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Executive Summary

This report presents findings from a study on children restored by Chetna- an NGO working in northern and central India. The restoration of these children was part of a project supported by Plan India- ‘Dreams on Wheels’. This is not an evaluation study. Instead, this study aimed to understand life of children after they were restored back with their families including the nature of inclusion.

The objectives of this study were: 

1. To understand children’s experiences of re-integration process and significant issues in his/her life, post integration.
2. To analyze the level of inclusion of repatriated children within family and the community.
3. To identify the protection mechanisms at district level
4. To ascertain the facilitating and constraining factors that might be acting upon children who have been restored with the families.
This study covered 72 children: 62 children (59 boys and 3 girls) restored directly by the NGO and 10 (4 boys and 6 girls) restored through the orders of Child Welfare Committee (CWC). The sample of children restored directly by the NGO was drawn from 4 districts in 2 States: 

1. Uttar Pradesh: Agra and Firozabad

2. Madhya Pradesh: Gwalior and Morena

The children restored through the CWC were drawn from three States – Delhi, Madhya Pradesh and Uttar Pradesh.

Methodology

Data for the study was collected through a set of four semi structured interview schedules and an observation sheet.  The interview schedules were to be administered to the child, parent/guardian, peer and active community member depending upon their availability and family’s permission. Data was collected through a process of visiting the address to which the child had been restored.

Data pertaining to the cases restored through the NGO was quantitatively analysed while the data pertaining to the cases restored through CWC was qualitatively analysed given the limited number of cases.

Key findings 

Children Restored Directly by NGO
· 68% of the restored children were in the age group of 11-14 years. About 23% belonged to the age group 15-19 years.
· 7 children had only one of the parents alive at present while 2 children did not have their father as well as mother alive.
· Most of the restored children (43%) were second in birth order in their families.
· 21% of restored children were illiterate while 42% had only completed or were completing primary level education.  
· In most cases (67%), child had run away from home only once but a significant section (19%) was reported to have run away three or more times.
· 10% children were reported to have run away again after restoration, at the time of the study.  
· For majority (60%) of children, their stay outside home (during the run away period) was not more than one day.  In case of 19% the duration of stay outside home was between two to five days.
· Most children (72%) shared the number of their close friends to be between 2 to 5 indicating presence of a kind of support network. 
· Comparing the activities that children were engaged in prior to running away and their current life- the overall number of children engaged in school education was found to have decreased from 57% to 41%. Also, the overall percentage of working children was found to have increased from 26% to 41% after the running away-restoration episode. 
· Restored children largely belonged to the areas where people were mostly engaged in daily wage or unorganized labor activities. Parents of many of these children were also engaged in these activities. 
· In many communities, children face problems that would come in the way of their development. For example, absence of parks, absence of school, and poor infrastructure in schools.
·  Overall in 68% communities, children were reported to be engaged in child labor.
· 59% of active community members had never heard of CWC.
· In 24% communities, prior instances of other children running away were reported by the peer group. 
· Among parents of restored children, a significant portion was reported to be illiterate- 36% among fathers
 and 59% among mothers. 
· Monthly income of many families (47%) was reported to be between Rs. 2000-6000. 29% families reported their monthly income to be from Rs. 6 to 10 thousand.
· Majority (72%) of families had number of dependents between3-6; it can be assumed that many families probably had inadequate resources to address needs of every family member if one relates this with monthly income of majority of families.
· In 28% families, none of the other siblings of restored child were going to school while in about 29% families, all siblings were attending school.
· In description of experiences of child care, 57% family members shared about problems they face because of poverty.
· While describing reasons for children running away, factors related to family environment and peer pressure emerged commonly in all the respondent groups’ narratives.
· ‘Scolding and beating’ was most frequently stated as the reason by children for their own running away episode.
· Children also shared following reasons that adults did not bring up – that children leave home also to roam around and explore places.
· Most children (62%) had gone alone when they left home without informing.
· 91% of children reported that they did not engage in use of drugs or other such substances during their stay outside home. 
· In most cases (72%), NGO staff had come with children to restore them with their families.
· In most of the cases (41%) where an agency was involved in restoration of the child, this agency spent less than 30 minutes with the family of the child.
· In most cases, the interaction of the restoration agency was reported to have focused on verifying whether child belonged to the family, enquiring about the reasons for child’s running away, suggesting measures for taking care of the child, and advising children against running away.
· Most of the restored children were either going for studies (41%) or going for work (33%) or engaged in both (8.6%) currently.
· Post-restoration, none of the school going children required re-admission as their period of absence was short. 
· Most peers (84%) reported that their parents had not imposed any restrictions on them to play with the restored child.
· 44% children stated that they were engaged in labor. 
·  43% children engaged in labor were not getting any income from it.
· 78% school going children shared about facing corporal punishment for not doing their homework. 
· Regarding changes that children wanted to see in their parents, most talked about behavioral changes in terms of beating and scolding.
· Some children reported a change in behaviors of parents post restoration. They were not being scolded or beaten for mistakes currently.
· While about 60% of parents/family members said that they involved the child in decision making, 50% of the children interviewed also stated so.
· Need for changes within family and parenting styles emerged as a recurring theme among suggestions (to prevent running away of children) shared by all the groups of respondents.
· Among suggestions to prevent running away of children, active community members also focused on the changes in environment of child, such as, availability of playing spaces, teachers at school, etc.
· Children considered the role of repatriation coordinators from agency to largely involve counseling parents and children so that running away of children can be prevented. 
Children Restored through CWC

· Children restored through CWC had spent more time outside their home. 

· Experiences with NGO representatives were perceived to be helpful and positive by children. 

· Reasons for leaving home and suggestions to prevent children from running away were largely similar to the one shared in cases restored by NGO. 

· Sexual abuse emerged as one of factors contributing to girls’ running away. 
· Despite facilities for de-addiction for children (even though extremely limited), the chances of relapse continue to be high.  
· Factors that are likely to result in girls being looked down upon in the community post restoration have to be recognized before restoring the child to the family. 

Conclusions 

1. If a child has run away only one or two times and repatriation happens swiftly, then the child is more likely to stay at home, and they are less likely to face negative changes in attitudes and behaviors from friends/peers.
2. When children are restored swiftly, their experiences of street life are none or very limited. Thus, the magnetic force of street life does not operate on them. 

3. Restoration experience was often perceived to be less negative by people when it was done by NGO and not the police. However, when restored through CWC, experience with Police personnel was not always reported to be negative unless the child had experienced street life. Hence, role of Police can be seen on a continuum. On this continuum, police can be a violator of rights on one end and a protector on the other. 

4. Reason for running away is often a threat or actual beating or scolding at home. 

5. Post Restoration the chances of children getting engaged in child labor are higher.
6.  Most runaway children belonged to families with inadequate resources and families are more often than not engaged in the informal sector of economy.
7. Within the group of run-away children, there is a group more vulnerable and at risk. These include- children with disability, children without biological parents, children engaged in substance abuse, children who have been sexually abused, and children who run away repeatedly. In case of repeated run-away, parents/families also feel helpless and hopeless. 

8. Children, who do not have any parent alive, may get excluded from their entitlements, such as property rights. 

9. Children who have faced sexual abuse are likely to run away more than 1-2 times and may face greater stigma due to their behaviors. 

10. A girl child is likely to face more exclusion and stigma after the running away-restoration episode. This impacts the future life options for the girl child.

11. Most runaway children belong to impoverished neighborhoods that are either characterized by absence of play spaces, absence of schools or absence of basic infrastructural facilities.
12.  After the running away-restoration episode, parents do attempt to bring changes in their parenting styles, including their disciplining processes. This is reflected in acknowledgements of some children about changes that they have seen in their parents. 
13. Birth order of child may have a role to play among the factors that contribute to running away of children as children in this study were second in birth order in most of the families.
I. Introduction


Undeniably streets are not an appropriate environment for the child’s survival, protection and development.  Despite this fact, UNICEF estimated that there are at least 100 million street children in the world-some who live on streets with families and others on their own. UNDP Human development report, 1993, also cited India having the largest population of street children in the world, with at least an estimated 18 million children living or working on streets of urban India (Shroff, 2011). Given the inappropriateness of street life, efforts at reunification of children living on their own, with their families, is an ongoing intervention- both on the part of the Government and Non Government agencies. What, however, needs to be understood is the effectiveness of this process or rather the factors that contribute to the effectiveness of this process. Even though the process of restoration has been in existence in the Indian context for more than two decades, there is practically no empirical literature to understand what happens to the child post-restoration. Any further programmatic initiatives should be based on such an understanding. The current study is a modest attempt in this direction. 

The introductory section begins by outlining the rights of the child and the commitments that it places on duty bearers. It then describes the concept of vulnerability, examines vulnerabilities faces by children at home, factors that contribute to a child’s running away from home, and vulnerabilities of children on street. Providing a brief overview of mechanisms in India for addressing needs and rights of vulnerable children including street children, the section concludes by the relevance for this study. 
Rights of Children
The UN Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) was adopted by the UN General Assembly in 1989 and came into force on 2 September 1990. It sets out the rights that must be realized for every child such that they develop their full potential as they lead a life free from hunger and want, neglect and abuse. The CRC reflects new perspectives on rights of children as their identities are no more just about being the property of their parents or as objects of charity. Children are the subject of their own rights. The Convention views every child as an individual and as a member of a family and community, with rights and responsibilities appropriate to his or her age and stage of development. By recognizing children's rights in this way, the Convention firmly sets the focus on the whole child.

Through its several articles, CRC broadly talks about four sets of rights of children: 

· The right to life

· The right to protection

· The right to development 

· The right to participation

CRC focuses not just on the rights’ holders, i.e., the children, but also the duty bearers, i.e. the State, the family and other systems that are engaged in life of children. 

Focusing on the best interest of the child, CRC states rights and responsibilities vis a vis a child’s life in the family context as well. Some of these are as follows: 

· Child should not be separated from the parents against their will until the concerned authority determines that separation is beneficial for the child’s development. (Article 9)

· Respect of the rights and duties of the parents, legal guardian, to provide direction to the child in the exercise of his or her right in a manner consistent with the evolving capacities of the child. (Article 14)

· No child shall be subjected to arbitrary or unlawful interference with his/her privacy, family, home or correspondence (Article 16). 

· Parents and legal guardians have the responsibility for the upbringing and development of the child and the State has to render appropriate assistance to them in performance of their child-rearing responsibilities. (Article 18).

· A child who is deprived of his/her family environment shall be entitled to special protection and assistance provided by the state (Article 20).

· State Parties recognize the right of every child to a standard of living adequate for the child's physical, mental, spiritual, moral and social development. (Article 27)

The Government of India ratified UNCRC in 1992 and hence it became imperative for India to align its policies and laws with the convention. While advancements have been observed in national law making in the world, implementation and enforcement of national legislations has been seen to suffer from systemic weaknesses in different countries.  Recognizing these deficiencies, researchers have critiqued UN Convention for CRC and other international instruments for failing to protect vulnerable and at risk children’s (specifically street children) rights (Benitez, 2011).

Describing Vulnerability
All children are considered vulnerable and at risk to exploitation, violence, abuse and neglect. However, vulnerability is further compounded by the following factors (Childline India Foundation, undated): 

· Age wherein children below the age of six years are considered to be more vulnerable as compared to the older children
· Physical and/or mental disabilities 

· Provocative behaviours: due to ignorance or misunderstanding of children's mental health or behavioural problems, some people can become irritated or frustrated and hence lash out against children or neglect them completely. 

· Powerlessness of the child in the current scenario  

· Defencelessness due to lack of protection provided by the state or parents or community

· Passivity due to oppressive situation of the child where they may not be able to seek help

· Illness 

· Invisibility as some groups of children may not even be recognized as highly vulnerable
UNICEF views vulnerable children as those who are abused, exploited, and neglected and considers following groups as vulnerable: Children subjected to violence, Children in the midst of armed conflict, Children associated with armed groups, Children affected by HIV/AIDS, Children without birth registration, Children engaged in labour, Child engaged in marriage, Children in Conflict with the Law, Children without Parental Care, Children used for commercial sexual exploitation, Female children subjected to genital mutilation / cutting, and Trafficked children. According to UNICEF (2012), at any given time in the world, nearly 2.5 million people are in forced labour as a result of trafficking – 22 to 50 per cent of them children. Also, in 2008, 215 million girls and boys in age group 5-17 years were engaged in child labor and out of these 115 million were in hazardous work (UNICEF, 2012).
A vulnerable child in India could be a child in need of care and protection or a child/ juvenile in conflict with law. Both these terms have been defined in the Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of Children) Act, 2000 (JJ Act). 

According to the JJ Act, a "child in need of care and protection"
 means a child 

i. who is found without any home or settled place or abode and without any ostensible means of subsistence, 

ia. 
who is found begging, or who is either a street child or a working child,

ii. who resides with a person (whether a guardian of the child or not) and such person- 

a. has threatened to kill or injure the child and there is a reasonable likelihood of the threat being carried out, or 

b. has killed, abused or neglected some other child or children and there is a reasonable likelihood of the child in question being killed, abused or neglected by that person, 

iii. who is mentally or physically challenged or ill children or children suffering from terminal diseases or incurable diseases having no one to support or look after, 

iv. who has a parent or guardian and such parent or guardian is unfit or incapacitated to exercise control over the child, 

v. who does not have parent and no one is willing to take care of or whose parents have abandoned or surrendered him or who is missing and run away child and whose parents cannot be found after reasonable injury, 

vi. who is being or is likely to be grossly abused, tortured or exploited for the purpose of sexual abuse or illegal acts, 

vii. who is found vulnerable and is likely to be inducted into drug abuse or trafficking, 

viii. who is being or is likely to be abused for unconscionable gains, 

ix. who is victim of any armed conflict, civil commotion or natural calamity;

Though data and information on child protection issues are still not always available, evidence suggests that children in need of protection belong to communities that suffer disadvantage and social exclusion such as scheduled castes and tribes, and the poor (UNICEF, undated). 

According to the JJ Act, "Juvenile in conflict with law"
 means a juvenile who is alleged to have committed an offence and has not completed eighteenth year of age as on the date of commission of such offence

A runaway child hence has been included in the definition of a child in need of care and protection though he/she could be in any of these two categories. In any case, a runaway child   automatically comes under the purview of JJ Act and the protection agencies. 

Vulnerability faced by the children at home

A child becomes vulnerable in an environment which is unsafe and neglects the care and needs of a child. In such an environment, children may not get opportunities to grow and develop to their full potential. Children living with their families are considered vulnerable and hence in need of care and protection by the JJ Act if-  

· they live without a means of subsistence

· they work 
· they face threat of being killed, abused or neglected, 

· they have disability, and/or illnesses without someone caring for them, 

· their parents are not able to fulfill their child-rearing responsibilities, 

· if they are found vulnerable to drug abuse or trafficking,  

· if they are victims of armed conflict, civil unrest or natural calamities

Within their families and neighborhood, children may also face the following vulnerabilities: 

· Witnessing domestic violence and conflicts within family.

· Non-fulfillment of needs- education, nutrition, leisure and recreation, relationships

· Coping with the loss of loved one, especially a parent 

· Lack of access to entitlements and services for children with disabilities

Here, one has to acknowledge that the concept of work may not be defined in same manner in all the communities. Also, while it is generally assumed that poverty leads to school dropouts, it is also important to acknowledge that the school environment could also have factors which push children away. Both these aspects emerged in a study (Alex, 2007) of a particular community in Tamil Nadu- 

· Children help their parents in many of their activities. This is part of the parent-child relationship. Children who don’t help in household tasks are considered problematic. 

· Education and work are not discrete categories where one helps and another endangers the well being of a child. Some children (teenagers) might perceive school as something that keeps them dependent while they can gain independence from their parents by working and earning money. 

· School can have contradictory effects. It may teach social skills and create modern ‘educated’ individual. However, it may also reinforce experiences of exclusion (e.g. untouchability).

· Parental support as well as individual choice of child plays a role when it comes to work or school. 

It is also important to mention that affection from family plays an important role in a child’s development. Lack of affection, attention, and care can contribute to maladjustments (Aggarwal, 2002).

Some of the vulnerabilities mentioned in this section are likely to contribute to a child’s running away from home. 
Factors contributing to a child running away from home

Running away is like any action that requires following three things: ability, willingness and the opportunity (Lehman, 2011). While most children have the ability and the opportunities to leave home, it’s the ‘willingness’ that plays an important role. The willingness to leave home could be linked with many factors in a child’s daily life and environment. 

There could be diverse reasons for a child to leave home. These reasons may not be the same for every child. However, the act of leaving home would obviously have an impact on both- the child, as well as the family. For the child this impact would be linked with experience of life outside home and then the repatriation and re-integration process with family. For family, the impact would be linked with the uncertainties of finding the child, thoughts about the reasons that child left home and reflections on own behaviors by the parents. 

Running away could be episodic (i.e. it occurs when something has happened) or chronic (where child keeps threatening to run away and do so to bargain or to gain power over family) (Lehman, 2011). While episodic running away is not a consistent pattern on part of the child, chronic running away indicates behavioral difficulties. 

Across the world, movement of children from home is significant but largely invisible (Reale, 2008). The report by Save the Children UK (2008) shares that children move away from home largely due to following reasons: poverty, as a transition to maturity, seeking educational opportunities, escaping natural disasters and conflicts, move to live with others due to death of biological parents, and to escape from violence and abuse. 

There have been many studies in India on life of street children. One of these studies indicates how children’s relationship with their family is usually one of the major factors prompting them to choose life of their own (McFadyen, 2005). A study on street children of Bombay in early 1990s also revealed the following factors that lead to the children leaving home and living on streets without families (D'Lima & Rima, 1992): 

· In search of employment

· Conflicts in family

· Death of a parent

· Out of curiosity

· Conflicts with friends and relations

· Could not bear studies

· Orphan

· Peer influence

· Got lost

· Separation of parents

· Cheated by people

In another study (Panicker & Nangia, 1992) that included 700 street and working children in Delhi (concentrated in the walled city and central Delhi, and covered urban, rural and jhuggi clusters), following reasons were given by children for being on streets:
· Poverty (46%)

· Death of parents (18%)

· Ill treatment by family members (18.5%)

· Natural calamities (5%)

Apart from the factors mentioned above, another reason that may lead to a child running away is- sexual abuse (Aggarwal, 2002). Outside home and living on streets, a child faces many other vulnerabilities and risks as well. These are being discussed in the following section. 

Vulnerability of the street children

Street children generally become easy targets for exploitation and abuse. In a study on street children in Delhi (Panicker & Nangia, 1992), street and working children shared the following as their problems: 

· Harassment- 

· At work place. This included deduction of wages, beating and abuse

· From police and municipal authorities as children did not have license to work

· Nabbed by police for crimes that they did not commit

· No shelters to sleep at night or when sick. No proper place for bath and toilet facilities and to store things. 

· Drug abuse and drug peddling 

A study conducted in 1995-1996 also revealed that street children in India faced police abuse in the form of detentions, beatings, extortion, or verbal abuse (Human Rights Watch, 1996). The study also reported details of 15 deaths in custody of children from 1990-1994 and the death of a child in a remand home on 1996. A more recent study on child abuse brought up the following information about life of children on streets in India (MoWCD, 2007):

· Shelter: 65.9% of the street children lived with their families on the streets. Out of these children, 51.84% slept on the footpaths, 17.48% slept in the night shelters and 30.67% slept in other places including under flyovers and bridges, railway platforms, bus stops, parks, market places, etc.

· Physical abuse: The overall incidence of physical abuse among street children either by family members or by others or both was 66.8% across the States. Majority (65.07%) of street children in the age group of 5-12 years were facing physical abuse. 

· Water and sanitation: 63.1% of street children reported having access to municipal taps. Majority of children (70.6%) were defecating on railway lines or road side ditches. 13.6% street children reported having access to public toilets. 5.1% of children reported using a pay and use toilet. 50.8% street children had access to municipal taps for bathing and washing clothes while 30% of them reported using ponds/lakes/rivers for these purposes. 
· Food: Almost 20% of street children bought their own food. However, for children to buy food, they also need a source of income. 
Along with difficulties of life as shared above, children on streets have also been observed to engage in substance abuse. The opportunities for education reduce as children have to focus on everyday survival. Such a scenario for children on streets then calls for strategies and processes that would ensure survival, safety, protection, and development of the child. Such strategies and processes would also have to consider the child as an active stakeholder in the decisions regarding their life instead of being passive victims. 

