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Abstract	
This thesis aims at describing how the Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) is 

reflected in the overall operation of the Non-Governmental Organizations and government 

agency working with children in street situations in Bangkok, Thailand. It describes children 

in street situations in Bangkok; intervention approaches and working methods of the agencies 

that provide the services for them as well as similarities and differences in each group of the 

children. As the CRC sets a framework for interventions concerning children, it was 

interesting to explore how the practitioners in Bangkok apply the convention in their 

interventions. This is a descriptive research applying the qualitative data collection methods 

by which literature review was conducted and semi-structure interviews were carried out 

according to a written interview guide with professionals represented NGOs and a 

government agency who directly work with children in street situations, followed by a 

deductive content analysis of the transcribed interview texts. The field observations were 

conducted in different areas of Bangkok in order to understand the working environments of 

the organizations and the conditions of the children. The results revealed four groups of 

children in street situations in Bangkok with one being migrants. Their dwelling areas are 

determined by its socio-economic activities and the livelihood of each group of children are 

different. A network for street children responds to their situations through a street teacher 

approach. They conduct street/community outreach and responsive actions aiming at 

protecting, advocating for rights to education, eliminating child labor exploitation, being their 

significant other, facilitating durable repatriation for migrant children in street situations etc.      
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Acronyms	
 

ASEAN Associate of South East Asian Nations 

AEC  ASEAN Economic Community 

BMA  Bangkok Metropolitan Administration  

CRC  Conventions on the Rights of the Child 

CSF  Children from street living family 

FBLC   Foundation for the Better Life of the Children 

HDF  Human Development Foundation 

MCSF  Migrant children from street working family 

NGOs  Non-Governmental Organizations 

NYB  National Youth Bureau 

SLC  Street living children 

SWC  Street working children 

UNCRC United Nations Conventions on the Rights of the Child 

UNICEF United Nations Children's Fund 

UNOHCHR   United Nations High Commissioner on Human Rights 
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0. Introduction	
A Thai proverb says “children are adults in the future and our future is in their hands,” 

unfortunately a lot of children are unable to live up to this expectation because of many 

hindrances, one of which is the lack of development opportunity. Street children is a label 

given to a group of children and youth that severely lack of this chance and is one of 14 

groups of youth categorized by Thai Youth Bureau as children and youth in especially 

difficult circumstances, who are highly vulnerable to violence, crime and all forms of 

exploitation.1 It is not new that children around the world have migrated to the street and 

chosen it as a way of life which does not offer much for them to develop to their full potential. 

In the wake of a war raged world in the late eighties, there saw a growing global concern for 

the rights and welfare of children which culminated in an adoption of the Convention on the 

Rights of the Child (CRC) by the General Assembly of the United Nations in 1989 (UNICEF, 

2003 p. 1) to which Thailand became party in 1992. In 1989, UNICEF estimated that 100 

million children lived and/or worked in the street globally (UNOHCHR, 2011: p 11). The 

given figure is today acknowledged as being overstated, though the numbers of children in 

street situations are generally increasing due to wars, HIV/AIDS pandemic, rapidly urbanizing 

and growing global population (ibid.). The concerns for the children in street situations grow 

worldwide together with an increase of policies and agencies that work to help alleviate their 

adversities which also happens in Thailand. The situation of street involved children in 

Bangkok is apparent as it is the capital city and the center of economic and development of 

the country. The phenomenon of children in street situations in Bangkok has been recognized 

as many NGOs and government agencies have been responding to their situations for over 

twenty years. As a signatory to the UNCRC, which is a universal standard that set a 

framework for interventions concerning children, it is interesting to know how the UNCRC is 

exercised in Thailand and how actors carry out their interventions with the children in street 

situations in Bangkok. My research departs from a Universalist standpoint. Although many 

constructionists argue that the UNCRC is universal and cannot be applied in all countries 

whose childhood is relative to each given culture, I argue that the Convention on the Rights of 

                                                 
1 Special target group according to Thai Youth Development and Promotion Bureau means the children and youth in 
especially difficult circumstances. This group of youth faces difficulty in conducting their lives and is not able to access basic 
social services. They are in need of special service in order to enable them to restore them a normal life (Chokchai, 1993: 
pp25). 
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the Child is beneficial and applicable in Thai cultural context. Not only to answer the research 

question, will this research also explore if it is possible for the actors to bridge the gap 

between the relativism of childhood and the universalism of the UNCRC, and how they do it. 

Research	questions	
With the above mentioned background, the overall research question has been: 

How the rights to Survival, Protection, Development and Participation of children in street 

situations in Bangkok, Thailand are protected?  

In order to answer these questions, the below sub- questions will need to be answered:  

1. Who are children in street situations in Bangkok, where are they from and what cause 

them to the streets?  

2. Which areas in Bangkok do street children prevails and how do they do? 

3. What are the issues facing these populations in Bangkok? 

4. Who responds to their situations: what are their working methods and intervention 

approaches?  

5. How these organizations observe UNCRC in their interventions? 

Objectives  

The research aims at describing the humanitarian interventions in the context of children in 

street situations in Bangkok. The four pillar rights of UNCRC: the right to Survival, 

Protection, Development, and Participation is embedded in the analytical approach of the 

main research question. This leads to a general objective as to describe how the UNCRC is 

reflected in the overall operation of the NGOs and Government agencies in Bangkok.  

Specific objectives are to: 

1. Describe the street children populations in Bangkok in respect to demography, 

background and their daily challenges; 

2. Describe the intervention approaches of each agency as well as the services and 

intervention activities they provide for the children in street situations; 

3. Describe how the UNCRC is being observed by these NGOs and government 

agencies; 

4. Analyze findings in order to find similarities, differences and match it into theoretical 

framework 
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Thesis	outline                         

Before answering the above questions, the thesis is outlined as following:  

Chapter 0 introduces to the global situation of children in street situations and narrow down 

to such situations in Thailand which leads to the research question.  

Chapter 1 presents the socio-economic and politics context of Thailand from the geopolitics 

viewpoint and relevant legislations and policies regarding children in Thailand. 

Chapter 2 presents conceptual and theoretical frameworks including document and literature 

reviews starting with the concept and definitions of “street children”, the concept of childhood 

and its construction, the discourse and construction of child concerns and deconstruction 

“street children” and literature review on the causes of street life.  

Chapter 3 explains methodology: how the data was collected, processed and presented, the 

need of this research (relevancy to humanitarian field) will be discuss etc. 

Chapter 4 will present the research findings with the results of the field study. 

Chapter 5 presents the discussion of findings which ties the theoretical framework and the 

literature and document reviews. Then conclusion and recommendation for practice and for 

future studies will be the last sections of the research.  

1. Background	
Thailand: Facts and figures 

Thailand has 67 million inhabitants (est. July 2012) with 19.5% accounting for children age 0-

14 year-old (Placeholder5). Approximately 34% of the population resides in the urban areas. 

Thai population comprises of Thai (75%), Chinese (14 %), and other ethnicities (11%) (ibid). 

In 2010, adult literacy rate was 94 percent whereas 90% of children attended primary school 

(Statistics UNICEF, 2003). In 2009, it was estimated that 200,000 children of migrant labours 

under 15 years of age were born in Thailand (National Institution for Family and Children 

Development of Mahidol University, 2011 p. none). Thailand is an upper middle income 

country with the major income generated from tourism and service sector. It has remarkably 

achieved most the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) set for 2015 as well as having 

developed its own MDG Plus targets (UNDP, 2012). The national poverty line has been 

reduced from 21 % in 2000 to 7.7 % in 2012 (ibid). Since the past two decades, Thailand has 
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also been extending the coverage of its social services including education and health care to 

nearly all of its population. Its public expenditure in 2009 was 41%, of which, 21.7%, 9% and 

6.8 % were spent on education, health and social welfare respectively (UNICEF, 2011 p. 8). 

Thailand has also advanced in many indicators of social development and determined to 

materialize the rights of children and women (ibid).  

Geopolitical view: The evolution of the today’s structural problems 

Thailand was known as Siam until 1939 after it transited from an absolute monarchy to a 

constitutional monarchy in 1932. However, the short-lived civilian rule was overthrown by a 

coup d’état staged which then led the country under dictatorship regime throughout the World 

War II. During the Cold War, Thailand was pro-democracy despite the fact that another coup 

was staged successfully. Thailand was under a military junta administration for 15 years 

(1959-1973) (Chiangkool, 1990 p. 17). This was the same period as when the international 

community started to recognize the problems regarding children which resulted in the first 

Covenant on the Rights of the Child 1959 (Chiangkool, 1990 p. 11). Nonetheless, dictator 

leadership was determined to industrialize and westernize the country under the principle of 

capitalism. There started to draft National Socio-Economic Development Plans, reform of 

public administration, promote foreign investment; develop large scale infrastructure etc. 

With such progressive policties, the Indo-China War, the presence of the United States in the 

region and the global capitalism economy trend, Thailand became an important resource 

supplier to the warring parties during war; and the investers post war. During the period 1959 

to 1989,  the Thai socio-economy changed rapidely which left repercussions on the livelihood 

of Thai people including children and youth (Chiangkul, 1990 p.18). The key issue of 

economic development was the production for commercial purposes which made Thai 

economy depends highly on the capital markets. The imbalance economic development was 

evident: the economic growths in the central and southern regions were higher than in the 

north and north-eastern regions; the development between industries, trade service and 

agricultural sectors and etc. The continued GDP growth did not indicate the wealth of Thai 

people because of the inequality of wealth and income distribution. The discripensy between 

the rich and the poor was also continously widened (Chiangkool, 1990 p. 26). The new 

economy has caused migration of people from the suburb to urban cities in quest of better 

economic opportunities but a lot of them ended up becoming the urban poors.(National 

Committee for Socio- Economic Development Bureau cited in Chiangkool, 1990, p. 31-32). 

The rapid population growth was also an issue during the first 15 years of the economic 
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development era because the majority of the people were poor while the state was not able to 

provide them with public services such as education and health care. During this time women 

and children were drawn into the labor market and being more exploited. The family 

dynamics changes negatively because each family member had to work harder and extended 

families became nuclear ones. Life in urban cities entails many stressors as people become 

more idividualized, attitude towards family which is the most important unit of society 

changes resulting in unplanned marriage with chidren that are neglected or abandoned. 

Children are exposed to stress, detoriorated environment and exloitation and rights 

deprivation. (Chiangkool, 1990 p. 32).  

Thailand has never been colonized by any European powers (Le Roux, 1991 p. 94), nor faced 

hostile liberate or civil wars, yet, Thailand has experienced many coup d’états, totalitarianism, 

political unrest and conflicts. The latest, bloodless military coup in Thailand was staged in 

2006 followed by a four years long period of political instability with several changes in 

leadership. The general elections in December 2007 and July 2011were won decisively by the 

current government led by the Puea Thai Party, whose earlier administration under the label 

as Thai Rak Thai party was overthrown by the coup 2006, has not been able to reconcile 

society. The 2010’s unrest has marked one of the most violent political conflicts between 

groups of people and people versus the authorities in the history (CNN, 2010) (Guardian, 

2011)  (UNICEF, 2011 p. 3). The overall situation today remains precarious with ongoing 

demonstrations staged by the coalition of groups that either support or against the current 

administration. Not only is the coup d’état 2006 the cause of the today’s persisted conflict but 

it also is a symptom of the incoherence in Thai society. The underlying factors of the today’s 

unrest being identified are grievance i.e. inequality in opportunities, persistent poverty, poor 

distribution of national development and an age old sentiments of disempowerment among 

the large part of the population (UNICEF, 2011 p. 3).This political conflict has been 

polarizing and destabilizing Thai society and weakened respect for the rule of law and 

democracy in the country. The failure of the earlier economic development strategies and the 

instability has impeded Thailand’s social development, disrupting continuity of policy 

direction and implementation (ibid) which severely affects children and youth especially the 

already disadvantaged ones living in an urban city such as Bangkok.  
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Bangkok  

Bangkok has been the center of economics and development since its foundation 230 years 

ago. It is a special administrative area, unlike other 76 provinces in Thailand, governed by the 

Bangkok Metropolitan Administration (BMA). With its total area of 1,568.737 m2. Bangkok 

is the 68th largest province of Thailand (BMA, 2007). Due to its being the center of 

development, commerce and education, the city receives unceasing flow of migration from all 

regions. In 2005, 5.8 million people officially lived in Bangkok accounting for 10% of the 

whole population of Thailand, with the population density of 4,051 per m2. However, in the 

reality, over 10 million people work and live unregistered or commute to and from Bangkok 

each day (Chitradub, 2007). Bangkok is divided into fifty administrative districts, within 

which, four housing and residential area types2 are defined within the declared 1,809 

communities; of which 729 slum communities are registered (Policy and Analyst Division, 

2007 p. 23). The populations in all community types account for 32.57 % of the whole 

population of Bangkok with the slum communities including populated small alleys in 

Bangkok are known as deposits of the risk groups and street involved children. The number 

and flow of children onto the streets is influenced significantly by the dynamic of socio-

economic and cultural-political contexts; the patterns of urbanization and in some contexts the 

availability of protection and services provided by humanitarian organizations (UN report); 

such factors have inevitably made Bangkok an attractive destination for children and youth 

from within the country and beyond. 

The populations of children in the street situation in Thailand consists of Thai, stateless and 

ethnic minority and migrant children (see Appendix I) (Bausri, et al., 2010). A three-year 

strategic plan to resolve the problem of street children developed by Chulalongkorn 

University in 2007 revealed that approximately 20,000 children were in the street situations 

and 10,000 more were expected to add to this population in 2010 with a significant portion of 

migrant children from Cambodia, Laos and Myanmar (Chitradub et al., 2007, p.157). 

Thailand is emerging into the ASEAN Economic community (AEC) in 20153, but the issues 

of this marginalized group of children and youth are not mentioned in the ASEAN plans or 

                                                 
2Four types of residences and its figure: 729 slum communities, 299 private appropriated housing communities, 
53 sub-urban communities; 353 urban communities; and 76 governments housing communities 

3 ASEAN Economic Community is “The ASEAN Economic Community (AEC) is a blueprint of economic 
integration transforming ASEAN into a single market and production base by 2015” (Mahidol University, 2011) 
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the AEC blueprint. Despite of Thailand’s many national development plans with children with 

youth as their central in the past 30 years, the scenes of children and youth living and working 

in the street prevail and indicate the gap between the policy and the reality. The existence of 

children in street situations is an indicator of an ill and imbalance society (Chitradub, 2007 p. 

Introduciton) and that they are the forgotten children in Thai society (Tangkananurak, 1992 p. 

10). The published records of the street involved children are fragmented due to different 

organizations having their own method in collecting information and they do not officially 

consolidate the figures. The current researches on children in street situations in Thailand 

available in Thai language have been using official statistics and the figures from the 

organizations that were their objects of study. These figures are from the year 2002. 

Nonetheless, the past national records on children in street situations revealed that in 1985 

over 4,000 children were wandering in public spaces (ibid). Section of Child and Youth 

Welfare, Police Division reported that in 1987, 544 children were charged for being vagrants 

in public space and beggars. In 1990, 3,000 children were in street situations and clients of 

both NGOs and GOs. These children were in ages range from 10-15 years old and the 

majority was boy (ibid). (National Youth Bureau, 1992 p. 33) 

The UNCRC and the Child Protection B.E.  2546 (2003) 

The League of Nations declared a Declaration on the Rights of the Child in 1923. In 1948, the 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) was pronounced. Although UDHR 

implicitly includes children but a specific child rights bill was necessary because it was 

conceded that children required additional protection and attention (West, 2003 p. 5). In 1989, 

the convention on the Rights of the Child was adopted and opened for signature, ratification 

and accession by the General Assembly Resolution 44/25 (Wernham, 2007). It entered into 

effect in 1990 and become the most widely acclaimed human rights treaty in history; 193 

nations that have ratified or accessed the CRC (Ravez, 2006 p.9). The UNCRC seeks 

protection for children, with respect to survival and development. The UNCRC broadly 

reflects the view that the child is a human being in his or her own right; therefore is entitled to 

be recognized as a person under the law which fully entitled them to participate in society as 

much as their developing capacities allowed (Nadine Perrault and Erica Hall, 2008 p. 9). The 

UNCRC consists of 54 articles expanding over the civil, political, economic, social, and 

cultural rights. It seeks to guard the child against an obtrusive or unresponsive state while 

promoting his or her development taken care of by the family (Ravez, 2009 p. 9). The pillar 

rights that underpin the whole convention are non-discrimination (Art.2) and the best interest 
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of the child (Art.3.1) (West, 2003 p. 5) (CHETNA, No year). According to West (2003) and 

the Gujarat based Center for Health, Education, Training, and Nutrition Awareness 

(CHETNA), the specific children’s rights postulated in the Convention can be addressed in a 

thematic clustering as presenting below: 

The Right to Survival (Art.6) Cluster composes of rights that sustain life such as rights to 

an adequate standard of living (Art.27), social security (Art.26), standard of health care and 

nutrition (Art. 24, Art.25)    

The Right to Development (Art.6) Cluster includes the rights to: education (formal and 

non-formal): support for early childhood care and development; rest and leisure and (Art. 31) 

and cultural activities. 

