christ in conjunction with the Charity arm of the Catholic Church, Cáritas. The details of these programs will be discussed further in the Results section.  Due to the dearth of experience in creating sustainable programs for street children in Veracruz and other mid-sized urban areas, this thesis seeks to first provide a general background of street children in the Americas, and then, will provide program recommendations taking into account the reality of street children in Veracruz.  The background description is based on literature reviews as well as the author’s work with programs for street children in Brazil and Mexico from 1999-2001. The program recommendations are based on a survey of appropriate elements of other successful programs in the region and particularly data collected from needs assessment surveys by the author in Veracruz in March 2002. 

II. BACKGROUND

The “Problem” of “Street Children”

Oftentimes, when people think of street children, images of children begging, peddling, stealing, sniffing, and loitering, are the only ones that come to mind.  Most people only see millions of poor, helpless, abandoned children.  Ironically, despite the popular images of millions of needy children, when encountered alone or in groups, street children are often seen as threats.  These contradictory and more often than not, incorrect stereotypes of street children as helpless yet threatening often leads to misguided measures to deal with the situation (Hecht 1998).  It is therefore necessary to have a clear idea and understanding of who the children in question really are. 

Much of the recent uproar concerning the issue of street children stems, in part, from their visibility on the streets (Dimenstein 1991, Hecht 1998, Hoffman and Scheper-Hughes 1995, Green 1998).  Placing a variety of children under the all-encompassing label of street children seems to obliterate any differences that may exist between them and their reasons for being in the street.  Anthropologist, Tobias Hecht (1998) in a study of street children in Northeast Brazil, highlights the difficulties in using the term ‘street child’ as a blanket term referring mainly to any poor child found in the streets.  He states that it is a term that was widely spread through a UNICEF document and thus became the catch phrase any poor child found in the street.  This term, however, probably does more damage that good because it places these children in a preconceived category that may not have any relevance to their situation nor who they are as human beings (Scheper-Hughes and Hoffman 1995).  If anything, it is nothing more than a stereotype and a convenient category used by international and other organizations, as well as civil society, to deal with a seemingly homogenous population. It is a term that is of more help in defining the programs than for the children served by the programs. Some social scientists also point out that the street child is often associated with “problem” (Hecht 1998, Scheper-Hughes and Hoffman 1995).  Linking street children with “problems” reduces their lives “to a condition to be cured” (Hecht 1995: 97).

Furthermore, the supposed homogeneity of this segment of this population has led to gross overestimations of the phenomena is Latin America (Hecht, 1998).  In general, it is difficult to estimate the numbers of street children given the varying roles they have when they are on the street.  Some work in the street, some beg on the street, some sleep on the street, and others prostitute themselves on the street in order to survive; some do all of the above (Aptekar 1988, Castillo 1997, Grieshbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez, Hecht 1998, Scheper-Hughes and Hoffman 1995). Yet they are lumped into the same category (Hecht 1998).  This assumes that all street children bring with them the same problems and needs, and thus, merit the same treatment and “solution.”

In their discussion of street children, Nancy Scheper-Hughes and Daniel Hoffman (1995) explain why people often find the notion of street children disturbing thus leading to negative attitudes towards, and perceptions of, street children.  They state that kids who realize their daily activities on the street are viewed negatively as the street is traditionally not a place for children.  They assert,

A street child is like, our definition of dirt, soil that is out of place.

Soil in the ground is clean, a potential garden; soil under the

fingernails is filth.  Likewise, a poor, ragged kid running along an 

unpaved road in a  favela or playing in a field of sugar cane is 

just a kid.  That same child, transposed to the main street and plazas

of town, is a threat, a potentially dangerous “street kid” (227-228).

It is this image that kids are in the wrong place that helps projects the idea that any child found realizing his/her activities in the streets constitutes a problem to society and thus needs to be removed from the street, cleaned up.  These erroneous and distorted notions of street children consequently lead to poorly designed and inefficient programs.  Therefore, in order to design an appropriately targeted program for street children, one must be able to distinguish between the different types of street children.  The next section also details some of the major factors leading to children being on the streets.

What Makes a Street Child?

Many social scientists deconstruct the stereotypical images of street kids when making the distinction between those children who are in the street and those who are of the street (Dimenstein 1992, Grieshbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez 1997, Hecht 1998, Impelizieri 1995).  A child who merely realizes his/her daily activities on the street be it working, begging, stealing, hanging out, etc., is in the street.  The street is his/her social place.  They are those who still maintain ties to their families and have a place to sleep at night.  Children who are of the street are usually classified as those who have completely left their families and actually sleep on the streets. Contrary to popular belief, this group is in fact, a very small minority of those who are considered street children (Hecht 1998, le Roux 1998).  It is important to note however, that there is no strict dichotomy between the two classifications, therefore making if difficult to pinpoint those children who do and do not have home to which to return.


Hecht (1998), who has worked with children in Northeast Brazil, raises the important question as to how many times a child has to actually sleep on the street to be considered a street child?  Moreover, Hecht (1998) also highlights the fact that more often than not, children who have homes to which they can return often opt to spend the night in the street due to certain fears/concerns about returning home.  For example, some children who are expected to work in the streets during the day and bring home something, be it food or money, end up sleeping on the streets rather than returning home empty handed at night.  Furthermore, at times, it is also more convenient for some children to sleep in the street if it means that they are closer to school or the area where they work or if it’s a matter of personal safety.  Given the distance and safety involved in the children’s commute, it is often better to spend the night in the street instead of having to worry about the commute and money spent on transportation.  Additionally, children who are in the street do not necessarily return to their homes every night.  Instead, for purposes of convenience, they may go back regularly, another term that is loosely defined.  

As shown by the above discussion of the distinction between children who are of and in the street is very fluid in nature thus making it difficult to accurately estimate how many there really are.  Nevertheless, the fact that something is propelling seemingly more and more children to eke out a living of sorts from the streets cannot and should not be overlooked.


A recent publication by Educación para el Niño Callejero (Ednica), an organization in Mexico City, that not only works with street kids but also partners with, and trains, local organizations to work with street children, shows that factors that result in children seeking a better life or different life on the streets can be broadly grouped into those that deal with the community, the family, and children themselves (Grieshbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez). Community factors are defined as those factors apart from the family that can also affect the development and well being of a child.  The community factors include reasons related to school, public and private institutions, informal groups, as well as the labor market, informal and formal.  Here, the community factors fail to retain the child in the community, the neighborhood, town, or city, in which the child might live.  A school, for example as a result of a lack of resources may not have the capabilities to properly deal with those students who are a greatest risk of opting for the streets.  As a consequence of these unmet needs, children become frustrated and may pose problems at school such they end up abandoning it altogether.  Much like the schools, public and private institutions whose job it is to serve the community are either few and far between or again, fail to meet the needs of the populations most at risk.  Equally important, especially in depressed or impoverished areas, are the absence of lucrative job opportunities, particularly when a child has to work in order to help support his/her family.  On the other hand, Grieshbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez (1997) posit that informal organizations such as a strong social circle or group of friends, can help fulfill some of the emotional needs of a child potentially at risk.  While community factors are not limited to the above, it is important to note that they impact one’s decision to either stay at home or go to the street to live, work, or fulfill emotional needs.


At the family level, perhaps the most prominent factor that pushes children out of the home is mistreatment or abuse.  Although opinions vary (Aptekar 1988, Fernandez 1995, Grieshbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez 1997, Hecht 1998, Mickelson 2001) as to the primary reasons why children leave home, domestic violence cannot be easily dismissed.  Girls who leave home often cite sexual abuse as the deciding factor, whereas boys are usually physically beaten.   It is important to note, however, that some boys in macho fashion, confidently assert that they went to the street because they wanted to, and because they liked the freedom associated with street life, instead of admitting to abuse at home (Aptekar 1988).  According to a Brazilian anecdote by Hecht (1998), one boy who ran away from home on multiple occasions to escape abuse, eventually got used to life on the streets and soon came to prefer being in the streets to being in his house.  Describing the abuse he suffered at the hands of his stepfather, he says, I only ran away from home because of my stepfather.  He beat me with a wire cable, left me all cut up, then he threw water and a kilo of salt on me (28).  With regards to another occasion (which again led to his leaving), he states, One day, my stepfather showed up and beat me with a piece of metal, like he was dehusking a coconut.  He cut my hands all up (28).   Girls on the other hand, are more likely to be sexually abused.  On one occasion, for example, one girl’s stepfather attempted to rape her.  When she told her mother about the incident, however, her mother refused to do anything about it (Hecht, 1998).  According to some surveys of street children conducted by the author in Veracruz, one of the reasons mothers do not defend their children in incidents of violence or abuse perpetrated by their fathers or stepfathers is due to economic reasons.  Impoverished women who are financially dependent on the stepfather often have little or no choice between safeguarding their child’s physical and emotional well-being and the economic security of the family.  Compared to the situations confronted at home as cited above, the street poses a better, if not safer, option for many children.  Such children should not be blamed or be harshly judged for worrying about their own safety and well being, especially by those who may be unfamiliar with the particular child’s circumstance.