Mechanisms to address the needs and rights of vulnerable children in India

Mechanisms to ensure rights and fulfillment of needs of children would include –the constitution, the policies and programs, the legislations and their implementing mechanisms. Policy approaches to deal with vulnerable population (such as street children) have been classified into 3 categories (Benitez, 2011): 

· Correctional or reactive Model: in this approach, street children are considered deviants 

· Rehabilitative or protection-oriented model: in this approach street children are considered victims. Deficient conditions of street life are emphasized in terms of violation of basic rights- food, shelter, education, and health.

· Human rights based model: in this approach, street children are considered citizens whose rights have been violated. 

India follows a combination of the latter two models at the policy level- protection-oriented and human rights. At one level, human rights model is observed to be followed as the constitution of India states the Fundamental rights of all citizens (including children). However, through its programs and legislations, India seems to be largely following the rehabilitative or protection-oriented model.  

At the national level, following Ministries work on areas directly concerned with life of children: 

· Ministry of Women and Child Development 

· Ministry of Labour and Employment and Related Bodies 

· Ministry of Social Justice and Empowerment 

· Ministry of Human Resource Development 

· Ministry of Health and Family Welfare 

India also has the following policies that primarily concern the life of children:

· National Policy for Children 1974 : this is being re-written now

· National Policy on Education 1986 

· National Policy on Child Labour 1987 

· National Nutrition Policy 1993 

· National Health Policy 2002 

· National Charter for Children 2003 

· National Plan of Action 2005 

Strategies to deal with street children in India

While CRC provides the basic framework, the JJ Act provides specifies steps and sets up mechanisms in addressing needs of children in need of care and protection. Strategies for working with children on street in India are largely similar to approaches suggested in other countries or contexts. Dallape (1988) has discussed three options for working with street children: institutional care, individual-based care which includes restoration of child with family as one of the measures, and rehabilitation through organizing communities where children live. 

For a child found on streets in India, following scenarios may emerge if the child comes in contact with one of the protection agencies: 

· Child is produced in front of the Child Welfare Committee (CWC) which may send the child to an institution to ensure safety and fulfillment of basic needs. 

· Child is produced in front of the CWC which may send him/her back for restoration to the family 

· There is no CWC in the area. Hence, the child is restored back to the family by the protection agency directly. 

· There is no CWC in the area and the protection agency does not have information or provision for restoration of the child or the child does not want to go back to the family. Hence, the child is institutionalized in one of the agencies or the work with child continues while he/she lives on the street. 

It is now being recognized that institutionalization should not be the only or the first option for children if their families exist. A child has right to live in their family environment and should not be taken away from family against their will. The act of leaving home does not necessarily indicate that the child and the family cannot live together and create a better environment for the child. Often, some changes in the family environment itself can be helpful for the child. 

The process of reunifying street children with their parents is considered as one of ‘developmental transformation’ both for child and parents (Dallape, 1988). This process of transformation requires more time and resources on part of the professional systems working with the child. Without such a process, children often can come back to streets. 

Hence, it is also important to focus on the process of restoration and also to know what happens after the child is restored with the family? What changed in the family scenario after the child went back? Has the inclusion in family and community taken place to the level that’s helping the child? Right now, there is no research which answers these questions. Hence, the present study aimed to address this important gap by studying lives of some children who were restored by an NGO working in different states of India. 

This report is based on the study in selected areas in India that focused on lives of children who moved away from home without informing family and were later restored either through the NGO or through CWC. Along with several other findings, this report presents in the reasons for children running away, their varied experiences of life outside home and their journey back home. The findings include perspectives of the child, their family, their peer and the community. 

II. Research Methodology

This was a mixed methods research as the objectives of the study demanded a methodology which gave space to the views of participants as well as seek specific information. This section outlines the study objectives, operational definitions, details of sampling and the process of data collection, challenges in the process of collecting data and limitations of the study. 
Objectives of the study

1. To understand children’s experiences of re-integration process and significant issues in his/her life, post integration.
2. To analyze the level of inclusion of repatriated children within family and the community.
3. To identify the protection mechanism at district level.
4. To ascertain the facilitating and constraining factors that might be acting upon children who have been restored with the families.
Operational definitions 
Runaway child: The definition of the NGO (Chetna) was used for the purpose of this study. According to the NGO, a runaway child was considered as runaway if he/she had left home without informing the family and travelled a significant distance from home with the intention of leaving home. The NGO generally identified such children by observing whether a child is alone on a railway station or accompanied by others of similar age group. 

Restored child: A runaway child found by the NGO or Police or any other agency and restored back with family with or without intervention of the CWC. For the purpose of this study, only those children were included who had been restored during the period Jan 2010 to Dec 2011. Recently restored children were not included as the study aimed to understand the level of inclusion of the child within family and community. Inclusion could have been understood only for those children who had been restored for sometime before the data collection period.   

Family: Members residing in the same house as the restored child. 

Parent: Biological father or mother. In absence of biological father or mother, anyone else who is primarily responsible for nurturing and raising the child, including foster parents. 

Peer: A child from community named by the restored child as a friend. 

Inclusion and re-integration:  For the purpose of this study, inclusion and re-integration of child is understood though following dimensions-

· Whether there are changes in interaction with relatives

· Whether there are changes perceived in attitudes of neighborhood

· Whether there are changes perceived in behavior and attitude of peer

· Whether participation of the child is sought in decision-making processes in issues concerning them.
Child labor: Work outside home that a child might be engaged in, with or without remuneration. 
Community: The population residing in the same geographical boundary of village/residential colony in which the restored child lived. 

Active Community member: Any person from the community who was either the village head or named by the family or restored child as the active member of community. 

Methodology

Sample

As the focus was on the understanding the inclusion of restored children in their families and communities, it was important to study perspectives from the point of view of four stakeholders: 

· The child (who had been restored to their family)

· The family of the child

· The peer group

· The community 

Hence the sample consisted of 4 respondents for each restored child covered in the research: the restored child, the parent or any other family representative in absence of parents, the peer or friend of the child, and an active community representative (generally the community elder or the head). 

Sample Size

The sample size of restored children had been pre-decided as 75 by the NGO which had commissioned this research. The same NGO had been largely involved in the restoration of children. For each restored child included in the sample, there was to be one respondent also from each of the following groups: 

· Parent 

· Peer

· Active community elder

The sample finally included families and respondents related to 62 children restored directly through the NGO and 10 children restored through the order of CWC. 

Sampling Process 

Sampling was done in multiple stages with the objective of drawing out 75 restored children. To include both groups of children- those restored by the NGO directly (which were higher in number) and those through the CWC, it was decided that 64 children would be drawn from the first group and rest from the second. However, all the children included in the sample had come in contact with the NGO at some or the other stage. 
The sample of children restored through CWC consisted of those children who had been produced by the NGO in front of them. 
Stage 1: In the first stage, the NGO provided an overall list of vulnerable children (which included details of children who were missing, runaway, orphans, living in a shelter, any other )that they had worked with in the period from 2008 to 2010. This list included children from all the sites that they worked in. Initial scanning of this indicated that most children belonged to UP and MP. Hence, these two States were selected for the purpose of selecting sample. From each of these two States, 2 districts were selected on the bases of highest number of restored children. The selected districts were: Agra and Firozabad from UP, Gwalior and Morena from MP. 

Stage 2: As the focus of this study was only on restored children, a list of such children was drawn from the overall list that was initially shared by the NGO. Further since the attempt was to cover only those children in case of whom a significant time period had elapsed after restoration, the NGO was also asked to provide list of children restored directly by the NGO during the period: Jan 2010 to Dec 2011. This list consisted of total 150 children from the 4 districts: Agra and Firozabad from UP, Gwalior and Morena from MP. 
For the sample of children restored through CWC-the NGO was asked to provide this list. The list provided by them consisted of 100 vulnerable children who had been restored through Delhi CWC’s . The sample of 10 children was selected on the basis of the criteria that- residence of the child is within 200km distance from the NGO’s base (i.e. from Delhi, Agra, Mathura, Gwalior). 
Stage 3: As the sample size of children restored by the NGO had to be 64, the sample size from each of the selected 4 districts was calculated according to its proportion in the list drawn in Stage 2. This is being presented in Table 2.1.
                                      Table 2.1: Sample size selected from districts

	District
	Total number of restored children 
	Sample size for study

	Agra
	28
	13

	Firozabad
	9
	5

	Gwalior
	88
	37

	Morena
	25
	9

	Total
	150
	64


Stage 4: Based on the sample size decided in Stage 3, final selection of sample of girls and boys restored was done for the purpose of study in the two age categories- child with age below 12 years, child with age above 12 years. As girls were few in number, all of them were selected.  Through systematic random sampling, boys were selected from the list for each of the 2 age categories such that the sample size for each district remained as decided earlier. 
The overall list from Stage 3:

 Table 2.2: Sample size selected from districts     (age wise)

	District
	Below 12
	Above 12
	Total

	
	Boys
	Girls
	Boys
	Girls
	

	Agra
	13
	2
	12
	1
	28

	Firozabad
	2
	0
	7
	0
	9

	Gwalior
	10
	1
	15
	0
	25

	Morena
	42
	0
	45
	0
	88

	Total
	67
	3
	79
	1
	150


The sample proportionately selected in Stage 4: 

Table 2.3: Sample size selected from districts   (age wise) 

	District
	Below 12
	Above 12
	Total

	
	Boys
	Girls
	Boys
	Girls
	

	Agra
	5
	2
	5
	1
	13

	Firozabad
	2
	0
	3
	0
	5

	Gwalior
	17
	1
	19
	0
	37

	Morena
	4
	0
	5
	0
	9

	Total
	28
	3
	32
	1
	64


Data Collection

Methods of data collection:  Semi structured interview and Observation. 

Tools of data collection: 

· Interview schedule:- Semi-structured interview schedules  for each of the following group of respondents: runaway child who had been restored; parents or guardian of the child to know about their perception about the child and this issue; friends of the runaway child to know about the child’s behavior in the peer group, their awareness about the issue, and whether the incident of running away had affected their level of inclusion; and the elder member of the community or active member of the community  in order to ascertain the situational factors that affect the development of the child within the community.  
· Observation guide:-  Observations included the house condition, standard of living, assets or facilities available in the house, behavior of the family members and community members, and civic facilities. 

Preparation for data collection: 

A team of 4 field investigators (3 male and 1 female) was recruited and oriented to the research, data collection tools and process. 

Pilot testing of tools was done in Delhi (2 interviews with each of the respondent groups) in the last week of April. This was followed by a de-briefing and some modifications in the tools. 

Process of data collection 

Data collection was carried out from 30 April to 30 May 2012. 

Division of work in team: Four selected districts were covered in the data collection process. 2 of the districts- Gwalior and Morena were jointly covered by 3 field investigators. Agra and Firozabad were covered by all 4 investigators. The sample to be covered was divided among the investigators and each of the male investigators then proceeded to conduct their interviews individually. The female investigator was accompanied by an NGO functionary in all her interviews. 

Contacting the restored child and family:  As the team had contact details of the restored children in their district, they first attempted to inform the child’s family about the research and need for interviews for the purpose of the data collection through the phone numbers written. In situations where child’s parents were informed through phone in advance about the research, parents sometimes expressed reluctance by saying that ‘baccha theek hai’ (the child is okay). In these situations, the investigator approached the family in person and explained about the research again to address their worries about participation in the research process. 

Most of the respondents, however, could not be contacted through these phone numbers. Hence, the investigator approached the family and explained the purpose and process of the interview. 

Generally, in the process of identifying the location of the home, investigators also enquired with people in village to identify the location of child’s family and home. In case of male investigators, the interviews were conducted by that investigator alone. In case of female investigator, she was accompanied by an NGO staff and interviews were conducted in front of that person. In every district, the investigators usually had a base from which they travelled for the interviews during the day. 
Conducting Interviews: On reaching the respondent’s home, investigators would generally spend 15 minutes for introduction. This time was also spent in rapport building through general conversations about home or the locality. 

With family and the restored child: Investigators generally interviewed the parents first. If parents were not available, then someone else older to the child was interviewed. In cases where parents were available but busy, the child was interviewed first. In most situations, child’s interview happened in front of other family members as they preferred to have the conversation in front of them. To facilitate the process of rapport formation with the child, some investigators also carried colors etc so that interaction could happen through activities. The interview schedule for the child included questions to make the child comfortable with the process.  Interview at home usually took 1 to 1 ½ hours. Often, parents expressed worry whether they would face some problems after they responded to the questions. To address these worries, the investigators would then again explain the reason for interview and the research. The investigators also shared about the fact that the information shared would remain confidential. 

With peer: For purpose of interviewing the peer, child was asked about his/her friend. The investigator would then interview peer/friend if the children and/or their parents gave the permission to do so. In situations, where the child or the family did not give approval, interviews with peers were not conducted. There were times when the child reported to have no friend or the friend was not at home. If the peer was available, few minutes were spent with him for the interview. For interview with peer, the peer’s parents were also informed about the research and their permission was usually taken before interviewing the peer. However, these parents also expressed worry about the process. Here too, investigators would explain the purpose again to address worries. 

With active community member: The interviews with active community elders were generally conducted in the end. The active community elders were identified by the investigator by asking others in community ‘who would know most about the community? Or who is the most active person here.’ In the interaction with people in community, investigators took care in not sharing the information about child running away from home. The interview with peer and community elder usually took 1-2 hours. In some situations, the investigator had to wait for the respondent to come if he/she was not available. On few occasions the investigator had to go back to the community to complete the interview with peers. 

The questions from interview schedule were asked in the same order as written. However, the questions were modified according to the need. The responses in the interview schedule were written verbatim as the respondents answered the questions. After the interviews were over for a child, investigator would write summary and observations.   

Peer-debrief, Supervision and support: 2 consultants involved in designing the research were available in the everyday supervision and support over phone. This helped the investigators to deal with some of the everyday challenges. Investigators also used to debrief with each other at the end of the day. 

By the end of data collection period, information had been collected for the following:  62 children restored directly by the NGO and 10 children (4 Boys and 6 girls) restored by the order of CWC. 

Within the 62 cases restored by the NGO, the total number of respondents interviewed from each of the categories is as follows: 

· Parents/Guardians: 58

· Child: 32

· Peer group: 38

· Active community member: 51

Challenges in the data collection process
· The initial data for the research was not available in the format required. Hence, the research team had to spend significant time in organizing initial lists for drawing out the sample for this study. 

· Access: As field investigators did not belong to the areas where research was conducted, they did not have adequate information about location of most of the places. This increased the time taken to reach most places. Also, some places were not easily accessible. There were places where investigators had to walk for about 2 hours to reach the home from the main road till where the vehicle was available. 

· Locating the restored child’s home was often difficult and took time on most occasions. The complete address was not available. In big villages, locating the child was more difficult. Some families had to be visited 2-3 times as they were not available at home. 

· The respondents were absent in many cases. This impacted the process as the perspectives of those missing in the data got automatically excluded. 

· As most of the interviews were required to be completed within the first interaction, this left very less time for rapport formation. This impacted interviews, especially with the child, as some hesitated in responding. Interviews with children also seemed to be impacted in the situations where parents sat with them during the process.  Parents often seemed worried about the impact of interview on the child and their life. 

· In many cases, child’s family was not keen on the investigator interviewing someone else in the village, for example, peer of the child. Hence, in these cases, the perspectives of peer could not be included.  

· The deadline for data collection was shorter than what was required. Because of this, at times field investigators had to be on the move almost all the time, especially near the end of the data collection period. 

· Arrangements for accommodation were difficult where NGO office or a hotel was not available. This made the process tiring and challenging. Availability of food was also a problem in some situations. 

Data analysis

Data analysis process started as the data collection proceeded. The information from interview schedules was coded and entered into SPSS. Themes and narratives were also drawn out from the data. Analysis was largely based in the frequency tables and cross tabulations using SPSS. Themes from the qualitative data not entered into SPSS were also used.   However the data for cases restored through the CWC was only qualitatively analyzed.
Limitations of the study
· In many cases, the restored child was not at home. Hence, perspectives of all children could not be included in this study. 

· A more in depth information about family could not be collected as most of the interviews had to be completed within one visit. Hence, inclusion of child within family and environment could be understood only through verbal responses of the child and the family. 

Chapterization Plan

The entire report is divided into 12 sections. The introductory section builds up the argument for the study. It provides a context within which the relevance of the research on runaway –restored children is established.  This is followed by the chapter on methodology, wherein, the objectives, sampling, data collection and data analysis procedures are detailed out. The third section provides a profile of the four respondent categories. In order to understand the situational vulnerabilities, the fourth section provides an area profile. The family profile in terms of the educational and occupational engagements as much as the experiences of child care are included within the fifth section. Moving from the family to the child, the sixth section specifically details out the current and former engagements of the runaway-restored child. Their parental status and peer engagement is also included within this section. The seventh section brings out the perspectives of different stakeholders on the reasons for children running away from home. The experiences of the child during the period of runaway and their experiences during the process of restoration are included within the eighth section. The ninth section explores in detail the present engagements of the child including child labor, where applicable. The child’s perspective with respect to the parental disciplining is also elaborated in this section. The suggestions as provided by the different respondent groups with respect to retaining the child within the family, the role of repatriation agency, and the desired changes within the educational institutions get discussed in the tenth section. While the third to the tenth section deal with children restored by the NGO, but the eleventh section provides the case studies of ten children restored through the CWC. Finally, the conclusions and recommendations are covered in the twelfth section. 
CHILDREN RESTORED DIRECTLY BY THE NGO
III. Profile of respondents

Semi structured interview schedules were used for each of the following 4 categories of respondents: Parents
 (or respondents from family), Active Community member, Peer and Child (reported to be restored). Profiles of respondents from each of these categories are being shared below: 
A. The Child

Restored child from the sample was interviewed where present. In the cases where child was not available, information about them was taken from the family. Out of 62 children selected for the sample, 30 were not available for interviews. The child was not available for interview primarily due to one of the following reasons- visiting or staying with relatives, gone for work, runaway again. 

Table 3.1: Availability of Respondent (Child)

	Whether respondent 

was available
	Frequency
	Percent

	 Yes 


	32
	51.6

	No
	30

	48.4

	Total
	62


	100


	Gender
	Frequency
	Percent

	Male
	29
	90.6

	Female
	3
	9.4

	Total
	32
	100


Table 3.2: Gender of Respondent (Child) 

Gender 

Majority of the children available for the interview were male (90.6%) and only 9.4% were females (all three were from Agra District)
. This is a reflection of the sample that was selected for this study as in the overall group; boys were significantly higher in proportion as compared to girls. 
Age

Table 3.3: Age of Respondent (Child) 

	Age of child
	Frequency
	Percent

	Below 10 Years
	1
	3.1

	11 to 14 Years
	23
	71.9

	15 to 19 Years
	8
	25.0

	Total
	32
	100.0


72% respondents were in the age group 11-14 years. A significant percentage (25%) was between 15 to 19 years of age. Only about 3% were below 10 years of age. 
Education Level

Among interviewed children, 47% children had completed or were completing primary school education while about 9% were illiterate. Among the rest, 25% were in or had completed middle school, 12.5% were in high school while 2 were studying at graduation or higher level. 

Table 3.4: Education Level of Respondent (Child) 

	Education level
	Frequency
	Percent

	Primary
	15
	46.9

	Middle School
	8
	25.0

	High School
	4
	12.5

	Graduation and Above
	2
	6.2

	Illiterate
	3
	9.4

	Total
	32
	100.0


B. Parents/Guardians

Effort was made to ensure that one of parents was interviewed from the family. However, in cases where these were not available, those who were present at home at the time of visit were included as respondents.
Table 3.5: Availability of Respondent 

	Whether respondent 

was available
	Frequency
	Percent

	 Yes 


	59
	95.2

	No
	3


	4.8

	Total
	62


	100


In 95% cases, a parent or some other respondent was available for the interviews. In 5% cases no respondent was available. In one family, parents had gone to visit relatives and hence were not available. In another family, child was living with an uncle who was out for work. In the third case, the family had been shunned away by the neighbors on account of the child’s behavior.  This family could not be traced and only information about the family could be gathered hearsay.
	Respondents from Family
	Frequency
	Percent

	Mother
	24
	40.7

	Father
	20
	33.9

	Siblings
	4
	6.8

	Uncle/

Aunt
	6
	10.2

	Others
	5
	8.5

	Total
	59
	100.0


Table 3.6: Relationship with child 

Relationship with Child

In most cases (75%), one of the parents was the respondent from the family. Mother was the respondent in almost 34% of the families while father was respondent in about 41% cases. In some cases, siblings (6.8%) and relatives such as uncles or aunts (10%) were also the respondents.  