The Right to Protection (Art.3) Cluster consists the right to freedom from all forms of 

exploitations, abuse, inhumane or degrading treatment and neglect as well as the right to 

special protection in situations of emergency and armed conflict. 

The Right to Participation Cluster includes the rights to be heard and that the views of the 

child have to be respected; right to freedom of expression; access to appropriate information 

and freedom of thought, conscience and religion. 

These right clusters give a comprehensive overview of the UNCRC because every right laid 

out in the CRC are highly entangled therefore the practice of the UNCRC has to be 

considered in its entirety along with other human rights and international covenants; in the 

direction towards the rights-based approaches and in seeking international standards as a 

measure to evaluate the children’s lives and circumstances (West, 2003 p. 5). Regarding 

children in street situations, the UNCRC provides a framework for intervention in the lives of 

children with protection and participation being key principles. Protection is the main reason 

for intervening in their lives both before and once they migrate to the street; protection 

includes immediate protection from danger, abuse, and exploitation. It also covers more long-

term, proactive approaches designed to promote development of children’s skills and 

knowledge, build support structures for children, and help lessen their vulnerabilities (Judith 

Ennew, 2003 p. 3). 

Thailand ratified the Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) on 12 February 1992 

which entered into force on 26 April that same year (Office of Welfare Promotion, Protection 

and Empowerment of Vulnerable Groups, No year p. 11). The Thai national CRC 
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coordinating body is the National Youth Bureau (NYB). It has processed the signing of the 

instrument of accession, with the country CRC report and put forward proposals to bring 

relevant local laws in line with the Convention. The NYB launched a Child and Youth 

Development Plan under the Eight National Economic and Social Development Plan (1997-

2001) with three main strategies to development of the potential of children and youth; create 

an enabling environment for child and youth development; and encourage equal access to 

development for all children, including children in especially difficult circumstances. It had 

given priority to child protection and participation. An objective of the plan was to extend 

greater development opportunities to vulnerable and disadvantaged groups, including children 

affected by HIV/AIDS, street children, sexually exploited children, disabled children, abused 

children, and children of minorities. A systematic process was to be developed and installed 

for child protection. Child labor and victims of prostitution would be given special attention in 

monitoring, legislation and law enforcement. Minorities were also given special attention to 

improve their quality of life (UNICEF, 1998, p.50).   

In 2003, the enactment of the Child Protection Act B.E. 2546 (A.D. 2003) under the 

Constitution of the Kingdom of Thailand B.E.2550 (A.D. 2007) (see Appendix II) asserted the 

Thai government’s effort to comply with the UNCRC (Office of Welfare Promotion, 

Protection and Empowerment of Vulnerable Groups, No year p. 23). The Act contains 

provisions relating to welfare assistance, protection of safety and behavior promotion with the 

intention of ensuring that children receive appropriate care and development and that they are 

protected from any form of abuse, exploitation and unfair discrimination. It further promotes 

collaboration between government and non-governmental agencies in providing better 

protection to children, in line with the Thai Constitution, National Economic a Social 

Development Plan and the UNCRC (Office of Welfare Promotion, Protection and 

Empowerment of Vulnerable Groups, No year p. 24). In 2006, The Thai Government also 

acceded to the UNCRC’s optional Protocol on the Sale of Children, Child Prostitution and 

Child Pornography which came to effect in 2006. Thailand has adopted and signed a number 

of other child-related agreements, both global and regional. One of these agreements is “A 

World Fit for Children,”4 Due to these engagements; Thailand has been implementing the 

plans of National Policies and Strategies on Child Development of 2007-2016 in order to 

                                                 
4An outcome document of the Special Session of the UN Assembly on Children, held between the periods of 8-
10 May 2002 in New York which was adopted as the new agenda for children. 
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achieve the goals of “A World Fit for Children” (Office of Welfare Promotion, Protection and 

Empowerment of Vulnerable Groups, No year p. 11) 

According to the Child Protection Act B.E. 2546, a child is every person under the age of 18 

while young people age from 18 – 25 are considered as youth. The Act promulgates that  

“The basic development needs of all children are to be met to insure their development 

in all aspects in order that they achieve their full actualization as human being and that 

they lead a life which proves useful to them and to society. All Thai children, whether 

underprivileged in whatever forms such as the handicapped, the vagrant, those 

exploited by the labour force, etc., shall be provided proper development according to 

the norms herein specified” (Office of Priminister National Youth Bureau, 1990 p. 

33). 

In the Child Protection Act B.E. 2546, Section 3: Response and Relief; article 32 specifies 

that children shall receive assistance are street children, orphans abandoned children etc. The 

Thai government gives importance to the situation of street children and has held many 

assemblies among government agencies and NGOs with the children in street situations as 

their agenda since in the 1980s as resulted in the production of many government reports. 

As a signatory to the UNCRC, a delegation of Thai government led by the Minister of Social 

Development and Human Security attended a review session of its report on the Convention 

on the Rights of the Child at the United Nations Office of the High Commissioner for Human 

Rights in Geneva on January 25, 2012. On this occasion, Thailand also submitted an initial 

report on the sale of children and on children in armed conflict.5 According to the report, 

many new laws had been passed on areas such as nationality, domestic violence, anti-

trafficking of persons, juvenile justice, and the promotion of child and youth development to 

which the Committee commented that there still needed to strengthen the law enforcement so 

as to facilitate the full implementation of such laws. Thailand has withdrawn its reservation on 

Article 7 of the Convention, which insures that all children born in Thailand, regardless of 

their parents’ legal status be registered at birth, and the right to nationality had been extended 

                                                 
5See: http://ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=11778&LangID=E 

accessed on 2012-01-30 
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to certain groups of stateless children.6Thailand was questioned by its peer about the tangible 

results because the government have been allocating considerable amount of funds allocating 

to education.   

The above documents reviews illustrate that, in spite the relevant laws and government’s 

efforts, challenges facing children remain. The issues of concerns are child labor, commercial 

sexual exploitation, high rate of adolescent pregnancy,7 human trafficking of children, mostly 

from Cambodia, to do hazardous job as well as begging and domestic servitude in Thailand, 

while some children being trafficked further to Malaysia (Keenapan, 2010), considering that 

many of children in these circumstances get involved in street situations.  

2.  Conceptual, theoretical framework and literature review 
It is important to discuss the concept of “street children”, the paradigm of childhood and its 

surrounding discourses as it helps enhancing the perspective of practitioners and those who 

are interested in learning more about children. This understanding is crucial because from the 

constructionist point of view, children do not always get to speak for themselves although the 

prospect interventions are meant for their best interest. 

The concept and definition of “children in street situations” 

“Children in street situations” was a term adopted by the Committee on the Rights of the 

Child Assembly resolution 16/12 in March 2011. The term refers to children working and/or 

living on the street. It recognizes that children engage in numerous activities on the street, and 

that if there is a “problem” it is not the child, but rather the situations in which s/he finds her/ 

himself” and give importance to choices the children make to have a connection with the 

street together with connections they have with their families and other institutions and that 

they are able to develop and have competences to offer society in which they live 

(UNOHCHR, 2011 pp. 9-12). Nevertheless “street children” is a terminology developed in the 

1980s and adopted by the Commission on Human Rights in 1994 (UNODC, 2010: p.20). It is 

a rather common term used by general public, researchers and aid agencies at the operational 

                                                 
6 See: http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=11777&LangID=E accessed 
on 2012,01,30 

7 13.97% of women under age 20 gave birth to 2009,  8.1 % of women under age 20  in Bangkok attended birth 
laboring in 2009 http://www.m-society.go.th/document/statistic/statistic_4261.pdf 
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level. According to UNICEF, children on the street are those who work on the street and go 

home to their families at night, while the children who live on the street and are without 

family support but still sustain family links are classified as children in the street, and those 

who are abandoned and lived completely on their own are the children of the street. 

(UNOHCHR, 2011, p.11). Ennew(2003), in a report of the Consortium on dtreet Children 

(CSC) argues that those definitions were shaped by the experience in Latin America which is 

not useful and could be a hindrance to design appropriate interventions for the children 

(Ennew, 2003 p. 6). CSC addresses these children as “street involved children.” Thus, Ennew 

(2003) and other researchers as cited in “A Study on Street Children in Zimbabwe” (UNICEF, 

2003 p. 1) acknowledged that such characteristics of UNICEF’s definitions coexist amongst 

all children in street situations.  

In Thailand, the term street children literally mean vagrant children which correspond to the 

term “Children of Street” of UNICEF. The term is used widely by general public. The Child 

Protection Act 2003 of Thailand defines that  

“Street child” means a child who has no parents or legal guardian, or whose  

parents or guardians either fails or cannot afford to take care of the child, causing such  

child to wander from place to place; or a child who develops a vagrant lifestyle likely  

to be harmful to his or her safety.” (Chiang Mai Community Church, 2004 s. No page) 

 

On the other hand, Friends International, an international NGO that works with children in 

Street situations in Bangkok has released a profile of street children in Bangkok in 2010 

(Friends International, 2009) (Nattha Keepanan, 2007) where children in street situations in 

Bangkok were classified into three categories: street living children (SLC); street working 

children (SWC); and children from street living families (SLF). SLC are “children that have 

cut their ties from their families and live on the street”, while SLC are “those who spend all or 

most of their time working on the streets to provide an income for their families or for 

themselves, but who return to a caregiver’s home very regularly” and SLF are “children who 

live with their family on the streets”, these children are mostly babies and small children who 

are with adults in the street begging, and are mostly from Cambodia (Friends International, 

2010 pp. 5-6). The categorization took into account the children’s physical contact to the 

street setting compare to their physical contact with their families.  
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Deconstruction of street children 

Glauser (1998) expressed that “street children” is a term given to youth who have different 

relationships to the street by others who have power over them in society; therefore it needs to 

be deconstructed. The deconstruction is also to find out who are being labeled, how the term 

was generated and to respond to what problems that it has caused, and finally, who the term 

serves (Glauser, 1998 p. 144). The concept of street children links the word “street” and 

“children” together. It suggests a group of children who are, among other characteristics, out 

of family care, lack of socialization, and are out of situation that mainstream society 

considered adequate to them (Glauser, 1998 p.145). Such inadequate conditions may derive 

from their lifestyle and activities that are dangerous for their well-being; for example the 

children who clean the windshield at traffic lights expose themselves to car accident; those 

engage in prostitution expose themselves to sexual transmitted diseases; children who sniff 

glue and abuse drugs deteriorate their own health etc. These have justified the well-wishers, 

which according to Glauser (1998), in Latin America are often ladies in middle and upper 

class (Glauser, 1998 p. 147) to act on the children’s behalf. The social norm and needs take 

the scenes of children roaming in the street, occupying the public space for working, sleeping, 

eating or play as a disruption of normality and dominant interest of society. It justifies people 

who have power in higher social class to take action in order to restore societal peace and 

normality. Therefore the reconstruction of the street children concept is important for the 

policy makers and those who advocate for their rights and well-being, who often come from a 

different background from the children. They are urged to seriously take into account the 

reality in the children’s lives and not to be obscured by the socio-political reaction (responses) 

to their existence initiated and predetermined for them by others in society. The awareness on 

the actual influence that determine the response and policies would contribute to the better 

planned and delivered services that meet the children’s needs and best interest instead of that 

of the others. (Glauser, 1998 pp. 145-149). 

The construction of childhood  

An early childhood study was first conducted by a French Philosopher, Philip Ariés (1961) 

with his controversial statement that childhood did not exist in the medieval society and it was 

an invention of modernity (Wyness, 2000 p. 22)  (Clarke, 2004 p. 4). Through centuries, 

childhood, especially in western society has been given different meanings and treatment as 

demonstrated in the Evolution of Childhood (See Appendix III). This has brought about the 

legislations and policies regarding children which large part developed in 1980s according to 



20 
  

socio-political events in Europe. Nowadays, millions of children are still in the conditions 

similar to those in the eighteenth centuries: children take part in labour force and are principle 

breadwinner for many families. This historical and contemporary discourse illustrates that 

childhood is socially constructed; and that the current dominant concept of childhood and 

child’s needs have been emerging in the West. The theories from psychology, sociology and 

anthropology have significantly accounted for childhood by 1970s (Woodhead, 2009 p. 18). 

The anthropological approach to childhood recognizes children as simultaneous developing 

being who possess agency but also varying degrees of vulnerability. It also takes into account 

that the stated characteristics are relative to time and space and shaped by particular social 

context and process as well as moral environments (Bluebond-Langner, 2007 p. 242) 

(Woodhead, 2009 p. 18) in which a given childhood abides. In the sociological approach, the 

children are regarded as social beings which an individualistic socialization (Woodhead, 2009 

p. 18) and relations to other through institutions such as the family and the school where 

childhood is processed prepares children for the adult role (Clarke, 2004 p. 77). The works of 

James and Prout (1998): the New Paradigm for the Sociology of Childhood: Constructing and 

Reconstructing Childhood is the contemporary sociological approach to childhood;  

Bluebond-Langner and Korni (2007): the Challenges and Opportunities in the Anthropology 

of Childhoods: An Introduction to “Children, Childhoods and Childhood Studies” are the 

most relevant and meaningful literature on childhood that contribute to the work concerning 

children in street situations and will be discussed future. 

The New Paradigm of Childhood  

The new sociological approach to childhood recognizes that childhood is socially constructed 

as James and Prout (1998) stated “the immaturity of children is a biological fact but the ways 

in which that immaturity is understood is a fact of culture (…) childhood is both constructed 

and reconstructed both for and by children (James & Prout, 1998 p. 7). The principle tenets of 

the of the new paradigm are;  

• childhood is understood as a social construction: it is a universal and natural feature of 

human group which vary from culture to culture;  

• childhood is a variable of social analysis: it cannot be totally divorced from other 

variables i.e. classes, genders or ethnicity;   

• children’s relationships and cultures are worthy of study in their own right: they are 

independent from the concerns and perspective of adult; 
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• children should be seen as active social agents: they must be regarded actively 

construct their own social lives and lives of those around them in the given society; 

• ethnography is a useful method for the study of childhood; it directly echoes the voice 

of the children; 

• studying childhood engages the process of reconstructing childhood in society (James 

& Prout, 1998 pp. 3, 8, 9). 

The new paradigm of childhood takes into consideration the cultural dimensions of childhood 

accepting that childhood has a degree of cultural relativism. However it lacks clear guidelines 

to identify commonality in childhood which consequently problematize politics of childhood 

in terms of the policy design for the children (Wyness, 2000 p. 23). At the global level, the 

universal notions of child’s needs, rights and welfare are also socially constructed (James & 

Prout, 1998 p. 4) and do not always correspond to the national reality (Wyness, 2000 p. 23). 

This asserts the concern of childhood anthropologist that argues against the universal 

definitions of children and childhood. Since the new paradigm promotes the awareness of the 

child’s agency; the sociological model takes on “a universal progression from childhood 

through adulthood, from incompetency to competency and from immaturity to maturity”; 

together with women, children are the most vulnerable group in society that have particular 

needs for nurturance and protection (Bluebond-Langner, 2007 p. 242). When the paradigm 

shifts from viewing children as passive recipients of assistance to an active agent in society, it 

raises questions as to what measure is there to protect the child from their remain 

vulnerabilities and their exercise of agency, what is the nature of such agency, to what extend 

it embeds in a child and what impact it makes to a life of a child; when a child remains a 

developing being (Bluebond-Langner, 2007 p. 243).  