Mistreatment and abuse, however, are not the only factors at the family level that push children to the streets.  Relationships between family members , and the roles and functions of each member can also affect the street children (Villamil 2001).  Villamil (2001) for example points out that familial roles may either be too rigid or too confusing for a child.  She states that roles establish certain limits and a child may or may not conform to their particular role in the family. Moreover, confusion about the relationships between roles and family members, may cause the child to become frustrated and insecure, both with him/herself and with those around him/her (Villamil 2001).   Here, the individual and collective relationships between family members in addition to the amount and extent of communication between them determine whether or not family members are able and willing to provide support for one another.  The importance of good interfamily relationships cannot be overlooked in preventing a child from turning to the streets to eke out a living in the street.  To be sure, successful work with street children often has work with the family as an important component of their programs (Bianchi 2000, Grieshbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez 1997).


As mentioned above, the factors that influence whether or not a child takes to the streets is not limited to the family and the community, but also include those that relate to the nature of the child him/herself (Grieshbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez 1997).  For example, many street children as well as those who work with them often characterize themselves as “restless” (Shaw 2002).  While these factors heavily influence whether or not a child opts to go to the streets, they are not the overarching determinants of such actions.  Rather, it is the confluence of factors related to the child, family, and community that result in the phenomena of street children.  


Another factor that merits mention is the fact that despite the stereotypes and misperceptions that these children are helpless victims or delinquents, it must recognized that these children are capable of making their own decisions and relish their freedom (Aptekar 1988, Grieshbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez 1997, Hecht 1998, Scheper-Hughes and Hoffman 1995).  Some also point out that the children who constitute this highly stigmatized population, are independent, curious, rebellious, and often do make conscious decisions about their actions (Grieshbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez 1997, Hecht 1998).  There is no exact recipe or specific formula that will determine who ends up in the street and who does not.  Determining factors vary from individual to individual and from region to region.  Not withstanding, the factors that lead to a child who is at risk of being in the street or already in the street, does not necessarily determine that s/he will go to the street or that s/he will stay there.

Programs for Street Children


Whether or not a child ends up staying in the street has to do with opportunities they have on the street and opportunities that serve as exit mechanisms.  Once on the street, the child seeks out a network that will enable them to stay in the street thus rendering it even more difficult to leave the situation (Grieshbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez 1997, Hecht 1998, Shaw 2002).  Hecht and others (Castillo 1997, Griesbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez 1997) highlight the fact that people in general, treat children according to the perceptions they have of them.  In most cases, as mentioned above, they are either seen as menaces to society and treated with repulsion and indifference, or are perceived as victims of an unjust society in need of charity, and are not seen as social actors capable of making their own decisions based on options available to them. 


According to Hecht (1998), some of the organizations, usually non-governmental or religiously affiliated organizations, and institutions, usually government run, that seek to help street children use as their point of departure the basis of reclamation and salvation.  The idea of reclamation is grounded in images of a typical childhood that needs to be rescued.  This is akin to Scheper-Hughes and Hoffman’s (1995) views that children in order to be considered children, need to be found in certain places (the home) and engaging in certain activities (playing).  This is often done through programs of work or re-creation of a type of family life that seeks to radically change the children.  This, however, will only work if the children themselves view this type of program as a potential benefit.  Such programs, however, tend to restrict their freedom and are, therefore, less of a viable option.  These programs try to rescue them from street life, therefore undermining any conscious decisions they might have taken (Hecht 1998). One such example is Ministries of Love, in Mexico, which runs shelters for street children.  These shelters, with educators affectionately called “aunts” or “uncles” are an attempt to create a home type atmosphere (Shaw 2002).


The second main perception of street children on the part of some organizations is that they need to be saved from the evils of the street.  This type of assistance often tries to provide for children the material comforts they lack on the streets such as food, shelter, clothing, and the word of God.  An example of such a program is Youth With a Mission in Colombia that aims to change the lives of street children through the word of God.  This program also allows the children to live in missionary’s houses for as long as they need to (Shaw 2002).   However, contrary to helping them, this type of assistance sometimes, although not all the time, become another part of the children’s survival network on the street.  Thus, these types of organizations are in effect, defeating the purpose of their own work because by simply providing for the children, they end up building dependence as opposed to independence (Shaw 2002).


Equally important as the organizations’ perceptions of street children are the perceptions of street children by regular citizens as referred to earlier in the paper.  Societal perceptions of street children also impact how children act and react on the street. 

What emerges from the above examples is the importance of understanding how street children themselves perceive all that is going on around them.  For example, just as the intervening organization’s staff may think they are helping children get off the streets, the child may simply view the organization as something that helps him/her stay on the street by providing food, clothing, shelter, recreational space etc.  The child’s perceptions in this case may also affect how responsive the child is to the program.  

The discussion of definitions of street children, factors that lead children to the streets, and allow them to stay in the streets, is important in the planning, design, and implementation of successful programs for street children.  Furthermore, the combination of factors presented, and which of those influence one’s decision to go and stay in the streets varies not only from situation to situation, by also regionally. The lack of economic or social opportunities for children for example, or the prevalence of a child prevalence clientele in the region may determine the magnitude and type of problem social organizations may encounter.   This makes it crucial to know exactly what factors are at play in the region of the future program.  Bearing this in the mind in the case of Veracruz, where the phenomena is relatively new, the remainder of this paper will the discuss the situation and context of street children in the Port of Veracruz, and will then make recommendations based on other successful programs, tailored for the situation in Veracruz.

III. CASE STUDY: STREET CHILDREN IN VERACRUZ

Scope of the “Problem”

Veracruz is an industrial port city in the state of Veracruz.  Its port status and warm climate lend the city to a constant influx of both sailors from all over the world, and tourists from all parts of the republic. As such, the city is a hub of economic activity. Until recently, there were few reports of abandoned children and otherwise single children on the streets.  However, in November 2002, the principal investigator/ author, was invited to collaborate with the Director of Caritas, the charity arm of the local Catholic Church to help plan a program for street children, as there was no official program in place for street children in the Port of Veracruz (Shaw, 2001). Concern has recently begun to be expressed about the increased numbers of street children in the state.  However, the distinction as to whether they were in or of the street is unclear.  According to the government run social services institution, the Integrated Development of the Family, or el DIF, as of 1997, there are 2,000 street children in the state of Veracruz, with about 350 living in the streets, and of these 350, 110-120 are said to be in Xalapa, the capital (Calcetas-Santos 1998).  Locals who interact with street children in Veracruz city, estimate that there are between 150-160 street children (Benitez 2001, Mundo 2001).  DIF (2002), in their most recent informational document, has further stated that the numbers of street children in the capital and in the port are underestimated.

Current Programs for Street Children in Veracruz

As the name implies, DIF’s mission is to ‘promote the integration and individual, family, and community human development, through policies, strategies, and models of attention that privilege the prevention of risk factors and social vulnerability...’
.  Despite this well-meaning mission statement, however, it appears that DIF is either incapable or deliberately not following through with its promise as there is no evidence of DIF’s work with street children in Veracruz.  In a recent article that appeared in one of Xalapa’s major newspapers, el Diario de Xalapa, Dr. Luis Rodríguez Gabarrón, a former UNICEF employee and psychologist who specializes in working children, posits that there is currently no support for street children (Correa 2002).  He explicitly points out that the situation of street and working children in Veracruz is such that it warrants action and attention at all levels of government.  Furthermore, he states that there is nobody in the government whose job it is to diagnose the problems of this important population.  He claims that the only thing that the government is doing to combat the problem of street children is to order the public security units to clean them up off the streets.  In other words, the government is ordering arbitrary detention of the so-called problematic street children.  Removing them from the streets in such a visible and forceful manner misleads the public in thinking that the government is really doing something about the situation.  However, simply removing children from the street will not miraculously “solve” the problem of street children.  Mechanisms need to put in place that not only help prevent children from needing to seek out a living on the street, but also to help those who are already there.  Gabarrón also highlights the fact that children’s civil rights are being violated when they are detained for no reason at all.  He states that removing the children from the streets and taking them away from their source of income (washing windshields, taking care of cars), in effect may force them to steal for a living, thereby living up to the erroneous stereotypes that people have of street children in general.  

According to the Secretary of Public Security in Xalapa, non-governmental organizations should be the ones who deal with the situation of street children (Correa 2002).  This comment that clearly suggests a lack of political will or ability to do anything about the situation.  Moreover, delegating responsibilities to NGOs fails to take into consideration DIF’s mission statement and the public funds that are to be used for helping at risk families.  According to the principal investigator’s survey results from the Port of Veracruz, surveys participants who actually slept on the streets did so due to problems with the family.  This implies that not enough is not being done in the area of domestic violence and other family associated problems, which fall within DIF’s mandate and hence that DIF is focusing its energies and its funds in the wrong places. 

The Cáritas Program
During November 2001, I made my initial trip to the Port of Veracruz in order to meet the Director of Caritas, who had invited me to help him push forward a program for street children that he had envisioned.  During this trip, I had to chance to further discuss the deacon’s ideas for his project and sought to provide him with feedback based on my knowledge of programs for street children.  I also met with Josue, the director of Cogra, a free cafeteria that many of the city’s street children frequent for lunch.  According to Josue and some directors of area religious organizations, there are five different groups of street children in Veracruz, classified by their location in the city.  The groups tend to congregate in the busier parts of the city such as the oceanfront tourist area, the Malecón; around the central bus station, the ADO; a busy intersection near the social security building, Cuahtemoc and Icazo;  the Zaragoza Park, and the Zamora Park in the heart of the downtown Veracruz.  