Educational Level







Table 3.7: Education Level of Respondent 

	Level of Education
	Frequency
	Percent

	Illiterate
	22
	37.3

	Primary Schooling
	17
	28.8

	Middle Schooling
	7
	11.9

	High Schooling
	8
	13.6

	Graduation and Above
	3
	5.1

	Knowledge of Arabic
	1
	1.7

	Not Answered
	1
	1.7

	Total
	59
	100.0


Among the respondents from family, 37% were illiterates while about 29% had completed primary schooling. Only 5% of respondents had completed graduation. 

Duration of Stay at current location
In most cases (52.5%), respondents had been staying at their current location for more than 20 years (including those who had been staying since birth). A significant percentage (22%) of respondents however reported that they had been staying at the current location for less than 5 years. 25.5% had been staying at their present location for a period of 5-20 years. 

Table 3.8: Duration of stay at current location 

	Duration of stay at current place
	Frequency
	Percent

	Less than 5
	13
	22.0

	5yrs to 10 yrs
	6
	10.2

	10 yrs to 20 yrs
	9
	15.3

	more than 20
	31
	52.5

	Total
	59
	100.0


C. Peer/Child’s Friend
Peer or friend of child was interviewed with two aims: to understand inclusion of the restored child in social relationships, and to know if there are other runaway children from the community. 

Table 3.9: Availability of Respondent (Peer)

	Whether respondent

was available
	Frequency
	Percent

	Yes


	38
	61.3

	No
	24


	38.7

	Total
	62


	100


Respondents from peer group were interviewed in 61% cases. In almost 39% cases, peer could not be interviewed because of the following reasons: 

- Not available at their home

- Restored child reported to have no friends

                                                                          - Family of peer did not give permission for the interview
Gender
Table 3.10: Gender of Respondent 

(Peer) 

	Gender
	Frequency
	Percent

	Male
	37
	97.4

	Female
	1
	2.6

	Total
	38
	100.0


Among the peer respondents interviewed, 97.4% were male and only 2.6% (only 1 respondent) were females. Assuming that peer group members would be largely of same gender as the restored child, the number of female peer respondents would be automatically low. Hence, the number of female peer respondents would be low because the number of female restored children in sample was very low.
Age
Table 3.11: Age of Respondent (Peer) 

	Age
	Frequency
	Percent

	Below 10 Years
	6
	15.8

	11 to 14 Years
	23
	60.5

	15 to 19 Years
	9
	23.7

	Total
	38
	100.0


Most respondents (60.5%) interviewed from the peer group were in the age group of 11-14 years.  This corresponds to the age group of majority of the restored child respondents (most of them were too in age group of 11-14 years). Among the peer respondents that were covered in the data collection, about 16% were of age below 10 years and about 24% belonged to the age group of 15-19 years. 
Educational Level
Table 3.12: Education Level of Respondent (Peer) 

	Level of Education
	Frequency
	Percent

	Primary
	9
	23.7

	Middle
	14
	36.8

	High School
	12
	31.6

	Graduation and Above
	1
	2.6

	Illiterate
	2
	5.3

	Total
	38
	100.0


Among the peer respondents that were covered in the data collection, almost 24% had completed or were completing primary education while 37% were in or had completed middle school. 32% were in high school and only 2.6% (only one respondent) was in graduation. 5.3% were illiterate. 
D. Active Community Member

An active community member was interviewed from locality of each of the restored child’s community with following two aims: to understand facilitative and constraining factors in the areas where restored children lived, and to explore awareness among the significant community members about child protection mechanisms (formal). 
Availability of respondent
51 active community members were interviewed as part of the study. Due to physical proximity of certain cases, these 51 were in fact representing 54 cases. 3 respondents were same for 6 children and hence were not counted twice. In rest of the cases, family of restored child was not comfortable with the idea of someone from the community being interviewed. They were concerned about stigma associated with a runaway child. 
Gender 

Table 3.13: Gender of respondent

	Gender
	Frequency
	Percent

	Male
	46
	90.2

	Female
	5
	9.8

	Total
	51
	100


Most of the respondents in this category were male (902%) while 10% were females. 
Age 
Table 3.14: Age of Respondent 

	Age
	Frequency
	Percent

	20 to 40 Years

	22
	43.1

	41 to 60 Years
	24
	47.1

	61 Years and Above
	5
	9.8

	Total
	51
	100.0


43% respondents were in the age group of 20-40 years while 47% belonged to the age group 41-60 years. About 10% were of age above 61 years. 
Educational Level 

Table 3.15: Education Level of Respondent 

	Educational Level
	Frequency
	Percent

	Primary
	5
	9.8

	Middle school
	10
	19.6

	High school
	21
	41.2

	Graduation 
	12
	23.5

	Post Graduation
	2
	4.0

	Illiterate
	1
	1.9

	Total
	51
	100


Among the active community members who were respondents in this study, almost all, except 1 (who was reported to be illiterate), had completed some degree of school education. 9.8% had completed primary education, 41% had completed high school, 23.5% had completed graduation and 4.0% had completed post graduation. 
Current Engagement of Active Community Member

23.5% respondents reported themselves to be in community leadership position (Councillor, Pradhan, etc) currently or in past. 49% were currently self employed which included those who owned business, engaged in agricultural activities, worked as mason, mechanic, contractor, etc. About 12% were associated with Government job either currently or in past. Rest of the respondents’ group included the following- homemaker, husband of a local leader, political party worker, and student. 

Table 3.16: Current Engagement of respondent

	Current engagement

	Frequency
	Percent

	Community leaders

	12
	23.5

	Self employed

	25
	49.0

	Govt. job

	6
	11.8

	Others

	8
	15.7

	Total 

	51
	100


IV. Area Profile 

This section shares an overview of the areas that restored children belonged to. Information about the area was sought from the child, peer group, parents/guardians, as well as the active community members. Based on their responses, information on following areas is being shared below- principal occupation of people, prevalence of child labor, difficulties concerning children in communities, awareness about child protection mechanisms, instances of other children running away, and health related resources accessed by people in the area. 
Principal Occupation of people living in the area

This information was sought from the parents/guardians of the child. According to the information collated, majority of the population from areas (which restored children belonged to) was engaged in some or the other kind of labor work or worked as daily wagers. The labor work included- agriculture labor, bangle making, construction labor, factory worker, rickshaw puller etc. A small proportion was also engaged in the Govt. service. In some communities, there was more than one occupational group. Some communities did not have one or two predominant occupations.  
Principal occupation of communities covered in the study also varied district-wise. The information is presented in Table 4.1 below. 
Table 4.1: Principal occupation of people in area 

	Principal Occupational groups in Community
	Agra (No. of  communities )
	Firozabad (No. of  communities )
	Gwalior (No. of  communities )
	Morena (No. of  communities )

	Govt. Service
	-

	-
	5
	1

	Self employed
	-
	-
	5 (including- pottery, business, selling vegetables, and selling precious stones)
	-

	Daily wagers/ Unorganized Labor
	6 (including Rickshaw puller & construction work)
	2
	16 (including construction labor, agricultural & factory labor )
	8 (including agricultural & factory labor)

	Bangle making
	-
	2
	-
	-

	Shoe making
	3
	-
	-

	-

	No 1 or 2 predominant  occupations
	6
	1
	9
	2



Engagement of children in labor 

(According to the Active Community Member)

Table 4.2: Presence of child labor in area 

	Prevalence of Child Labor 
	Frequency
	 Percent

	Yes
	26
	51.0

	No
	16
	31.4

	Only few
	9
	17.6

	Total
	51
	100.0


Active members in each community were asked whether children in their area were engaged in child labor. If they reported child labor to be present, then they were also asked to share the kind of activities children were involved in. Their responses are being shared here in Table 4.2 and 4.3. 

Child labor in one form or the other was reported in 51% communities. In about 18% communities, active community members reported that only few children were engaged in labor. Hence, overall in 68% communities children were engaged in child labor. Child labor was reported to be absent in 31% communities. 

In different areas, children’s engagement in labor activities was reflective of the general employment patterns. For example, children were engaged in shoe-making in Agra district and in bangle making in Firozabad. Area-wise examples of child labor activities, as shared by the active community members, are given in Table 4.3 below: 

Table 4.3: Child labor activities

	S. No.
	District 
	Examples of child Labor activities

	1.
	Agra
	Shoe making, Selling Gutkha, selling vegetables, Working at tea stalls and hotels, pick-pocketing, rag picking, making anklets (pazeb), rickshaw puller

	2.
	Firozabad

	Agricultural labor, Bangle making 

	3.
	Gwalior

	Working in shops, working as vendors (ice cream, snacks), crockery work, begging  

	4. 
	Morena

	Agricultural work, carrying stone, cooking and serving food in weddings


Difficulties concerning children in the area 
(According to the Active Community Member)

The active community members were asked about the kinds of difficulties faced by the community, especially children.  Their responses are being shared in Table 4.4 below. The active community members shared about the following difficulties concerning life of children at community level: 

· Absence of parks (19.6%)

· Poor education (27.5%)

· Poor infrastructure in community, such as, water, electricity, etc (15.7%)- 
· Poverty (5.9%)







   Table 4.4: Difficulties in area

	Difficulties concerning Children
	Frequency
	Percent

	Absence of Parks

	10
	19.6

	Poor education
	14
	27.5

	Poor Infrastructural Facility
	8
	15.7

	Alcoholism of Father
	3
	5.9

	Poverty
	3
	5.9

	Limited Emphasis on Education by parents
	4
	7.8

	Gambling
	1
	2.0

	Absence of Role models
	1
	2.0

	No Problem
	7
	13.7

	Total
	51
	100.0


Children were also perceived to face the following problems at family and individual level: 

· Alcoholism of father (5.9%). 
· Limited emphasis on education by parents (7.8%)

· Gambling (2%)

· Absence of role models (2%)

One shared, “logo main nashe karne ki aadat hai, 
maa baap dono kaam main lage hain, 
bacho par dhyan nahi dete” 

(People are engaged in substance abuse. Both parents work and don’t focus on the child)

One also said, “school nahi hai. 
garibi ki wajah se sab log kaam mein lage hain” 

(There is no school. Everyone is engaged in labor because of poverty)

However, 13.7% active community members also perceived no problems for children in their area. 

Issues in Schools 
(According to the Active Community Member)
In order to understand the facilitating and constraining factors that impact a child’s development, active community members were asked if there were any issues in schools (of their area) that need improvement. Their responses have been shared in Table 4.5 below. Overall, about 33% of the respondents talked about poor quality of education in schools. Respondents in Agra specifically focused on lack of Government schools in their areas
. Other issues reported to be linked with schools were:

· Problems of teachers

· Lack of recreational facility

· No facility for higher education

· Lack of awareness among parents about importance of education

· Problems with mid-day meal scheme

· No drinking water

About 27% respondents did not perceive any problems in school education in their area. 
Table 4.5: Issues in Schools in area

	Issues in Schools
	Frequency
	Percent

	Problems of Teachers

	6
	11.7

	Lack of Govt. Schools
	4
	7.8

	Lack of recreational Facility
	3
	5.9

	Poor Quality of Education
	17
	33.3

	No facility for Higher Education
	1
	2

	Lack of Awareness
	2
	3.9

	Mid-day meal is not nutritious
	1
	2

	No drinking water
	1
	2

	No problems
	14
	27.5

	No response 
	2
	3.9

	Total
	51
	100.0


Awareness on child protection mechanisms 
(Among Active Community Members)
In order to understand awareness about formal mechanisms for child protection in the areas, active members of community were enquired. They were asked if they had heard about Bal Kalyan Samiti (CWC). Those who said that they had, were asked if there was CWC in their area. Their responses are being shared in Tables 4.6 and 4.7 below. 
Table 4.6: Awareness about CWC

	Knowledge of member regarding CWC
	Frequency
	Percent

	Yes
	21
	41.2

	No
	30
	58.8

	Total
	51
	100.0


As stated in Table 4.6, almost 59% of active community members had never heard of CWC. Among those who were aware, 81% sated that there was a CWC in their district (see Table 4.7). 9.5% said that there was no CWC in their district while the rest were not sure. 
Table 4.7: Awareness about CWC 

	Existence of 
CWC
 in 
their District
	Frequency
	Percent out of members 

who were aware about CWC

	Yes
	17
	81

	No
	2
	9.5

	Not sure
	2
	9.5

	Total
	21
	100


The findings shared here regarding presence of CWC in districts have been not been corroborated with the actual status of CWC. The findings only reflect the awareness of active community members about CWC mechanism. 
Prior instances of other children running away from the locality 
Peers of the restored children were asked if they knew about other children running away from their area. The objective of this question was to understand whether other children from community had also run away. Their responses are being shared in Table 4.8 below. 

Table 4.8: Instances of children running away (as per the peer)

	Instances of Other Children's Run away from the Locality


	Frequency
	Percent

	Yes


	9
	23.7

	No
	24
	63.2

	Don't Know
	4
	10.5

	Parent send children of this area for work
	1
	2.6

	Total
	38
	100.0


63.2% peer group respondents said that they were not aware of any prior instances of other children running away while about 24% said that there were. Some did not know and one shared about parents sending their children for work.  
	Options of Treatment for the People in Locality
	Frequency
	Percent

	Govt. Hospital
	11
	34.4

	Private Hospital
	8
	25.0

	Quacks
	1
	3.1

	Private clinics
	10
	31.2

	Don’t know
	2
	6.2

	Total
	32
	100.0


 

Table 4.9: Options for treatment 

Health Scenario

The restored children were asked about the options that people in their locality use for their treatment. Their responses have been shared in Table 4.9 here. In many localities, families generally did not consult Govt. hospital. Instead, many families were reported to consult private hospitals or clinics or quacks. The reason for this was not explored. 

Summary

The findings indicate that restored children largely belonged to the areas where people were mostly engaged in daily wage or unorganized labor activities. In most of the areas, child labor was prevalent. In different areas, children’s engagement in labor activities was reflective of the general employment patterns of their areas.  In some of these communities, there were instances of other children running away from home. Within their communities, families as well as schools, children face problems that would come in the way of their development. Some examples of these are - absence of parks, absence of school, teaching facilities in schools, and probable lack of Govt. health institutions in vicinity. Most communities have been reported to access options other than Govt. institutions (probably because of their absence or inadequate resources and infrastructure). This suggests that people have to pay a higher cost of treatment and hence higher financial burden. There was also a significant lack of awareness about CWC as a child protection mechanism. 

V. Family Profile
This section outlines profiles of the families of restored children. The family profile information includes- no. of children, parents’ occupation and education, monthly income and no. of dependents in family, and whether siblings of restored children were going to school. Information about these families was largely taken from members of the family. In some cases, the information was given by neighbors or others from community.

Table 5.1: Availability of Respondent 

	Whether respondent

was available for family profile
	Frequency
	Percent

	Yes


	58
	93.5

	No
	4

	6.5

	Total
	62


	100


Basic demographic information about family could not be taken for 4 cases due to the following reasons: 

1. Parents had gone to visit relatives and hence were not available. 
2. Child was living with an uncle who was out for work. 
3. Family could not be traced as it had been shunned away by the neighbors on account of the child’s behavior.  
4. One child was not considered actually a run- away child based on the information available. Hence, his information was not included in the family profile as well as the profile of runaway children. 
No.  Of children within family
Table 5.2: No. of children in family 

	No. of Children
	Frequency
	Percent

	1
	3
	5.1

	2
	12
	20.7

	3
	14
	24.1

	4
	18
	31.0

	5
	10
	17.2

	6
	1
	1.7

	Total
	58
	100.0


As stated in Table 5.2, the number of children in most families (with which restored child stayed) ranged from 2 to 4. Very few families had less than 2 children while some had more than 4 children. This suggests that in case of less financial resources, many families would not be able to address all needs of their children.
Parents’ Educational Level
As stated in Table 5.3 and 5.4, among parents of restored children, a significant portion was reported to be illiterate- 36% among fathers
 and 59% among mothers. The findings on literacy level of fathers and mothers reflected a similar trend as India (in terms of literacy rates for males and females)- percentage of literate fathers was more than the percentage of literate mothers. 

         Table 5.3: Father’s Educational level 

	Father’s Education level
	Frequency
	Percent

	Illiterate
	21
	36.2

	Primary
	14
	24.1

	Middle
	5
	8.6

	Higher Secondary
	9
	15.5

	Graduate
	1
	1.7

	Not Alive
	6
	10.3

	High school
	2
	3.4

	Total
	58
	100.0

	Mother’s Education Level
	Frequency
	Percent

	Illiterate
	34
	58.6

	Primary
	11
	19.0

	Middle
	8
	13.8

	Higher Secondary
	2
	3.4

	Graduate
	1
	1.7

	Knowledge of Arabic
	1
	1.7

	Not Alive
	1
	1.7

	Total
	58
	100.0


Table 5.4: Mother’s Educational Level 

Parents’ Occupational Engagement

Most fathers (more than 20) were engaged in daily wage labor or unorganized labor activities. These activities included- auto/taxi/truck driving, rickshaw pulling, construction work, etc. Few were self employed and engaged in following: mechanic, business, painter, tailor, cycle puncture shop etc. Two were not engaged in any income generating activity at the time of data collection. Only one was reported to be in Government service.

Among mothers, majority (34 out of 58) were reported to be homemakers. One of these was also engaged beedi work. Among the rest, most worked as daily wage laborers or unorganized laborer-which also included housemaids. 2 were reported to be involved in begging. Both of these were single mothers as their husband had passed away. 

Monthly Income of Family and No. of dependents

As stated in Table 5.5, monthly income of many families (47%) was reported to be between Rs. 2000-6000. 29% families reported their monthly income to be from 6 to 10 thousand. Rest earned more than 10 thousand. In one family, there was no specific income as the mother was the only earning member and she was engaged in begging. She also had visual impairment. She has three children. The restored child had run away again. Her husband had also passed away. 
Table 5.5: Monthly income of family

	Monthly income of family 
	Frequency
	Percent

	2000-6000
	27
	46.6

	6000-10000
	17
	29.3

	10000-15000
	11
	18.9

	15000-30000
	2
	3.5

	No specific income
	1
	1.7

	Total
	58
	100

	No. of dependents 
	Frequency
	Percent

	0-2
	16
	27.6

	3-6
	42
	72.4

	Total
	58
	100


Table 5.6 depicts the information on number of dependents in families of restored children. Considering that majority (72%) of families had number of dependents between3-6, it can be assumed that many families probably had inadequate resources to address needs of every family member. 
Table 5.6: No. of dependents

Educational Engagement of Siblings

Table 5.7: Education of siblings 

	Educational engagement of siblings
	Frequency
	Percent

	All going to school
	17
	29.3

	Some going to school
	22
	37.9

	None going to school
	16
	27.6

	NA*
	3
	5.2

	Total
	58
	100.0


In 28% families, none of the other siblings of restored child were going to school while in about 29% families, all siblings were attending school. In a significant number of families (38%), some of the siblings were reported to be school going. 
*NA implies children with no siblings

Experiences of child care
Table 5.8: Experiences of child care 

	Problems Faced by parents in Bringing Up Children
	Frequency
	 Percent

	Economic Problem
	33
	56.9

	Negative peer influence
	1
	1.7

	Inability to control the child
	1
	1.7

	Conflict in family
	1
	1.7

	Several Problems
	6
	10.3

	Alcoholic Father
	1
	1.7

	No Problem
	14
	24.1

	Not answered
	1
	1.7

	Total
	58
	100.0


When parents/family members were asked about their experiences of child care till now, 57% shared about problems they face because of poverty. One also shared that they could not afford to educate both children and hence preferred to educate the boy instead of the girl.  