The social construction of child concerns  

Social policy, welfare provision and intervention in children’s lives originated from the 

adult’s beliefs about and attitudes towards children (Stainton Rogers, 2009 p. 142). Despite 

the recognition of the children’s agency, adult still determine their lives and what is best for 

them (Gidden, 1998 p. 28); social constructionism propagates to look beyond such 

recognition but into investigation of the moral, political values and believes that reinforce 

such policy and intervention by looking into issues such as power, agendas, ideology/world 

view/politics, behavior or action, as to what grounds they are used to justify such action 
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(Stainton Rogers, 2009 p. 142). Wendy Stainton Rogers interestingly deconstructs the 

discourse of child concern prevail in the West in the early twenty-first century as following:  

The “Children’s needs” discourse   

The United Nations Declaration on the Rights of the Child (UNDRC) in 1959 while England 

and Wales had already founded the welfare state in 1940s. Both enactments reflected the 

rising conviction among policy makers that children has particular needs and states are 

responsible to ensure that their needs are met. The text in the child rights’ bill rooted firmly 

within a “need” discourse. For example, article 17 in the UNDRC stated “The child, for the 

full and harmonious development of his personality, need love and understanding (…) a child 

of tender years shall not, save in exceptional circumstances, separated from his mother.” 

(Stainton Rogers, 2009 p. 143). The needs stated in the UNDRC are not only material needs 

such as food and shelter but the psychological needs which exhibits that the need discourse 

has been contributed by the development psychology which believe that a child with all his 

needs met will become “full and harmoniously developed” (ibid.). Childhood today is 

separated from adulthood because an attribution of their demonstrated ability and inability to 

do things of the child; a discourse of innocence, and delinquency gang of young people as 

well as the selective notions of childhood from the West which have been exported to the 

South (Boyden, 1990 pp. 185,188,191).  

The	“Children’s	right”	discourse	

It has been advocated by the childhood sociologist and policy makers that children are people 

in their own rights and are members of society. They have their own concerns, priorities and 

aspiration which are foundation of a children’s rights discourse. It propagates that things 

should not be done for the children because it is good for them. For example, plays and books 

chosen for children because they enhance child developments and skills but the fun and 

pleasure of playing is unintended overlooked. Comparing to adult that response their 

recreation needs for pleasure, not solely because such recreation activities are good for them. 

This shows a shift from a “need” discourse to the “right” discourse that consequently treats 

them as social actors who are able to act on their own, in their capacity and entitlement while 

bearing in mind that children are in need of physical growth and intellectual maturity but this 

does not make them incomplete or an apprentice of adult. The children’s rights discourse 

pinpoints that the child needs discourse is paternalistic and adults to abuse the power they 

have over the children, while the children’s welfare and the best interest of the child that 

warrant actions which actually serve adult interest (Stainton Rogers, 2009 pp. 149-150).    
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The	“quality	of	life”	discourse	

The concept of the quality of life to childhood has been developed by Casas (1998, 2000 cited 

in Stainton Rogers 2009, p 153) in 1960s. He argued that child welfare was not only material 

conditions such as decent shelter and income but rather in relation to the life experience of 

people and how they see it give them “quality.” The quality of life discourse is alternative to 

the above mentioned discourses which are criticized for rather being ethnocentric. It is 

preferable for its acknowledgement of the variability of value systems and the context. The 

discourse is often used in health care setting and where it take into account the concerns, 

values, resources and limitations of the service users either children or parents. It is beneficial 

in considering children welfare as it recognizes that children’s satisfaction with their lives and 

their general state of happiness do not limited to meeting their “development needs” or other 

individual “rights” being met. It is also important to take into account the cultural context 

such as where the children stand in their families and society. The quality of life motivation 

help the practitioner reflect about what the children are entitled to receive from society and 

what social policy and service are available for them; with the basis that social policy based 

upon the rights of the children, especially the right to protection and provision for service. 

Nonetheless the enthusiastic to improve the children welfare also inevitably predetermine 

about what the children face and what they should be saved from. (Stainton Rogers, 2009 pp. 

153-154) This needs pro-activity so the practitioner can change their attention from what 

harm the children to what can we do to help children overcome the difficulty and thrive in 

adversity (Casas 2008:8 cited in Stainton Rogers, 2001p. 154). The success of the quality of 

life practice possesses two keys: 

Promoting resilience because “it is a  human capacity to face, overcome and be strengthened 

or even transformed by the adversities of life” (Grotberg 1995:10 cited in Stainton Roger, 

2001 p. 155). Resilience is defined as normal development under difficult conditions (Fonagy 

et al.1994 cited in Stainton Rogers 2001, 155). Grotberg suggests that in difficult 

circumstances, if the children are encouraged the qualities such as independent and 

responsible, emphatic etc. would help them learn to communicate with others, solve the 

problem and manage their negative thoughts would help them promoting their own 

resilience(1995:9 cited in Stainton Rogers, 2001 p.155) as it is evidence that resilient children 

managed to grow up healthily and happily despite the difficulties in their childhood (Stainton 

Rogers, 2009 p. 154). 



24 
  

Seeking children’s views people whose well-being is concerned should have their view 

included in the evaluation. As the quality of the service can be evaluated against other criteria 

but as children are key stakeholders in care and services provide for them, if their priority and 

concerns have heard; this suggests that the services have not been carried out for the 

children’s best interest. (Stainton Rogers, 2009 p. 155). Quality of life is surrounded by the 

factors in children’s life that give them satisfaction and meaning. In transcending meeting 

their need to actively promote their well-being will help the children rise and develop to their 

full potential and achieve their life goal, although some children such as children in street 

situations may have limit expectation to what makes life worth living, due to their 

circumstances, the standard cannot be lower for them (Stainton Rogers, 2009 p. 156).  

Literature review: earlier research on the causes of street life globally  

A dominant discourse about cause that push the children to the street evolve around economic 

poverty (income/consumption) (Conticini & Humle, 2007 p. 204) but many studies show that 

economic poverty is merely one of the dimensions of the issue. When 500,000 Bangladeshi 

children fell into street situations in 2001, Conticini and Humle studied the cause of such 

phenomenon and revealed that the direct pushing factor was the violation of the child’s rights 

in the forms of physical and emotion abuses by their parents and family members. This 

resulted in a collapse of trust in their guardians and adults, which eventually drove them to the 

street (ibid, p. 202-203).  In the States, youth who ran away from home were traditionally 

branded as disobedient; a form of delinquency (Hyde, 2005 p. 172) however, the abuse of 

rights of these youth were unconsciously disregarded. More and more researches reveal that 

maltreatment was a major health and security issue having faced by a lot of young people 

which resulted in their deciding to leave home to escape from such familial abuses, either 

physically or emotionally (ibid). Hyde’s history background study conducted with 50 

runaway youth in Los Angeles ages rank from 18-23, demonstrated that before becoming 

street involved children, they had tried to cope with the familial abuses but finally gave up 

and took measure to leave. A study of street children in Egypt also showed that domestic 

violence and sexual abuse by trusted adults were immediate causes of their ending in street 

situations. The extreme poverty was an indirect factor led to the emergence of the problem 

which underlines that the issue of children in street situations is multi-dimensional (UN Office 

of Drug Control and Crime Prevention, No year, p. 20). The interviews with a sample group 

of 50 street children demonstrated that the direct and immediate causes for their street life was 

the human rights violations: child abuse from work and parents and being neglected. The 
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indirect causes obtained from the same sample group revealed that low income and 

educational level of the family were the top paving or indirect causes while the second rank of 

indirect cause in this study was the family breakdown (i.e. divorce, separation, the death of 

one or both parents, imprisonment of a parent or both, or extreme sickness of a parent or 

both). In Central Java, Indonesia, poverty was stated as a root cause of the existence of street 

children reasoning that economic disparity push the family to force their children to sacrifice 

their childhood and work (Demartoto, 2012 p. 111). Familial violence and children 

exploitation by parents were also reported. It occurred that some parents encouraged the 

children to work and took their earned money daily. There shows a pattern of a natural 

imbalance power relation between parent’s authority and children which leave them helpless. 

Another evidence of child right abuse in the family is that neglect of children because the 

parents over work to make end meet and being stressed out resulting in the child being neglect 

and frequently becoming the target of parent’s emotional release (ibid). These are immediate 

causes that drive children to the street and cut ties with their families.  

Economic factor is a strong causal factor to one group of children but not always to another, 

even so, it is a major urban life stressor that cannot be denied. As for children from street 

living family and children in poor communities, they are willing to contribute to the family 

income: as for the children who took the street because of the collapse of trust with their 

guardians, the runaway youth and abandoned or orphan children: economic activities such as 

begging, windshield washing are taken as a survival mechanism (Friends International, 2010 

p. 6). Economic poverty occur when their economic rights are not fulfil resulting in their lack 

of economic security which means freedom from want; opportunities and ability for people to 

earn regular income in order to meet their basic needs and develop the potential to improve 

their lives (Archvanitkul, et al., 2009 p. 8). Economic insecurity manifests structural problems 

which is a result of the pattern of social and economic development (Sipos, 1991 p. 150) in a 

country. Such structural problems push people out of the social safety nets8, especially the 

poor urban residents.  

                                                 
8“Social safety nets are series of public and private measures intended to prevent mass impoverishment (Cornia 
& Sipos, 1991 p. xvi). It features strategies to ensure family income by establishing minimum wages, pension 
benefits, unemployment compensation and means –tested social assistances benefits. Additionally, it includes the 
direct provision of essential services and in extreme cases rationing shelters, etc. (ibid)”  The poverty line is 
defined by a level of income which represents about two thirds of the social minimum (ibid) and  about one-
.third of average disposable family income. (Sipos, 1991 p. 173) 
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Lastly, it is not to disregard other factors such as HIV/AIDS epidemic and wars. In some 

African countries, the high rates of HIV/AIDS epidemic contributed greatly to the migration 

of the orphans to the street because they have nowhere else to turn to (Conticini & Humle, 

2007, p.203). Amongst children in street situations, a great deal of them have been displaced 

from their households, been lost or become orphans at the end of a war. These are taken as 

indirect causes of street connected children, nonetheless, in such situations, there are often 

high levels of violence against children and other vulnerable groups (ibid.). These studies 

made surface the severe violence against children and a fact that before taking to the street, 

the children have gone through a process of transition to which a timely and appropriate 

intervention could have saved them. Leaving home for many children was only a temporary 

solution but once in the street and having familiarized with the street culture: learning how to 

survive in the street, they remain out there (Hyde, 2005).  

3. Methodology	
The research is of the descriptive design which is my logical structure of enquiry (New York 

University, No year p. 9) to describe “what is going on” in the interventions of NGOs and 

government agencies. The study applies the qualitative research method where both primary 

and secondary data are required in order to answer the research questions.  

Sample group and recruiting process 

The sample group in this research is the probability-based sampling which is suitable for 

obtaining in-debt results although conducting the studies with few cases (Bernard, 2006 p. 

186). The sampling frame consists of key informants from NGOs and government agencies 

that directly carry out their interventions with children in street situations in different areas of 

Bangkok. The respondents recruiting process started from a desk research on Internet data 

source which helped identifying a few actors.  Four e-mails were sent to ask for their 

cooperation in late October 2012 and received three replies. At this stage, I was in touch with 

Friends International, Mercy Center and Foundation for the Better life of the Children. I 

called these prospect respondents in order to introduce myself and the rapports were built via 

a respectful but informal manner from my part via telephone. After the calls, I wrote each 

organization another e-mail attached with the informed consent form (see Appendix VII) 

explaining about the research and requested for an interview appointment. Prior the interview 

guide was ready, I had a chance to informally interview two representatives of Friends 

International in their office but unfortunately they could not participate in the later semi-
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interview in November because of the time constrains. However, the discussions gave me 

prospects and better insights about the issues. I also had a chance to do the snowball sampling 

because the first two “seeds” were planted with one representative of FBLC and one of Mercy 

Center. After each of the interviews, each respondent recommended me each of their 

colleagues who carried out their intervention with different target groups in different areas of 

Bangkok. I therefore started a fast-track recruitment of two more respondents. After these 

interviews, I was recommended to two more respondents from two different agencies. In 

conclusion, six key informants participated in the semi-structure interviews of which, two 

come from FBLC, another two came from Mercy Center, one was from Center of Hope and 

the last one was a police officer from Noppawong Police Station. All participants (see 

Appendix VI for Informant details) were Thai nationals over the age of 18 years old, five 

respondents were professionals in their respective organizations and the police officer was a 

volunteer in the street involved children project of Noppawong Police station. Three females 

and three males were interviewed have over ten years experiences in the field and each hold a 

bachelor degree in education science with one female respondent hold a master’s degree. 

The field research: pre-understanding  

I officially conducted the field study from late October to November 2012 in Bangkok. As a 

Thai, I understand the culture and speak the language therefore I did not need a translator. The 

two field research consists of two parts. The first one is a pre-thesis writing period taking 

place in June - July 2012 when I was a volunteer for Hub Saidek, an organization working 

with children in street situations and in slum communities. During this time, I had some 

interactions with a few street living children from Hualampong Central Station who came to 

use service at Hub Drop-in Center. I led games and activities for children age 5-11 years old 

who lived in the communities nearby at the center as well as in their community (Flat 

housing) on a community outreach day. I also had an opportunity to help respondents from 

FBLC and Center for Hope at Hualumpong Central Station to interview the children about 

their needs and wants. The second part of the field research was officially for the thesis 

writing. I visited the organizations when I went to interview them. Most field observations 

were also conducted informally on Sukhumvit Road, Pratunam areas and a slum community 

area near the Airport Rail link and Klong Toey Slum (see Appendix IV). I did not take note 

during the observation because I was rather familiar with Bangkok and its areas as I live there 

during the thesis writing. I am also accustomed with the environments where the children live 

growing up in one, in a different province. The information obtained from the field is used for 
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the understanding of the context of the intervention only. See Appendix V for descriptions of 

dwelling areas of the children in street situations.  

Data collecting Methods 

The research requires a qualitative research method which needs qualitative data both primary 

and secondary ones. These data were obtained utilizing the below qualitative instruments:   

Secondary data collection methods: 

Desk research was used to map out the current of street involved children around the globe 

and in Thailand as well as organizations that response to their situations: this is a preparation 

part for the field study. The secondary data was obtained through Internet data sources and 

literatures such as journals books reports, articles, newspapers from the library of Thammasart 

University, UNESCAP in Bangkok and E-library of Uppsala University. Information obtained 

is re-organized in forms of literature review as well as discursive and descriptive writing to 

form the background and context of this study.  

Primary data collection methods: 

Semi-structured interviewing: with the time limited, Semi-structure interview or also known 

as in-depth interviewing is applied here because it is a method that allows the research to 

collect much information in limited time (Bernard, 2006 p. 212). I conducted six semi-

structure interviews using a clear interview guide with written open end questions (see 

Appendix VIII) that cover topics formulated according to my research questions and 

objectives. Each interview took one hour to one hour forty five minutes and was conducted in 

Thai. The interview content was digitally recorded and later transcribed word by word for the 

Content Analysis resulting in minimum15 and maximum 24 pages of each transcribed 

interview texts.  

Content Analysis was carried out to analyze to transcribed interview texts. I conducted a 

deductive content analysis guided by Graneheim U.H & Lundman B. (2003) and Elo S.& 

Kyngäs H., (2008). I started by building up categories according to themes originated from 

my research questions and objectives. After reading the printed out transcriptions many times, 

I decided to work on the computer again by creating a table. After codes were assign to each 

analysis unit, the categories and themes were groups for the analysis. 
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Table 1 Demonstration of Content Analysis 

 

The findings were written up according to the sub-questions of the research plus my analysis. 

It was natural that during the analysis, there needed to read the transcribed texts to get the 

sense of the whole many times. The area contents for analysis were also according the 

research questions. The process included: deciding to analyze the manifest content because I 

was looking for themes that I have invented in order to find answers to test my concepts and 

theories; the unit of analysis were the whole interview text of each respondents but when I 

looked for themes, certain responses were group together to see trends, which then became 

the working unit of analysis. As the content analysis does not have explicit rules, my 

condensing and abstracting of the text mostly happened at the same time as I also translate the 

Thai text into English simultaneously while analyzing.   

Limitations  

The study focuses on the operation of organizations on their approach regarding UNCRC 

therefore there is no input of the children in this research. The study based on the findings of 

the semi-structure interviews which conveyed from the perspectives of the respondents. 

Effectiveness, efficiency and sustainability of intervention of each organizations could have 

been identified due to the lack of necessary information for such analysis i.e. statistic about 

the cases assisted, successful cases etc. This research would have been much more elaborated 

and informative if the researcher did not have limited ability in making use of information 

acquired and the analytical skills. The issues of children in street situations are multifaceted, 

this study is an introduction for other interested researchers to come and explore these issues 

in greater depth.    