During my November 2001 visit, I found that with the exception of the work being done by the cafeteria, which was simply to provide meals, and in some cases, clothing, and Hogares Calazans, which runs homes for troubled youth under 16 years of age, no other work was being done with the children.  Basically, the children on the streets were left to their own devices. However, when I returned to Veracruz for two weeks in March 2002, to conduct needs assessment surveys for the program with Cáritas, I learned from the Director of Cáritas, that a Spanish team had recently arrived and was also working in conjunction with a local church to establish a program for the city’s street children.  This program was not affiliated with Cáritas although I was introduced to the Spanish team by the Director of Cáritas, at a meeting held to discuss the Spanish project in greater detail while at the same time, sharing our ideas and opinions.  

The Spanish funded program, Casa del Frijol is a program that will be located on a ranch about forty minutes from the Port of Veracruz.  This program is based on enabling the children to lead lives far from the dangers and temptations of the streets, where they would not only have housing, but also vocational education that would eventually prepare them to get jobs and slowly leave street life behind.  The houses are currently under construction.  However, the team began getting to know the children by going out to the streets twice a week with lunch for the kids, playing soccer with them on the beach, weather permitting, and handing out clothing once a week.  This follows a popular model used in other programs for street children, for example, “Child in the Sun” is a successful example of a housing, vocational training facility far from urban areas in Tanzania (Ramarajan 2002).

Between November 2001 and March 2002, the Director of Caritas’ vision had also solidified into a housing facility type of program model, however this was to be located within the city center. With some other members of the Church of Christ, Cáritas had already developed a plan to build a house in the city where kids could live and leave the street atmosphere.  By mid-March, the Father at the Church of Christ, who also shared the Cáritas Deacon’s vision of a house for street children, was in the process of negotiating the purchase of a house.  At this point, it also became clear that my role as principal investigator was no longer in the realm of program planning, but rather, to make recommendations to help ensure the efficacy and sustainability of this program and future ones. 

IV. METHODOLOGY

As evidenced from both the lack of literature on street children in Veracruz and the comments of Dr. Gabarrón, the former UNICEF consultant, there have been no formal studies of the street children in Veracruz.  Thus, I planned a needs assessment that would be the basis for program recommendations based on the needs and experiences of street children in Veracruz. I also completed a stakeholder analysis using Michael Reich’s (1993) political mapping tool that would inform program recommendations and assist Cáritas in assessing the positions of key stakeholders in their program.

Using guidelines and suggestions from Lewis Aptekar (1988), Melanio Estela (1994), and Tobias Hecht (1998) I designed three different sets of surveys. Specifically, I surveyed the street children themselves, people that are currently working with or have worked with street children and the population in general to paint as complete a picture as possible of the situation of street children in the Port.  To my knowledge, my needs assessment surveys were the first of its kind in this area.

All of the survey instruments consisted of open-ended questions, which allowed participants to say as much, or as little as they wanted, provided they felt comfortable answering the questions.  Participation was voluntary and kept strictly anonymous.  All surveys were orally administered so as not to assume the literacy of participants. 

Street Children

The surveys for the street children were designed to get a better sense of their daily lives and to get to know the nature of their individual situations.  As discussed at the beginning of this paper, the population of street children is not homogeneous and differences need to be considered when planning programs for their benefit.  Questions exploring their reasons for coming to the streets, relationships with their families, and their financial situations were asked.  The questions were also intended to assess whether or not the participants were in or of the streets.  Originally, when I was planning the study design, I had planned on thanking the youth for participating in the surveys by offering them a small packet of personal hygiene products.  However, given the fact the fact that at no point in time, was I ever alone with the participants, I realized that I could not provide them with compensation without it seeming overly coercive and thus eliciting possible response bias. 

Although I was in Veracruz for two weeks, I only had one week during which to conduct the surveys given pending IRB approval for the survey instruments.  Therefore, I spent my first week in Veracruz using two different methods to get to know the street children population in the city.  I spent time observing the street children at Zamora Park and at the Malecón.  In both places, I loitered around the area long enough that some of the youth approached me and struck up conversation with me instead of vice versa.  That they approached me first ensured that they would not be suspicious of me.  Second, I met some of the youth through Josue, at the cafeteria, Cogra, and through the Spanish team from Casa del Frijol.  

I went to Cogra almost every day for about one and a half weeks and administered some of my surveys after the lunch hour.  This turned out to be rather advantageous for me because the youth who ate at Cogra, trusted Josue and his wife, Tere, and therefore, were more open to my questions. I also got closer to the youth the more time I spent at Cogra and this led to some of the youth either introducing me to their friends in order to administer more surveys or allaying their friends’ suspicions of me.  Additionally, Josue, upon introducing me to the youth made sure to emphasize the fact that I was there by myself and that I was not affiliated with DIF or the police.  At Cogra, I met the youth from the Zamora park, the intersection near the social security building, and also from the area surrounding the central bus station.   The team from Casa del Frijol also helped me a great deal by introducing me to some of the youth from Zamora park during the twice weekly lunch encounters.  The importance of having people whom the youth already knew and trusted, introduce me cannot be overemphasized.  

After meeting the youth and prior to administering the surveys, I made sure to explain the purpose of the surveys and stressed the fact that it was for them and that they were free to tell me anything they wanted.  In situations when it was apparent that they did not quite understand the purpose of my surveys, I would explain it using visual aids.  I always carried colored chalk, crayons, and an empty notebook to play “pick up” games of tic-tac-toe when time permitted.  However, I also used chalk to explain why I was asking the kinds of questions I was asking.  I would take the chalk and designate the color chalk that I had as representing what I had, the chalk that I gave to them (which was a different color) as representing what they had, and had another color chalk that represented what they wanted or needed.  I would explain this scenario to them and then give them the piece of chalk I was holding and would ask them how my piece of chalk was going to help them when what they really wanted was the other piece of chalk.  After making sure they correctly understood the situation, I would then tell them that the purpose of the surveys was to find out exactly what that other piece of chalk was.  Overall, this method of explaining the surveys worked really well because it was visual and in a sense, more than tangible than a simple verbal explanation.

People working with street children


As with the street children, the questions for people who are working with or who have worked with street children were also open ended.  The questions were designed to assess the organizations’ attitudes towards street children and to assess the amount of work that is being done in Veracruz.  Additionally, people from the different organizations were also asked if they knew of any other programs or people working with street children, to find out the amount of communication among the different sectors of society.

General population

The surveys of the general population were to find out some of the ways in which street children are perceived by society as a whole, as it has implications for both how street children are treated, and how they in turn, react.  The surveys only consisted of three questions so as not to heavily burden people while they were going about their daily business.  Furthermore, the questions were such that some participants went on at length about the situation of street children in Veracruz.  Participants were first asked what they thought about the situation of street children in the Port, and then were asked if they perceived street children to be a problem or not, and what they personally thought should be done to ameliorate the situation.  I surveyed the general population whenever I could in the different areas.  I selected specific parts of the city to interview this population due to the visibility of the street children in these areas.  I chose the busy market area near Cogra as the youth spent a lot of their time at the market; the Malecón area as this area is home to many local vendors and is a big tourist spot; and lastly, the Zamora park because many people pass by the area daily and the youth are often found watching the television that is in the window of a nearby furniture store.  Prior to conducting each survey I would make sure that the potential participant was not otherwise occupied and in the case of street vendors and store employees, that I was not impeding potential sales.  

V.  RESULTS

Street Children


The surveys of the street children population yielded information about them that were oftentimes contradictory to public and professional opinions of their situation.  38 street children were surveyed altogether.  Of the 38, 17 left their homes due family disintegration, which often took the form of violence perpetrated by the stepfather.  The remaining 21 stated that they left home because they had to for economic reasons, because they enjoyed the street atmosphere, or because they simply felt like it.  Of the 17 who left their homes due to family problems, 11 are still in contact with their families, and 14 sleep on the streets.  Of the 21 who said they came to the streets for other reasons, only 10 sleep on the streets.  24 of the 38 worked at least for one of their meals by running errands, washing windshields, taking care of cars, selling gum or candy, or by doing chores for people at their homes or helping out at the market in exchange for food.  I also asked them how people usually treated them on the street and most of the children said that they were usually treated indifferently, but some did point out the fact that many people always thought that they were going to steal something or looked at them as if they (people in the street) as if they were afraid of them.  Additionally, almost all of the survey participants said that they used drugs, primarily a common solvent which is inhaled through the mouth.  Most said that inhaled the solvent because they liked it or because they felt like it. 

People working with street children

The results of the surveys of people who are currently working with, or who have worked with them in the past, show that they consider the situation of street children in Veracruz to be rather serious.  Participants cited family disintegration, the warm climate, tourism, and a lack of programs for street children as some of key factors that have made the situation of street children problematic in Veracruz.  All agreed that dealing with the situation was difficult and that something definitely needed to be done.  In addition to the proposed program by Cáritas, there are only two other programs working with the children: Cogra and Casa del Frijol.   At this point in time, the only services being provided for street children in Veracruz are meals at Cogra from Monday to Saturday, and lunch on Thursdays and Saturdays by the team from Casa del Frijol, and a home by Hogares Calazans.  Although the director of Hogares Calazans was not able to fill out the survey, their work consists primarily of providing a housing for children under 16, a home atmosphere, and discipline.  The children who stay at these houses attend school and must abide by house rules.  Regarding actions that need to be taken in order to improve the situation of street children, the participants stated that the public be made aware of the situation, work with the children to make them realize that drugs are not the answer, and that there should be some sort of program that would help them get jobs.  