Another family member said, 


"Bahut pareshaani hotee hai. 
 Paise ki kamee ki wajah se school choot gaya. 
Ghar ka kiraaya bhi naheen ho pata hai." 
(We face many problems. He dropped out of school because of lack of money.  We don’t even have enough money for the rent)

Some families faced several problems. One shared, 

“aath saal pahle mere pati ki mrityu ho gayee. 
uske baad hamare parivar ki aarthik stithi kharab ho gayee. 
chote ladke ko cancer hogya. Delhi mein ilaaj krvaaya par uski bhi maut ho gayee.  
Abhi ghar ka kharcha chlane ke liye bache bheek mangte hain. 
Do bade ladke shadi-shuda hain. Wo rashi ke nug bechte hain. 
Wo alag rehte hain aur humein kharcha naheen dete.” 

(My husband died 8 years ago. Our family’s economic situation deteriorated after that. Younger son had cancer. We got him treated in Delhi but he also died. Now children go for begging to manage household expenses. 2 sons are married. They sell precious stones. They stay separately and don’t give us money for expenses)
However, 24% also stated that they did not face any problems. One said,   “anubhav theek raha, mehnat mazdoori kar ke bachche ko pala hai” 

(Experience has been okay. we have worked and brought up our child)
Summary

Most families of the restored children had 2-4 children. Majority of the parents were either illiterate or had completed only primary education. Reflecting a trend similar to the area’s occupational profile, fathers in most families were engaged in daily wage or unorganized labor activities. Majority of mothers were reported to be homemakers. Many families had monthly income raging from Rs. 2000 to 6000. Most families also had number of dependents ranging from 3 to 6. This indicates that many families are likely to have inadequate resources for fulfilling needs of each family member, one of them being the education of children. In most families, either none of the siblings (of restored child) was going to school or some were going but not all. Lack of adequate economic resources also emerged as one of the problems in child care in more than 50% of families. Peer influences and factors within the family were also shared as difficulties in child care by the families. However, a significant section (24%) also shared that they did not face any problems in child care. 
VI. Profile of Runaway Child

This section outlines following information about runaway children included in the study- gender, age, education, parental status, birth order, number of times children ran away from home, close friends, and the engagement of children prior to running away and at the time of study. Most of this information, except about close friends, was taken from the family of restored children. Information about children was taken from others available where family was not present. 
As shared in the last chapter, information about 4 cases was not available for some sections of the data due to the following reasons: 

1. Parents had gone to visit relatives and hence were not available. 
2. Child was living with an uncle who was out for work. 
3. Family could not be traced as it had been shunned away by the neighbors on account of the child’s behavior.  
4. One child was not considered actually a run- away child based on the information available. Hence, his information was not included in the family profile as well as the profile of runaway children. 
Gender

Table 6.1: Gender of children

	Gender
	Frequency
	Percent

	Male
	59
	95.2

	Female
	3
	4.8

	Total
	62
	100


Among 62 children included in the study, 59 were boys and 3 were girls. This table includes the child who was actually not a run-away case. 
Table 6.2: Age 

	Age
	Frequency
	Percent

	Below 10 Years
	5
	8.1

	11 to 14 Years
	42
	67.7

	15 to 19 Years
	14
	22.6

	Not available
	1
	1.6

	Total
	62
	100


Age
Most of the respondents (68%) selected for sample were in the age group of 11-14 years. About 23% belonged to the age group 15-19 years. Only about 8 % aged below 10 years. Accurate information about age of one child was not available in one case. 

Parental Status of Children

Table 6.3: Parental status

	Parental Status
	Frequency

	Mother Not Alive
	1

	Father Not alive
	6

	Both parents not alive
	2


Among the restored children, 7 had only one of the parents alive at present while 2 children did not have their father or mother alive. Some of these children were living with their relatives currently. 


Table 6.4: Birth Order

	Birth Order of child
	Frequency
	Percent

	0
	3
	5.2

	1
	12
	20.7

	2
	25
	43.1

	3
	11
	18.9

	4
	5
	8.6

	Information 

not available 
	2
	3.5

	 Total
	58
	100


Birth Order of Child

Table 6.2 states that birth order of restored children. Most of the restored children (43%) were second in birth order in their families. Few were 4th in the birth order in their families. Most of the rest were either the first child or 3rd child in their families. Information about 3 children was not available. These three children were staying with relatives and not with their parents. Both parents of two of these had passed away while one had been sent by mother to stay with grandparents. 
Education Level

Table 6.5: Education level of the child

	Education Level of the Child
	Frequency
	Percent

	Primary
	26
	41.9

	Middle School
	9
	14.5

	High School
	9
	14.5

	Graduation and Above
	2
	3.2

	Illiterate
	13
	21.0

	Information not available
	3
	4.8

	Total
	62
	100.0



 Information presented in Table 6.5 was largely taken from the families of restored children. As stated in the table, a significant section (21%) of restored children was illiterate. Many children (42%) had only completed or were completing primary level education.  29% were in/had completed either middle or high school. Two children were at graduation level. 
No. of times the child ran away from home
In order to understand the pattern of children’s running away, their family members were asked whether the restored child had run away more than once. And if yes, then how many times had the child run away.  As depicted in Table 6.6, in most cases (67%), child had run away from home only once. Some children had run away twice (12%). However, a significant section (19%) also reported that the child had run away three or more times. In one case, parents stated that the restored child had not run away. According to parents, the child had gone to the station along with mother and there got separated from her.  

Table 6.6:No. of times child ran away 

	No. of times child 
ran away from home
	Frequency
	Percent

	0
	1
	1.7

	1
	39
	67.2

	2
	7
	12.1

	3
	1
	1.7

	4
	2
	3.4

	5
	1
	1.7

	Several times
	7
	12.1

	Total
	58
	100.0


No. of Close Friends

Table 6.7:No. of close friends

	No. of Close 

Friends 
	Frequency
	Percent

	0
	6
	18.8

	2
	5
	15.6

	3
	8
	25.0

	4
	5
	15.6

	5
	5
	15.6

	6
	1
	3.1

	8
	1
	3.1

	11
	1
	3.1

	Total
	32
	100.0


In their interviews, restored children were asked about number of close friends they had. The question aimed at understanding their social interactions and support network as peer group generally acts as a support system for children. Table 6.7 presents the responses of 32 restored children interviewed in the study. Most children (72%) shared the number of their close friends to be between 2 to 5. Very few children had more than 5 friends. However, a significant 19% section shared that they did not have any friends. 

Engagement of child: Earlier and Now

Families of restored children were asked about the predominant activities that the child was engaged in- currently as well as prior to running away. This question aimed at understanding part of the changes that came in children’s life after the running away-restoration period. The responses are depicted in Table 6.8. Prior to running away, majority (57%) of children were engaged in school education while some (14%) were engaged in school and work. 15.5% used to stay at home while  12% used to work. hence, overall 26% children were engaged in some kind of work. One child was also reported to be engaged in begging.  

Family members reported following among the work activities of children prior to their running away:

· Working in hotel/restaurant or shops

· As sweeper

· Making anklets

· Shoe making

· Mechanic 

· Furniture work

· As a waiter in parties and wedding functions

· Kabadi 
· Halwai 

· Helping parent at work

· Work with contractor 

· Farming

· As a vendor

· Begging 

Comparing the activities that children were engaged in prior to running away and their current life, a change in overall numbers is visible. The data suggests that the overall number of children engaged in school education decreased from 57% to 41%. Also, the overall percentage of working children increased from 26% to 41% after the running away-restoration episode. 10% children were reported to have run away again after restoration.  Also, a family reported that their child was admitted at a drug de-addiction centre for treatment for 6 months after the restoration. He was included in the category of ‘other’ in Table 6.8. 

While it might seem as positive change that no child was reported to be engaged in begging post restoration but that was because this specific child had run away again. Other children in family were probably still engaged in begging. 
Table 6.8: Engagement of children- earlier and now

	Engagement of children
	Prior to running away
	Current Engagement

	
	Frequency
	Percent
	Frequency
	Percent

	Education/ At School
	33
	56.9
	24
	41.4

	At work
	7
	12.1
	19
	32.8

	At Home
	9
	15.5
	3
	5.2

	School and work
	8
	13.8
	5
	8.6

	Begging
	1
	1.7
	0
	0

	Runaway
	NA*
	NA
	6
	10.3

	Other
	NA*
	NA
	1
	1.7

	Total
	58
	100
	58
	100


*NA is used for categories

 which emerged only for 

the current engagement 

Summary 

Profile of the restored children presents mixed findings. In most of the parameters analyzed, while the majority may reflect one kind of trend, a significant section reflects the other. Hence, findings reflect that there are different categories of run-away children. All children in the group of runaway children are not alike.  Majority of the restored children covered in this study were boys (reflecting the sample which had more boys as compared to girls) and were in the age group of 11-14 years. A significant section however was also in the age group of 15-19 years. Many children were in the 2nd birth order in their families. Also, some of them had only one of the parents alive while 2 children did not have any of their biological parents alive. A significant section (21%) of these children was illiterate though majority had some level of schooling. Also, though the majority of children had ran away only once, one cannot ignore that 19% of the children had run away three or more times. As most children had 2 to 5 close friends, this may indicate a healthy level of support system.  However, a significant section also reported having no friends. After the running away-restoration episode, changes have been observed in the engagement of children. The number of children engaged in work increased while of those engaged in education decreased. This finding calls for further reflection on restoration and post-restoration interventions with children and their families.

VII. Reasons for a child to run away
This section shares findings related to perceptions of three respondent groups (parents, child, active community members) on the reasons for a child to run away. Parents were asked about their perceptions of common reasons for other children running away. In their interviews, restored children were also asked their own reasons for leaving home. Later, they were also asked to contemplate on reasons that make other children leave home. Active community members were also enquired about their views about the same. The responses of all these respondent groups are being shared below. 
Reasons for Run Away: Parental Perception 

Table 7.1: Parent’s perception of reasons

	Parent’s perception
	Frequency
	Percent

	Scolding and Beating by Parents/Elders
	7
	12.1

	Stubbornness of the child
	4
	6.9

	Over Emphasis on Study
	4
	6.9

	Poverty
	2
	3.4

	Peer group influence
	10
	17.2

	Unfulfilled Wishes of Child
	9
	15.5

	Stress and Loneliness
	2
	3.4

	Lack of parental control
	4
	6.9

	Family Conflict
	3
	5.2

	To earn more money
	1
	1.7

	Don't Know
	9
	15.5

	Not answered
	3
	5.2

	Total
	58
	100


Table 7.1 provides us with the perceptions of parents regarding reasons for children running away in general. 21% parents did not respond or stated that they did not know. Most parents who responded to the question perceived these to be linked with factors at home, such as, 

· Scolding and beating by parents (12%)

· Over emphasis on study (7%)

· If child’s wishes are not fulfilled (15.5%)

· Lack of parental control (7%)

· Family conflict (5%)

· Poverty (3.4%)

17% parents considered the influence of peer group to be important among the reasons for children running away. Some parents also perceived running away to be linked with child’s own thoughts, 

        feelings and behaviors, such as, 

· Stubbornness of the child (7%)

· Stress and loneliness (3%)

· To earn more money (1.7%)

The respondent who considered ‘earning money’ as a reason for running away of children, said,  

“paise ke lalach mein 
aur adhik bheek mangne ki lalach mein chale jate hain, 
agar acha paisa milta hai toh waheen ruk jate hai 
agar nahee toh ghar wapas chale aate hai” 

(They go away in greed for money and many go for begging. If they get good money, then they stay there only. Else, they come back home)

According to this parent, however, their own child had not run away. The family shared that the child had only gotten separated with mother at the railway station. 
Among the respondents who shared about ‘stress and loneliness’, one focused on children living without parents and said, 

“jiske maa baap nahe hote hain, 
koi ghar pe pyar karne wala nahee hota 
ya koi guide karne wala nahee  hota ….
toh bachhe akele pan ki wajah se bhag jate hain”  

(Those who do not have parents, who are not loved or guided by anyone at home….then children run away because of loneliness) 

In this family, one of the parents was not alive and the child used to be engaged in begging prior to running away. 

Running Away from Home:  Child’s reasons for themselves
Table 7.2: Children’s reasons for running away

	Reasons stated by children for running away 
	Frequency
	Percent

	To earn money
	1
	3.1

	Scolding and Beating by parents/Elders
	13
	40.6

	Angry and Upset with Family
	3
	9.4

	Peer Pressure
	4
	12.5

	Loneliness
	1
	3.1

	Influence of Intoxication
	1
	3.1

	Not a case of run away
	5
	15.6

	Felt like going out of home
	4
	12.5

	Total
	32
	100.0


As stated in Table 7.2, restored children mostly stated following as the reason for their running away: scolding and beating by the parents or other family members. While this reason was stated by both boys and girls in all age groups, this was stated more frequently by boys above 12 years old (see Annexure Table A.3). 

Some boys as well as girls shared that they ran away as they were angry and upset with family over some issues. Peer pressure was stated as a reason only by boys below 12 years of age (see Annexure Table A.3). Boys also shared following as their reasons for running away:

· Just felt like going out of home

· To earn money

· Loneliness

· Influence of intoxication

 Five children also said that they had not runaway.   
Reasons that children run away: Perceptions of Active Community member

Themes that emerged from the responses of the active community members (regarding their perceptions of reasons for children running away) are being shared below: 

· Poverty and Unemployment: One of the community members said,  “Garib aur lachar aadmi hai. pooree tarah se ghar ka paalan poshan nahi ho sakta hai” (..he is poor and helpless. Needs of family cannot be managed completely)
· Factors at home: lack of proper care and guidance from parents, conflict between parents, alcoholism, pressure from parents on the child
· Stubbornness and immaturity of children “Nasmajh hote hain” (they are immature)

· When children do not have a positive state of mental health: one member said, “Maansik santulan bigad jaane ke kadan bache aisa karte hain” (children do this when they become mentally unstable)
· Peer influence, gambling 
· Child trafficking

Reasons that children run away: Perception of the child

When children were asked about the reasons which commonly lead to children leaving home, more than half of them stated that they did not know.  






Table 7.3: Children’s perception of reasons

	Reasons for running away: child’s perception
	Frequency
	Percent

	For earning
	1
	3.1

	Due to Corporal Punishment by Parents
	6
	18.8

	Some problem at home
	2
	6.2

	Lack of affectionate dealing from parents
	2
	6.2

	Children not getting enough food or pocket money
	1
	3.1

	To Roam around
	2
	6.2

	Peer influence
	1
	3.1

	Don’t know
	17
	53.1

	Total
	32
	                100


Many children however considered following as a reason: corporal punishment by parents. Others stated following as reasons that make children run away:

· To earn money

· Environment at home, such as, some problems, lack of affection, not getting adequate food or pocket money.

· To roam around and explore places

· Influence of peer group

Summary 

On exploring perceptions about reasons that contribute to running away, factors related to family environment and peer pressure emerged commonly in all the respondent groups’ narratives. ‘Scolding and beating’ was most frequently stated as the reason by children for their own running away episode. Poverty was also stated as one of the reasons by adult respondents (parents and active community members). Children focused more on factors at home. Children also shared following reasons that adults did not bring up – that children leave home also to roam around and explore places. This reflects that probably adults would benefit from understanding children’s needs and behaviors from children’s points of view. Children can leave home just with the objective of exploring other places and without being pushed out by other factors. Use of communication and negotiation skills within family members would probably help in addressing such needs which may not be necessarily linked with other general problems at home. We also need to recognize that peers do have different roles- they can be part of the support system, and they may also influence a child’s decisions and behaviors. 
VIII. The Journey: Running away and the Restoration

A. The Runaway period 

This section shares findings related to the particulars and experiences of children and parents/family when child ran away. Some of the information here has been gathered from the family and some from the restored child. Before discussing findings on the experience of runaway children, we would first go back to the information (from chapter 6) on the number of times children ran away 

Table 6.6:No. of times child ran away 
	No. of times child 

ran away from home
	Frequency
	Percent

	0
	1
	1.7

	1
	39
	67.2

	2
	7
	12.1

	3
	1
	1.7

	4
	2
	3.4

	5
	1
	1.7

	Several times
	7
	12.1

	Total
	58
	100.0


As table 6.6 indicates, most children had run away only once. A significant section, however, had run away more than 3 times from home. This information was taken from the families of restored children. (For further details, please see section VI)
Accompaniment

Table 8.1: Accompaniment of child while running away

	Accompaniment
	Frequency
	Percent

	Alone
	36
	62.1

	First time with friend and then alone
	2
	3.4

	At times alone and at times with friends
	1
	1.7

	Only Once and with Friends
	16
	27.6

	Always with friends
	1
	1.7

	Went with an adult of village
	1
	1.7

	NA*
	1
	1.7

	Total
	58
	100


Most children (62%) had gone alone when they left home without informing. In 27.6% cases, child had run away only once and was accompanied by a friend. In few cases, child had left always with friends (1.6%), or sometimes with friends and sometimes alone (1.6%). In one case child had left along with an adult from the village. 
* NA implies child who was reported to have separated 

from mother at railway station 








Table 8.2: Duration of stay outside 








home
	Duration
	Frequency
	Percent

	Half Day
	19
	32.7

	Full Day
	16
	27.6

	2 to 5 Days
	11
	18.9

	6 to 10 Days
	4
	6.9

	11 Days to One Year
	3
	5.2

	More than One Year
	3
	5.2

	Information Not available
	2
	3.4

	Total
	58
	100.0


Duration of Stay outside home during Run away

This information about the child’s running away was taken from the family members or others available. For majority of children, their stay outside home (during the run away period) was not more than one day. About 33% came back home within half a day while another 28% came back within a day. About 19% children stayed outside home for 2-5 days after running away. Few children had stayed outside home for 6-10 days and some (5%) had also stayed outside for more than a year. Such information was not available for 9.7% children. 

Instances of child contacting the family while staying away

Table 8.3: Whether child contacted family

	Whether child contacted family
	Frequency
	Percent

	Yes
	8
	13.8

	No
	48
	82.8

	NA
	2
	3.4

	Total
	58
	100


In most cases (83%) children did not contact their families after running away. About 14% children did contact their families at least once. They generally contacted through phone.  However, most of these children contacted their families through the intervention of Police or the NGO staff that came in contact with the children. Three of these children (who contacted family) had run away from home more than 2 times.  

For 2 children, this question was not considered applicable as one of them was reported by family to have not runaway. The other child probably had intellectual impairment (mental retardation) as he was described as ‘dimaag se thoda halka’. Family of this child perceived that he did not have the ability to contact his family. 
Whether family tried to locate the child
Family members were asked about their efforts in locating the child when they got to know about their child’s absence. In majority of cases, families reported that had not tried to locate the child. This was primarily because the child was missing for a very short duration (from few hours to a day). Hence, in many cases, the family had not even noticed the absence of child. In some of the cases where family had not made an effort to locate the child, families also reported that the child had run away more than once. Most families which did make an effort to locate the child, did so by searching for the child by calling up relatives, by going out to physically search, or by informing the police. One family reported to have searched the child with help of a pundit.
Difficulties encountered by children while living outside home

Restored children interviewed were asked about the kinds of difficulties they faced while they stayed outside home (during the run away period). As indicated in Table 8.4, about 72% children stated that they faced no problems. This could be linked with the fact that the majority of children had come back within 1 day. Hence, the likelihood of facing difficulties was low. Those who did share about their difficulties, shared about the following: home sickness, enquiries from Police, feeling scared and lonely, and difficulties in terms of food or money. 

Table 8.4: Difficulties faced by children outside home

	Difficulties Encountered by the Child
	Frequency
	Valid Percent

	Home Sickness
	1
	3.1

	Police Interrogation
	1
	3.1

	Feeling lonely and scared
	3
	9.4

	Cooking food
	1
	3.1

	No problem
	23
	71.9

	Not answered
	2
	6.2

	Financial crises
	1
	3.1

	Total
	32
	100.0


Experiences of interaction with Police personnel





Table 8.5: Experience with Police

	The Details of the Child's coming in Contact with Police
	Frequency
	Valid Percent

	Did not come in contact with police
	10
	31.2

	Shouting and threatening
	4
	12.5

	Police brought the child home
	1
	3.1

	Being questioned
	12
	37.5

	Don't remember the details
	2
	6.2

	Didi took the child to police
	2
	6.2

	No response
	1
	3.1

	Total
	32
	100.0


Restored children were asked about their experiences with Police personnel during the period they stayed outside home.  As stated in Table 8.5, 31% children stated that they did not come in contact with police. However, the rest did come in contact with police and majority of these experienced being questioned. Some also experienced being shouted at or threatened. In two cases, child had come in contact with Police through the NGO worker who had first met the child. Police had also acted as a restoration agency. 