 

 

no. Transcript Code/unit of analysis Categories Themes 

1 In Thailand, mostly we adhere to 
the Child Protection Act 2003 
but when we work, we don’t 
concentrate on the Act but we 
take the children as the center of 
the work ส  

When on the ground, take 
children as a center of the 
intervention 

Application of CRC How CRC reflects in 
operation 
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Relevance to the Humanitarian Field 

If we are to recognize that children is the future of humankind; then their being in the street 

situations is a threat to humanity; and therefore the issue of children and adolescents in street 

situations is highly relevance to humanitarian field. The life conditions of these children and 

problems facing them are inhumane (Polak, 2006 p. 42). They are typically found sleeping in 

the dirty and dark hidden places such as under the bridges, stairways, bus stops, abandoned 

buildings in the garbage containers with no heat to protect them against the cold nights 

(Chitradub, 1998, p 9;Polak, 2006 p.42), and these demand humanitarian interventions. 

Secondly, when youth left home for a street life, some of their rights as individual, and a child 

embodies the Convention on the Rights of the Child are denied (Polak, 2006 p. 42; Faulk, 

2010 p.1). Effectively they are not protected from violence, exploitation and diseases as well 

as being excluded from opportunities to education, participation and development. When 

UNCRC is the most ratified Human rights treaty and the right-based approach has been 

recognized as a framework to the humanitarian intervention relating to children, it is highly 

relevant to study the work of the government agencies and NGOs from the child right’s 

perspective. Another reason is that the existence of these young people in the street indicates 

human insecurity. Children affected by armed conflict and HIV epidemic flee home or lack of 

home due to their respective reasons whereas their counterparts in Thailand run away from 

home mainly because of the family disintegrated issues (Faulk, 2010 s. 8). This demonstrates 

a need of appropriate prevention measures and for those who already migrated to the street, a 

response that meets their needs and rights. At the same time, their needs should not be pre-

determined by the adults. The children have a right to choose to be in the street (Ozero, 2010 

p. 16); it is up to the aid agencies to response to what they deem needs or according to their 

rights. Numbers of researches on children and adolescents in such circumstances have brought 

about a description of needs and causes that lead children and youth to the street, which then 

are used to develop policies approaches (Berckmans, et al., 2012 p. 1259) and interventions. 

A study in Mexico reveals that “the children use the service in their own way and the helpers 

try to make them “use it right” by modifying the programme” (Turnbull, et al., 2009 p. 1283). 

The research also discussed about the children that keep returning to the street despite time 

and resources spent on helping them off the street in the first place. The modifying of the 

programme echoes that the action is rather actor-based than right-based (ibid.). Berckmans et 

al. suggest that there is a need of more empirical researches that reflect the effectiveness of 

the responses of those actors who are in the field (2012 p.1259). The fact that the policies and 
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approaches are heavily based on theories which can be difficult to translate into practice for 

the local practitioners(ibid)could be a reason as to why some interventions in Mexico city was 

perceived as actor-based approach. Finally, it is intriguing to understand how the practitioners 

in Bangkok are carried out. Since models used to study the street children phenomenon 

derived from the experience of the issues in Latin America and Africa (Ennew, 2003 p. 6); 

this study is an attempt to reflect another reality of the phenomenon, practitioners and the 

implementation of CRC from this part of the globe using data sources in English and Thai 

4. Findings and Analysis 
This chapter starts with the below table that summarizes the overall findings and describes 
populations of children in street situations in Bangkok in respect to their demography, 
background and their daily challenges. The chapter continues with this table as a guideline 
with the findings presented according to the research objectives. 

Table 2 Summary of the research findings  

              Types 

 

Life aspects 

Street Living 
Children 

Street Working 
Children 

Children from Street 
Living Family 

Migrant Children 
from Street 
Working Family 

Causes of street life 1.Negative Family 
dynamics       
2.Attitude of parents 
toward their education  
3.Fragile family 
4.Level of Parents’ 
Education  

1.Poverty          
2.Level of parents’ 
education  
3.Parents’value 
towards family life 

Being born to 
homeless parents 

Come with parents  
to find money 
(Economic and 
migration) 

Dwelling areas Sapan Phut, 
Hualampong, Lumpini 
Park areas and work in 
various places 

Slum Communities: 
Onnut, Petchaburi, 
Klong Toey etc. but 
work at Asok junction, 
Sukhumvit Road 

Hulampong, Lumpini 
Park areas 

Live in slum 
community in 
Samrong district but 
beg on footpaths, 
flyover on 
Sukhumvit Road, 
Pratunam, areas 

Relations to Street 
and Family  

Cut ties from their 
families. 

 

in touch with families 
or care givers although 
work in the street 

Live with their 
homeless parents.  

Live with their 
parents in begging 
in the street 

Economic/support 
activities        

1. Begging  
2.collecting recyclable 
items to sell in small 
children,               
4.day labours,   
5.taking odd jobs at 
markets,   
6.prostitution 

1.Cleaning car 
windows at junctions,  

2.sell garlands, 
flowers, 
3.Prostituations 

Going with family to 
pick recyclable items 
to sell, begging 

Begging 

Challenges facing 
them 

1.Deteriorated health 
2.Unmet essential 
needs             

1.Being labour 
exploited by guardians  
2.Drop out of school 

1.Deteriorated health  
2.Unmet essential 
needs                     

1.Deteriorated 
health           
2.Unmet essential 
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3.Exposed to being 
labour or sexually 
exploited        
4.Exposed to HIV and 
STD infected        
5.No access to 
schooling               
6.No identification 
documents 

or no access to 
schooling 

3.No identification 
documents 

3.No access to 
schooling              
4.No identification 
documents         
5.Being labour 
exploited by guardians 

needs                 
3.No access to 
schooling           
4.No identification 
documents    
5.Being labour 
exploited by 
guardians 

 

Populations of children in street situations in Bangkok  

The data was obtained from NGOs and government agencies who participated as key 

informants in this research, therefore the populations of street involved children presented 

here were limited to the children who received services from these agencies. The children in 

street situations received assistances from the participant NGOs and governmental agencies 

are between toddler to18 years old. The average age of new arrivals (children who have just 

run away from home) were between 11-15 years old with the majority of them being male. 

All organizations focus their interventions on children age not over 18 years old. All 

respondents clearly distinguished vulnerable groups from children who had cut ties from their 

families and migrated to and spend most of their time on the streets. It is necessary to define 

the children in street situations in Bangkok in order to facilitate the research and to enable the 

researcher to address them during this analysis. Therefore the children in street situations in 

this study are classified in groups according to their relationship to the street, based on 

definitions given by Friends International, plus one additional classification given by the 

researcher as following:   

Street living children (SLC) are children who have run away and cut ties from their families. 

A respondent from Mercy Center called them permanent or real street children as he remarks 

that “There are two types of children in street situations, the real ones are those who take a 

train to Bangkok, when they arrive at Hualampong Central Station, they never leave again. 

Once they are accustomed with the street culture9, they may move to stay permanently at 

Lumpini Park or Sapan Phut.” The same respondent added that “these children have seriously 

gone through troubles at home before they took to the street.”  

Street working children (SWC) are children who are still in touch with their families or care 

givers while spending time in the streets mainly for economic reasons. They are known as the 

                                                 
9 When the new comers are accepted into the group of the old timers and get into a new “life cycle” where they 
have learned to live in the street, found shelter, make a living (Chitradub, 1997 p. 131).  
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risk or vulnerable group. The same respondent from Mercy Center addresses them as “semi-

street children.” This is a vulnerable group consisting of children residing with their families 

in slum communities at On-nut, Klong Toey, Asok and Petchaburi which situated near the 

commercial and touristic areas.                   

Children from street living family (CSF) are born to homeless adults. Their parents used to 

be SLC who met and got together as couples. In this study, they are found in the Hualampong 

Central Station and Lumpini Park areas.  

Migrant children from Street working family (MCSF) are migrant children found sitting 

and begging in the street. The children are from toddler to 6 or 8 years old. Usually, one or 

two children are found begging on footpaths and fly-overs in the commercial and touristic 

areas of Pratunam, Sukhumvit and Asok with a female adult or elderly who the respondents 

believed to be their mother or grandmother. A respondent from FBLC stated that more than 

90% of child beggars were not Thai, while a respondent from Mercy Center stated that the 

majority of them are from Cambodia and much lesser were from Myanmar, Laos and 

Bangladesh. 

Nonetheless, the respondents recognized the complexity of children in street situations and 

that their status and issues are multifaceted as one noted “(…) it’s strange these days some 

drifters in the streets also are also risk group living in the vulnerable communities, some of 

them are the children of construction workers. So the problems that the children face are 

complex and mixed up (…) the risk group are vulnerable to fall into permanent street 

situations any time.”  

Causes	of	a	street	life	
Table 3 Causes of a street life of each type of children 

              Types 

Causes 

Street Living 
Children 

Street Working 
Children 

Children from Street 
living Family 

Migrant Children 
from Street 
Working Family 

Causes of street life 1.Negative Family 
dynamics         
2.Fragile family 
3.Level of Parents’ 
Education  

1.Poverty      
2.Attitude of parents 
toward their education   
3.Level of parents’ 
education  
3.Parents’value 
towards family life 

Being born to 
homeless parents 

Come with parents  
to find money 
(Economic and 
migration) 

 

The most mentioned cause of a street life was a negative family dynamics and economic 

poverty. However the new causes of street life of street living and street working children 
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have been identified: the level of parent’s education; and attitude of their parents toward the 

children’s education. For the children from street living family and migrant children, they 

have to be in the street because of their parents or guardians. Most children registered with the 

Street Side Police Project found at Hualampong Central Station (app. 200 cases since 2003 to 

date of interview in October 2012) were reported to be coming from families which each of 

their parents separated and re-married, while a lot of children live with their grandparents. 

The factors that triggered negative family dynamics were economic disparity, unplanned 

family formation which highly linked to the new value towards a family life and education 

level of the parents or guardians. The detailed findings on the causes of a street life are 

presented as following. 

Family dynamics with economic disparities as a cause and underlying cause 

All respondents think that family dynamics are a major cause of the street life. The street side 

police educator and both social workers at Mercy Center believe that economic disparity 

pressures the parents to work hard in order to make end meet. The over worked parents fail to 

fully pay attention to and take care of their children which make them feel unloved and 

neglected. The social worker from the Center for Hope noted that the children he works with 

are all from the families with economic problems and divorced parents, and that the family 

problems caused by economic pressure are a vicious circle. The street side police educator 

stated that no children want to be in the street if there is love and warm in the family, as she 

noted that “If they receive enough love and care, no children would want to come and vagrant 

in the street where they do not know if they would get to eat or where they would sleep each 

night.” On the other hand, a respondent from Mercy Center interestingly remarked that 

economic effects the situations of children in street situations. From his experience, after an 

economic crisis in Thailand “Tomyam Kung” in 1997, there saw an increase of children in 

street situations during the following four years. This means that the problems of street 

involved children and their existence are not solved but the severity and volume of the 

children and the issues relating them fluctuated according to the socio-economic situations.  

Poverty and Migration as a cause 

Respondents from Mercy Center and FBLC agreed that the similarity of culture and languages 

of Thailand and Cambodia could be a factor that pulls Khmer who seek better economic 

opportunities to Thailand. A respondent from Mercy Center expressed that 
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“(…) there possibly are middle men that have bought the children from their parents, 

and then they are forced to sit and beg for money in the touristic and entertainment 

areas in Thailand. Another group came with their parents who migrated to Thailand 

hoping for a better life, having believed that Thailand was a good country. But I 

believe that the majority of the children come with the middlemen because those who 

had no resources and information shouldn’t dare to come so far. (…)”  

The response above illustrates two realities of the causes of street life of Cambodian children 

in Thailand (mainly Bangkok). The first reality being the children had been trafficked and 

exploited to work as beggars; another one is that the children came with their parents and 

ended up in the street begging. On the other hand, a respondent of FBLC argued that in order 

to understand such phenomenon there needs to figure out what discourse the Cambodian have 

heard of Thai society which makes them decide to come to Thailand. The Thai government 

also needs to understand their causes in order to response to this issue. The respondent noted 

that  

“A discourse in the past three to five years has been that these migrant children 

belong to gangs but from my experience, those I met come voluntarily. It happens 

that the husbands come to work as a construction labor or security guard in Thailand. 

Some women are widows, so they have to make money by begging. Thailand is like 

a place to take refuge for many. They probably think that Thailand is a Buddhist 

country where giving is a norm, but actually it’s the tourists that give money to these 

beggars.” 

It is likely that the cause of the street life of the Cambodian child migrants is the economic 

poverty of their families while being trafficked by an organized crime gang was not  a 

pronounced finding obtained from the direct field work. This corroborates to the study on 

children in street situations of Friends International published in August 2010 that Khmer 

children are here with their family for economic reason. Hence, these two statements indicate 

that network plays a role for the migration and resettlement process of Khmer population in 

Bangkok. As Thailand and Cambodia have signed a Memorandum of Understanding which 

allows low skilled labors from Cambodia to seek unskilled jobs in Thailand which 

consequently facilitate the migrations of children to the street in Bangkok. The migrant 

children in street situations live with their guardians that rent houses in slum communities 

such as Klong Toey in inner Bangkok and other slum communities in Samrong, behind 
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Imperial Samrong Mall, situated in the eastern outskirt of Bangkok. The area has become a 

so-called Khmer community. This trend is perpetuated by the existing network of Khmer 

community that has been established by unskilled workers that came to work in Bangkok 

(Interview with a respondent from FBLC). A case below derived from the researcher’s 

experience: 

A case: an Encounter with migrant Children from Street Working Family 

One late night in December 2012, on Sukhumvit Road’s footpath while waiting for a bus, I 

saw a woman age about 60 was trying to wake a boy age about 6 up to sit and continue 

begging at the foot of a fly-over. A smaller girl was on her lap. I casually greeted the woman 

and talked to her in Thai. She told me that her son in law was working as a builder at a 

construction site and she followed him and her daughter to Bangkok in order to “work” and 

they lived in Samrong District. She claimed that the children were her grandchildren. 

Source: formulated from an interview with a key informant from FBLC  

This exemplifies that the network exists, expands and welcomes the new comers. This 

experience corresponds with the respondent from FBLC as she stated that there was a Khmer 

community at Samrong in the East of Bangkok and that these children were in Thailand 

because their families were here. However, much more formal survey of larger sample group 

of this population in Bangkok is required before more solid conclusions about them can be 

drawn. 

Changes in attitude towards a family life 

A respondent from Mercy Center has identified that the teenage parents was an origin of street 

working children. He responded that the parents of the children working in the street were 

very young; most of them were in their 40s while their children were 13-15 years old. He 

noted “the parents were former vulnerable children in the slum that got together. They do not 

have jobs and make the children work for them.” Hence, a respondent from FBLC has pointed 

out a new trend, from his experience working in the community, he found that children in 

street situations today were a result of a fragility of the family institute. He noted that the 

value towards a family life had changed as young man and a woman easily got together to 

start a family life bypassing the old traditions. He expressed that 
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“Nowadays it is very easy to build a family. In my generation, girls were taught that 

before having a boyfriend, they had to first learn to take care of the household 

chores, they were not allowed to get home late, and parents taught their daughters 

about the family life. But today we have adopted the Western values; society is used 

to seeing scenes of boys and girls walk hand in hand in public, touching each other’s 

body as if it is normal. This familiarity destroys our society because these teenagers 

are not ready or prepared to establish a family. When the girls get pregnant, it is the 

grand parents that have to rear the newborn because the teenage parents have to 

continue working. When they face problems, they just walk away from each other 

like that; they are not patient to put up with each other through the situation. They 

will go and find a new partner, have new babies; this has become a new culture.”  

The response above describes a situation that numerous of the smallest unit of Thai society 

today is easily formed and unplanned out of the quick decision made by teenagers that were 

supposed to be in school. It is assumed that teenage families are fragile and can break down 

whenever any problems arise despite having children together. This contributes to negative 

family dynamics which eventually effect the situations of street living and working children in 

Bangkok today and in the future. 

The value of parents’ awareness and appreciation of education for their children 

One respondent from FBLC and a representative of Mercy Center stated that education and 

awareness of education of the parents or guardians was a factor that determined a street life. 