General population

Given the short amount of time in which to conduct surveys of the general population, I was unable to obtain as many as I had hoped.  However, I conducted these surveys in the areas where the street children were most visible: the downtown area and the oceanfront, the Malecón.  Participants could be loosely classified into two different categories: passersby or those who worked in one of the stores in the immediate area of the major hangouts, and those who worked as street vendors.  The overall perception of street children in Veracruz was very negative.  The participants for the most part stated that the street children made the city look bad and pointed out it was largely a result of the government not doing anything about the situation.  Many participants also cited the fact that street children are a problem because not only do they do drugs, but that they do drugs in public.  Another concern cited was that many of children steal.  However, some were also quick to point out that street children steal because they are always hungry.  


When asked about what should be done to improve the situation of street children in Veracruz, many placed the responsibility on the government.  However, the actions that the government could take ranged from simply rounding them up and placing them in institutions, to ideas for programs that would at least provide the street children with work and an education.  A few participants placed the blame directly on DIF and implied that they were not doing anything with respect to the situation of street children.   Nonetheless, whether the fault of the government or otherwise, the survey results of the population showed that street children are seen with a combination of fear, repulsion, and pity.

VI. DISCUSSION OF SURVEY RESULTS

A closer look at the survey results presented above shows that the perceptions of street children are oftentimes erroneous and do not paint a clear picture of the situation.  Furthermore, the results also show that the needs of the children do not always match the help they ultimately end up receiving.

Street Children

Ironically, even though the term “street child” is used for purposes of placing this heterogeneous population into manageable categories, this population is actually older than what the name implies.  The average age of those surveyed is 20, which often makes them ineligible for the government run programs because they are older than the cut off age of 16.  Moreover, this group on average has also spent a disturbingly long amount of time on the streets.  The unusually long amount of time they have spent on the streets renders it more difficult for them to leave the streets.  That this group is generally older and has spent a lot of time on the streets suggests that there is clearly a lack of services and opportunities to help them improve their situation.  Furthermore, given that almost half of the survey population left their homes due to family violence also shows that there is little or no support for at risk families.  In his discussion of street children in Cali, Colombia, Lewis Aptekar (1988) highlights the fact that most studies of street children cite family violence as one of risk factors for being in the streets, but that these studies consequently failed to consider those in similar situations who did not end up in the streets.  Nonetheless, that the majority of those youth who are sleeping in the streets left home due to family violence highlights the fact that more preventive work needs to be done with respect to the family.  


Another interesting fact culled from the survey response illustrates that the majority of those surveyed work for at least one of their meals. Contrary to the popular opinion that these youth steal because they are starving is unfounded.  Many of them, in addition to going to Cogra, the free cafeteria for lunch, stated that they often ran errands or offered to help out with chores at the market or private homes in exchange for meals.  These youth are unfairly judged based on pervasive misconceptions and stereotypical images that people have of them.

One of the highlights of my trip to Veracruz in March 2002, was when I accompanied two boys to the empty lot they often slept at near the central bus terminal.  While I was at Cogra, the director offered to have the two boys help me conduct surveys with those around the bus terminal as they slept in that area and were thus familiar with the others who also spent time there.  The boys took me to the empty lot where I was able to meet and conduct surveys with the rest of the group.  There was nothing at this lot except for an old mattress and blanket and some pots and pans that they used to cook their meals.  As soon as I got there, one of the older boys from the group offered me a blanket to sit on so as not to get dirty and I was treated with the utmost respect.  Everyone with exception of one young woman, was very willing to talk to me.  However, once I explained the purpose of my surveys to her using the colored chalk, and her boyfriend told her that it was okay, she agreed to participate.  She sold chocolates during the day and since I had not yet eaten, I asked her what kind of chocolates she was selling and how much they cost.  She told me what kinds she had and then placed them in my lap.  When I asked her how much they cost, she said that they were a present out of good will.  I was taken aback because I was not expecting her to reach out to me like that.  I thanked her for the chocolates but I also told her that it was not fair for me to “take” the things that she was selling because it was her work.  As they were also making a dinner over a bonfire, they also invited to have dinner with them before I left.  These hospitable actions were another way of treating me with respect so that I would do the same. My experiences with them were completely contrary to the widely held public opinions of them.   

Most of the children do try working for a living, however, their situation is complicated due to the lack of opportunities for them and public distrust.  Furthermore, the negative public opinions of street children has deep implications for self-esteem issues and hence further impedes their development.  A compounding factor is also the fact that majority of the youth who actually slept on the streets, were not from the Port itself, they came from areas surrounding Veracruz, thus making it difficult for them to continually return to their homes, even if they really wanted to do so.  Another key point regarding the survey data, most participants when asked what they needed help with, most cited basic needs such as clothing and food.

People Working With Street Children


The survey results of the people who are currently with street children and those who have worked with street children clearly shows that there is not a shortage of good will.  However, they do shed light on the fact that perhaps the programs currently in place may not necessarily meet the needs of the street children population in Veracruz.  Note that when asked what they needed most help with, many of the participants replied that they needed food, shoes, clothes, or help getting a decent job.  However, the programs that are currently in progress have housing as one of the key components of their programs.  This does not imply that what is currently being done is not good, it only suggests that current actions might not be adequate.  This is all the more clear when looking at the population of participants who stated that they came to the streets because they felt like it or for fun.  This population will probably more resistant to any sort of program that they perceive as being “confining” though this is not the case with either of the programs.


Another aspect of both of the programs that came up in an informal discussion was substance abuse.  However, there did not appear to be a concrete plan to deal with the situation.  That the majority of the participants were addicted to the solvents also highlights not only a comprehensive program to deal with substance abuse, but also merits the presence of trained individuals to work with this populations.  


As discussed in the previous section, the population of street children in Veracruz is older, which also has implications for sexual health education.  To my knowledge, there does not appear to be any information being disseminated on the subject, though it may be discussed on a one-to-one basis with a trusted adult figure.  Furthermore, that both organizations are also religiously affiliated, the subject may be harder to broach by Church personnel themselves.  Therefore, trained community health workers or peer educators would also benefit the programs.

General Population


The results of the surveys of the general population highlighted the negative light in which street children are often viewed.  However, it is important to note that there was a definite difference in how people viewed the street children based on their personal experiences.  For example, the passersby and store employees who had limited interaction with the street children, tended to speak with more disgust about the situation commenting on the fact that they just make the city look bad.  Their comments were fraught with negative comments.  In one instance, when I began familiarizing myself with the children along the Malecón, I asked a man where most of the street children congregated.  He pointed across the street where a few boys were diving into water retrieving coins that tourists and other passersby would toss in, and asked if I meant those drug addicts who were basically “good for nothing”.    On another occasion when I was explaining the purpose of my surveys to another gentleman passing by, the previous man jumped into explain exactly what population I sought to work with, once again using derogatory descriptors.  


On the other hand, I found that those vendors who sold food along the Malecón were more sympathetic and sensitive to the situation of street children in Veracruz.  Although many considered the street children to be a “problem”, they also realized some of the economic factors responsible for children being on the street.  One participant replied that it was a combination of low salaries and the mayor’s empty promises.  He went on to cite the current slogan in Veracruz, ‘Clean and Beautiful,’ and stated that if the mayor wanted to see a beautiful port then the government should start with the vendors.  If people are not allowed to sell things, then they will turn to vices to improve their lot.  Another vendor, who sometimes gives the street children sandwiches, acknowledged the value of community involvement and said that the community needed to cooperate in order to have a rehabilitation center.


Another issue that came out both during the surveys of the general population and a few times when I was talking to and conducting surveys with the youth, was the general sentiment that the street children should be removed from the streets.  This implied that simply removing them from the streets would solve the problem.  The conduct of some public security agents illustrates this feeling.  For example, the two times I tried surveying some public security agents who were patrolling the city center, I was met with much apprehension.  One officer flat out refused saying that he could not speak about the issue of street children and told me to go ask other people, while another officer said that the matter was out of his hands and that all he did was to do what the government said to do and look out for the public’s interests. This point was further driven into me when I was out in the central park area a couple of times with a group of youth and two policemen on motorcycles drove up and made us leave simply because they were all congregated together in a group.  They were seen as threatening even though they were guilty of nothing but eating lunch and hanging out.  On a third occasion, I was walking through the park with 5 of the youths to treat them to some ice cream in order to thank them for helping me out, when one of the policemen standing outside of the police station told them that they could not be there.  He told them that they could not walk through the park.  The youths were simply walking through the park and were treated as if they were not regular citizens.  It appears that both the general public and the police are reinforcing each others’ misperceptions and stereotypes about street children, and instead of helping the situation, are in effect making it worse. 

VII. RECOMMENDATIONS


The survey results shed light on the multitude of factors that are affecting the current situation of street children in Veracruz. There appears to be a general discrepancy between what the street children need and want, and the programs and services that are available to them.  Furthermore, gross misperceptions and the resulting mistreatment of the street children illustrate that children are not being accorded the respect they deserve as human beings and hence are prevented from moving forward with their lives.  Another key factor that also became apparent as a result of the survey results is the fact that the beneficiaries of the program, the street children themselves, were not involved in the planning process nor did they appear to have any input in terms of the structure and content of the program.  Projeto Axé, one of the region’s more successful programs is a great example of a program whose major strength lies in its beneficiaries.  The program not only has a strong prevention component, but also has an excellent street education component that serves as an entryway into the program.  The premise of Projeto’s Axé’s program is to “stimulate the child to develop interest in school through artistic and recreational activities, as well as other non-formal methods of education” (IDB 2001: 41).