Instances of using Drugs or other substances

Table 8.6: Whether child used any drugs or

 other substances

	Whether drugs or other substances used
	Frequency
	Valid Percent

	Yes
	3
	9.4

	No
	29
	90.6

	Total
	32
	100.0


Restored children were asked whether they got engaged in use of drugs or other substances while they were outside home. 91% of children reported that they did not engage in this. However, 9% children did state that they used drugs etc during their stay outside home. 
Summary
The findings related to the runaway period of children indicates that majority of children had been away from home only for 1 day. As the runaway period was so short, most parents did not make any efforts to locate the child and most children also reported not facing any difficulties outside home. Most of these children had left home alone, according to their families. However, a significant section of children did leave along with friends. Most children did not contact their families while being away.  However, most of those children who did contact, they did so with intervention of NGO or Police. Experience of children with Police largely consisted of being questioned. However, a significant section also reported that they were shouted at or threatened. Also, most children did not get engaged in use of drugs or other such substances. 

B. The Restoration Period and Thereafter
This section outlines the findings related to the process of restoration of children and changes in some parts of their social life immediately afterwards. Information shared has been taken from the families, from the restored child as well as the peer group. 
Mode of restoring the child

Table 8.7: Mode of restoration 

	Mode of Restoration
	Frequency
	Percent

	Through NGO Staff
	42
	72.4

	Family went to take the child
	13
	22.4

	Police
	2
	3.4

	Any other
	1
	1.7

	Total
	58
	100


As stated in Table 8.6, in most cases (72%), NGO staff had come with children to restore them with their families. In two cases, Police had come to restore the child. In cases where family had gone themselves to take the child, they generally came in contact with the NGO, CWC or Police. One child came back himself. He had, in fact, run away from home for the third time when the investigators visited his family for data collection. 
Time spent by restoration agency at home during restoration

Table 8.8: Restoration agency’s time with family

	Time spent with family
	Frequency
	Percent

	<30Minutes
	24
	41.4

	30mnt to 1 hr
	15
	25.9

	NA*
	14
	24.1

	1 hr to 2 hrs
	3
	5.2

	Not mentioned
	2
	3.4

	Total
	58
	100.0


* NA implies that either family had gone to take the child or child had come back on his own

Families of restored children were asked about the time that the representative from restoration agency spent at their home when they came along with the child. Table 8.8 provides the details of the period of interaction of restoration agency with the child’s family. In most of the cases (41%) where an agency was involved in restoration of the child, this agency spent less than 30 minutes with the family of the child. In significant number of cases (26%), the restoration agency had spent between 30 minutes to one hour with the family. In very few cases (5%), the time spent with family was between 1 to 2 hours. This information however was not specifically given in 2 cases as the respondents were not aware due to not being present at the time of restoration themselves (some other family member was present when the restoration agency came with the child)
Content of Restoration Agency's Interaction with Family 

Families of restored children were asked details of interaction of the representative from restoration agency with the family and the child during the process of restoration. During the restoration process, the agency representatives were reported to do the following (when they met family): 

· Verify whether child  was a family member

· Enquire about the reasons for child’s running away. 

· Suggest measures for taking care of the child, such as, - not beating, taking care of developmental needs, not sending the child alone, not sending the child for begging. 

· Advising children against running away. 

Only in one case, it was reported that the NGO had also suggested family to contact their agency in case of any difficulty. In one case, the agency also suggested family to send the child to an institution.  The family member shared, 

"humein samjhaaya aur kaha hi aap bachchon ko achhe se rakho. 
Warna sarkaari shishu-grih ke hawaale kar do. 
Wo log usse padhhayenge , uskee zindagee banaa denge" 
(They advised us and said, keep children with good care. Else, hand him over to the Government home for children. They will educate him and improve his life) 
In one case where police had been the restoration agency, family shared about the difficulty they faced in the process of getting their child back. The police, while repatriation, demanded 2000 rupees, and threatened to take the child back if this amount was not paid. The family negotiated and after bargaining, settled for 600 rupees.  
Table 8.9: Interaction of restoration agency with family and child

	Content of interaction with restoration agency
	Frequency
	Percent

	Demanded Money

	1
	1.7

	Advised parents to hand the  child to a children's home
	1
	1.7

	NA*
	14
	25.9

	Counseled children against running away from home
	4
	6.9

	Verified whether the child belonged to the family
	5
	8.6

	Counseled family against beating the child
	10
	17.2

	Enquired about the reason for running away
	10
	17.2

	Advised not to send the child alone
	4
	6.9

	Counseled the family to take care of the developmental needs
	3
	5.2

	Counseled the parents against sending the child for begging
	1
	1.7

	Contact the agency in case of difficulty
	1
	1.7

	Do not know
	4
	5.2

	Total
	58
	100.0


* NA implies that either family had gone to take the child or child had come back on his own

Problems in readmission in case of attending school earlier








Table 8.10: Whether any problems faced in re-







admission

	Problems in re-admission
	Frequency
	Percent

	No
	30
	51.7

	NA*
	26
	44.8

	Child is not interested in continuing education
	2
	3.4

	Total
	58
	100.0


* NA implies that these children were either not studying prior to running away, and/or family did not go for their readmission

Post-restoration, none of the school going children required re-admission. All of the parents, except two, reported facing no problems in sending their school going child back to school.  These two families shared that the child was not interested in continuing the education. The finding here is linked with the fact that most children came back within a few days and hence did not require to go through the re-admission process. This reflects that most children did not face exclusion from school system because of running away. However, as many parents did not seem open to sharing information about the running-away act of their child with others, it is possible that most schools were not even aware that the child had run away. Hence, these schools would not have a reason to exclude such children. 
Peer interaction

Instances of Objection for Playing with the Child

Table 8.11: Whether any restrictions on peers for interacting

	 Restrictions on playing
	Frequency
	Percent

	No Restrictions
	32
	84.2

	Self-Imposed Restrictions
	1
	2.6

	Restriction by Parents
	3
	7.9

	Restrictions by the family members of the runaway child
	2
	5.3

	Total
	38
	100


Peer group members of restored children were asked whether they were any objections or restrictions on them for playing or interacting with the restored child. Most peers (84%) reported that their parents had not imposed any restrictions on them to play with the restored child. It is also possible that many families in neighbourhood did not know about the running away episode as most children were restored with their families within a day. In few instances, there were self imposed restrictions by the child or restrictions were imposed by family. In one of the cases where restrictions were imposed by the restored child’s family, the reason for doing so was probably linked with the fact that the child was reported to have run away along with the friends. 

The Query of Friends after the Restoration

Restored children were asked about queries that they faced from friends after coming back home. Their responses are provided in Table 8.12. As depicted, many restored children who were interviewed reported that their friends did not ask them anything after restoration. Friends of many, however, did ask child about their reason for running away and their whereabouts. One child had in fact informed a friend before leaving. 
Table 8.12: Queries from friends 

	Queries of friends
	Frequency
	Percent

	Where the child was
	4
	12.5

	Why the child ran away
	4
	12.5

	Why ran away and where the child was
	7
	21.9

	Did not ask anything
	9
	28.1

	Informed before running away
	1
	3.1

	No response
	1
	3.1

	NA*
	6
	18.8

	Total
	32
	100.0


 * NA implies that child had no friends 

Changes Observed in the Attitude of Friends Post-restoration

Table 8.13: Changes perceived in the friends

	Changes in friends 
	Frequency
	Percent

	Yes
	1
	3.1

	No
	25
	78.1

	NA
	6
	18.8

	Total
	32
	100.0


Restored children were asked whether they observed any changes in the attitudes or behaviors of their friends when they came back home. As depicted in Table 8.13, only one stated that there was a change in attitude of friends. For six children, this question was not applicable as they reported to have no friends. Rest of the children shared that they had observed no change in the attitudes of friends post restoration. 
* NA implies child had no friends  

Table 8.14: Enquiry from neighbors 

	Neighbors enquiring
	Frequency
	Percent

	Yes
	5
	15.6

	No
	26
	81.2

	No response
	1
	3.1

	Total
	32
	100.0


Instances of Neighbors Enquiring about Run Away
Most of the restored children shared that their neighbors did not enquire about running away. About 16%, however, said that their neighbors did ask them questions about running away episode. The only commonality among these children was that they had been restored by the NGO. 

Summary 

Most children had been restored by the NGO. However, in most cases, the restoration agency had spent less than 30 minutes with the family of restored child. This indicates inadequate time to understand a family’s socio-economic condition and daily challenges that they might face in addressing needs of children in family.  Also, in most cases, the interaction of the restoration agency was reported to have focused on verifying whether child belonged to the family, enquiring about the reasons for child’s running away, suggesting measures for taking care of the child, and advising children against running away. Considering that inputs to improve quality of life of a family would be based on a complete understanding of a family, lesser time spent with family would mean inadequate information to plan interventions or provide meaningful inputs. Children, however, did not seem to have faced many problems in inclusion within their school, peer group as well as neighborhood. This was probably linked with the fact that most children had been restored within a day. 
IX. Life at Present

This section presents findings related to several areas of life of the restored child. Most information about the current life of the child was taken from the restored children. Some sections, however, present findings based on information taken from the families. For example, information on current engagement of the child was taken from the families. However, the specific information about whether the child was engaged in labor- was taken directly from children. Hence, the overall numbers vary. 

Current Engagement of the Child

Table 9.1: Current engagement of child 

	Engagement of children
	Frequency
	Percent

	Education/ At School
	24
	41.4

	At work
	19
	32.8

	At Home
	3
	5.2

	School and work
	5
	8.6

	Runaway
	6
	10.3

	Other
	1
	1.7

	Total
	58
	100


 Information about the current engagement of the restored child was taken from the family members. Overall, most of the restored children were either going for studies (41%) or going for work (33%) or engaged in both (8.6%) currently. Very few were at home (5%). Percentage of children currently at work includes both boys and girls. However, rest of the categories consists of only boys. Overall, majority of boys below 12 years of age were going to school (See Annexure Table A.4). 

10% children (all boys and mostly from the age group of above 12 years) were reported to have run away again. Also, among restored children in Agra, percentage of children engaged in work was more than that of children going to school (See Annexure Table A.5). However, in Firozabad, Gwalior and Morena, percentage of children going to school was higher as compared to those engaged in work. 

Engagement in the Child Labor

Restored children were asked about their engagement in labor activities. Their responses are being shared in Table 9.2. As indicated, majority of children (56%) shared that they were not engaged in child labor when asked specifically about it. However, a significant proportion (44%) stated that they were engaged in child labor regularly or occasionally. Out of these 44%, one child was female
 (See Annexure Table A.6). 

District wise data (see Annexure Table A.7) indicated that a higher percentage of children were not engaged in labor in Gwalior. In Firozabad, none of the children interviewed was engaged in labor.  In Agra, a higher percentage of children reported to be engaged in some kind of child labor while in Morena, the numbers were equal for both categories of children- those who were engaged in child labor and those who were not. 


Table 9.2: Whether child is engaged in child labor

	Engagement in Child Labor
	Frequency
	Percent

	Yes
	14
	43.8

	No
	18
	56.2

	Total
	32
	100


Time spent on Child Labor

Table 9.3: Time spent on labor

	Time spent on Child Labor
	Frequency
	Percent

	2-6 Hours
	1
	7.1

	6-9 Hours
	4
	28.6

	More than 9 Hours
	2
	14.3

	Time not specified
	7
	50.0

	Total
	14
	100.0


Children, who reported that they were engaged in labor, were then asked about the amount of time they spent in these activities. Among 14 respondents who shared about their engagement in child labor activities, half of them did not specify the time spent in such activities. Among the rest, about 29% worked for 6-9 hours and 14% children worked for more than 9 hours per day. Only one child said that he was engaged in child labor for 2-6 hours in a day. 
Income of Child from the work

Restored children engaged in labor work were asked about their income from the same. Their responses are provided in Table 9.4. 43% children engaged in labor were not getting any income from it. Others earned money in the range of Rs. 450 to 4000 per month. Many of these were engaged in work along with their family members. For example, a child from Agra was engaged in shoe making with his father. Another one from Morena was working on a stall with brother. 

Table 9.4: Income of child from labor

	Income
	Frequency
	Percent

	0
	6
	42.9

	450
	1
	7.1

	600
	1
	7.1

	1500
	2
	14.3

	2600
	1
	7.1

	3000
	1
	7.1

	3600
	1
	7.1

	4000
	1
	7.1

	Total
	14
	100.0


Engagement of Child in the Leisure Hours

Most children (60%) interviewed shared that they played with friends in their leisure time. This indicates that these children probably did not face exclusion from their friends and neighborhood. Some children also spent their leisure time in watching TV, listening to songs, or studying. Two children stated that they had no free time. Both of these were girls. One of them goes for work with her mother and hence spends the whole day away from home. Another one is a graduation student. She said that she did not get much time for leisure. In her spare time, she prefers to rest. 
 Table 9.5: Leisure time activities of children

	Leisure time activities
	Frequency
	Percent

	Playing with friends
	19
	59.4

	Watching TV
	3
	9.4

	Listening to songs on the mobile
	2
	6.2

	Study and play
	3
	9.4

	Sleeping
	1
	3.1

	Study
	1
	3.1

	No free time
	2
	6.2

	No Response
	1
	3.1

	Total
	32
	100.0


Instances of Child's Visiting the Relatives' House on Special Occasions

To understand the inclusion of child within families, the restored children were asked about their interactions and visits related to their relatives. All restored children interviewed shared that they visit relatives on special occasions. Most of them (75%) had visited their relatives within last six months of being interviewed. Also, some of the children who were not interviewed had gone to visit their relatives. This indicates continued social interactions with significant others. 
Table 9.6: Visiting relatives

	The Instance of Last Visit to a Relative
	Frequency
	Percent

	Within 6 months
	24
	75.0

	6 months to 1 year
	2
	6.2

	1 year to 2 years
	2
	6.2

	2 - 4 years
	1
	3.1

	Not answered
	1
	3.1

	Don’t remember
	2
	6.2

	Total
	32
	100.0









       Table 9.7: Reasons for liking festivals

	Reason for liking the festival
	Frequency
	Percent

	Crackers, colors and sweets
	25
	78.1

	Colors
	3
	9.4

	Sweets
	2
	6.2

	Getting new clothes
	1
	3.1

	NA*
	1
	3.1

	Total
	32
	100.0


The festivals 
Children were asked about the festivals that they liked most and the reasons for liking these festivals. Most children liked Diwali (See Annexure Table A.8). Some liked Holi and Rakshabhandhan.  Most children (78%) liked these festivals because of crackers, colors, and sweets. Some also liked getting new clothes on the festivals.   
*NA implies that child did not like any festival

Behavior change expected in children by parents currently 

When parents were asked about changes that they expect to see in their child who had earlier run away, following themes emerged: 
· Child should behave in a good manner. This was described by many in the following manner: "sahee se rahe. Budmaashi karna bund kar de. Bhai behen se ladaai naa kare aur paise ki zid naa kare" (he should behave in a good manner, should stop being naughty. He should not fight  with siblings and should not be stubborn for money) 

· The child should behave well and become independent 
· Child should study well, “theek se rahe, khush rahe, apnee padhayee theek se kare.” (he should behave well, stay happy , study well)

· Child should not run away.

· Should not take alcohol. “waise to sab theek hai …par apne baap ki tarah sharab peene na lage jiska darr hamesha lagaa rehta hai” (everything is okay in a way…but he should not start taking alcohol like his father….that’s what I worry about always)
· Child to be engaged in work when he grows up. For one of the respondents, there seemed to be no expectations in terms of change of behavior as the family felt helpless. Mother of a 16 year old boy said, “humaara mun iss se bhar gayaa hai. Hum chahte hain ki ye kaam par roz jaaye, kamaane lage.” (I am now fed up with him. I want him to go for work everyday and earn money). This boy has run away from home 10-15 times. He used to go for work prior to the last episode of running away. Now he goes to work on some days. 

Disciplining measures: Strategies faced by the child for feedback and behavior change
This section provides information on the disciplining measures that children face at their home and their school. Regarding home, information was taken from the family as well as the child. 

At Home

Behavior change: Efforts of parents

After asking parents about the changes that they wanted to see in the restored children, there were also asked about their own efforts for facilitating behavior change based on their expectations. Their responses are provided in the Table 9.8. For modifying behaviors of children, 45% shared that they had started putting more emphasis on child’s education.  However, 19% had also engaged their child in labor work. 

"usse kaam pe lagaaya hai. Dilli bhej diya hai. 
Wahaan paisa kamaaye aur sudhar jaaye!" 
(we have sent him for work. We have sent him to Delhi. He should earn there and improve!)
Some parents shared about changes in their own behavior – some had started being affectionate towards the child while some had become more authoritative.  One shared, 

“pyar se rakhte hain, 
peetai nahe karte, 
uske bare mein faisla karne se pehle poochte hain” 
(we keep the child with love, don’t beat him. we ask him before taking decisions about him)

Sending the child to relatives, consulting religious leaders, explaining the consequences of behaviors, planning to get the child married – these were other strategies for behavior change that parents talked about. Some, however, also said that they were doing nothing specific for bringing in desired behavior change in their child. 

One family also shared how they wanted to change certain things but their economic condition comes in the way. 

“hum chahte hain ki humara bachcha bheek na mange 
lekin parivaar ki aarthik sthiti kamzor hone k karan majboor hai.”

 (We want that our child should not beg. But we are helpless because of family’s weak economic condition). In this family, the restored child had run away again. 
Table 9.8: Efforts of parents towards behavior change in child

	Responses of Parents to Bring About Desired Change in child
	Frequency
	Percent

	Engage in Labor
	11
	19.0

	Enrolling and emphasizing Education
	26
	44.8

	Explained the consequences of their Behavior
	5
	8.6

	Being more Affectionate
	5
	8.6

	Planning to get married soon
	1
	1.7

	Being more authoritative
	2
	3.4

	Making no specific effort
	6
	10.3

	Sent to relatives
	1
	1.7

	Consulted religious leader
	1
	1.7

	Total
	58
	100.0


Reaction of family in case child commits any mistake

Table 9.9 provides us with the responses of restored children when they were asked about reactions of their family members when the child makes any mistake. Many children (34%) shared that if they committed any mistake at home, family responded by beating or scolding them. Some indicated a change in parent’s behavior post running away-restoration episode. They said that while earlier parents used to beat or scold; now they don’t react. Some shared that parents make them realize the mistake. 

This indicates that punishment as a form of behavior change was still frequently used but parents were trying to change and some were not beating or scolding in the current scenario. 
Table 9.9: Family’s reactions if child commits mistakes

	Reaction of Family if the Child Commits Mistakes
	Frequency
	Percent

	Beating the child

	11
	34.4

	Scolding the child
	9
	28.1

	Makes the child realize the mistake
	5
	15.6

	No reaction
	2
	6.2

	From beating and scolding to no reaction
	5
	15.6

	Total
	32
	100.0


At School

Among the 32 children interviewed, 23 were going to school. When these children were asked about reaction of teachers when children don’t do their homework, 78% shared about facing corporal punishment at school. 8.7% said that they faced scolding and one shared that there was no corporal punishment.

Table 9.10: Reaction of teachers 

	Reaction of Teacher on not doing homework
	Frequency
	Percent

	Corporal Punishment
	18
	78.3

	Scolding
	2
	8.7

	Did not Answer
	2
	8.7

	No corporal punishment
	1
	4.3

	Total
	23
	100.0


Desirable behavioral attributes among significant others: Child’s view

This section shares expectations of children in terms of what behavioral attributes they like or they would like to see among the significant others- the family, the friends, and the peer group. 

Within parents

Table 9.11: Changes that child wants to see in family

	Attributes which the Child wants to change in the Parents' Behavior
	Frequency
	Percent

	Beating
	11
	34.4

	Scolding
	4
	12.5

	No change desired
	11
	34.4

	Father eating Gutkha
	1
	3.1

	Quarrelling with each other
	1
	3.1

	Not answered
	4
	12.5

	Total
	32
	100.0


When children were asked about changes that they wanted to see in their parents, most of them talked about behavioral changes in terms of beating and scolding by them as a disciplining measure. Few also focused on other behaviors, such as, eating gutka and quarreling. A significant section, however, also stated that they did not desire any changes in their parents.