The respondent from FBLC gave herself as a case study. She was the oldest sister among 

eight siblings. Her family was poor but her grandmother valued education and supported her 

morally. She worked fulltime academically in college and part time after school hours in order 

to support herself and all her sisters and brothers financially. She started to work for FBLC as 

a volunteer teacher for the offspring of construction workers after her graduation twenty years 

ago. She found that the children at the construction sites where she worked were less fortunate 

than she was. Since the parents did not see that education was important for their children as 

they moved from place to place after a project was completed. When she was trying to teach 

the children literacy skills, they told her to “let them (the children) be, don’t bother.” This 

case demonstrates that the right to development of a child will not be fulfilled if it is not 

recognized by the legitimate guardians which make the children vulnerable to fall into the 
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street situations. A key informant from Mercy Center reckoned that the education of the 

parents is important  

“They say that the children become street children because their home is too hot to 

live in (uneasy to live in because of family problems) but I think the hot home is 

about the education experience of the parents. If the parents have had some 

education, they would be able find ways to work it out, to keep their children off the 

street. Education also relates to economic status because if the parents are educated, 

it would allow them to get a job, to generate income which would prevent their 

children to become street children. Seriously, the academia in general says that the 

domestic violence come from economic poverty but to me, the more important cause 

is the education of the parents. Education makes people see what they should 

prioritize, manage their family finance, enhances their attitude towards family life.” 

The above response illustrates that economic poverty contributes to the family’s 

disintegration; however the respondent believes that education teaches people to think and be 

sensible and considerate.  

Partial conclusion: a negative family dynamics with an economic poverty as an underlie 

cause is a main reason of a street life. However, the respondents have pointed out some new 

perceived causes: the education of parents and the value of parents’ awareness and 

appreciation of education for their children The earlier research on the causes of children in 

street situations suggested the rights violation was an emerging cause which was not a 

prominent cause during the interviews but when looking into challenges facing each group of 

the children: many children have to provide for their families, do not get to go to school, lack 

of identification card and living in inadequate conditions..  
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Dwelling areas and economic support activities  
Table 4 Dwelling areas and economic support activities 

              Types  

Dwelling 
areas/Relations to 
street and family 

Street Living 
Children 

Street Working 
Children 

Children from Street 
Working Family 

Migrant Children 
from Street 
Working Family 

Dwelling areas Sapan Phut, 
Hualampong, Lumpini 
Park areas and work in 
various places 

Slum Communities: 
Onnut, Petchaburi, 
Klong Toey etc. but 
work at Asok junction, 
Sukhumvit Road 

Hulampong, Lumpini 
Park areas 

Live in slum 
community in 
Samrong district but 
beg on footpaths, 
flyover on 
Sukhumvit Road, 
Pratunam, areas 

Economic/support 
activities        

1. Begging  
2.collecting recyclable 
items to sell in small 
children,               
4.day labours,   
5.taking odd jobs at 
markets,   
6.prostitution 

1.Cleaning car 
windows at junctions, 
2.sell garlands, 
flowers, 
3.Prostituations 

Going with family to 
pick recyclable items 
to sell, begging 

Begging 

 

The table shows that each area (see more details in Appendix V) hosts different types of street 

involved children: at Asok Junction, Sukhumvit Road and Pratunam areas found street 

working children and migrant children from street working family come to find money while 

the older or experienced street working children may get involved in prostitutions when they 

do not clean car windows or sell garlands; Lumpini Park and nearby area is home to street 

living children and children from street living families. Hualampong is a place to live and 

work as well as a place where new arrivals are found, and they may meet with the old children 

or exploiters, adding to various groups of people having different things to do here. Sapan 

Phut hosts street living, street working and “home” children. These areas offer economic 

opportunities and shelters. Regarding economic/support activities, the smaller street living 

children may collect recyclable items such as cans and bottles to sell, they may also beg for 

money. Some older and experienced children both boys and girls may sell sex. Some children 

get daily paid jobs selling their labour at Hualampong, Sapan Phut, fresh market at Klongtoey, 

or Pakklong Talat. Children from street living families go around picking garbage to sell with 

their children while migrant children from street working family sit and beg for money with 

their parents. Street working children residing in the slum communities come to the street to 

find money in the evening. A respondent of Mercy Center described the evening scenes at 

Asok area on Sukhnumvit road that: 
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“At Asok junction on Sukhumvit Road in the evening, sometimes twenty, sometimes 

ten children come to wipe car’s windshields and sell garlands at the junction. I see 

less of children from the slum community but the child migrants and their mother or 

a guardian (found sitting on the footpaths) appear more. I see that these children 

(vulnerable group) can do other things to make money like selling sex because 

Sukhumvit is an entertainment zone. For the migrant children, our border control is 

not too difficult to pass. The vulnerable group is still at the Asok junction but they 

are not increase in number and their problems are the same”     

The above response identify two groups of children in street situations, the first one being the 

street working children and the latter is migrant children from street working family and the 

economic activities they do in the street and on the roadside of the entertainment area. 

Furthermore, the respondents also found children with an adult (mother or an elderly) who sat 

and beg for money in a busy footpaths and fly-overs of Pratunam area. The clearer visibility 

of migrant children and their mothers or adults accompanying them in the street is contrast 

with the less visibility of the vulnerable group. The trend indicates the changes of the 

situations these children have been in. It affirms that the status and issues of street involved 

children are multifaceted and entangled which requires clear understanding of its root causes 

in order to find effective responses. Hence, economic activities of all groups of children are 

similar. Street working children and other street involved children are in the street to earn 

their livelihood with the income earned is managed for their family’s daily sustenance. The 

children that sell flowers will separate some money to buy flowers to sell the next day. On the 

contrary, economic activities of street living children are rather regarded as survival 

mechanism: “when they beg, they would only beg for enough money to spend on drugs 

(glue), automatic game box and some food” noted a respondent.  They will spend all money 

they have in one day, as another respondent added “Once they get money from begging, they 

would immediately spend on glue or games” 

Challenges	facing	children	in	street	situations		
The life of street involved children is precarious as the Street side police educator noted “once 

in the street, there is no safety.” These children are all short of basic living essentials and 

opportunities in life and deprive from their basic rights.   

Street living children are vulnerable to being lured into prostitution, criminal activities, 

falling prayed to exploiters. They also risk at losing their life in an accident like drowning in 
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the river; conducting a lifestyle that is destructive to their well-being because of the substance 

abuse or the lack of personal hygiene which are avoidable problems and will not be faced by 

children living in a family. A respondent at Mercy Center described a life and vulnerability of 

street living children that “these children left their home behind so they don’t think much. 

They only live day by day. They are prone to get into a violent conflict and have to resolve 

such conflict and try to stay safe.” Another respondent notes “there are crime groups that seek 

to exploit these children.” The children are aware of this challenge and they have to find ways 

to avoid it.  

Street working children who live in slum communities “mostly are at risk of dropping out of 

school” stated a respondent from Mercy Center. “A lot of children living in the slums have the 

problem with birth registration and identification card. A lot of them do not attend school” 

stated another respondent from Mercy Center. The first respondent added that “sometimes 

even the parents do not have any identification card. They were teenagers in the slum that 

married each other and have children. It was us the street teachers that recognize that their 

children are growing up and have no identification document, and we have to intervene for 

their future”. The worst but common case is that street working children are being exploited 

by their guardians. The young parents in the slum mostly only have odd jobs or no jobs as the 

respondent states “They stay home and play card (gambling) and make their children work in 

the street cleaning the windshield to support the family”  

Case “A girl found selling garlands at a junction” 

A well-wisher called FBLC Hotline reporting a girl age about 10 was sighted selling garlands 

at a junction and there was a man waited around to collect money that she made. The 

respondent went to investigate and it turned out that the girl was taken from her family by a 

man who knew her mother. She was living with her maternal grandmother who let her go with 

this man. The girl chose to live with the man’s family despite having to work.  

What can be observed from the case is that the rights of the child are severely violated; the 

girl was being neglected by her parents, did not get to go to school, and being exploited as a 

child labor by the persons she trusts.  

Source: formulated from an interview with a key informant from FBLC 

Children from street living family Children from such family are at risk of having no future. 

If there is no intervention in their lives, they will perpetuate a street life cycle. Many of them 
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lack of birth registration and identity card. At Lumpini Park, a street living family in the care 

of the Center of Hope has had three children with the youngest one age of two years old 

(interview with the respondent in October 2012) while the parents are still in their teens. They 

have no stable job or shelter. The parents have grown up in the street lacking experience 

living in a family environment themselves. They also lack knowledge in family planning, 

reproductive health, child care and etc. Besides, some street living families do not accept any 

interventions while extending the street life to their children. A respondent from FBLC 

observed that “children from street living families are a group of concern among them all 

because their parents often reject services that we offer” This poses challenges to the agencies 

and leaves the children with no choice to live the life they did not choose to be in in the first 

place. 

Migrant children from street working family 

All respondents believe that the migrant children in street situations face tougher hardship 

than their fellow street involved Thai children because their problems are complex due to 

many reasons. Firstly, they depend entirely on the adults they are with as a respondent from 

Mercy Center expressed that “These children are trapped, they come with the adults.” Another 

issue is that the migrant children do not get to eat properly because “the money earned from 

begging is to be saved and sent home” notes the respondent from FBLC. Thirdly, according to 

Thai migration law all irregular migrants arrested are subject to repatriation. The respondent 

from FBLC added “The issue is, if these children got arrested with their guardians, they are 

separated and sometimes mother and children do not find one another again. It also happens 

that the child is arrested but the mother is not”. Moreover, these children risk at being 

stateless because sometimes they do not have any identification documents and are rejected to 

enter the country from where they came. Finally, like all other street involved children, they 

miss to go to school sitting and begging all day in streets of Bangkok.  

Partial conclusion: all street working children who are not in school are vulnerable to become 

street living children. The children who have been growing up in the slums exposing to sexual 

entertainment in Sukhumvit area has higher probability to get involved with such business. 

Inevitably, all the children who are involved in commercial sex trade are prone to sexual 

transmission diseases, especially HIV/AIDS. Migrant children are in the more complex 

situations. Lacking of personal verification documents are a common experience of all street 

involved children. Children from street living family, migrant children from street working 
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family and street working children have high likelihood to be exploited by their trusted 

guardians, while street living children being exposed to exploitation of people around them. 

These responses reveal that many rights promulgated in the UNCRC and entitled for them by 

the Child Protection Act 2003 are violated by different actors in different circumstances.  

The response: Actors   
Eeach of the agencies provides their interventions according to their aims and objectives, 

however, at the operational level, personality and experience of each professional is crucial 

for the success in protecting the children and getting them off street. This section continues to 

present the findings starting with the description of each organization, and then detailed 

descriptions on approaches and intervention activities. The data collected from the field 

observation, content analysis of the transcriptions of the semi-structured interviews and desk 

researches. All organizations working with children in street situations have collective 

objectives which are to get the children of the street; to reintegrate them with their family; and 

to prevent vulnerable groups to fall into the street situations.  

Foundation for the Better Life of Children (FBLC) established in 1988 situating in the 

north of Bangkok near the slum communities in Rangsit District. FBLC’s programmes targets 

Street living, street working children and vulnerable group age not over 18. FBLC is funded 

by public donations mostly from within Thailand as a respondent notes “we address the Thai 

public donor because we, since our establishment, believe that Thai society is accountable for 

the issues facing our children today”. 

Human Development Foundation (HDF or Mercy Center) was established in 1972 in the 

Klong Toey slum in the east of Bangkok. It runs many child protection and education 

promotion programmes.Target groups of Mercy center are children, their families, slum 

residents and people living with Aids. Mercy Center carries out their outreach and prevention 

action in four areas: education: Anti-trafficking and Legal Aid Center to assist street children 

and vulnerable groups; Aids combating programme; and community services. Street side 

educator programme targets children age not over 18. It receives funds from public donations 

both in and outside of Thailand.     

Center for Hope at Lumpini Park 

Center for Hope is under the Social Welfare Office of Bangkok Metropolitan Administration 

(BMA). The centers were established in 1991 in order to respond to the situation of street 
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involved children in Bangkok with a starting up support from UNICEF. BMA established five 

Hope for Centers in busy districts of Bangkok and two centers situated in the vulnerable sub-

urban community areas. It targets children age not over 18 who are Street living Children, 

Street working children and the vulnerable group. The Center for Hope at Lumpini Park and 

other areas receive budget from the Ministry of Human Development and Social Welfare 

through BMA. 

Street side Police Teachers Project  

The project was initiated in 1998 by the Center for Protection of Children, Youth and Women 

of the Royal Thai Police. It was guided by the “street teacher program” of FBLC and Mercy 

Center. The project office is situated in the same compound as the Noppawong Railway 

Police Station. The railway police is the authority that protects the train passengers during the 

journey and at each station. As Hualampong became a hub of children in street situations, and 

it was time when the renovation of the station was about to start, “Street Police Project” was 

established in order to improve the situations of the children as well as resolve and prevents 

crimes caused by the drifters, as a respondent from the project explained that “Those days, 

there were a lot of vagabonds at Hulampong Central Station (…) The situation needed to be 

resolved because it resulted in beggars and petty crimes. The Police Commander of Bangkok 

Metropolitan initiated the idea of taking these children in to the police’s care.”  
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Table 5 Collective Response through the Network for Street Children 

              Types 

Reponses 

Street Living 
Children 

Street Working 
Children 

Children from 
Street Living 
Family 

Migrant Children 
from Street 
Working Family 

 

 

The Collective 
Response in Street 
Teacher Approach 

Outreach approach 

1.Spend time with 
children in their area 

2.Ad hoc assistances i.e. 
Haircut, healthcare 

3. Organize camps to 
create discussion space 
about their current 
situations and needs, 
field trip, recreation 
activities 

4. Job opportunity 
support 

5.Assess new arrivals 
and intervene after a 
rapport established 

Outreach approach 

1.Assess the situation 
by visiting the 
children at their 
working area  

1.Support the family 
with essential needs in 
their community 

2.Education support, 
Scholarships  

 

Outreach approach 

1.Assess the 
situations by 
surveying the areas 

2. Respond to 
family immediate 
needs 

 

Outreach approach 

1. visit and response 
to their immediate 
needs in the street 

  

Responsive approach  

1.Drop in center 

2.Rehabilitation home 

3.Education support and 
future plans 

3.Maintain family links, 

4.Scholarships  

5. ID card obtainment 

Responsive approach 

Legal assistance in 
case of getting in 
conflict with the law 
 

 

 

 

 

Responsive approach 

1 Birth register for 
babies 

2. ID card obtainment 

3. Help with school 
enrolment for the 
child of the family 

4. Daily routines 
training 

Responsive approach 

1.Provide translation 
assistance in case of 
being arrested 

2.Negotiate with 
guardians to send 
children to school 
after repatriation 

3.Coordinate with 
local NGOs to 
rehabilitate the 
children 

4. Facilitate 
sustainable 
repatriation 

 

The table above summarizes the responses of NGOs and government agencies that work 

together in a street children network. Through the street teacher approach, they refer 

themselves as “street teacher” (Street educator). The approaches are both street and 

community outreach and responsive. Their working approaches and intervention activities are 

similar however the police officer that take part in the network also aim at preventing crimes 

and are not directly mandated to work with children in street situations. The interventions 

with migrant children seems to be especially challenging to the actors because it requires 

language skills, knowledge in migration and human rights law as well as a bilateral 
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cooperation between the governments. The interventions strife for the increasing of access to 

education and lessening child labor abused in the families, however, it seems perplexing and 

success in the intervention is difficult to define because many children still live in risk 

communities or do not choose to stop street living lives. Regarding the migrant children, the 

cooperation between the governments of the host country and country of origin has not been 

established for a durable repatriation. The most important services for all Thai children are to 

obtain identification documents; increase access to education; lessen children’s working hours 

by negotiating with guardians, be a significant others/subsidize their needs for family care: for 

street living children; seeks for job opportunities; organize sightseeing trips and recreation 

activities; inspiration camps for job or life alternatives; assisting the children to materialize 

their life plans: for migrant children: facilitate durable repatriation, assisting them to get help 

from local NGOs, negotiate with their guardian for their education, provide interpreter in case 

of being detained.  

Intervention approaches and working methods 
This section continues with introducing the street teacher approach and its advantages, then 

the examples of the intervention and working methods of street teacher approach. The first 

example is the collective intervention on new arrivals (children who have just come to the 

street) and interventions of each actor are presented according to types of children in the 

following sections.    