As Tobias Hecht eloquently points out from his work with street children, street children are social actors and can be agents of change.  They are not necessarily the delinquents or needy children that people tend to see, for if treated as such, they will act as such.  They are capable of making their own choices but need to be given the proper tools and opportunities to do so.  These tools include but are not limited to an increased self-awareness and an increased self-esteem.  Therefore, in order to create a more efficacious and sustainable program for street children, actions and/or interventions must be achieved on four different levels: the institutional level, the community level, the street children level, and at the family level.  The following section will provide a more detailed discussion of the actions/interventions that should be undertaken at each level.

Recommendations for Program Actions and Interventions

Street Children

Substance abuse

Though the best method of controlling and stopping substance abuse among street children is to intervene early on before they get a chance to become addicted to the substance or before they opt for “harder” substances, it is important to recognize the fact that more and more street children are becoming addicted to drugs, especially solvents (Griesbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez 1997).  Given the generally long amount of time that the street children in Veracruz have spent on the streets, it is probable that many of them are already addicted to solvents.  However, as Grieshbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez (1997) point out, it is really difficult to tease out the various factors that affect drug use and abuse such as the myriad of social, economic, cultural, and political determinants.   Therefore, Cáritas will have to make a concerted effort to establish a program component that deals with drug addiction, especially the solvents that are currently the rage among the population in Veracruz.  Although much work with drug abuse among street children has not been done, the norm has usually been to prohibit drugs use within the program space, while not specifically trying to get them to stop.  As drug use is usually associated with the street environment, some programs, such as Ednica in Mexico City and Projeto Axé in Salvador, Brazil, instead hope that participation in the program will eventually lead to street children adapting more easily to life off the streets and then make their own decisions to stop using drugs.  While this is a worthwhile effort, it may or may not be successful among the street children population in Veracruz simply because many of them have spent so much time on the streets.  Nonetheless, given that the population of street children in Veracruz is relatively small compared to more metropolitan areas, then perhaps more personal attention can be paid to the combination of factors that result in individual choices to use drugs, and thus be more effective.

Griesbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez (1997) also highlight certain types of programs and interventions that are also helpful such as therapeutic communities, self help groups, re-insertion into a (host) family, and lastly, behavior modification.  The type of program ultimately chosen depends upon the needs of the street children and how receptive they are to each one and how effectively they address the root issues that lead to drug use.  Another important factor that should not be overlooked is the fact that at some point, these street children did make a conscious decision to start using drugs and their decision to stop doing drugs should also be respected.  Therefore, the approach used in dealing with the situation should make the children feel as if they are the ones making the decision to stop using drugs as opposed to having this condition imposed on them.  That the children should be allowed an active part in decision-making not only has been one of the main driving factors of Projeto Axé’s success in Brazil, but is also one of the key factors in the field of child health promotion. According to some health promotion professionals who base their comments on the “Ottawa Charter for Health Promotion” and the “Convention on the Rights of the Child,” the active involvement of young people in their living environment can be expected to have considerable health-promoting value.  Not treating them as dependent objects of adult interventions, but involving them as active and competent subjects in (the planning of) interventions…also give(s) these children the feeling that they can master their lives and their health (de Winter et al. 1999: 19).  This is extremely important when dealing with street children especially considering the fact that society as a whole treats them as if they are worthless and incapable of helping themselves.  This sentiment certainly came out in the surveys of the general population in Veracruz.  The more people treat street children a certain way, the more the street children will probably act that way.  Note, however, that this does not imply that it is easy for someone who is addicted to solvents to stop inhaling. 

Inhalants are readily available to street children and they are cheap.  According to the New Jersey Department of Health, the major effects of inhalant use are short term memory loss, hearing loss, limb spasms, brain damage, bone marrow damage, potential sudden death, and intoxication.  Most street children who are addicted to inhalants are probably not fully aware of the magnitude of the long-term effects of the drugs, or they cannot think past the immediate pleasures that inhaling solvents brings them.  Inhalants are fast acting as the lungs provide immediate entry into the bloodstream, and the brain (Casa Alianza 2000).  That the pleasure is more tangible than the long-term effects, highlights the urgency not only of substance abuse programs for street children, but education about the dangerous side-effects.  

In order to successfully deal with drug use and abuse among street children in Veracruz is to definitely establish links with drug rehabilitation centers in the city who are willing to take on the task of working with the children once they decide to commit to the program. Regardless of whether nor not the children decide to commit to the program, they should also be provided with information regarding the dangers of substance abuse.  Furthermore, the program should also explore the each child’s reasons for inhaling so as to more effectively address the issue.  

The Cáritas program, however, should also be careful of not being too coercive.  The program should be open to anyone who would like a chance to benefit from the various benefits the program has to offer such as shelter, work with families, education etc.  However, once a child decides to be part of the program, then an agreement should be made between the child and Cáritas clearly stating the responsibilities of being in the program such as refraining from drug use while on premises.  These responsibilities, however, will have to be further defined by Cáritas in   conjunction with other partnering organizations and agencies.  Cáritas may want to hire someone whose job it is specifically to monitor and evaluate the progress of those participating in the program.

Sexual health education


While the surveys of street children provided some information as to the fact that some of them are sexually active, it is also a topic that was conspicuously absent from the surveys with the organizations working with street children.  This is all the more worrisome considering that the organizations mainly interacting with the street children in Veracruz are those that are religiously affiliated and may or may not be receptive to providing sexual health education. Given the sensitivity of this issue, this section will use a human rights framework to advocate for the absolute necessity of sexual health education in the face of the global increase of the incidence of HIV/AIDS.


In working with street children and advocating on their behalf with regard to their (sexual health), it is important to recognize and make an effort to understand their various reasons for engaging in sexual activity.  According to the World Health Organization (WHO), street children have sex (willingly and unwillingly) for the following reasons: Comfort Sex, Sex for Power, Initiation Sex, and Sex for Punishment.  While the reasons and meanings attached to sex vary, the fact that all involved parties need to be aware of and practice safe sex, should not go unnoticed.  Global accounts of street children show that this is ever occurring , further proof that all involved parties need to go beyond preaching abstinence.


Amartya Sen posits that development is not simply the attainment of economic wealth or material goods.  Rather, it is the expansion of one’s choices that signifies increased development (Marks 2000).  Such choices are referred to as capabilities.  They are tools with which people can improve their lives.  Three elements of basic deprivations of capabilities are premature mortality, undernourishment, and illiteracy—all three of which apply to the case of sexual health education within a Catholic framework.  As Martha Nussbaum points out, capabilities have a corresponding human right.  In other words, when a person is deprived of a capability, a human right is clearly being violated.  The capabilities most pertinent to the particular situation of street children and the dangers of contracting and transmitting HIV/AIDS (and other sexually transmitted infections) are life, bodily health, and bodily integrity—capabilities that are further compromised when drugs are involved.


The right to life as articulated in Article 3 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR), is violated when a person is precluded from living out a full and healthy life.  Dying prematurely when HIV/AIDS is contracted under conditions when it could have been averted as a result of the availability of information, access to condoms, as well as the ability to use the available information to maintain good health could be considered a violation.  Furthermore, Article 25 of the International Convention on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights (IESCR), which states people should have access to (not be deprived of) “the highest attainable level of physical and mental health” and Article 24(1) of the Convention on the Rights of the Child, which states that “no child should be deprived of access to the highest standard of health available;” are also violated when street children are denied access to information regarding safe sexual practices—information that could potentially save their lives.


The capabilities model as illustrated by the rights violations cited above, highlight the government’s duties to fulfill, protect, and ensure human rights.  It is not only their duty to make sure people have access to information and skills, but also to make sure that people are able to make their own decisions.  Without access to proper information about safe sexual practices, street children will not be able to make informed decisions that would help them exercise their capabilities.  Successful programs for street children, such as Projeto Axé and Grupo Transas do Corpo in Brazil, and el Caracol, in Mexico City have worked simply because they take into consideration the reality of street children and work within that particular reality (Shaw 2002).  It makes no sense for street children to receive information on the benefits of safe sex when they are already sexually active.  Having a solid grounding in abstinence does not and will not allow them to gain knowledge about safe sex and empower them with greater negotiating skills for safe sex.


As mentioned above, there are various organizations in the region that do excellent work in the area of sexual health.   Transas do Corpo (TC) in Brazil, for example, has an extensive program, which focuses primarily on sex given the dearth of available information, especially to poor kids (Shaw 2002).   TC also utilizes peer education as a way of empowering the children to take control of their education, but also as a way to better reach their counterparts.  Such a program would be successful in Veracruz as it would also help take the pressure off the Church officials to deal with such a sensitive issue.  Moreover, if Cáritas partners with health providing institutions such as DIF, they could also hire someone else to engage the street children in conversations about sexual health.  El Caracol has also done innovative work to not only assess the sexual behaviors of street children, but to also evaluate the extent of their knowledge (Perez Garcia 2001).  They also provide information about safe sex in forms that are more accessible and tailored to the interests of these children such as a comic book series detailing the sexual lives of teenagers, which serves a dual purpose of educating them about condom use, as well as a card game designed to represent real life situations (good and bad) about sexual health.  El Caracol has a packet of the above-mentioned materials complete with a guide for the educator so as to further disseminate successful practices.  The director of el Caracol has already expressed interest in conducting a training seminar for novice sexual health educators in Veracruz (Perez Garcia 2001).