Within Friends

All children who shared that they had close friends, shared following as some of the reasons for liking them (see Annexure table A.9)

· plays and spends time with child

· spends money on the child

· does not beat or use abusive language

· good in studies

· helpful

· companion

· known for a long time 
Within teachers 
Restored children were asked about teachers that they liked in their schools as well as the reasons for liking these teachers. As only 23 out of 32 were school going among the respondents, their responses are provided in Table 9.12. When asked the reasons for which children liked specific teachers, children stated the following attributes of these teachers: 

· They teach well

· They are cooperative

· They are affectionate and loving

· They don’t beat the child

· They give food and clothes 

These responses reflect how most children prefer to be treated. 

Table 9.12: Reasons for liking specific teachers

	 Reason for Child liking the Teacher
	Frequency
	Percent

	The teacher teaches well
	5
	21.7

	Cooperative
	1
	4.3

	Teacher love children and occasionally give food and clothes
	1
	4.3

	Teacher doesn't beat the child
	4
	17.4

	Teacher talks affectionately
	5
	21.7

	No response
	4
	17.4

	NA*
	3
	13.1

	Total
	23
	100.0


NA implies that child did not like any teacher

Participation in Decision making at home

Parents were asked whether they sought child’s opinions in decisions concerning them. The restored children were also asked if their opinions were sought in decision making related to things concerning their life. Their responses are provided in Table 9.13. The responses of both the groups largely matched. While about 60% of parents/family members said that they involved the child in decision making, 50% of the children interviewed also stated so. 
Table 9.13: Participation of children in decision making

	Opinion of child sought in decisions concerning them
	Child's Opinion Sought in respect of Decisions concerning him/her: Parent’s responses
	Participation of Child in Decision Making on Matters related to the Child: Child view

	
	Frequency
	Percent
	Frequency
	Percent

	Yes
	35
	60.3
	16
	50.0

	No
	20
	34.5
	13
	40.6

	Sometimes
	2
	3.4
	3
	9.4

	Not answered
	1
	1.7
	0
	0

	Total
	58
	100.0
	32
	100.0


Summary

Overall, most of the restored children were either going for studies or for work or engaged in both at the time of this study. This could be linked with another finding that many families had started putting more emphasis on child’s education for modifying their behaviors. Post restoration, most families expected the restored child to behave well, to study well or to become independent and earn in future. 

At the time of this study, majority of children shared that they were not engaged in child labor however significant section did report that they were working. Many of these working children were not getting paid for it. 

In terms of their leisure time activities, majority of children shared that they played with their friends. All of them also visited relatives, which indicates their inclusion within extended families. 50% children also felt that they got opportunities to participate in decision making regarding issues related to their life at home. Children also continued to enjoy festivals. 

Children shared how they liked teachers who are loving and affectionate. However, most school going children also talked about corporal punishments at school. Many children also shared that they were scolded or beaten for making mistakes at home and wanted to change this within their family. Some children, however, also reported a change in behaviors of parents as they were not being scolded or beaten for mistakes currently.  

X. Suggestions 

This section outlines suggestions shared by parents/families, children and the active community members. These suggestions pertain to helping child stay with family and not run away. There are also suggestions for repatriation agencies as well as the school system.  

Helping the child not run away: Suggestions from Children

When asked, what could help the child in not running away, most children either did not reply or said that they did not know. Most of the children who responded focused on a helpful environment at home in which:

· Child is never beaten or scolded. 

· There is love and care 
· Concerns of children are listened to

· There is food and play time

Two children also focused on role of NGOs and said that the organization could interact with parents and children and help them in ensuring that the child does not run away. One also talked about holding the children when they try to run away. 

Strategies for Retaining Child within Home: Suggestions from parents 

When parents were asked about strategies that would help in ensuring the child stays with family and does not run away, many focused on the parenting styles. 

· Many focused on need for democratic parenting. 

· Some felt the dealing authoritatively with the child would be helpful

· Some felt that fulfilling wishes of the child is important 

· Parents should instill the values in child

· Proper care of children by parents

Some also thought that keeping the child busy or getting them educated would help. A few also focused on role of Government and said that Government should provide facilities for children at home and parents should be provided employment. 
Some said that they did not know what would help in retaining child at home. Many also did not respond to the question. 

Helping the child not run away: Suggestions from Active Community Members
Active members from the communities were asked for their ideas and suggestions related to preventing children from running away from home. The themes from suggestions by active community members are being shared below: 
Changes in locality and overall society 
· Children should get all the opportunities
· Education should be promoted and number of schools should be increased.

· Teachers should behave properly in schools and not abuse children. 

· Parks should be there in each locality for children to play 

· Some ban on films and TV serials which influence and spoil children. 

· Government should provide more employment opportunities to the parents.

Environment at home 

· Proper nutrition at home

· Parents should not scold the children

· Children should not be sent for work

· Parents should supervise and enquire more from the child. One said, “Maa baap ko poochna chahiye bacha kahan rah raha hai, kya kar raha hai” (parents should ask the child where they stay and what they do)
· Parents should give sometime to their children on regular basis and discuss the problem with them.

· No substance abuse because parents do not take care of children when they are under the influence of alcohol, etc

· Parents should solve their domestic problem.

· Parents should fulfill the legitimate desires of their children

· Parents should behave according to what child thinks and feels “Maa baap ko bacho ke mood ke anusar kaam karna chahiye”(parents should behave according to the mood of the child)
· Either child should be sent to school or to work so that child remains busy. 

· Having less number of children in family. As one said, “ Population control, kyunki jyaada bada parivaar hone se bacho ka paalan poshan theek se nahi ho paata hai” .(controlling the population because brining up children in a big family is difficult)
Role of Repatriation agency: Suggestions by the child

Most children did not give any specific suggestions when asked what the repatriation team members should do so that child does not run away again. Others primarily focused on the need for counseling the child or parents, and providing employment. Three children commented on the repatriation coordinators’ trust on child. Stating their own experience, one child said that the repatriation coordinators did not trust them when they said that they had not run away. 

Improvement in School: Suggestions by the Child

When children were asked to share suggestions for improving their schools, most of them either said that they did not know or that there were no suggestions for improvement. Few gave the following suggestions: 

· No fights in school

· A better study environment 

· Better infrastructure, such as, library, play ground, cleaning arrangement, etc

· Change in behavior of teachers: they should explain the mistakes to child instead of beating them 

One also focused on children and said that they should concentrate more on studies.

Summary

Need for changes within family and parenting styles emerged as a recurring theme among suggestions shared by all the groups of respondents. Active community members also focused on the changes in environment of child, such as, availability of playing spaces, teachers at school, etc. Children considered the role of repatriation coordinators from agency to largely involve counseling parents and children. Within the school environment, children suggested changes in infrastructure and human resources. 

CHILDREN RESTORED THROUGH CWC

XI. Case studies of children restored through CWC

1.  Akash

Akash is a 14 years old boy from MP state. He had been restored with the family by CWC in 2010.  He currently lives in Delhi in an institution run by an NGO. Parent’s have the contact number of a staff member of the NGO and are in touch with the child. Information about him was taken from his mother. 
There are six members in family including Akash-, mother, father, two sisters and a brother. Everyone has had school education. While mother has studied up to 8th, father up to 11th, elder brother up to 10th, one elder sister is pursuing graduation while the other sister is in 10th standard. Father is a laborer and does the work of loading stones in trucks. According to the mother, father has been behaving differently since last three or four years. He often gets aggressive and fights with family members. 

Akash left home because of fear of being beaten by father. One day when Akash was playing at a nearby school with his friends, he was beaten up by the owner of the school for some of his behavior. School owner threatened him that he would complain to his father. Akash was afraid of getting beaten by his father. So, he left home and reached Delhi. His parent searched for him and also lodged an FIR. Akash spent two months in Delhi and did not try to contact the family. Two months later, someone from Delhi contacted the family and asked them to take their child from a Children’s home. When they reached Delhi and met CWC, CWC members asked them not to take the child from Children’s home. According to them, Akash was unlikely to stay at home and would run away again. But mother insisted on taking the child home. Hence, Akash was restored back with family. 

After returning from Delhi, Akash used to say that he would live in Delhi and study with Bhaiya at Children’s Home of an NGO. He lived for about one month with his family and again ran away from home without informing. This time family did not make efforts to search him as Akash called up and informed that he had been living in an NGO Home for Boys. He said that he was studying and was happy there. Staff members of the NGO also spoke to family members over the phone and assured them not to worry about Akash. Akash came home for two days along with a bhaiya from the NGO in 2012. Earlier people used to talk negatively about him but now everyone appreciates him as he is studying with the NGO. Parents have also visited the NGO home and his school in 2011. They were satisfied and happy with their care. 

According to Akash’s mother, children run away from home because of physical abuse (beating) and pressure of studying. She said that many children had run away from her area. She expresses concern that Akash might get affected by such an environment here.

An active member from the community shared that there were many problems in area schools- teachers did not come to school on regular basis, teachers have to do many others tasks at school along with teaching, teachers are not satisfied with the present salary, and there was no effective system to monitor quality of school education. While discussing the issue of children’s running away, he focused on making the family environment harmonious, fulfilling children’s desires and needs, not having a very strict environment.

2.  Vandana 

Vandana is a 12 years old girl from Delhi. She was restored with family through CWC in December 2011. She has run away from home many times in last four years.  According to family, whenever she had been restored with family, she has stayed home for hardly 2 months. At the time of visit, Vandana had run away again. Information about her was taken from father. 

There are five members in her family including father, his wife, two sons and three daughters. Everyone is literate. They have been living in a rented house for last seven years. Father is an auto driver, but does not own the auto he drives. He is able to earn near about Rs. 7000/- per month. Economic condition of the family is weak and they have to borrow money from others at interest. Parents told that they had been passing through the difficult times for many years. For them it was very difficult to manage the family expenses with the limited income.

Vandana was studying in 5th class when she left her home recently in 2012.  According to the father, the family had provided shelter to someone for six months. He gave something to Vandana and since then she has been running away frequently.   
Vandana has left her home at least ten times alone. First time when she left home, she stayed outside for nearly four months. She did not contact her parents. Family searched for her but could not find her. The first time she was restored by an NGO. Many times she was found in districts of Uttar Pradesh.  Once she was restored by a Police personnel and recently she had been restored through CWC in Delhi. She had been restored to the family by CWC thrice till now. CWC Members had counseled Vandana and told her parents not to beat or scold the child at home. According to father, Vandana was not pressurized for anything and participation was taken in decision pertaining to her.

 Vandana’s father did not want others to know about her running away, as it could defame the family. Therefore, when someone asks, they say ‘she is living with her grandmother at village.’ 

According to Vandana’s friend, Vandana was aggressive. She also considered her as very possessive and did not like her talking with other friends of class. Because of this, Vandana had once slapped her.  Many times Vandana had stolen textbooks, notebooks and office documents from school and sold them in the market for her pocket money. Other children did not like her.

An elderly active member of the community considered following as reasons for children running away: most people from labor class spend money on alcohol and hence get involved in quarrels at home, children feel disturbed due to environment at home and hence leave. He emphasized on responsibility of the parents in giving attention to their children’s education and development. According to him, children studying at govt. schools go into their classes consuming alcohol and ganja while parents do not give much attention. He had also observed that girl students face eve teasing on their way from school to home. According to him, eve teasing should be stopped and parents should not provide mobile phone to their children because they misuse it.  To prevent children from running away, he suggested ban on T.V. channels and films that show inappropriate content as children imitate these behaviors. He also stated that parent should not beat their children. 

3. Veenu 

Veenu is a 15 years old girl from UP. She was restored to her family on 30th December 2011. She is living with her family at present. Information about her was taken from father as well as Veenu. 

Father is illiterate and pottery is his source of income. Monthly family income is Rs. 1000. Along with Veenu, there are 10 family members including father, mother, 3 brothers, 2 sisters, and 2 sisters-in –law.  Two of her brothers are married and live separately in the village.  One of them is engaged in pottery while another one is engaged in labor work. They do not support their father financially. Her younger sister Sheela is studying in 8th standard. Economic condition of this family is weak. Father had borrowed money on interest to manage household expenses. He has not been able to repay this money till now.

Veenu was in 8th standard when she left home without informing. Family got a phone call from police station next evening and some family members went to bring her back.  Veenu had left for Delhi in a train with a boy working in a factory in the village. She was in a relationship with him. According to Veenu, she had not thought of the consequences before leaving home.  The boy assured her that they would go to his grandfather in Delhi and get married.  A policeman met them on the railway station and threatened the boy. The boy got scared and left, leaving Veenu alone. She felt scared and started crying.  Then she was met by 2 representatives from an NGO. They listened to her and took her to the NGO run home.  They also contacted her parents though the police station next day. She lived there for 5 days. According to Veenu, staff of children’s home and the Police behaved politely with her. 

On returning home, she stopped going to school. According to the father, they had to face a lot of insult and mental torture in the village. Family restricted her interactions with the friends. Veenu also felt upset with reactions from community and stopped talking to others or going outside. She kept thinking about her past, present situation and future life. Father said that now, she has become physically very weak, looks very sad while she used to be very happy before this incident. People have stopped interacting and coming to them, and their children were not allowed to talk to his daughter. Now father is worried about his daughter’s future. In his opinion, adolescent girls should not be allowed to interact with boys and their friends involved in relationships as it affect their lives.

Veenu’s daily routine revolves around the household chores. She goes to her relatives on the occasion of festivals or marriage along with her parents. Veenu said that she finds it very difficult to forget the incident that has made her life worse. She said that family takes care of her with love. She feels upset also because according to her, the mistake was done by both – herself and the boy, but only she had to face all the problems and stigma in the village.  She wanted to continue her education but was worried about stigma that she might have to face at the school.

When asked to provide suggestions for the restoration agency, Veenu said that the boy also should have been punished as he made her run away from home and cheated her. 

An elderly active member of the village felt that children leave home because of physical abuse and torture by parents. To stop children from running away from home, he suggested that children should be treated with love and care by their parents. If children make mistakes, their parents should help them understand with love. He also thought that parents should spend more time with children, listen to them, and take their opinions in matters concerning them. 

4 and 5. Malti and Purnima 

Malti and Purnima are sisters from MP state. Malti is 9 years old and Purnima is 13. Both were restored with their families in 2011 through CWC. The research Investigator could not find their family at the adderess specified in the CWC records. According to people living near the location, people in  jhuggis were relocated to another location 5 months ago. People were able to identify the photos of children and talked about their father. According to them, father used to be seen roaming around under the influence of alcohol till 5 months ago. After relocation of jhuggis, he was not seen again. At the new location where jhuggis had been relocated, nobody had information about the family’s current location though some were able to identify the family. 

6. Poonam

Poonam is a 16 years old girl from MP. She was restored with the family in 2011. She is now married and lives with her in-laws. Information about her was taken from her mother. 

There are 11 members in family including father, mother, seven sisters and two brothers along with Poonam. Mother is 35 year old and illiterate. Parents sell rice and sugar in exchange of rags and waste iron. This family also goes outside the district for selling things occasionally. Their average monthly income is approximately 20,000. They do not have work for four months during the rainy weather and have to survive with their savings. They save their money with a jewelry shop owner at their village. They have been depositing their savings to him for many years.  Mother said that he helps them in their difficult time by providing them money at interest.

Poonam was studying in school. Mother shared that she had suspicion that Poonam was in a intimate relationship with someone. Therefore, once when Poonam was talking to someone over the phone, her mother had beaten her. Because of this, Poonam left alone on a train to reach her elder sister’s home living in another district. But by mistake she reached Gwalior and then Delhi. Family searched her everywhere and also lodged an FIR. They spent about Rs. 12000 in searching for her. 

At Delhi’s railway station, 2 representatives from an NGO met her, took her to Police Station and then to their organization. They took her elder sister’s mobile number and informed them about Poonam. Poonam was produced before the CWC.  Her parents were asked to approach CWC one month later. Then she was sent with the family. CWC members asked them not to beat or torture Poonam, but to provide her with love and care. They also counseled the child that she should not leave home on minor things.  According to mother, Poonam had changed for better after her stay in Delhi. 

When she came back home, family got her married under pressure from relatives and community. Poonam wanted to continue education. Her opinion was not sought in this as traditionally all the decisions are taken by the parents for their daughters. According to mother, Poonam is happy with husband at her in law’s home.  

Besides Poonam there were seven more girls in the family. They could not afford to send children to school. After Poonam’s admission, they started sending their two other children to school for education. They had to face many problems in bringing up their children. According to her, she did not want more than 2 children. But her husband did not agree and hence they have a large family now. It was very difficult for them to fulfill basic needs of children. She felt that physical abuse was the main reason behind children’s running away and therefore parents should not beat them. Instead, they should deal with them with love and care.

According to an active community member, there were many difficulties concerning children in their community.  Teachers did not teach properly and often came late, children had to walk two kilometers everyday to reach school, nutritious mid day meal was not given to children on regular basis. Children below 6 years of age in Anganwadi got unhygienic meal.  Unemployment and poverty were also major problems for the people of village. 

7. Sabir

Sabir is a 14 years old boy from MP state. He was restored with the family in 2010. Before this he had run away from home four times.  Sabir now works as white wash painter and gets Rs 150 after working for 8 hours. He is close to his elder sister. His daily routine involves work as well playing and roaming with friends.  He likes Eid festival as he gets to wear new clothes. Information was taken from Sabir as well as his father. 

There are 10 members along with Sabir in his family, including father, mother, 4 brothers and three sisters-in-law. However, three married brothers live separately along with their spouses. Father is 60 year old and illiterate. He works as a security guard in Gwalior and wife does the work of cooking in weddings.  The total monthly income of the family from all sources is approximately Rs. 6000. To meet the daily expenses of the family, many times father has to borrow money on interest. The economic condition of this family is weak. Very often they have to pass through the economic crisis.  

Sabir was studying in 6th standard when he left home. Sabir left home when he got annoyed with his elder brother over an issue. The elder brother did not have a mobile phone so once he forcibly took it from Sabir and had also beaten him. Therefore Sabir left along with three friends. Together they decided to go to Delhi as they had heard about places such as Red Fort, India Gate, Jama Masjid that they wanted to see.  However, in Delhi, he and his friends started working with other children at a Railway Station as a rag picker. He had 25 friends at the Railway Station. Meanwhile, his family tried searching for him and spent Rs. 5500 to locate him. Three months later, family received a phone call from Delhi and they were asked to come and take Sabir. When family went to take Sabir the official told them to take care of the child properly with love so that he should not leave home again. They also warned them that if he ran away again and was brought before them they would not restore him to his parents.

Sabir shared what he liked and what he found difficult while living in Delhi. He had 25 friends with whom he used to spend most of his time in rag picking, in education class, making drawings, participating in cultural programs and other activities organized by the NGOs. Occasionally he went to NGO run night shelters along with other children. According to Sabir, Didi-Bhaiya there used to tell them many good things and helped them in their difficult times.  He said that once he was sitting on railway track with some of his friends, and all of a sudden some policemen encircled them and started beating them. They threatened the children to pay Rs. 100 every day for working at station or to leave the station as soon as possible. To protect themselves from daily problems with Police, they talked to an NGO representative who organized a children’s meeting with the higher authorities of Police. After this meeting some changes could be seen in their attitude, but within two or three days, Police would again start beating them. One day, he was caught by the Police during rag picking and was sent to a children’s home. Here, he was asked the contact number of his father by a didi. They informed his family and called them to Delhi to take Sabir. He said that he had willingly returned home and did not want to leave again. 

 After his return from children’s home he did not go back to school as he was not interested in studying. According to father, children leave home due to bad company, and intake of harmful substances decreases their attachment with the family. He felt that to prevent children from leaving home, parent should not consume alcohol or create conflicts at home. He also felt that the Government should ban the harmful substances, as they are easily available everywhere.

Sabir has 12 friends. His friends asked about his life in Delhi when he came back. There was no change in their behavior or attitude towards him. He said that he is not asked for his opinion in the matters pertaining to him by his parents. Though his family members love him, but sometimes he does not like it when they rebuke him or force him to do anything. He remembered that while living on the street he had complete freedom, and nobody was there to interfere in their matters. Sabir thinks that NGOs should counsel the parents so that they should not beat or rebuke their children. Parents should deal with their children with love. He also told that he had been taking white fluid when he was studying in 6th standard. But after his restoration in 2010, he stopped doing it. 

Sabir’s friend said that his neighborhood does not have a positive perception of Sabir but that would change now that he has started working. 