Street teacher approaches  

The social workers from Mercy Center, FBLC and Center for Hope carry out intervention 

activities referring themselves as “Street teacher” (or Street side educator”) while the Railway 

police initiated a Street side Police project to join the Street teacher network. Street teacher is 

an approach used to intervene in street involved children’s lives in Bangkok. The studies 

reveal that the sampled organizations and government agencies work together in the Network 

for street children which was initiated by FBLC and formed in 1993. The objectives of the 

network are to strengthen their capacity and efficiency; share information; and to raise 

awareness of the wider audience about the street children situation and to propose solutions to 

the government (Ampairat, 2002 p. 17). It is recognized by all respondents that working as a 

network is vital for responding to the situations of street involved children because the 

network facilitates their responses and strengthen their capacities. A respondent from Mercy 

Center expressed that “I can tell you, we cannot do this alone”, “without (Bernard, 2006) the 
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Network we are just a small person” added her colleague. The network is like a web that 

facilitates the interventions to cover both the issues and geography as a respondent from the 

Center for Hope added “(after becoming a network) We divide the responsible areas 

according to the location of each organization (before this, every Street teacher in each 

organization has worked in all areas)” while the participant from Mercy Center exemplifies 

that “When we received a Hotline call from Rangsit area, I called FBLC to go and 

investigate.” “When the Street side police found a new arrival at Hualampong, the child will 

be approached and convinced to come take a shower at the train Wagon (where the their 

office situated), then they would have a meal, and then they will call us for suggestions”, said 

the same respondent. The respondent from FBLC describes how the network functions as 

following: 

“We are a network, we don’t criticize others’ ways of work but we discuss and 

give one another advices every time we attend a meeting of the Network for 

Street Children. Like on this 30th November (2012), we will be holding a 

meeting here (at FBLC) in order to discuss about what problems the street 

involved children are facing, what the issues are in the areas. And then we will 

brainstorm about the framework/approaches for the intervention activities in 

order to find solutions for the children, how and what the intervention activities 

should be carried out. At the end we will get a meeting resolution such as an 

organization of a life skills camp, Family relations camp and Job options camps 

which is the camp for older youth. For the last camp, we take the children to 

visit a milk cow farm (these activities will only happen only after having in 

formed the children about them and the children having signed up for each of 

these activity camps). At the camps, we work with the children. This is our 

work, we can’t do it alone.” 

Coordination as a network also means that each organization recognizes strengths and 

limitations of themselves and therefore they come to work together to compliment one other 

as one respondent says: These days we have to accept limitations of each organization. If the 

Social Welfare Division don’t conduct the outreach intervention, that’s fine but they have the 

money that can be spent on the intervention activities such as the already mentioned camps, 

Child development camp. We let them take care of that. We seek to understand their 

limitations, if they cannot arrange for transportation because of their bureaucratic formality, 

then we use our cars, we understand that each of us has our own shortcomings.” 
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Interventions	on	new	arrivals:	a	collective	approach		
The outreach approach is applied to intervene with the new arrivals which is necessary as 

street side police expressed that “our interventions is like a triage for sick people. We assess 

the new arrivals in order to figure out if they can return home, if sending them home is not a 

good idea, then we will find other solutions.” The respondent from Mercy Center stated that 

in a year there found approximately twenty new children or averagely four children per month 

at Saphan Phut. Most of new arrivals found are male age 12-14 years old. The respondents 

from FBLC and Mercy Center agreed that it is essential to get the new arrivals, especially 

girls, out from the street as soon as possible. It would be difficult to help if the child gets 

accustomed with the street culture. As one notes that “If a new child shows up, we know what 

will happen to him or her if she/he stay, so we have to try to get them of the street as fast as 

possible by no matter mean, either to offer the shelter at Mercy Center or send the child back 

to his or her family”. However, “it happened that in a month, we could not help new arrivals 

off the street at all” said the same respondent. For Mercy Center, when the respondent notices 

a new face sitting with the old ones or hanging out in the area, she allows a couple of day to 

assess the child. She reasoned that when a child has just run away from home, a premature 

contact will not lead to the interventions that truly address the root cause of the problems, 

instead will drive him away or cause reoccurrence as she notes “If we rush to get them of the 

street, the child will return to the street again after five days. We need to understand his 

situations and problems before we can respond.” The fact finding begins by talking with the 

old kids to get information about the new comer, when time is ripe, then she would start 

establishing the relationship with the child and seek ways to get him off the street as soon as 

possible. For FBLC, the street teacher comes to Hualampong with his backpack filled with 

items such as snacks, papers and crayon. To identify a new arrival, he observes the children 

who come and play the automatic play station boxes installed at the waiting hall in 

Hualampong railway station. “If I see a child at the box, I will give it twenty minutes before 

approaching to introduce myself and talk to him” explained the street teacher of FBLC. He 

added that “Some children did not mean to run away from home, they were just curious or 

sometimes got offended by their friends or family members and only wanted to go away. It is 

easy to get to talk to these children because they entrust strangers easily as the children do not 

know what dangers they are being exposed, which is at the same time dangerous for them.  

Intervention on street working children by FBLC  
FBLC uses outreach interventions with street working children. A hotline number is one of 

the means to reach out to the children in need. FBLC receives a lot of calls from the children 
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themselves and from the well-wishers. Once a call is received reporting about, for example, a 

child beggar spotted at a fly-over, the Street teacher responds urgently as he explains “we 

prioritize the Hotline case because the children will not be around for long, if we wait another 

day, the child might not be there anymore. We also need to call back to let the reporter know 

that the child was being assisted so they know that their effort to report us was not in vain”. 

The intervention carried out on a reported case and other cases identified by the street or 

community outreach work approach vary. Case “A girl sells garlands at the junction” (see 

p.36) continues below to describe the working method of FBLC with the street working 

children: 

 Case “A girl sells garlands at a junction” Describing an outreach intervention 

The intervention starts when a case was reported, then the respondent went to investigate the 

situation: he introduced himself to the child referring himself as a teacher coming from FBLC. 

It is important to talk to both the child and the guardian in the case of Street working child, to 

let the guardian know how and why FBLC got there. The conversation with the guardian has 

to be in a positive tone, no blaming but making known that doors are open and assistances are 

available where possible and if needed.  

Source: formulate from an interview with a key informant from FBLC 

For this case, it revealed that the man the girl called father was not related to her at all. The 

girl was living with his family, he had his own children who attended school but this girl did 

not. The respondent stated that it is important to let the guardian speak. He listened to the 

guardian explaining why the child was not in school, then discussing calmly with the guardian 

and convincing him to see the importance of the education for the child’s future. For this case, 

an agreement was reached: the guardian promised that the girl would get to go to school. 

FBLC conditionally allowed the girl to work in the street with time limit. FBLC kept all 

contact information of the child, followed up with the school to check whether the girl had 

been enrolled. All these times, FBLC has to monitor and follow up the case by visiting visit 

the family in order to reassess the situation.  

It can be partially concluded that the FBLC’s intervention activities with Street Working 

includes facts finding, securing the child an identification document, advocating for her right 

to education, raise awareness of the guardian on the rights of the child and let them know that 

exploiting the child labour is illegal. FBLC considers the best interest of the child: it respects 
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the child’s right to choose to stay with the family despite all the risks by continued following 

up and monitoring, and reassessing of the situation. This case was described simply but it is 

important to note that each step of the intervention take a long time, especially when the 

respondent were trying to obtained the identification documents with concern contacting 

many government agencies and witnesses for personal verifications. A Success is counted 

step by step, hence it is merely a milestone marked because the children are usually still living 

in a vulnerable environment.   

Responsive and Rehabilitative approach by FBLC 

As FBLC also operates homes and drop-in center for children in need from target groups 

according to each of its programme, even so, FBLC believes that the children receive more 

love and warmth living with their own family than living at FBCL. “At home, they at least get 

some hugs or get to talk to their family members but at FBLC, our staff takes care many 

children at the same time (so they cannot pay attention to any specific child).” Nonetheless, 

another respondent expressed that “We have to consider what the children want and what is 

best for them. If they cannot live with their family, they are very welcome to live with us until 

their parents are ready to take care of them again or until they finish high school.” While the 

children are living at FBLC, it makes sure the child understand that they can be there for a 

limited period of time because resources needed to be contributed with new children. If their 

families have been abusive which caused the children to come and live at FBLC in the first 

place, the FBLC still help the children keep ties with their family while their family will be 

reassessed regularly to see if they now is ready to integrate their children back as one notes 

“During these times, we also assess their family. We encourage the children to visit their 

family during school brakes. It is important for the children to know that they have someone 

in their lives. We don’t want to cut them off from their family” FBLC recognizes that life 

after institution has to continue, therefore it helps the child make his or her saving and 

education plans. 

Intervention on street working children by Mercy Center  
Mercy Center also uses outreach approach and hotline number to reach out to street working 

children. The respondent conduct a street and community outreach intervention because his 

target audience works in the streets but live in the slum community nearby as he explained “I 

got a call report that a lot of children were working, cleaning the car windows at Asok 

Junction but when I got there, I figured that the children lived in the slum communities 

nearby, so I went to their homes too”. He further notes that, “When assisting the children, it 
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leads to supporting their whole family as well as their relatives. It’s all related and entangled 

because the root cause of the problem is in the slum”. Approximately twenties children and 

their family members from four to five families receive services from him per week. The 

respondent remarks about his intervention that  

“To intervene in the life of the semi- street children (Children working in the street) is not to 

remove them from the street, no, we don’t want them to work there but we have to understand 

their situation. They are there cleaning the car widows as usual but we intervene for their 

well-being and respond to their basic needs. If they want to study, we will find them a school 

or they can even come to study at Mercy Center. If their parents cannot fend for them, they 

can come to live at Mercy Center or we can find them other suitable homes”.  

What is being described in the response is that the interventions carried out with street living 

children are according to the needs of the children and their families and to maintain well-

being of the children. It also implies that the interventions are flexible and take into 

consideration the context the children are in. His interventions also compliment the Mercy 

Center’s various community services programmes. The outreach approach includes family 

visits which take place spontaneously. A visit and takes from five minutes to an hour. At the 

child’s home, the respondent will have small talks with the family members observing general 

issues of the children and family as he states that 

“We encourage the participation of the parents in keeping the child in school. In fact if we 

want the children to get to go to school, we need to assist their parents. Frankly speaking, we 

help their mothers, we bring them soap, detergent, and then we talk with them about their 

children, asking how it is going for their children at Mercy Center’s school. When we assist 

the mother, we assist the whole family”  

The response also corresponds with that of FBLC’s interventions with street working 

children. The community outreach is an imperative for intervention with these populations. 

Family visit is an intervention activity the Mercy Center uses to assess the situation of the 

children and issues in their families. The above response describes that the participation of the 

parents is critical for a successful intervention (such as keeping the children in school). He 

reasoned that if the essentials needs; food, shelter, medicines and clothes of the family are 

fulfilled; the children will get to go to school. Lastly, the response implies that woman has an 

important role in any emergencies; she is trusted to distribute the resources and influence 

positive happenings in the household. Some of the assistances provided for the children and 
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their family are some money for the rent when they really are short of it, vocational trainings 

programmes, assist with legal matters: attaining identification document for the children, 

seeking to enrol the child in schools and providing them with scholarships. 

Intervention on street living children by Mercy Center 
Mercy Center conducts street outreach intervention with street living children at Saphan Phut. 

These youth have been living in the area for many years and many of them are over 15 years 

old. The respondent from Mercy Center described about her clients that “Some children rent a 

room in the community nearby, some of them have some odd jobs but some of them don’t get 

anywhere and just hang out.” Approximately thirty youth receive the services from the 

respondent per week. A street based work begins when the respondent arrives at where the 

children live, she will be with them in their environment until late night, at least three times 

per weeks, or as often as she can or as the children need her. She will typically arrive at 

Sapanphut around 4 P.M. when the children woke up or return from begging for money and 

stay with them to assess the situation, new arrivals, to tell the children about the job 

opportunities, activities that will be organized for them, and to listen to their experience. 

There are no fixed services provided although the respondent said that “In the beginning, I 

wanted to teach them literacy skills though it didn’t turn out as I expected”. The intervention 

with the children these days is to give them protection which entails ad hoc activities 

according to what comes up. Hence, the presence of the respondent is in itself a protection. 

She remarks that “it is like a rivalry, I have to win the children over the criminal gangs and 

exploiters that are readily to attract and trap them.” An imperative for intervention in order to 

protect the children is to establish a rapport with the area police station and residents in the 

neighbourhood. What she did was to have their acknowledgement about the existence of the 

children and that they are in Mercy Center’s care and if there are any issues caused by them or 

concern them, Mercy Center would happy to be notified. However, the respondents stated that 

the most important service she could offer is “to be there for them” because “these children 

have no one.”  The respondent further described her job duty that “I’m there to be someone 

who they can come to and talk about whatever that bothers them. We would have a meal 

together and talk which makes the children very happy and feel secured.”  The respondent 

addressed these children as “my kids” They are allowed call her any time if they are in 

emergency, as a case of a child that drown in the Chao Phraya River because he went down to 

collect some coins from the banana rafts during the Loi Krathong Festival in November 2012. 

The accident happened late at night and the boy almost died, his friends called her and she 
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rushed out of her resident to bring him to the hospital. When asked why the children came to 

her, she responded “It’s in fact me who go there and extend my helping hand out to them. 

Once they accept it, the whole mechanism functions, I need them and they need me.” This 

corresponds to the responses of her colleague and the respondent from FBLC who stated that 

“these children do not feel that they are in need of anything, it is up to them to accept our 

offer or not, those who care need to gain their trust and acceptance in order to help them.”  	

Intervention	on	children	from	street	living	family	by	Center	for	Hope	
The respondent at Center for Hope uses both the outreach and responsive methods. When he 

goes to work at Hualampong Central Station every Tuesday and Thursday, it is an outreach 

work. At Hualampong, the respondent assess the area, if he finds a new comer either a child 

or a street living family, he responds the same way as his colleague and the respondents from 

FBLC. It is imperative to allow some time to observe a new arrival before approaching the 

target to introduce himself and intervene. Thus, Hualampong and surrounding areas are 

exceptional for its Street living families. The respondent cited an example of his latest 

intervention with this population that “I noticed a street living family of 6 while I drove pass a 

bridge. The next day I came with a set of hygiene items for them and introduced myself. I told 

them that I would come around again and they could contact me if they need any assistance.” 

A rapport has been initiated with the new found case which a few months later he got to help 

them negotiate the payment at the hospital because the wife gave birth to another child but 

they could not pay for the service.  

Responsive approach  

Situated in the green Lumpini Park, the Center for Hope functions as a so-called drop-in 

center where the Street living youth come to spend time during the day. Its clients are eight 

children age below 13, and youth age 15-20 years old. The Center of Hope provides services 

for 15-20 youth per week; they are both regular (those who come to the center everyday) and 

irregular clients. When the children come to the Center for the first time, the respondent stated 

that “It is important to register him and try to obtain as much information about him as 

possible because this is would be helpful useful for the identification document attainment if 

the child has not already got one.” He describes the daily scene at the Center for Hope as 

following 

“The center opens from 10 A.M. to 6 P.M. which fits the children waking up  (…) 

when they arrive, the children will take a bath, do their laundry, have breakfast, 
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Buddhist morning chant and then I teach small children them to read and write (…) It 

is hard to manage the children per case because we (the center) are not facilitated for 

that, also the children want different things: one wants to sleep, another one wants to 

eat, that one wants to watch TV but this one wants to colour etc.” 

The above response indicates that the behaviours and segments of the clients are various 

therefore, with the limited resources; the respondent has decided to work on what he perceives 

most important for everyone that is to improve their quality of life and welfare. He notes “I 

think everyone deserves an adequate quality of life and welfare, also the street living 

children.” When speaking of an adequate quality of life, he means one’s ability to make it 

happily in society. He insisted that the BMA’s aim of the interventions is to reintegrate the 

children with their families although he admitted that, according to his experience working 

with these children for over five years; it is a difficult goal to achieve. He conveyed that there 

was no need to rush or to get into any vocational trainings or anything that is believed to 

enable the children to support themselves and stop living in the street. He argued that  

“We cannot dictate somebody else’ life, so in order to encourage a street child to do 

something, not to talk about getting them off the street, but to help them get a shelter 

and a job is already a hard work. You may send them to vocational trainings, rent a 

house for them, what about them, are they patient enough to follow through or 

responsible enough for the assignment? So I turn to teach them about duty, to be 

responsible for their daily routines, that they execute their daily activities in the 

Center without anyone having to tell them. This would discipline and teach them 

patience. I don’t think they need to be trained to do things, they just need the will to 

do thing. ”     

The presented argument demonstrates the thought behind the respondent’s action. He later 

said this thinking was nonsense but it is not disputable that the daily routines that he 

encourage the children to regularly practice teaches them disciplines, respect and 

responsibility which are qualities necessary for them to stop take the first step to do things for 

themselves and stop a street life. This corresponds with the belief of a respondent form Mercy 

Center who stated that it is all depended on the child himself. 