Educational and Vocational Training


The long amount of time that many of the street children in Veracruz have spent on the streets also highlights the fact that many of them are either no longer in school, or have not received much education.  Moreover, that many of them do odd jobs such as running errands, washing and taking care of cars, shining shoes, and selling gum and candy, suggests that they do not possess vocational skills to obtain better work or do not have the opportunity to do so given their situation as “street children” and a dismal economic situation.  Although Casa del Frijol is including a vocational program, not all of the street children will necessarily opt to participate in the program, especially if they are on the streets for the environment and enjoy being in the city.  Therefore, Cáritas should also work with area schools to integrate an educational component into their program.


A first step, though, to assessing the interest in education and vocational skills, and the program in general, is to approach the children in their environment, in the street.  The method of street education has proven extremely successful for Projeto Axé, among others.  The idea behind street education is to stimulate the children in an environment in which they feel comfortable in order to start building a relationship with them.  The purpose of street education is to enable the children to learn things that will actually be useful to them in real life (Bianchi 2000).   

The methods used by Projeto Axé are rooted in Lacanian theory about desire and Freirian educational theory to enable the children to take control of their learning.  As Wallerstein et al (1999) state, telling children what to do or what not do makes them “assume full individual responsibility for their behavior in the face of social conditions that foster powerlessness and alienation” (195).  Projeto Axé seeks to counter this effect with the Freirian concept of making the street children “subjects of their own learning, not empty vessel’s filled by teachers’ knowledge” (Wallerstein et al 1999: 197).  This method helps to foster active participation from the children and thus an increased interest in their (children) own development.  It is hoped that the children ultimately determine what they want to learn.  For they can only truly reap the benefits of an education if they find that it will be useful for them.  Therefore, Cáritas, within their educational component, should foster an environment that will allow the children to choose what they would like to learn and it is up to Cáritas, then, to respond to these needs.

Family


Family disintegration, usually due to domestic violence, also came up many times during the surveys with the street children in Veracruz.  However, this important factor also appears to have been overlooked by those working with street children.  This omission could possibly due to beliefs that working within the realm of the family is DIF’s function or that work with families is futile given that almost half of the surveyed population cited family problems as their reason for leaving home.  Nonetheless, a strong factor in preventing children from taking to the streets involves working at the family level by strengthening their development within the family (IDB 2001).  Furthermore, once a child is on the streets, working with the family can often result in the child leaving the streets due to better and stronger relationships at home (Bianchi 2000, Grieshbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez 1997).


Ednica’s work with street children, children at risk of being in the street, and their families, involves working to improve family dynamics so that everyone finds their own place and identity within the family unit that ‘satisfies their physical, emotional, and affection needs’ (Griesbach Guizar and Sauri Sánchez 1997: 239).  Their program consists of four different components, the first of which involves identifying those families who are in need of outside help and support.  The second component involves support groups for parents and educational classes for the parents dealing with a variety of topics such as how to handle problems that might surface when raising children.  Rather than imparting information these classes seek to better equip parents with different ways of resolving problems at home.  The third component of the program involves family therapy if the family dynamics are such that support groups and classes prove insufficient to deal with their everyday problems.  The last component, and perhaps one of the most important for the community as a whole, is the training of “family promoters” from within the community, which at once, strengthens the community and helps the community look for their own solutions to problems so as not to be dependent on outside sources that may or may not be available to them.  Another advantage of having promoters from within the community itself is the ability to better identify other families who might not have otherwise have been reached by outside organizations.


The above discussion highlights the fact that work at the family level is an integral part of work with street children and those at risk of being in the street.  However, given Cáritas’ lack of experience in this area, the fact that many of the street children in Veracruz come from areas surrounding the city as opposed to from the city itself, and the presence of the various local DIF offices, suggests that it may will useful for Cáritas to partner with DIF in working with the families.  DIF has the staff and the knowledge to be conducting work with street children and their families.  Not only can DIF work with those children who are already on the street, but they also have the potential to play a great role in strengthening families of those who are at risk of being in the street, thereby preventing more children from opting to live on the streets instead of with their families.  

Community
As evidenced by the survey results of the general population, a significant amount of work needs to be done at the community level to deconstruct prevalent negative misconceptions about street children and to strengthen community social networks.  Ednica acknowledges that work with street children cannot be accomplished on the institutional level alone, but needs to be enhanced and supplemented by support at the community level.

  The survey results from Veracruz show that the most prevalent images of them are that they are delinquents or helpless children who need to be helped.  These images influence how society treats them.  For example, people who see them as delinquents treat the street children as if they are worthless members of society and are not deserving of the respect and rights accorded to regular citizens.  On the other hand, those who view the children as helpless might try to help out by giving them handouts, actions that actually become a part of the children’s survival networks on the street.  Little do these people realize that their good intentions, while temporarily appeasing the children, actually enable the children to continue living in the street.  In contrast to the images of the street children held by the community, the surveys of the street children in Veracruz showed that many of them, when not eating at the cafeteria, actually worked for their food, and also showed that they also did not engage in delinquent behaviors such as stealing.  The contrast between the images of the street children and reality clearly highlight the need for action at the community level.

Griesbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez (1997) point out that institutional work with the street children, without the involvement of the community runs the risk of always having the well-being children solely dependent on the institutions.  One of the key actions Ednica recommends is sensitize the social networks of the street children, people who interact with them on a daily basis.  The purpose is to change the misperceptions of street children by involving the community in the educational process.  For example, they (Grieshbach Guizar and Sauri Suárez) suggest that community members can begin by changing how they treat street children such as perhaps instead of treating them poorly or giving them handouts, they (community members) can give the children jobs and in exchange, the children could agree to not use drugs and to maintain their appearance.  This type of exchange not only improves the relationship of street children with the surrounding community, but also has the potential to positively impact the children’s self-esteem and also serves to counter the negative stereotypes.


The IDB, in their “Don’t Call Me a Street Kid” campaign strongly advocates for media-based strategies to help combat the negative images of street children.  They have put together a video highlighting some of the more successful and innovative programs from the region and recommend using the video to initiate dialogues about the situation of street children among the different sectors of society.  Furthermore, they also suggest that a press conference would also be a successful way of reaching a wider audience via different forms of mass media.  Cáritas can draw upon the different elements of this campaign and appoint a member from the community to spearhead the effort in conjunction with the other organizations working with street children in Veracruz.  Once the public is sensitized to the complex situation of street children, only then can changes be made regarding how people interact with and treat street children. 

Institutional Recommendations (for Cáritas’ service delivery)


The above discussion of the various issues that need to be addressed when planning a successful and sustainable program for street children, while necessitating different methods, all have in common the need for a more participatory approach at all levels of society, but especially among the street children themselves; the need to recognize and respect the fundamental human rights of street children as an integral part of the work being done with them; and lastly, the need to strengthen local partnerships among civil society, the other organizations working with street children, and the government.   When thinking through the above recommendations it is extremely crucial that Cáritas is clear about the goals and objectives of their program throughout all of the stages of the planning process.  Maintaining the vision that is at the root of the program has contributed to the success of programs such as Projeto Axé in Brazil, and Ednica and el Caracol in Mexico City.   Cáritas should continually evaluate its progress and assess whether or not they are achieving their stated goals during planning and implementation of the program.   In addition to the recommendations for the program itself, this paper also presents a stakeholder analysis to assist Cáritas in identifying areas in which to strengthen their relationships with various sectors of society.  

VIII. STAKEHOLDER ANALYSIS


When planning a social service program it is crucial to be aware of the various actors that are sharing the same space and may be crucial to the success or failure of the program.  The following section presents an analysis of the positions of the various key actors that are crucial to the success of Cáritas’ program and assess potential stakeholders in Cáritas’ program using Michael Reich’s political mapping tool.

Political Sector


The Veracruz government stands to benefit greatly from a strong intervention program for street children as it directly contributes to a healthier and more productive society.  A society with a strong support for all its citizens will enable better lives for all.  Moreover, the government of Veracruz has extra incentive to support this program because it furthers its goals of having a “Clean and Beautiful Veracruz”.  Additionally, the government by support work with street children may make it eligible for procuring additional funds from International Agencies.  However, the Government of Veracruz and the political sector would probably only have medium support for the program because based on the current lack of government actions for street children, this sector of society is not a priority.  Cáritas would have to access government support through partnering or linking with government bodies like DIF and promoting greater government action in complementary areas such as family counseling, domestic violence, etc., prior to accessing any direct government funding.  Likewise, if the program has the backing of the International Development Bank (IDB) and other agencies, the government may be more supportive of the program especially if it means securing funds from the IDB for future projects.

NGOs and Other Local Organizations


The NGOs and other local organizations described in this paper would also be proponents of this program because street children and those who are at risk of being in the street are being helped.  Furthermore, the more focused the Cáritas program, the more the other NGOs will be able to focus their resources on their particular services instead of stretching themselves too thin for work for which they might have adequate resources or staff.

Street Children and Children at Risk of Being in the Street


This group can be classified as having high priority and high interest in the program as they are the direct beneficiaries of the program.  However, this is the same group that currently has the least amount of input/participation in the program.  Nonetheless, the success of the program is contingent on this population’s receptiveness to the program.  The amount the program will supported by this group is dependent on their relationships with Cáritas and the program’s responsiveness to their needs and desires.

Families


Much as the above group, families also have high priority and high interest in the program as they are indirect beneficiaries.  The success of the program also depends on their receptiveness to work involving domestic abuse and their willingness to actively participate in their children’s lives.