According to the active community member, children run away from home because of- physical abuse, pressure of studies by parents, because of company of bad boys, and because of conflicts at home.  To prevent children from leaving their homes, he suggested that the needs of children should be fulfilled, they should not be beaten up, and parents should not take alcohol in front of children or engage in conflicts. 

8. Ritika

Ritika is 16 years old girl from UP state.  She has studied till 2nd class. She was produced in front of CWC in 2011.  She had run away from home 2-3 times. Once she had run away alone for about 9 months. According to the CWC documents, Ritika has borderline personality disorder. She has also attempted suicide several times. At present, she is in a Govt. home where she is also receiving mental health support from an NGO’s team.  Family does not come to meet her at this Govt. home. 
Information about Ritika was primarily taken from her mother who is 40 years old and studied only Arabic language. After the mother’s interview, Ritika’s grandmother also came and spoke to the research investigator. 

They are 9 members in the family including- father, mother, 4 brothers, 2 sisters along with Ritika.   Ritika’s elder sister had also run away and was not living with the family at the time of the study. Ritika’s father is a rickshaw puller  and earns around Rs. 30 to 40 per day. Family bears their everyday expenses on this small amount. The financial condition of the family is weak and they have to borrow money from others on interest. Their land is also under mortgage. This was a small piece of land that had been inherited by the father after the property division. This family did not have strong position within their community. This was observed by the research investigator as well. 

According to the CWC report, Ritika had been sexually abused by her uncle. This information was confirmed by the mother as well as the grandmother. This uncle is a cousin of the father and had repeatedly abused her. This uncle lives in the same community. Mother reported that he had gotten married recently. Ritika also faced physical abuse from her mother, as per the CWC information. 

According to mother she used to ask Ritika’s opinion in decisions pertaining to her. She also advised Ritika to live properly because if something wrong happens then there would be many problems in her marriage. 

In her interview with the research investigator, the mother stated that she did not know where Ritika was and did not want her to come back as she had brought bad name to the family. Ritika’s grandmother also said that the girl should not be brought back home. A cousin of Ritika who first seemed willing to be interviewed as her friend, later did not stay for the interview as she did not want to be associated with Ritika in any manner. Information about Ritika suggests stigma and exclusion. It also indicates how Ritika had to continue to live in a threatening and unsafe environment as the Uncle (who abused her) continued to live in the same locality. 
9. Aftab

Aftab is a 13 year old boy from UP state. He was restored with family in 2011 through CWC order. He had been away from home for a month.  He was also engaged in substance abuse. Information about Aftab was taken from a peer from the same community. At the time of the study, Aftab was reported to be staying on his own as his family had left for Bihar. While the family wanted to take him along, Aftab ran away from the spot when family was leaving. 
When the researcher reached the given address he did not find Aftab or any other member of the family. Aftab’s friend informed that there were 6 members in the family- 3 brothers, 1 sister, father and mother.  Aftab’s elder brother used to stay with his maternal grandmother. Aftab’s father used to do kabadi work. Aftab used to help his father by taking the kabadi material to a godown. Here he met rag pickers who used to take drugs. Aftab also started using drugs then onwards. Two years ago, his family got to know about his habit of taking drugs when he started stealing from home. 
Aftab was also known to engage in stealing things from others’ house and shops. He also engaged in abusive behavior. Once, when his family asked him to leave the house, he started living with other people in the locality. But when he started stealing from other’s houses, he was left with no place to stay. Others then did not allow him to stay at their place.  Aftab’s friend (who was interviewed) used to give him food at times but Aftab did not take it. Once, family had tied up Aftab to deter him from taking drugs. They gave him food but he did not take any. Family then gave up and started believing that he probably would not survive without drugs. Neighbors also started asking the family to leave due to Aftab’s behaviors. Once Aftab left home and reached Delhi.  He was made to go through a deaddiction process and later restored with the family.  For sometime after returning he remained sober but soon he started abusing drugs.

People in locality had seen Aftab about 5-7 days ago. No one seemed sure of his location at the time of researcher’s visit. Based on information about the usual spots of children engaged in rag-picking or drugs, the research investigator visited three places. Aftab was not found anywhere. 
10. Raman

Raman belongs to the state of Uttar Pradesh. He was restored to his maternal uncle in November 2010. Raman has one younger brother. His mother had died at the time of giving birth to his younger brother. Later, he was being brought up by his paternal grandmother and father. He completed his 10th standard and was enrolled in ITI for pursuing technical training. His father and his paternal uncles were involved in farming and when there was a need, Raman used to help out in the farming process. 

While being enrolled in ITI, his father suddenly expired. He had now lost both his parents. What followed was worse when the paternal uncles refused to give him a share in the family property. Raman felt very disturbed and went away from home. He stayed away from home for two months. During this period he did not establish any contact with his family. Thereafter, the CWC established contact with the maternal uncle, who also informed the paternal uncle about him. The paternal uncles regretted their decision of not giving a share in the property to their nephew Raman. 

The maternal and paternal uncles went to take Raman from the CWC but the CWC accepted the documents of maternal uncle only. That’s why the research investigator approached the maternal uncle to enquire about Raman. 

Raman, after going back was re-enrolled in the ITI with little difficulty and is pursuing the studies there now. He stays in the hostel of ITI but otherwise he is being taken care of by his paternal uncle. 

Themes from analysis of case studies in comparison with children restored directly by the NGO

· Children restored through CWC had spent more time outside their home. 

· Experiences with NGO representatives were perceived to be helpful and positive by children. A child hence may choose to stay with the NGO instead of family. In situations where child may not want to come back home, one has to reflect on the possible options, and also assess the viability of keeping many children in the institutional care or on streets (with NGO intervention). One has to reflect on short term and long term impacts of such a decision on the child.  
· Reasons for leaving home and suggestions to prevent children from running away were largely similar to the one shared in cases restored by NGO. 

· Sexual abuse emerged as one of factors contributing to girls’ running away. Mental health impacts of sexual abuse are understandable in terms of the frequent running away, self harm, and other behavioral difficulties. Restoration without removing the threat of sexual abuse from the environment cannot be considered helpful.

· Despite facilities for de-addiction for children (even though extremely limited), the chances of relapse continue to be high.  Strategies for working in such cases may have to be differentially evolved.

· Factors that are likely to result in girls being looked down upon in the community post restoration have to be recognized before restoring the child to the family. 
XII. Conclusions and Recommendations 
Conclusion 1: If a child has run away only one or two times and repatriation happens swiftly, then the child is more likely to stay at home, and they are less likely to face negative changes in attitudes and behaviors from friends/peers.
Conclusion 2: When children are restored swiftly, their experiences of street life are none or very limited. Thus, the magnetic force of street life does not operate on them. 
Recommendation: Earlier restoration is better.  If the duration of child being away from home is less, then it is less likely to impact other areas of life, such as, schooling, interaction with friends, etc.  This also prevents many children from being impacted by the negative experiences of street life. 

Conclusion 3: Restoration experience was often perceived to be less negative by people when it was done by NGO and not the police. However, when restored through CWC, experience with Police personnel was not always reported to be negative unless the child had experienced street life. Hence, role of Police can be seen on a continuum. On this continuum, police can be a violator of rights on one end and a protector on the other. 

Recommendation: It is important that all stakeholders from restoration agency are sensitive towards needs of children and families in the process of restoration.  It is important to build rapport with children and families and treat them with equal respect and dignity. It is helpful to review existing protocols to see how they can be made more helpful. For example, if a child had not in fact run away and the repatriation team found it difficult to trust the child’s version, then it is important to apologize and acknowledge in front of children that the child was right. 

Conclusion 4: Reason for running away is often a threat or actual beating or scolding at home. 

Recommendation: Intervention is required at three levels here: 


· At the level of parents or family: Parents need to be helped to think of alternate methods of communicating their disagreement with child’s behavior or for behavior modification.

· At the level of child: For a child, running away is usually one of the solutions to deal with impact of factors at home. Child would need to be helped in discovering other solutions to deal with negative impacts. They would also benefit from capacity building on life skills such as– communication skills, negotiating, decision making, problem solving, etc.  

· At the level of community: Need for systems that a child can access when upset. This could be a peer, a helpful and sensitive teacher, a club or just the parks where child can go and play. 

Conclusion 5: In post-restoration phase, overall number of children engaged in child labor is higher than the period prior to child’s running away. 

Conclusion 6: Most children belonged to families with inadequate resources to address needs of all family members. This is reflected from the finding that most families had monthly income between Rs 2000 to 9000. Most families also had the number of dependents from 3 to 6.   Also, most of these families were engaged

 in daily wage or unorganized labor. 

Recommendation: Work is needed beyond restoration. A process of follow up with family and child after the restoration phase would be helpful to monitor how needs of children are being addressed in families. Such a follow up needs to focus on helping the child engage in age appropriate activities. It is important to acknowledge that every parent is also looking for a solution which will keep the child from running away. While some families might link child labor with poor economic conditions, some families do not always state this as the primary reason for child labor. Solutions have to be discovered with families which have no option but to take the child along with themselves to work or keep the child engaged so that the child remains under supervision most of the time and not run away again. Also, support systems have to be developed within communities to ensure that needs of all children are being met. 


Conclusion 7: Within the group of run-away children, there is a group more vulnerable and at risk. These include, children with disability, children without biological parents, children engaged in substance abuse, children who have been sexually abused, and children who run away repeatedly. In case of repeated run-away, parents/families also feel helpless and hopeless. 

Conclusion 8: Children, who do not have any parent alive, may get excluded from their entitlements, such as property rights. 

Conclusion 9: Children who have faced sexual abuse are likely to run away more than 1-2 times and may face greater stigma due to their behaviors. 

Recommendations: 

· More frequent follow up is required with families and children where the child is considered more vulnerable and at risk. That could be useful in finding and applying solutions such that the child feels comfortable at home. 

· Sometimes, one has to find specific resources to address specific needs, such as of children with disability or children engaged in substance abuse.  Considering that the restoration agencies would anyway come in contact with such children, the teams need to be oriented towards specific helpful interventions in such cases. As these children are more likely to face exclusion and feel unsupported, they need to be focused upon more. 
· Strategies would need to be evolved for children engaged in substance abuse as there would be chances of relapse if children are restored with their families without a plan to prevent relapse or without frequent follow up. 

· It is necessary to be aware of the entitlements of all children, especially those without biological parents. In cases, where both parents have died, child’s property rights should also be looked at. 

· Children who have faced sexual abuse should not be restored with their families unless there is no further threat of abuse. Child should be trusted instead of being stigmatized. Remembering that the trust of this child has been broken by someone known to the family, it is important to acknowledge that such trust would take a long time to be re-built and would require a non-stigmatizing and supportive environment within family and the community. Role of CWC and the restoration agency should be reviewed in these cases- will the abuser be punished? 
Conclusion 10: A girl child is likely to face more exclusion and stigma after the running away-restoration episode. This impacts the future life options for the girl child. 
Recommendation: Restoration may not lead to rehabilitation till family accepts the child without stigma. More intensive work may be required with the family so as to enhance their capacity to deal with the societal stigma that they might encounter and which in turn would get displaced on to the child. 

Conclusion 11: Some commxe "Children:with disability"

xe "Children:with disability"unities did not have areas for children to play and some did not have schools.

Recommendation: For a child to engage in age appropriate activities, resources also need to be present. In the absence of such resources, organizations and communities need to advocate for such resources and also apply innovative solutions where possible. 

Conclusion 12: After the running away-restoration episode, parents do attempt to bring changes in their parenting styles, including their disciplining processes. This is reflected in acknowledgements of some children about changes that they have seen in their parents. 

Recommendation: It is important to acknowledge that parents do have the ability to modify their parenting styles. Hence, parents can be seen as partners in the process of preventing children from running away from home. It could be useful for supporting parents in their parenting role by suggesting helpful strategies in dealing with the child, especially in terms of communication and negotiation skills. 
Conclusion 13: Birth order of child may have a role to play among the factors that contribute to running away of children as children in this study were second in birth order in their families. 

Recommendation: This is an area of further research.
To conclude, 
Admittedly, the focus of the current study has primarily been on children restored through the NGO. A number of findings have been generated which would be useful for strategizing in future. However, since the number of CWC cases that were covered as part of the study was very small, it may be difficult to use the findings for programming. A more intense study of only CWC cases is thus warranted if a comparison is to be drawn between the restoration process undertaken by the NGO and the CWC. The methodology used for this study might be instructive for undertaking such a research. 
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ANNEXURE I: Tables
Table A.1: Gender of children who were available for interviews 

	
	 
	Gender of the Child
	Total

	 
	 
	Male
	Female
	 

	District
	Agra
	Count
	3
	3
	6

	 
	 
	% within District
	50.0%
	50.0%
	100.0%

	 
	Firozabad
	Count
	2
	0
	2

	 
	 
	% within District
	100.0%
	.0%
	100.0%

	 
	Gwalior
	Count
	18
	0
	18

	 
	 
	% within District
	100.0%
	.0%
	100.0%

	 
	Morena
	Count
	6
	0
	6

	 
	 
	% within District
	100.0%
	.0%
	100.0%

	Total
	Count
	29
	3
	32

	 
	% within District
	90.6%
	9.4%
	100.0%


Table A.2: Issues related to schools in the area- according to the Active Community Members

	Issues in Schools as per Active Community Member
	District-wise responses
	Total

	
	Agra
	Firozabad
	Gwalior
	Morena
	

	Problems of Teachers
	2
	0
	3
	1
	6

	lack of Govt. Schools
	4
	0
	0
	0
	4

	Lack of recreational Facility
	1
	0
	2
	0
	3

	Poor Quality of Education
	2
	2
	9
	4
	17

	No facility for Higher Education
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	Lack of Awareness
	0
	0
	2
	0
	2

	Mid-day meal is not nutritious
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1

	No drinking water
	0
	0
	1
	0
	1

	No Problems
	1
	2
	9
	2
	14

	No response
	1
	0
	1
	0
	2

	Total
	10
	5
	27
	7
	51


Table A.3: Children’s reasons for running away from home

	
	
	Reasons for Run Away: by children for themselves
	Total

	
	
	To earn money
	Scolding and Beating by parents/Elders
	Angry and Upset with Family
	Peer Pressure
	Loneliness
	Influence of Intoxication
	Not a case of run away
	Felt like going out of home
	

	Boys <12 Years
	Count
	1
	3
	1
	4
	0
	1
	2
	1
	13

	
	% 
	7.7%
	23.1%
	7.7%
	30.8%
	.0%
	7.7%
	15.4%
	7.7%
	100.0%

	Boys >12 Years
	Count
	0
	9
	1
	0
	1
	0
	3
	2
	16

	
	% 
	.0%
	56.2%
	6.2%
	.0%
	6.2%
	.0%
	18.8%
	12.5%
	100.0%

	Girls
	Count
	0
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	3

	
	% 
	.0%
	33.3%
	33.3%
	.0%
	.0%
	.0%
	.0%
	33.3%
	100.0%

	Total
	Count
	1
	13
	3
	4
	1
	1
	5
	4
	32

	
	%
	3.1%
	40.6%
	9.4%
	12.5%
	3.1%
	3.1%
	15.6%
	12.5%
	100.0%


Table A.4: Age-wise categorization of current engagement of restored children 

	Current Engagement
	
	Age group
	Total

	
	
	Boys <12 Years
	Boys >12 Years
	Girls
	

	At school
	Count
	13
	11
	0
	24

	
	% within Agewise Category
	52.0%
	37.9%
	.0%
	41.4%

	At work
	Count
	7
	8
	4
	19

	
	% within Agewise Category
	28.0%
	27.6%
	100.0%
	32.8%

	At home
	Count
	2
	1
	0
	3

	
	% within Agewise Category
	8.0%
	3.4%
	.0%
	5.2%

	Run away
	Count
	2
	4
	0
	6

	
	% within Agewise Category
	8.0%
	13.8%
	.0%
	10.3%

	School and Work
	Count
	1
	4
	0
	5

	
	% within Agewise Category
	4.0%
	13.8%
	.0%
	8.6%

	Other
	Count
	0
	1
	0
	1

	
	% within Agewise Category
	.0%
	3.4%
	.0%
	1.7%

	Total
	Count
	25
	29
	4
	58

	
	% within Agewise Category
	100.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%


Table A.5: District wise information on current engagement of restored children

	Current Engagement of the child
	
	District
	Total

	
	
	Agra
	Firozabad
	Gwalior
	Morena
	

	At school
	Count
	2
	2
	16
	4
	24

	
	% within District
	16.7%
	40.0%
	50.0%
	44.4%
	41.4%

	At work
	Count
	7
	1
	9
	2
	19

	
	% within District
	58.3%
	20.0%
	28.1%
	22.2%
	32.8%

	At home
	Count
	1
	1
	1
	0
	3

	
	% within District
	8.3%
	20.0%
	3.1%
	.0%
	5.2%

	Run away
	Count
	1
	1
	3
	1
	6

	
	% within District
	8.3%
	20.0%
	9.4%
	11.1%
	10.3%

	School and Work
	Count
	0
	0
	3
	2
	5

	
	% within District
	.0%
	.0%
	9.4%
	22.2%
	8.6%

	Other
	Count
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1

	
	% within District
	8.3%
	.0%
	.0%
	.0%
	1.7%

	Total
	Count
	12
	5
	32
	9
	58

	
	% within District
	100.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%


Table A.6: Engagement of children in labor- Gender-wise

	Gender
	
	Engagement in the Child Labor
	Total

	
	
	Yes
	

	Male
	Count
	13
	13

	
	% within Gender 
	100.0%
	100.0%

	Female
	Count
	1
	1

	
	% within Gender
	100.0%
	100.0%

	Total 
	Count
	14
	14

	
	% within Gender
	100.0%
	100.0%


Table A.7: Engagement of children in labor- District wise

	District 
	
	Engagement in the Child Labor
	Total

	
	
	Yes
	No
	

	Agra
	Count
	4
	2
	6

	
	% within District
	66.7%
	33.3%
	100.0%

	Firozabad
	Count
	0
	2
	2

	
	% within District
	.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%

	Gwalior
	Count
	7
	11
	18

	
	% within District
	38.9%
	61.1%
	100.0%

	Morena
	Count
	3
	3
	6

	
	% within District
	50.0%
	50.0%
	100.0%

	Total 
	Count
	14
	18
	32

	
	% within District
	43.8%
	56.2%
	100.0%


Table A.8: Festivals liked by children

	The festival which the Child likes the most
	Frequency
	Percent

	Holi
	3
	9.4

	Diwali
	25
	78.1

	Holi, Diwali, Rakshabandan
	3
	9.4

	None
	1
	3.1

	Total
	32
	100.0


Table A.9: Child’s reasons for liking the friend

	Reasons for liking the friend
	Frequency
	Percent

	Plays with the child
	3
	9.4

	Spends time with the Child
	3
	9.4

	Spends money on Child
	1
	3.1

	Lives close to school
	1
	3.1

	Because he doesn't beat 
	3
	9.4

	He is intelligent and good in studies
	3
	9.4

	Plays and helps during fight with others
	1
	3.1

	No Special Reasons
	1
	3.1

	No answer
	1
	3.1

	Plays, wander around together and help
	2
	6.2

	He doesn't use abusive language
	1
	3.1

	Gives company in bad times
	2
	6.2

	Permits to watch TV in his house
	1
	3.1

	Works together
	1
	3.1

	Known for long time
	1
	3.1

	He is a nice boy
	1
	3.1

	NA*
	6
	18.8

	Total
	32
	100.0


NA implies that child does not have a close friend. 
ANNEXURE II: Interview Schedules

Interview Schedule for Parents/Guardians
नाम:





आयु:




लिंग:





पता: 





षिक्षा का स्तर:



बच्चे के साथ संबन्ध
Name of Investigator

Date

1.
आप इस जगह पर कब से रह रहे है ?

2.
इस इलाके मे लोग आम तौर पर क्या काम करते है ?

3.
आमतौर पर इस जगह मे लोग कितना कमा लेते है ?

4.
आमतौर पर यहां पर कितने महीने काम रहता है ??

यदि पूरा साल काम उपलब्ध है तो सवाल 6 पर जायें ।
5.
यदि पूरा साल काम नही रहता है तो बाकी महीने मे लोग क्या क्या करते है ? अथवा अपना गुजर बसर कैसे करते है। ?

6.
यदि आपको पैसे की जरूरत होती है तो इस जरूरत को कैसे पूरी करते हैं ?