Another intervention approach the respondent applies is to create a societal model for the 

street living children as he described:  
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“I have told them many times that the Center is the home and the home is the Center. 

We live together and we will start over together. Because the children have no 

structure and directions in their lives, no parents and they left home since they were 

little. They don’t know what parenting is. Now they are here as a family, this is uncle 

Hawn, auntie Fah, we are one family. One day when they are back in normal society, 

they will understand the social structure and know how to interact with others. I treat 

them like my family members. I emphasize that the home is the Center and the 

Center is home, we have to make it feel like home” 

The response illustrates that the respondent fosters a family like environment at the Center for 

Hope. Such intervention includes socialization, creating family relation which makes them 

feel included and teach them basic social interaction. The Street teacher acts like a medium 

between the children and society and hope they would be ready to integrate back into society 

one day.  

Intervention	on	migrant	children	from	Street	working	family		
The research found that the sampled agencies are not directly mandated to intervene with 

migrant children in street situations but the humanitarian assistances are however extended to 

them by FBLC, Mercy Center and the Center for Hope. The actions are of outreach and 

responsive approaches. FBLC are involved in some interventions while a respondent from 

Mercy Center added that there found also migrant children in government rehabilitate homes.   

Outreach approach despite not mandating to intervene with migrant, a respondent from 

FBLC conduct the street outreach work in the Pratunam area surveying the footpaths and fly-

overs around Pantip Plaza, Central World (shopping malls) and Siam (an university area 

between Lumpini Park and Pratunam, patched with clothe stalls, malls etc.). The respondent 

explained that she always brings with her some nutritive snacks for children and she will 

respond to their situations accordingly. The below response describes part of her 

interventions:  

“My duties there are to get down and get to know them, talk to them, ask if they have 

any problems, are they happy or unhappy about their situations. So I bring snacks, at 

least this helps relief the children’s hunger because the parents usually will save as 

much earned money as possible to send home so the children are not fed. Another 

thing, if I find that they are sick, I will contact the  government health unit to help 

and like that we continue the process of intervention together.”   
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Responsive approach 

Durable Repatriation project: is carried out by coordinating with the local NGOs: SOS 

Cambodia and Cambodian Foundation, Woman Foundation (Thailand) and the officers at the 

Immigration Office. The respondent believes that durable solutions for repatriation will stop a 

street life to continue or reoccur. This could be successful with the cooperation from local 

NGOs, the recognition of the problems by the government and their creating of job 

opportunities, provision of education and health care for their people, as she expressed:  

“Another important intervention is to repatriate these children by coordinating with NGOs in 

the country of origin. Now we can only work collaborate with the NGOs, the government still 

does not react, their government still does not recognize the issue. To solve this problem 

sustainably, their government need to be responsible for its citizen by creating jobs, promote 

education and provide public health care to their people. We need to assist these children, 

send them home and stay happily; therefore we have to send these children to NGOs in the 

country. At the moment we coordinate with SOS Cambodia and Cambodian Foundation.” 

The respondent further described the intervention with ICSF that in case of detention, the 

Foundation for Women is there to provide interpretation service while the respondent seeks to 

meet and negotiate with the guardians of the children in case a solution has been found for the 

best for the interest of the child. This intervention process starts when the respondent 

approaches a detention officer for cooperation and then approaches the guardian in detention 

in order to discuss and convince her to understand the intervention and to finally agree to send 

the children to school in the care of NGOs in Cambodia. She described that “I seek to talk to 

the mothers of the child in the detention with facilitation from an officer at the immigration 

office. I ask the officer to forward the cases to the care of relevant the NGOs and ensure the 

officer that I will explain this solution to the mother myself.” When negotiating with the 

mothers, the respondent also tells them that “the mothers can visit their children who will be 

living with the NGOs but they can’t take the children away again, if they do, I told them they 

would face a double amount of (legal) punishment”. When asked how the mother took this, 

she replied “They usually accept the solution but this is also because the children are about 

seven or eight years old which is too old, they cannot make money anymore (too old to attract 

sympathy in form of money from the passers-by). If these children can’t beg, they will go sell 

flowers or join a gang and never returned to their family.” This response not only describes 
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the negating content but also proves the multiple issues of the migrant children: they are 

exploited to be beggar and also pressured to run away from their unhappy family. 

Finally, the respondent of Center for Hope stated that the migrant children in street situations 

are also entitled to non-discrimination treatment and deserve assistance on the same ground as 

Thai children in street situations. He expressed that “We have to adhere to BMA’s aims and 

objectives but we have no duty to arrest these children (…). Our duty is to offer help and 

rehabilitate them ( migrant children) until they are ready to go home” This affirms the 

statement made by the respondent from Mercy Center that migrant children are assisted by 

both government and NGOs agencies on the humanitarian ground, as the participants noted 

“Many children are living at the Mercy Center’s home. They also receive assistance according 

to the children’s rights.” He stated further that “Some children are forwarded to the 

government’s homes for children in need. These children are 6 to18 years old.” When asked 

what happens when they get older than 18 years old,  the respondent believes that “the 

immigration office has to repatriate them or contact international NGOs like Friends 

International that also work in Cambodia to assist them further.” He remarked that “If our 

network is broadening, it would be good for our work. The government should learn from the 

collaboration of NGOs and international NGOs and go see how these children live in their 

country of original, why they come to Thailand.” This underlines the importance of UNCRC 

and the cooperation of all parties that want to help these children.  

How the UNCRC reflected in interventions 

The intervention activities carried out by NGOs and government agency are analyzed against 

the four pillar rights of the UCRC (see rights cluster p.12). How their activities promote and 

protect the four pillar rights is demonstrated in the below table. 
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Table 6 Interventions respond to CRC’s four pillar rights 

Rights to Survival Development Protection Participation 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Intervention 

activities 

1. Spend time 

with children in 

their area: be 

there for them to 

assist them 

according to 

their needs i.e. 

haircut, 

healthcare              

2. Street and 

community 

outreach to 

respond to 

immediate needs 

3. Offer shelter 

for Street living 

children to cut 

them off from all 

risks 4.Maintain 

family links, for 

children living in 

rehab homes          

5. fostering 

family like 

environment  in 

drop-in center 

1. Inspiration camps for 

jobs and alternatives of 

live, 2.field trips to visit 

farms and other job 

inspired places.            3. 

Recreation activities 

organized for the 

children in Bangkok i.e. 

theme park visit, sport 

event attendance           

4. Holiday activities 

such as Children’s day, 

Religious ceremony 

participations at temples 

on holy days for those 

who want to participate   

5.Organizing ordination 

ceremony for boys who 

want to enter 

monkhood6.Negotiate 

with guardians to send 

children to school after 

repatriation   

7.Coordinate with local 

NGOs to rehabilitate the 

children 

 

 

 

1. Assess new arrivals 

and intervene after a 

rapport established to 

get them off street 

soonest possible          

2. Intervene in child 

labour exploitation 

(children selling 

garlands, cleaning 

windshields, begging) 

by negotiate with 

guardians to limit 

working hours of street 

working children             

3. Monitor the 

vulnerable families in 

care                             

4. Advocate for 

education for all 

children                      

5. ID card obtainment  

6. Influence policy     

7. Extend supports to 

their family to lessen 

8.Provide translation 

assistance for migrant 

children in detention       

9. Facilitate sustainable 

repatriation the 

children’s burden 

1. Camps to create 

discussion   space for 

the children to talk 

about their current 

situations and needs;      

2. Street living 

children got offered 

options about jobs and 

shelter, they discuss 

with Street teachers 

and decide for 

themselves if they 

want to stop the street 

life or continue.              

3. Street living 

children get to propose 

the places they want to 

visit or the activities 

they are interested in 

doing                         

4. Children in rehab 

homes participate in 

their education and 

life plans                    

5. Support of religious 

(typically Buddhism 

and Christianity) 

practice 

 

The UNCRC is reflected in their overall operation as demonstrated in the street and 

community outreach approaches with the intervention activities that strife to promote the right 

to survival, protection, participation and development of the children. These have been carried 

out based largely on the Child Protection Act 2003 enacted under the Thai Constitution B.C. 
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2550 which obliges all organizations working with children to follow. The agencies 

acknowledge the UNCRC although they do not cite the articles of UNCRC when working, on 

the other hand, during the interviews, there found that they regarded highly the well-being and 

quality of life of the children and work to achieve these which also leads to the rights and 

needs of the children to be respected and met. The outstanding intervention is their advocacy 

for education, identity rights and the elimination the labor exploitation of the children. They 

believe that citizenship will increase protection and make the children feel included whereas 

education will provide them a better future. For the aforementioned rights to be fulfilled, the 

agencies need participation of the children, their guardians, relevant public and privet sector. 

Since they understand the context and conditions the children are in; the agencies do not 

condemn the guardians that children still have to work in the street and that the children are 

kept by or choose to live with their abusive family. This is because they respect the choice the 

children make and their right to be with their families with a condition that the families have 

to allow the agency to monitor them. These exemplify how they consider the best interest of 

the child and how the UNCRC is reflected in their overall operation.  

Similarities and differences of each type of children 

This chapter has revealed that the cause of street life of all children stem from their parents: 

Family disintegrations from different reasons triggers street living children; parent’s level of 

education; and their attitude towards family life underlying by poverty generated street 

working children, children from street living family were born to homeless parents, and 

migrant children from street working family came to beg in the street following their 

guardians. The dwelling areas of each group of the children are strategically important for 

them in terms of economic activities and shelters. Socio-economic of each area is different: 

Sapan Phut and Hualampong Central Station are places to sleep and seeking money from 

doing odd jobs like day laboring in markets or shops. Lumpini Park area, is where street 

working and living children work at night, Pratunam, and Sukhumvit road is a busy 

commercial and entertainment areas with a lot of passers-by which allow migrant children and 

their guardians to make money as beggars. Asok Junction with a lot of cars facilitates the job 

of street working from the slum nearby. For the actors, Hualampong also is a venue where 

they assess situation of new arrivals. Regarding housing, the street working children and 

migrant children from street working family live with their guardians who rent a room in a 

rundown community, while street living children at Sapan Phut and Hualamphong live on 

their own and sleep in the open space where they feel safe or rent a room in a slum 
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community when they can afford it. A major difference between four types of children is their 

relations to their families: street living children cut ties from their families therefore they 

receive no family care, while the other groups of the children are still with their families. 

Regarding economic/support activities, from the information in table 5, the common job 

among smaller street living children is begging, while prostitution could be a job for older or 

more experienced children. Both street living and street working children take prostitution as 

a supporting activity. Street working children would exclusively sell garlands and clean 

windshields at Asok junction, while migrant children beg, and children from street living 

families work with their parents. Another difference identified is that the street living children 

tend to take work as a survival mechanism that is to earn enough money to buy what they 

need: some food, games and glues (for sniffing) while the street working children and migrant 

children form street working family work to make money to support their families or 

guardian, whether they are happy with the purpose of work or not. Street living families 

conduct a live similar to street living children but they have children themselves and their 

children work with them and it seems that they make money to support their families. All 

children face the same challenges like health issues with migrant children being prone to be 

malnourished, the same issue themes are the lack of identification documents, being prone 

statelessness, exploitations and all rights violation by their guardians.  

5. Discussion of findings 

This chapter presents the discussion of findings in relation to the conceptual and theoretical 

framework and by corroborating them with the literature review. The discussion is organized 

according themes derived from the research questions;  

Children in street situations in Bangkok and the importance of definitions  

Bangkok hosts a significant number of street involved children; one of the reasons is because 

it has many poor slum communities, one of which is the largest one in the country. The 

research has proven that its socio-economic status is attractive for the children. The issue of 

children in street situations in Bangkok seems most severe also because at least five national 

and one international NGOs are responding to their situations; besides it is often presented in 

medias (interview with a respondent from Mercy Center); the stories of children in street 

situations in Bangkok and big urban cities and a border towns such as Chaing Mai and Mae 

Sai have been disseminated in the TV and newspapers in forms of people’s news reports, 

documentary films or interviews with the Street Teachers (personal communication with 
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respondents from FBLC). As Thailand is emerging into ASEAN Economic Community along 

with the fellow ASEAN member countries in 2015 which will allow some high skilled 

workers in tourism, medical, engineering and accounting to freely move about professionally 

in the region. Chitradub (2007) has revealed a figure of 20,000 children in street situations 

plus 10,000 more children that would join the street in 2010 and the migrant children would 

also add a substantial number to these populations. Nonetheless, until recently there has been 

no further elaboration about the evolvement of these predictions. According to Friends 

International (2010)’s Profile of Street Children in Bangkok released in August 2010, their 

five snap short surveys with street children in Bangkok carried out between March 2009 and 

June 2010 revealed that during this period, averagely 175 children wear met over one day. 

Exceptionally, one day in October where an annual two weeks school break took place saw 

210 children over one day. A reason could possibly be that the “home children” according to 

the definition given by the respondent from Mercy Center, had joint the street during the short 

school break. In this report, a mong the average number, 28% were made up by migrant 

children from Cambodia and 10 % made up by Burmese and Vietnamese children (Friends 

International, 2010, p.7). In this research, all respondents stated that approximately 200 were 

street living children which are closest to the figure surveyed by Friends International. The 

overall numbers of children in street situations have not officially surveyed recently but from 

the interviews, the respondents have not really paid much attention to earlier stated estimate 

figures and none of the respondents stated whether the number of migrant children from street 

working family has significantly increased. 

Although labelling the street involved children has been controversial, it has proven along the 

research process that definitions of the object of study are fundamental when addressing or 

studying it. “Street children” was a term given to children in street situations in 1980s. 

Glauser (1998) has proposed to deconstruct the term in order to see clearly whom the term 

serves because it carries a negative connotation and stigmatize the populations. A respondent 

from FBLC stated that “the street involved children in Bangkok are different from those in 

other places, we should call them differently” which conforms to Glauser’s words: “the term 

street children were not only imprecise but also lacked of operational value” (Glauser, 1998, 

p.143). This research has proven that children in street situations in Bangkok need their 

proper definitions because even in different dwelling areas in Bangkok, each group of the 

children demonstrated to have different behaviors, livelihood and attitude towards the street 

life; which signify that they need different services. The findings in Bangkok have approved 
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the new term “children in street situations” adopted by the Committee on the Rights of the 

Child Assembly Resolution in May 2011 because from the interviews, it revealed that “the 

problems really are not the child but rather the situations in which he or she is in” 

(UNOHCHR, 2011), for example: a child in a slum community has to sell garlands at Asok 

Junction because she has to support herself and her family. In this case, the aid agency that 

recognizes the problem has to respond to the situation, not to remove the children from the 

street because they think that the children should have a nice childhood but not a job on the 

street. In agreement with Ennew (2003) and Glauser (1998), the terms given to the children 

should reflect their reality; four types of the children have been identified based on the 

definitions given by Friends International and an additional classification given by the 

researcher. These definitions are applicable because it reflects the relationships the children 

have with the street and their families. However, in order to respond to the needs and protect 

the children’s rights, one needs to bear in mind that the characteristics of different groups of 

children in street situations coexist among them (Ennew, 2003). 

Disruption of family dynamic causes street lives  

I started this research with an interest to figure out if the causes of street life of children in 

Bangkok are different from their fellow children in street situations globally. The findings 

identified with the existing literatures that the causes were the family dynamics and economic 

poverty. Sipos (1991) described that economic insecurity results in the structural problems 

and is a cause of the pattern of socio-economic problems in a country. This statement 

corresponds with Chiangkool (1990)’s analysis that the failure of social and economic 

development in Thailand from 1959 -1989 led to the structural problems of Thai society 

today, one of which is the situations of street involved children. Such consequence first 

occurred since Thailand’s very first national socio-economic development plans were 

implemented in 1990s’s, when 4,000 children were reported homeless (Tankananurak, 1992). 

A respondent from Mercy Center also observed that when regional economic crises occurred, 

the number of street living children had also increased significantly. The respondents also 

stated that economic poverty is a major reason for the presence of migrant children from street 

working family in Bangkok.  