Commercial Sector


The commercial sector can be said to have low to medium support as they are largely not mobilized and are probably preoccupied with their own financial well being rather than that of the street children.  However, a public awareness campaign in support of the program that details other ways in which street children can contribute to society and to the economy may increase the commercial sector’s support for such a program.


The part of the commercial sector which would probably not be supportive of a program for street children would be those who benefit from the potential profit that street children represent in the form of cheap labor and customers who buy solvents to inhale.  In general, support from this sector would be considered low to medium, and commitment would probably be low.

Social Sector


Support from society is stratified based on socio-economic status (SES).  Lower SES groups would tend to support this more than upper and middle-income groups as they can empathize more with the situation of street children.  However, if the middle and high-income groups could be convinced that they too could benefit from such a program then perhaps they might also be willing to support the program.  Nonetheless, the social sector is still largely unorganized.

International Agencies


Of the International Agencies, the Inter-American Development Bank is the only one that is actively supporting the work being done with street children.  As the IDB is currently partnering with Latin American NGOs to launch the “Don’t Call Me a Street Kid” campaign to deconstruct preconceived ideas of this heterogeneous population, they have high support for the outreach program.  UNICEF although working with children and adolescents, no longer views street children as a high priority, rather their current work is focused on orphans of the AIDS epidemic (Shaw 2002).  However, if Cáritas is successful in harnessing international agency support it would give them a greater voice in local and federal government programming.

Policy Network


The stakeholder analysis shows that there is the potential for significant interaction between partnerships between the NGOs and the Government, especially between Cáritas and local DIF offices.  Since this program could be supported by the IDB, the Bank could also help foster stronger relationships between the NGOs and the Government.  Additionally, considering the power structure of the three major influential groups: the IDB, the Government, and the NGOs, the IDB as the supporting organization can hold the Government accountable for complementary service provision that will affect the street children, such as family counseling and domestic violence interventions.  With regard to the other sectors of society, such as the commercial and social sectors, if made to see how they could benefit from this type of program, albeit indirectly so, they could also be mobilized to put pressure on key actors such as Government officials and policymakers. 

Transitions Assessment and Strategies for Change


At present, there are no major transitions or changes occurring in Veracruz, which would affect the implementation of the Cáritas program.  In fact, recent coverage about the situation of street children all over the Mexican Republic (Correa 2002, Caballero 2002), is helping to raise consciousness about the situation, and through this, placing more pressure upon the Government to act upon it.  Increased press coverage about the situation of street children will hopefully lead to continued public coverage in terms of holistic response to the situation.


In order for this program to reach its maximum potential, it will have to be couched in different terms for the different sectors of society.  For example, in order to secure the support of the Political and Government Sector, this program could emphasize the good work and commitment of this sector to the public, and thereby garner more international support for future programs and projects.  Furthermore, support directly from the IDB clearly highlights the importance of such a program for society as a whole.  In addition, such a program could be pitched to the commercial and social sectors as one that improves daily conditions for the general population.  In the case of Veracruz, those who empathize with the situation of street children such as street vendors, support of this program could also result in additional benefits for them.  Where the commercial sector is concerned, a greater emphasis could be placed on the economic benefits they would reap as a result of having a more vital and productive society.  Caution, however, should be exercised to make sure that street children, those children who are at risk of being in the street, and their families, are not overlooked in the process of convincing all of the key actors of the importance of this program, as they are the ones who will determine its ultimate success.

IX. LIMITATIONS


One limitation of this study that should be addressed further by Cáritas is the short amount of time during which the surveys were conducted.  The short time frame has implications for the validity of some of the survey responses, especially those of the street children. As a result, response bias may have been a potential factor if the street children did not feel comfortable speaking with the principal investigator.  Furthermore, given that the principal investigator was also closer in age to the street children than the people with whom they are accustomed to working, participants may have exaggerated or played down the reality of their situations and experiences if they thought that would somehow effect how the principal investigator treated them.  Nonetheless, it is hoped that these factors were mitigated as the principal investigator met the street children through people in community who had already gained their trust.  Furthermore, the fact that the principal investigator was not affiliated with the government nor the police was also emphasized, which also should have made the street children more receptive to the surveys.  


Another limiting factor further compounded by the short survey period was the fact that the principal investigator was the only person conducting surveys. This affected the total number of survey responses that were collected.  Therefore, it is suggested that Cáritas continue the surveys with those street children who were missed the first time around in order to obtain a more complete picture of the situation of street children in Veracruz. 

VIII. CONTRIBUTIONS


Although this paper presents a synthesis of elements of successful programs for street children in the region, its contribution to the work being done by Cáritas in Veracruz is significant as the survey data of the context of street children in the city is the first data set of its kind.  The relatively low number of street children in Veracruz coupled with the small size of the city may mislead the organizations into thinking that they are familiar with the context of street children in Veracruz.  The survey data from all three populations therefore, may shed light on some issues that might have been previously overlooked by the organizations.  Furthermore, this paper not only provides Cáritas with recommendations tailored to the particular situation of street children in Veracruz, but also illustrates some of the key steps necessary and factors to consider while planning a program for street children
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Principal Investigator: Mala Shah




HIC #____________

Information sheet about participation in the survey

My name is Mala Shah and I am a student of public health at Yale University in the United States.  I was invited to help Cáritas, Veracruz to help design a program for street children in Veracruz.  In order to do this, it is important that we know what you think about the situation of street children in Veracruz in order to better plan a program.  I am going to ask you some questions about street children in Veracruz.  Participation is voluntary and if you feel uncomfortable answering any of the questions, you do not have to answer.  You will not be identified by name nor organizational affiliation.  Participation will be strictly anonymous.  If you have any questions regarding the program or the surveys, please ask either myself or the director of Cáritas, Deacon Francisco Mundo. Once again, participation in the survey is voluntary.  

Principal Investigator, Mala Shah




HIC #__________

Survey to assess the reality of street children in Veracruz, Mexico

1. How old are you?

2. Where do you live?

3. Where do you sleep? Do you spend the nights on the streets or at someone’s house? [You do not have to name a specific location]

4. Where do you spend most of your time?

5. How long have you been in the streets?

6. What do you do during the day?

7. What do you do in the evenings?

8. What made you come to the streets?

9. When do you eat?

10. Where do you eat?

11. How do you usually get your meals?

12. What do you do when you’re hungry?

13. Is there anyone who regularly helps you out?

14. How do people usually treat you when they see you on the street?

15. What do you think about what you’re doing right now? What do you think you’ll be doing 1 year from now?

16. How do you view yourself in relation to other kids your age?

17. Are you still in touch with your family?

18. How often do you see them?

19. Is there anything in particular that you wish you had help with?

20. When you’re out on the street, what do you think you need the most?

21. Are there resources within the community that can help you with these needs?

Principal Investigator: Mala Shah




HIC #____________

Survey to assess how organizations/institutions in Veracruz are serving street children

1. Do you think there is a problem with street children in Veracruz?

2. If so, why

3. How does your organization view the issue of street children?

4. Does your organization currently have any activities or programs for street children?

5. How often does the organization interact with street children?

6. How often do you interact with street children?

7. Do you go to them or do they come to you?

8. What services/support does your organization  provide for street children?

9. What do you think should be done about the issue of street children in Veracruz?

10. Which are the principle organizations dealing with street children in Veracruz?

Principal Investigator: Mala Shah




HIC #____________

Survey to assess how citizens of Veracruz perceive the situation of street children in the city

1. What do you think about the situation of street children in Veracruz?

2. Do you think they are a problem? Why or why not?

3. What should be done to improve the situation?
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1

22

16 years

street

left with friends

no

2

24

8 and 10 years

house

to swim

yes

3

24

4 years

park

family disintegration

yes

4

17

5 years

house

like diving for coins

yes

5

15

2 months

house

I like it

yes

6

35

20 years

house

stepdad hit mom

no but I visit them

7

19

11 years

park

stepdad and mom hit him

yes

8

18

8 years

street

family problems

yes

9

18

3 years

street

problems at home

no

10

21

15 years

house

family disintegration

yes

11

18

2 years

empty house

I felt like it

yes

12

17

3 years

empty house

I felt like it

yes

13

23

16 years

park

problems with stepdad

yes

14

18

11 years

house

to earn money and buy my things

yes

15

24

5 months

empty lot

I got kicked out

very little

16

21

15 years

empty lot

problems at home-parents died, grandma treated badly

no

17

12

9 months

empty lot

I didn't like home, my mom hit my little brother

yes

18

18

every since I was little

empty lot

I like it

yes

19

14

1 year

empty lot and ctr

I felt like it

yes

20

16

12 years

street or work

family problems

no, except my brother

21

18

1and 1/2 years

empty lot

problems with stepdad

no

22

23

12 years

street

I felt like it, for the parties

very little

23

20

8 years

park

I got kicked out

yes

24

19

4 years

park

My father beat me

yes, with my mom

25

18

11 years

street

I didn't like being at home, bum around

yes

26

21

9 or 10 years

house

To get rid of the boredom, amuse myself

yes

27

16

4 or 5 years

house

for fun

yes

28

20

2 years

house

for the street atmosphere

yes

29

17

9 years

house

problems at home

yes

30

20

7 years

house

for fun

yes

31

17

7 years

house

work

no

32

25

9 years

house

out of necessity

not anymore

33

11

6 years

park

My father beat me

yes

34

20

10 years

street

I came of my own accord

sometimes 

35

28

10 years

street

I felt like it

no

36

15

8 years

house

I like hanging out in the street

yes

37

18

4 years

street

problems with stepdad

no

38

22

6 years

park

I like it

no
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1

22

almost never

they give me food at the market

shoeshine box to work

2

24

every day

I work

my sister

3

24

2 to 3 months

I ask for money, they give me food at the market

shoes, clothes

4

17

when I have time-live with wife

I work

my child and wife

5

15

every 1 or 2 weeks

I work-selling gum etc.