7.
क्या आप को भी कभी आर्थिक समस्या हुई है?हां/या नही
8.
यदि हा तो आपने उसे दूर करने के लिए क्या किया ?

9.
आप के परिवार मे कौन-कौन लोग है ?

10.
हम समझ सकते है कि जब आपका बच्चा घर छोड़ के गया था तो आपको काफी परेषानी का सामना करना पड़ा होगा। आपकी समझ से आपका बच्चा किन कारणो से घर छोड कर गया था ?

11.
आपका बच्चा घर छोड़कर पहली बार गया है या एक से ज्यादा बार गया है ?

12.
क्या आपका बच्चा अकेले गया था या और भी कोई साथ मे था ? (पिछले दो साल )
13.
आपका बच्चा कितने समय तक घर से बाहर रहा ? 

14.
क्या उस दौरान उसने कभी आप से सम्पर्क करने की कोषिष की ? यदि हां तो किस तरह कि कोषिष की ?

15.
जब आपका बच्चा घर छोड़ कर गया तो आपने उसे खोजने के लिए क्या-क्या प्रयास किये ?

16.
इन प्रयासो मे आपको क्या-क्या परेषानियां आई ?

17.
आपके बच्चे को ढूंढने मे आपको किस-किस ने सहयोग किया ? और किस प्रकार का सहयोग किया ?

18.
अखिरकार आपका बच्चा किस तरह घर वापस आया ?(मगचसंपद जीम चतवबमेेद्ध
19.
क्या आप अपने बच्चे को लाने गए थे या कोई छोडने आया था ?

20.
यदि आप लेने गए थे तो आपका सम्पर्क किन-किन अधिकारियों के साथ हुआ था ?

21.
यदि संस्था का आदमी घर छोडने आया था तो कितनी देर तक रुका  था  ?

22.
उस दौरान उन्होने आपसे और बच्चे से क्या बात की ?

23.
घर से जाने के पहले आपका बच्चा क्या करता था ?

क- बाहर काम करता था 
ख- स्कूल जाता था।

ग- घर पर रहता था।
घ - अन्य (विवरण दीजिए)
24. अगर काम करता था तो कहां काम करता था 
25. यदि काम करता था तो रोज काम पर जाता था? हां या नही 
26 यदि हां तो कितनी देर काम करता था।
27 उसे कितना पैसा मिलता था।
28 यदि मालिक का व्यवहार बच्चे के प्रति अच्छा नहीं था तो उस पर आपकी क्या प्रतिक्रिया /भावना थी?

29. यदि स्कूल जाता था तो कौन सी कक्षा में पढता था?

30 घर वापस आने के बाद अब आपका बच्चा क्या करता है ?

क- पढ़ाई 
ख- घर पे रहता है
ग- कोई काम मे लगा है
घ- अन्य (विवरण दीजिए)
31 यदि स्कूल में जाता था तो दुबारा दाखिले में क्या कुछ परेषानियां आयी ?

32. जब आपका बच्चा घर वापस आया था तो आपने उसमें क्या बदलाव पाया ?

33. बच्चे के वापस आने के बाद क्या आस पडोस के लोगों में व दोस्तों के व्यवहार में उसके प्रति कोई बदलाव आया?   हां / नहीं 
यदि हां तो क्या बदलाब आया । 
34. क्या जब आप अपने बच्चे के बारे मे कोई फैसला करते है तो उसकी राय पूछते है ?

35 अब आपका बच्चा घर वापस आया और वो आपके साथ रहता है तो आप उसमे क्या बदलाव देखना चाहते है ? 

36. इस बदलाव को लाने के लिए आप क्या प्रयास कर रहे हैं और आगे आप क्या प्रयास करने का सोच रहे है ?

37. बच्चे के परिवरिष में मां-बाप को बहुत कठिनाईया आती है, अब तक  आपका अनुभव कैसा रहा ?

38 आपके हिसाब से बच्चे अपना परिवार छोड़ कर क्यो चले जाते है ?

39 बच्चे अपना परिवार छोड़कर ना जाए इसके लिए क्या करना चाहिए ? 

Details of Family Members

	S.No
	Name
	Relationship with respondent 
	Gender
	Age 
	Education
	Current Engagement

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Total monthly income: 

No. of dependents:

क्या इसके अलावा आप और कुछ कहना चाहेगें । 
धन्यवाद 
Interview Schedule for Child’s Friend/Peer

नाम:





आयु:




लिंग:





पता: 





षिक्षा का स्तर:



बच्चे के साथ संबन्ध
1.
................... बता रहा था आप उसके सबसे अच्छे दोस्त हो, आप लोग कब से एक दूसरे को जानते हो?

2.
आप लोग एक दूसरे के साथ कितना समय रहते हो?

3.
आपको अपने दोस्त की कौन-कौन सी बात अच्छी लगती है?

4.
क्या आप कभी अपने दोस्त से नाराज हुए हो? हां / ना 
5.
यदि हां तो किस बात पर?

6.
आप अपने दोस्त की कौन सी आदत बदलना चाहोगे?  

7.
वो तो आपका दोस्त है, आपको अपने मन की बात बताता होगा तो क्या उसने अपने घर छोड़ कर जाने का जिक्र किया था? यदि हां तो वह किस बात पर घर छोडकर क्यों जाना चाहता था ?  

8.
आपको कुछ याद है कि उस दिन कुछ खास हुआ था जिसके कारण वो घर छोड़ कर गया था?

9.
अब तो वो घर वापस आ गया है, अब आप लोग साथ मे क्या-क्या करते हो?

10.
क्या आपको उसके साथ रहने या खेलने के लिए कोई मना करता है?

11.
आस पडोस के लोगों की आपके दोस्त के बारे में क्या राय है?

12.
क्या इस दोस्त के इलावा आपके इलाके में कोई और भी बच्चे है जो घर छोड़ कर गए है?

13.
क्या आपका दोस्त अब भी घर छोड़ने की बात करता है? हां/ना
14.
यदि हां तो वो फिर घर में क्यूं नहीं रहना चाहता है?

15.
आपको क्या लगता है उस को किस तरह की मदद की जरुरत है कि वो अच्छे से घर पर रह सके /आगे से घर ना छोड़े?

16.
बच्चे घर छोड़कर ना जाए, इसके लिए घर मे, स्कूल मे और आसपास के माहौल मे क्या बदलाव लाने की जरुरत है?

Interview Schedule for Active Member of Community

नाम:





आयु:




लिंग:





पता: 





षिक्षा का स्तर:


                              Current Engagement  

1.
क्या आप बताना चाहेंगे कि आप कितने समय से इस जगह मे रह रहे है ?

2.
आपके अनुसार इस गांव /कस्बे में रोज मरह की जिन्दगी में क्या समस्याएं है, खास तौर पर बच्चों के विशय को लेकर?

3.
क्या आपको पता है आपके गांव/कस्बे में कौन-कौन सी सरकारी योजनाए चल रही है?

4.
क्या योजनाओ का लोग पूरी तरह से फायदा उठा रहे है?

5.
यहां के कुछ बच्चे घर को बताये बिना चले गए है। आपकी समझ से इसके पीछे क्या करण हो सकता है? 

6.
आपको क्या लगता है कि इन बच्चो को वापस लाने के लिए क्या प्रयास किए जाते है। 
7.
क्या यहां के बच्चे आमतौर पर किसी रोजगार मे लगे है?

8.
आपके गांव/कस्बे में खोये हुए बच्चों के बारे में जानकारी प्राप्त करने के लिये लोग कहां जाते हैं 
9.
क्या आप किसी को जानते हो जो वहां मदद के लिए गया हो? हां या ना
10.
यदि हां तो क्या आप जानते है कि उनका अनुभव कैसा था? 

11.
क्या आपने कभी बाल कल्याण समिति के बारे में सुना है? हां या ना 
12.
यदि हां तो क्या आपके जिले में बाल कल्याण समिति है? 

13.
आपके अनुसार बच्चे के विकास में स्कूल की क्या भूमिका है?

14.
क्या आपके गावं या षहर के स्कूल में कोई समस्याएं है जिसमें सुधार की जरुरत है?

15.
क्या आप अपना सुझाव देना चाहेंगे कि घर से बच्चे ना भागे, उसके लिए क्या किया जाये? 

Interview Schedule for the Restored Child

नाम:





आयु:




लिंग:





पता: 





षिक्षा का स्तर:
                         केस नं0



दिनांक



Ecogram

1.
आपके परिवार में कौन-कौन है? 

2.
क्या कारण है जिसकी वजह से आप को इनके साथ रहना या बात करना अच्छा लगता है?

3.
कोई ऐसा सदस्य जिससे बात करने में हिचकिचाहट होती है?

4.
कल पूरे दिन आपने क्या-क्या किया? क्या सभी दिन ऐसे होते है या कुछ अलग भी होते है, हां या नही 
5.
यदि हां तो उन दिनों में आप और क्या करते है ?

6.
अपने घर के अलावा क्या आप और कोई रिषतेदारों के घर षादी या त्यौहार पर जाते है?  हां या नही
7.
यदि हां तो किसके साथ जाते हैं? 

8.
यदि हां तो पिछली बार आप अब कब गये थे? 

9.
आपको कौन सा पर्व या त्यौहार सबसे अच्छा लगता है? 

10.
आपको यह त्यौहार किस कारण से ज्यादा पसंनद है?

11.
आपको कौन सा मौसम अच्छा लगता है और क्यो?

12.
आपके लिए कब-कब नए कपडे़ बनाए/ खरीदे जाते है?

13.
सर्दी /जाड़े के मौसम में आप क्या-क्या पहनते है?

14.
रात को सोते समय क्या ओढ़़ कर सोते हो?

15.
क्या आप या आपके परिवार का कोई सदस्य पिछले 2-3 महीनों में बीमार हुआ है? हां या नही 
यदि हां तो उन्हें क्या हुआ था ? 

16.
यदि हां तो उनका ईलाज कहां करवाया गया?

17.
जब कोई आस पड़ोस में बीमार होता है तो उन्हे ईलाज के लिए कहां लेकर जाते है?

18.
क्या आप स्कूल जाते है? (हां/नही) 
यदि  हां तो प्रष्न नं0 19-28 तक का जवाब दंे ?

19.
आप कौन-सी कक्षा में पढते हो?

20.
आपको कौन-कौन से विशय पढाये जाते है? आपको कौनसा विशय अच्छा लगता है ?

21.
स्कूल के बाद यदि आपको पढाई में कोई मदद की जरुरत होती है तो आप किसकी मदद लेते है?

22.
आप बड़े होकर क्या बनना चाहते हो?

23.
क्या आपके पास स्कूल बैग है

? यदि हां तो आप उसमें क्या-क्या लेकर जाते हो ?

24.
आपके स्कूल में कितने टीचर है ? 

25.
यदि कोई बच्चा स्कूल का काम नही करके जाता तो टीचर क्या करती/ करता  है ?

26.
यदि आपको अपने स्कूल में बदलाव लाना हो तो क्या करना चाहेंगे ?

27.
आपको कौन-से टीचर पसन्द है और क्यों ?

28.
यदि आप स्कूल नही जाते हो तो क्या आप पहले कभी स्कूल गये है ? हां या नही 
29.
यदि नही तो कौन सी कक्षा तक पढे़ हो ?

30.
स्कूल छोड़ने के पीछे क्या कारण था ?

31.
आपको खाली समय में क्या करना अच्छा लगता है ?

32.
आपके कितने अच्छे दोस्त है। 
33.
आपका सबसे अच्छा दोस्त कौन-सा है और क्यों ?

34.
दोस्तो के साथ कितना समय बिताते हो ?

35.
आप अपने दोस्तो के साथ क्या-क्या करते हो ?

36.
जब आप घर वापस आए, तो आपके दोस्तो ने आपसे क्या पूछा ?

37.
आपके वापस आने के बाद क्या आपके दोस्तों के व्यवहार में कोई बदलाव नजर आया है ? हां /नही 
38.
यदि हां तो कैसा बदलाव नजर आया है ?

39.
क्या आप कहीं मजदूरी भी करते हो ? हां /नही 
40.
यदि हां तो कितनी देर के लिए जाते हो और कितनी आमदनी होती हैे ?

41.
आपसे जब भी कोई गलती होती है तो घरवाले क्या करते है ?

42.
क्या कारण था जिसकी वजह से आप घर से बिना बताए चले गए  ?

43.
आपके मन मे घर छोड़ने का विचार कैसे आया ? (किसने बताया या क्या सोचा था, कहां जाओगे ,क्या खाओगे)
44.
आपके माता-पिता क्या करते है ?

45.
क्या इनमें से कोई काम के लिए बाहर जाते है ? हां या नही 
46.
यदि हां तो वह साल में कितने महीनो के लिए बाहर रहते है ?

47.
क्या आपके मम्मी -पापा के अन्दर कोई ऐसी आदत है जिसेमें आप देखने चाहोगे ? अथवा आपको अपनी मम्मी पापा की कौन सी बात अच्छी नहीं लगती है ? 

48.
जब आप घर से बाहर थे तो आप को किस-किस तरह की परेषानियां हुई ?

49.
आपने क्या किया उन परेषानियों से निकलने के लिए ?

50.
जब आप घर से बाहर थे तो क्या आप पुलिस के सम्पर्क में आये थे कभी ? 

51.
यदि हां तो विस्तार से बताइए ?

52.
क्या आप दीदी भईयां के सम्पर्क में आये थे ?

53.
यदि हां तो विस्तार से बताइए ?

54.
जब घर से बाहर थे तो अपना खर्चा कैसे चलाते थे ? और क्या कुछ पैसे बचते थे कितने ? 

55.
आप दिन भर में कितना पैसा जमा कर लेते थे ?

56.
आप उन पैसो को कहां रखते थे ? या उन पैसो का क्या करते थे ?

57.
क्या वहां पर आपने कितने दोस्त बनाये थे ?  

58.
तो आप कब कब अपने दोस्तों के साथ रहते थे और क्या क्या करते थे  ?

59.
आप घर वापस कैसे आए ?

60.
क्या आप अपनी मर्जी से घर वापस आये ? अथवा क्या आप अपने घर आना चाहते थे ? 

61.
क्या अब घर आकर कभी दोबारा घर छोड़कर जाने का विचार आता है ?

62.
यदि हां तो ऐसी कौन सी चीज है जो आपको वहां जाने के लिए खींचती है ? 

63.
क्या आस-पास वाले आपसे पूछते है कि आपने घर क्यों छोड़ा था ?

64.
क्या आप बताओगे ,जब घर वाले आपके बारे में कोई फैसला करते है तो आपसे पूछते है ? या आपकी राय लेते है ? उदाहरण दीजिए,

65.
तो आपको क्या लगता है की बच्चे घर छोडकर क्यों जाते है ?

66.
कोई ऐसी चीज जो आपको घर पर नही मिलती और बाहर मिल जाती है ?

67.
जब बच्चे को संस्था के भैया दीदी घर छोडने जाते है तो  क्या करना चाहिए ताकि बच्चा दोबारा घर से ना भागे ?

68.
यदि हमे बच्चों को घर छोड़ने से रोकना है तो उसके लिए हमें क्या करना/होना  चाहिए ?

69.
जब बच्चे घर से बाहर चले जाते है तो अक्सर नषा, जैसे सिगरेट, बीड़ी, तम्बाकू आदि लेने लग जाते है ? तो क्या आपने या आपके दोस्तों ने कभी किसी तरह का नषा किया है ?

70.
कोई ऐसी चीज जो आपको घर पर नही मिलती और बाहर मिल जाती है ?







धन्यवाद
ANNEXURE III: Observation Sheet

Check list for the investigator

Observation Sheet

Family :


Disability 

:

House :  
 


Space  


:

Assets  
 :    Television, Phone, Furniture, Vehicle, etc.) 

Cleanliness ( Individual ,Family Members , Locality ) 

Accessibility to Services 


Electricity

 :


Water 


:


Transport 

:


Health Services 

: 


Market 


 :

Locality 


City /Village/ Town
 :


Special Pocket

 :

Approximate Distance to the nearest Railway Station 

ANNEXURE IV: Introduction by researchers during data collection

मेरा नाम .......................... है।  हम चेतना नाम की एक संस्था मे काम करते है। ये संस्था गुम हुऐ बच्चो को उनके परिवार से मिलाने मे सहयोग करती है।
आपका बच्चा..................................चेतना संस्था के द्वारा दिनाॅक ...................... को  घर वापिस आया है हम यह जानने आए है कि वो किन परिस्थितियो मे रह रहा है ? हम यह जानते है कि जब आपका बच्चा घर से चला गया होगा तो आपको काफी परेषानी हुई होगी। जैसे कि हमने बताया हमारी संस्था गुम हुए बच्चों को अपने परिवार से मिलाती है। इसी दिषा में हम इस काम को और अच्छे ढंग से करना चाहते है। जिसके लिए हमे आपका सहयोग चाहिए। हमें इस प्रक्रिया मे आपके बच्चे से, आपसे, उसके किसी दोस्त से और आपके इलाके के एक बुजर्ग से बातचीत करनी होगी । 

हम आपको यह भरोसा दिलाते है कि आपकी दी हुई जानकारी बच्चो के भलाई के काम आयेगी। और आपका नाम बिना आपकी मर्जी या अनुमति कभी प्रकाषित या इस्तेमाल नही किया जाएगा। 

यदि आपको कोइ्र् आपत्ति हो तो आप हम से पूछ सकते है।   
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Rajan has run away from home many times. He was not present at the time of interview. His mother said it is the fault of children that they run away from home. On being asked what all was done to trace the child, she replied that they did nothing to locate him. Her elder son has also run away many times. She has almost given up worrying about them. 








Statement of the Problem:  Baseline to determine the status of children reunited with families under the project of Dream on Wheels run by CHETNA (Childhood Enhancement Through training and Action) with support of Plan –India in previous project years. 








Suresh’s parents have passed away. Now he lives with his uncle and aunt. He does not go to the school. This is because earlier when he was enrolled in the school, he tried to jump from the building. After that his uncle stopped sending him to the school. Suresh keeps threatening the uncle and aunt of suicide. He is not willing to be engaged in education or in any other work.


The family shared that when he grows up, they would engage him in selling vegetables.





Mohan is 14 years old and keeps running away from home. In last two years he has run away from home approximately 14-15 times. He is a drug-dependent and was also admitted for 6 months in a drug de- addiction centre. After some time he ran away from the de-addiction centre. His parents are concerned about him but they feel helpless.








Zaheer is 12 years old. He is physically abused by the parents. His father used to beat him with belt. His mother started living separately from his father. Both the parents did not give adequate attention to Zaheer. Zaheer joined a boy’s gang in order to get some support from them. 








Lakshita is 12 years old girl. She wants to study but her parents are not ready in sending her to school. Her parents told that it is important for a girl to stay home and learn domestic work. Lakshita does not have any friend because she is not allowed to go out and make friends. 











Mohit is 12 years old. He works on a tea stall and earns 15 rupees per day. During the interview, Mohit was very quiet and his aunt and grandmother were abusing him in front of the researcher. They were blaming him for defaming the name of their family. The child did not say anything to them. He did not report any kind of abuse. 








Mir is 12 years old. When asked about his ambition in life, his father started taunting him that he will become a thief. When Mir tried to oppose him, his father ran behind to beat him. The child’s family did not trust him and he tried very hard to convince his mother that he never had gutkha in his life. But somebody told his mother that he had started taking gutkha. After this incidence, he was beaten up by his family members almost every day. So he stole money from the home and ran away. He is unhappy with the family members.








Rahul is 14 year old. He had run away but is now back with family.  He suggested that it would be good if the organization would start working in his village. According to him, this will help parents learn how to behave with the child. Rahul is not too interested in studies. He is studying in class 8.








Rajan has run away from home many times. He was not present at the time of interview. His mother said it is the fault of children that they run away from home. On being asked what all was done to trace the child, she replied that they did nothing to locate him. Her elder son has also run away many times. She has almost given up worrying about them. 











� ‘Father’ and ‘Mother’ include foster parent as well


� As amended in 2006


� As amended in 2006


� ‘Parents’ include Foster parents also


� See Annexure- Table A.1


� See Annexure- Table A.2


� ‘Father’ and ‘Mother’ include foster parent as well


� Percentage of girls engaged in child labor would automatically be lower as compared to boys because of their number in the sample. Sample contained more boys and very few girls. 
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