getting work, advice

6

35

every 2 or 4 weeks

I work but when I don't have money I exchange work for food

food and some money

7

19

when I feel bad

they give me food at the market

healthcare

8

18

every 3 months, when I want to

cogra

economic help for family

9

18

I haven't seem them

I ask at houses

getting work, shoeshine box

10

21

every weekend

cogra-always food here

with my son, food, and pension

11

18

every 1 or 2 weeks

I ask for money or I go to Cogra

12

17

every 2 or 3 months

I ask for money

my husband

13

23

every 3 to 5 months

I run errands

some people help me others don't

14

18

I don’t count on them

I work, go to cogra--says he eats at home

I can help myself

15

24

every 1 or 2 months

I work, when I don't, I ask for money and help at market

get a job, continue studies

16

21

never

I work

get ahead with my wife

17

12

haven't seen them yet, thinking of going home soon to stay

I ask for people to give me a plate

help at home

18

18

every 15 days

cogra and when I don't have enough, I buy it

anything

19

14

every 15 days

I work

no

20

16

I haven't seen them in about 12-13 years

I buy it or I go to Cogra

school and a place to sleep

21

18

never

I buy it or I exchange work for food

no

22

23

don't know, every few weeks to change clothes

I run errands

no. learn english

23

20

I haven't seen them in a while, about a month

I ask for food or I go to Cogra

with my family

24

19

once in a while

I work or I go to Cogra

street children

25

18

when I have money, every month

Cogra or I ask for food at houses

a family that will be good to me

26

21

every day

at home or sometimes I have to work

my wife

27

16

every day

I work or at home

no

28

20

every day

at home and I wash windshields

get a job

29

17

every day

at home and I work

I don't know-studies

30

20

every day

work

I don't need help with anything

31

17

when I feel like it I visit them

work

knowledge

32

25

whenever I can

work

with my sister

33

11

everyday

I buy and I ask for food

a house

34

20

every 3 weeks or 2 months

I go to the market and I ask at the houses

getting a job

35

28

in May, I visit my mom, I go whenever I want

getting a good job

36

15

every day

I run errands

nothing

37

18

I haven't seem them in a while, about 4 years

I ask for food or I go to the cafeterias

getting a job

38

22

I don't

I ask in the market and go to Cogra

just help finding my older brother
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		PARTICIPANT		AGE		AMT OF TIME ON STREETS		WHERE SLEEP		WHY IN STREET		CONTACT WITH FAMILY

		1		22		16 years		street		left with friends		no

		2		24		8 and 10 years		house		to swim		yes

		3		24		4 years		park		family disintegration		yes

		4		17		5 years		house		like diving for coins		yes

		5		15		2 months		house		I like it		yes

		6		35		20 years		house		stepdad hit mom		no but I visit them

		7		19		11 years		park		stepdad and mom hit him		yes

		8		18		8 years		street		family problems		yes

		9		18		3 years		street		problems at home		no

		10		21		15 years		house		family disintegration		yes

		11		18		2 years		empty house		I felt like it		yes

		12		17		3 years		empty house		I felt like it		yes

		13		23		16 years		park		problems with stepdad		yes

		14		18		11 years		house		to earn money and buy my things		yes

		15		24		5 months		empty lot		I got kicked out		very little

		16		21		15 years		empty lot		problems at home-parents died, grandma treated badly		no

		17		12		9 months		empty lot		I didn't like home, my mom hit my little brother		yes

		18		18		every since I was little		empty lot		I like it		yes

		19		14		1 year		empty lot and ctr		I felt like it		yes

		20		16		12 years		street or work		family problems		no, except my brother

		21		18		1and 1/2 years		empty lot		problems with stepdad		no

		22		23		12 years		street		I felt like it, for the parties		very little

		23		20		8 years		park		I got kicked out		yes

		24		19		4 years		park		My father beat me		yes, with my mom

		25		18		11 years		street		I didn't like being at home, bum around		yes

		26		21		9 or 10 years		house		To get rid of the boredom, amuse myself		yes

		27		16		4 or 5 years		house		for fun		yes

		28		20		2 years		house		for the street atmosphere		yes

		29		17		9 years		house		problems at home		yes

		30		20		7 years		house		for fun		yes

		31		17		7 years		house		work		no

		32		25		9 years		house		out of necessity		not anymore

		33		11		6 years		park		My father beat me		yes

		34		20		10 years		street		I came of my own accord		sometimes

		35		28		10 years		street		I felt like it		no

		36		15		8 years		house		I like hanging out in the street		yes

		37		18		4 years		street		problems with stepdad		no

		38		22		6 years		park		I like it		no
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		PART.		AGE		AMT OF TIME ON STREETS		WHERE SLEEP		WHY IN STREET		CONTACT WITH FAMILY		HOW OFTEN [FAMILY CONTACT]		HOW DO YOU GET FOOD		HELP

		1		22		16 years		street		left with friends		no		almost never		they give me food at the market		shoeshine box to work

		2		24		8 and 10 years		house		to swim		yes		every day		I work		my sister

		3		24		4 years		park		family disintegration		yes		2 to 3 months		I ask for money, they give me food at the market		shoes, clothes

		4		17		5 years		house		like diving for coins		yes		when I have time-live with wife		I work		my child and wife

		5		15		2 months		house		I like it		yes		every 1 or 2 weeks		I work-selling gum etc.		getting work, advice

		6		35		20 years		house		stepdad hit mom		no but I visit them		every 2 or 4 weeks		I work but when I don't have money I exchange work for food		food and some money

		7		19		11 years		park		stepdad and mom hit him		yes		when I feel bad		they give me food at the market		healthcare

		8		18		8 years		street		family problems		yes		every 3 months, when I want to		cogra		economic help for family

		9		18		3 years		street		problems at home		no		I haven't seem them		I ask at houses		getting work, shoeshine box

		10		21		15 years		house		family disintegration		yes		every weekend		cogra-always food here		with my son, food, and pension

		11		18		2 years		empty house		I felt like it		yes		every 1 or 2 weeks		I ask for money or I go to Cogra

		12		17		3 years		empty house		I felt like it		yes		every 2 or 3 months		I ask for money		my husband

		13		23		16 years		park		problems with stepdad		yes		every 3 to 5 months		I run errands		some people help me others don't

		14		18		11 years		house		to earn money and buy my things		yes		I don’t count on them		I work, go to cogra--says he eats at home		I can help myself

		15		24		5 months		empty lot		I got kicked out		very little		every 1 or 2 months		I work, when I don't, I ask for money and help at market		get a job, continue studies

		16		21		15 years		empty lot		problems at home-parents died, grandma treated badly		no		never		I work		get ahead with my wife

		17		12		9 months		empty lot		I didn't like home, my mom hit my little brother		yes		haven't seen them yet, thinking of going home soon to stay		I ask for people to give me a plate		help at home

		18		18		every since I was little		empty lot		I like it		yes		every 15 days		cogra and when I don't have enough, I buy it		anything

		19		14		1 year		empty lot and ctr		I felt like it		yes		every 15 days		I work		no

		20		16		12 years		street or work		family problems		no, except my brother		I haven't seen them in about 12-13 years		I buy it or I go to Cogra		school and a place to sleep

		21		18		1and 1/2 years		empty lot		problems with stepdad		no		never		I buy it or I exchange work for food		no

		22		23		12 years		street		I felt like it, for the parties		very little		don't know, every few weeks to change clothes		I run errands		no. learn english

		23		20		8 years		park		I got kicked out		yes		I haven't seen them in a while, about a month		I ask for food or I go to Cogra		with my family

		24		19		4 years		park		My father beat me		yes, with my mom		once in a while		I work or I go to Cogra		street children

		25		18		11 years		street		I didn't like being at home, bum around		yes		when I have money, every month		Cogra or I ask for food at houses		a family that will be good to me

		26		21		9 or 10 years		house		To get rid of the boredom, amuse myself		yes		every day		at home or sometimes I have to work		my wife

		27		16		4 or 5 years		house		for fun		yes		every day		I work or at home		no

		28		20		2 years		house		for the street atmosphere		yes		every day		at home and I wash windshields		get a job

		29		17		9 years		house		problems at home		yes		every day		at home and I work		I don't know-studies

		30		20		7 years		house		for fun		yes		every day		work		I don't need help with anything

		31		17		7 years		house		work		no		when I feel like it I visit them		work		knowledge

		32		25		9 years		house		out of necessity		not anymore		whenever I can		work		with my sister

		33		11		6 years		park		My father beat me		yes		everyday		I buy and I ask for food		a house

		34		20		10 years		street		I came of my own accord		sometimes		every 3 weeks or 2 months		I go to the market and I ask at the houses		getting a job

		35		28		10 years		street		I felt like it		no		in May, I visit my mom, I go whenever I want				getting a good job

		36		15		8 years		house		I like hanging out in the street		yes		every day		I run errands		nothing

		37		18		4 years		street		problems with stepdad		no		I haven't seem them in a while, about 4 years		I ask for food or I go to the cafeterias		getting a job

		38		22		6 years		park		I like it		no		I don't		I ask in the market and go to Cogra		just help finding my older brother