On the other hand, when looking into the challenges these children face in their daily life, 

there saw that the guardians of children from street living and street working families tend to 

violate the rights of their children which might pressure them to the street permanently. This 



63 
   

observation corroborates with the studies in Bangladesh (Conticini & Humle, 2007), Central 

Java (Dermatoto, 2012), Egypt (UN Office of Drug Control and Crime Prevention, No year) 

and the USA (Hyde, 2005) which brought to afore that a lot of children migrated to the street 

because of the collapse of trust in their parents or guardians causing by familial abuse, being 

forced to work, some children were regarded as disobedient if they rejected to follow the 

guardian’s instructions while their frustrations were disregarded. Hyde (2005) studied 

runaway youth in Los Angeles and found that the children did not intend to leave the home 

but only to go away for a while but they were not able to get help so they ended up drifting 

permanently. This supports the responses from all the respondents that if the child could turn 

to someone when facing difficulty in the family or if a runaway child is approached earliest in 

her street days, it would be easier to prevent her to fall into street situations permanently. 

Hence, the respondent from FBLC and Mercy Center significantly added changes in social 

values toward family life and the education level of the parents as causes which support the 

study of the UN Office of Drug Control and Crime Prevention (No year) in Egypt which 

revealed that the low income and educational level of the family were the top paving or 

indirect causes to a street life.  

The UNCRC and the intervention approaches of practitioners in Bangkok  

An argument that the UNCRC is only applicable in the middle class family from developed 

countries might be true although it only demands minimum standards from the government to 

ensure the life security for its children. Thailand today is an upper middle income country; if 

the prior statement is true, Thailand should be in the position of more than adequately 

providing for the development of its children which is not the case because  the GDP growth 

only widens the gap between the rich and the poor. Nonetheless, this research has proven that 

both NGOs and government agencies recognizes the UNCRC and their intervention 

objectives follow the convention’s pillar rights. They work in the frame of both the UNCRC 

and Child Protection Act 2003, however at the operational level, many respondents disclosed 

that they did not think much of the UNCRC but they take into consideration the well-being 

and quality of life of the children. However, Stainton Rogers (2009) has deconstructed the 

discourses of child concerns that they were formed up in the West from the discourses of 

children’s rights; children’s quality of life and Children’s needs. She observed that despite the 

acknowledgement of child agency; the social policy, welfare provision and intervention in 

children’s lives still stem from the adult’s beliefs about, and attitudes toward children. 

According to Stainton Rogers (2009), the discourse of children’s rights is rooted in the 
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discourse of children’s needs which is evidence in many articles of the UNDRC. The last one 

is the quality of life discourse which was developed by Casas (cited in Stainton Rogers, 2009) 

in 1960s, before the UNCRC was adopted. The discourse seeks to promote the Child’s 

resilience and to hear the Children’s views on the basis that the social protection and 

provision of service to the child is guaranteed by their rights. The discourse of the quality of 

life is more preferable because it concedes variability of value systems and the context the 

children are in. This corroborates with the responses of all respondents, as one from FBLC 

stated “We do not loudly say that we follow strictly the CRC when we work, we do follow 

CRC in our Thai way, not a Western way.” Despite being regarded as a powerful instrument 

to advocate for children, the UNCRC is being criticized for its being universal. The concept of 

rights is criticized by social constructionist and cultural relativist that it cannot be universally 

applied. The main critiques of the UNCRC are that it is western, imperialistic, neocolonialist, 

and individual. Nevertheless, The Thai practitioners in Bangkok did not make any remarks 

about such criticism like NGOs in the West might do. Though, a respondent from Center for 

Hope expressed that “the law is good but the enforcement is the most important. Also the law 

does not fill people’s stomach. The law say it’s illegal to steal and you will go to jail, but the 

law did not say that you should not steal and go get a meal at the law office” He expressed 

this explaining that whether there is CRC or not, the interventions are still needed and it has to 

take the quality of life of these children as its central. While Rights Based Approach is 

promoted among the Western or international NGOs, from analyzing, I could possibly 

conclude that the Thai practitioners work for the well-being and quality of life of the children 

in the frame work of the national legislation; Child Protection Act 2003 and the UNCRC 

because they clearly seek the views of the children’s view, for their participatory and ensure 

the best interest of the child as demonstrated in their intervention activities. 

Childhood is socially constructed and cultural relative because it is a universal and natural 

feature of a human group that varies from culture to culture (James & Prout, 1990). To work 

with children, particularly street involved children, the concept about them need to be 

clarified because the children are independent from the concerns and perspective of adults 

(Woodhead, 1998). These adults are social workers and policy makers that design 

interventions for them. A study of Turnbull et al., (2009) revealed that an intervention carried 

out for children in street situations in Mexico were actor-based; this study on the practitioners 

in Bangkok has shown that their actions are not because they do not modify their programs to 

fit the children’s behaviors. The practitioners in Bangkok acknowledge that children in street 
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situations are heterogeneous; children from different dwelling areas possess different culture 

and they each need different intervention activities and approaches, and to get them off the 

street, they have to understand their street way of life. This could add an empirical result from 

the field as being encouraged by Beckmans et al., (2012). As Hyde (2005) indicated that a 

runaway youth who decided to leave home exercise their agency by making such decision, 

street living children in Bangkok might have done the same. However, the agency of children 

from street living family and migrant children from street working family is questionable 

because they did not seem to be the one who chose to come to Bangkok. Regarding street 

living and street working children, from the interviews, it showed that at the operational level, 

each respondent recognizes their agency as demonstrated in the approaches they take to work 

with them. They do not perceive these children as naïve or want to separate them from the 

working life as revealed when they talked about these children and in their approaches. The 

respondents approach each group of children not only aiming at removing them from the 

street, but they accept the children’s rights and needs to be in the street (Ozerto, 2011). They 

try to intervene by getting to know them, presenting them choices and opportunities about 

educations, jobs, rehabilitation homes as well as listening to what they have in mind.  They 

believe that beside a suitable program, the children’s participatory is the most important 

resource to get them off the street; only the children themselves can durably stop the street 

life, after they have been presented all the options and alternatives about jobs, educations as 

well as a home. However, Bluebond-Lagner (2007) has expressed a concern about the agency 

of children, about to what extend it is acceptable because children are still developing beings 

that still need nurturance and protection and remain vulnerable, and therefore if they shall be 

hold accountable for the outcome of their exercising of agency. From the findings, it seems 

that the actors in Bangkok recognize the agency of children and respond to their situations 

accordingly. They agencies also show that they have measures to respond in case the agency 

the children hold get them in trouble as demonstrated in the below responses: 

 “(…) when they are ill, we take them to the hospital, when they are cured, we ask 

what they want to do next. Our duty is to seek for opportunities and present them to 

the children. (...)After the children are confident with us, we will offer them 

choices: for those who don’t want to make any choices but continue their street life 

that make them contract HIV, being  arrested, then our duty is to go visit them. We 

have to continue our relationship with the children to show them that we are there 
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for them, which is part of the process to help them out of their street situations.” 

(Respondent from FBLC) 

The imperatives for intervention here are unlimited chances offered and forgiveness. This can 

only be done when the actors understand the context and problems of the children. The actors 

accept the agency of the children and understand their choice to live in the street, at the same 

time; they monitor their situations and are readily to help, which the children will not be left 

to blame and hold totally accountable for their action. In such situations “the children cannot 

see clearly, you have to offer them choices and assistance and help them think” as a 

respondent added. This is consistent with the respondents from Mercy Center, Center for 

Hope and Street side Police who believed that the interventions shouldn’t be carried out 

prematurely but while allowing time to get to know the case, the actors also acknowledge 

their vulnerability and assess their situations. 

Conclusion and recommendations  

All the research sub-questions have been satisfied as presented in findings and analysis 

chapter. These have led to the achievement of the research objectives. The first research 

objective has been fulfilled as four types of street involved children have been identified with 

their dwelling areas, economic/supports activities and challenges facing them (see Table 1). 

The second research objective was to describe the intervention approaches of each agency as 

well as their services and interventions activities, after having achieved this, a street teacher 

approach has been discovered and the working methods and approaches, intervention cases of 

each agency have been described with a summary of their responses presented in Table 4. 

Then, the similarities and differences of each type of children as demonstrated in Table 1 have 

been discussed in the last section of findings in order to satisfy the third research objective.  

The analysis of the intervention approaches and activities against the pillar rights of the 

UNCRC (see Table 5) have helped the research achieving its main research objective which is 

to describe how the UNCRC is reflected in the overall operation of the NGOs and government 

agencies that work with children in street situations in Bangkok. As the right-based approach 

is known for addressing disparities in the child’s rights, it seems to be an effective framework 

that gives sustainable outcome if applied when working with children in street situations, 

however there found no explicit statement that the government agencies and the NGOs in 

Bangkok conduct their interventions adopting such approach. Nevertheless, after having 

studied their intervention activities and approaches, it indicated that the agencies observed and 
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reflected the UNCRC in many ways. The best interest of the child is observed as shown in 

many intervened cases i.e. if the children choose to live in the street, their well-being will still 

be sustained, they will still have someone to talk to confidentially; if they need to work in the 

street, they will also get to go to school and their families will be supported; if migrant 

children in street situations are arrested, they will be provided with translator, durable 

repatriation and education opportunity is offered. This research had a stand point from the 

Universalist viewpoint and wished to explore how the gap between universalism of the 

UNCRC and relativism of childhood can be bridged. The interventions in the lives of children 

in street situations in Bangkok exemplify such reconciliation between Cultural relativist 

(childhood) and Universality (the UNCRC) because the practitioners work to promote the 

rights of the child while also taking into consideration their reality. Their interventions are not 

based on RBA as promoted in the West and amongst NGOs that receive funds from outside of 

the country, it appears that the practitioners in Bangkok work for the well-being and quality of 

life as has been deconstructed by Stainton Roger (2009) that this approach also embeds rights. 

The practitioners in Bangkok also demonstrate their respect to the agency of the children 

while they are also aware of the limit of their agency and vulnerabilities of the children.�

 Recommendations for practice 

1.  For Thai children, the practitioners should strengthen their cooperation with the ministry of 

Social Development and Human Security in order to sensitize them the severity of the 

situations in which the children are. As the street working children outnumber the street 

living ones, it is possible to work with BMA to make them see the issues via media and 

organize events on an occasion such as children’s day in slum and populated communities. 

2.  As The network for children in street situations are already expanding to provinces and 

working to raise awareness of the government agencies about the severity of the issues, 

they should take advantage of the discourse about AEC that is circulated in all sectors in 

Thailand to raise the issues of migrant children in street situations on the occasion of 

Children’s day. They should also coordinate with UNICEF, Friends International and 

broader NGOs. On the occasion of children’s day, the Thai NGOs might invite the 

representative of embassy of Cambodia others to participate in the activity day, and send 

them report about the children found in the street or the children who are successfully 

repatriated. The way to do this has to be diplomatic and not in a blaming tone. 
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3. The committee on the UNCRC should investigate the work of the government more closely 

and work with NGOs in order to seek consultancy from the practitioners and then propose 

solutions to the government. The ministry of education receives 20% of the whole budget; 

NGOs should seek ways to tap into this budget. Proposing solutions and meetings are not 

enough as evidence shown in many reports that there lacks following up. There should be a 

long term project proposed by the NGOs and the committee.  

Recommendations for further research 

The research has discovered many interesting themes during the analysis, ones of which are 

the culture of street children; the emerging of the regional economic area; migrant children in 

street situations; stateless children in street situations; the necessity of academic work and the 

practice in the invention with children in street situations; and Humanitarian management 

(human resources/stress management/fund raising/CSR) in organizations working with street 

involved children that also provide shelter and live with the children: Different between 

NGOs and government agencies in their policy and approaches These could be worthy of 

studying in the future as it will add more dimensions to the knowledge, hence it will be from 

the context of Thailand presented in English. One research on children in street situations in 

Thailand I have found was of Leroux (1991). There are many theses conducted by Thai 

graduate students presented to Thammasart University which could be a reputable resource 

although these theses are in Thai with an abstract in English. It could be interesting for the 

future researchers to come and study in greater depth about the interventions with these 

populations in Thailand in order to disseminate and exchanges the wisdom with the Thai 

practitioners  

Reflection on the methods  

For this research, I had chances to interact with the children and could have tried to study 

about them directly. I was aware that children are active social agents and their culture and 

relationships are worthy of study in their own rights (James & Prout, 1998) but I chose not to 

study them and kept some distance when I was volunteering and visiting the slums. It was 

intentional that I did not seek input from them for this research because I felt that I lacked 

expertise and knowledge necessary for interacting with these populations. I did not want to 

raise any expectations or cause disappointment among the children or unintentionally exploit 

them dug my process to obtain information. The respondents were professional who have 
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worked with these children for over ten years; I trusted their professionalism and knowledge 

in giving me information regarding their work: the children. 

 The validity of this study is established by using various sources of information. I did a 

literature review on the cause of street life globally and compare that with Bangkok. I did 

document review from reputable academic and relevant organization sources which are 

available online and in the library. The semi-structure interview and content analysis were 

crucial tools to obtain answers to research questions. Despite lacking the second reader to test 

the themes, my question guide served its purpose well. The identified themes found in the 

transcribed interviews, field observations and existing literature were compared for validation 

and the common themes were examined in the discussion section. The bias was controlled by 

triangulating and cross-checking for accuracy of information obtained against sources stated 

earlier.  

To my best knowledge, my presence in the field did not provoke any problems because I 

presented myself at the children’s level: I came to their environments dressing modestly and 

carried myself very friendly. Ethically, to work with people who come from different 

background from you, you need to observe their culture and remain respectful. Even though a 

foreigner will not be expected to behave like a Thai but it would be an asset to observe how 

Thai people interact and if possible, observe their social values. Thai people respect senior 

people and address others according to their age or social status. I was being called “Phee” by 

the children. Phee means elder sister or brother. I addressed the respondents “Khru (+ their 

nickname)” while they referred themselves as “Phee” or “I” to me. The word “Khru” means 

teacher (they are “Street teacher” for the children). I addressed them as teacher to show my 

respect but they called themselves Phee to show me that we were equal and the social title as 

“Khru” did not count.  
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Appendixes		

Appendix	I:	Stateless	and	Ethnic	minority,	and	Migrant	children	in	street	
situations	in	Thailand	and	the	issues	facing	them	
Statelessness is a state when a person is in the condition of not possessing a recognized 

citizenship in a state or nation. (Milbrandt, 2011 p. 80). Stateless people are not considered as 

nationals by any State under the operation of its law. United Nations High Commission for 

Refugees (UNHCR) that twelve million people worldwide are stateless in 2009 (Governments 

of the world cited in Milbrandt, 2011, p. 80). In 2009, two million people are estimated to be 

stateless, of which some 400,000 are indigenous and hill tribe people which mostly come 

from the northern region of Thailand (Keepanan, 2009 p. no page). Statelessness also happens 

to family that fails to register their child at birth and that occurs 45,000 cases each year in 

Thailand.10 Ethnic minority and stateless children contribute significantly to the overall 

number of children in street situations children in northern region of Thailand, especially in 

the Provinces of Chiang Mai and Chiang Rai (Keepanan, 2009, no page). It is described in the 

Lesson Learned Project on How to Best Assist Children in Street Situations (Buasri & 

Subongkot, 2010) that children with street connectedness in the mentioned provinces largely 

represented by children of Akha, Mong and Karen Ethnics (Buasri & Subongkort, 2010, 

pp.21-24). The street life and experiences of children in Chiang Mai and Chiang Rai are 

similar and they can be categorized as children from street living families as they left the hills 

with their families to the city. These children do not attend school. In the city, their parents 

rent shags in slum communities and make them beg for money, sell flowers or souvenirs in 

places where there are tourists during the night. Their parents punish them if they do not make 

money as expected. During the day, some children do not get to sleep because they have to go 

and collect recyclable items to sell. It is also reported that some parents involved in drug 

activities (ibid).   

Migrant children in street situations 

Chitradub (2007) stated that the situation of children in street situations have changed in the 

past decade. Although the magnitude and problems facing them are similar to those of the 

past, a new group of children adds to the street children population. His research in 1999 

revealed that cross-border migration has contributed to an increase of children in street 

situations in Thailand, of which many of the children already have a street connectedness in 
                                                 
10 http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=11777&LangID=E 
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their border towns. (Chitradub, 2007 p. Intoduction). The promotion of tourism and economy 

in the border areas has facilitated their migrating to Thailand. Migrant children cross the 

border from Tachilek province of Myanmar to Mae Sai district of Thailand ranking from 40-

50 per day. (Chitradub, 2007 p. 81) They are children from street living families, child 

labourers and girl commercial sex workers (Buasri & Subongkot, 2010, p.25). The children 

coming with their family face similar hardship as those in Chiang Mai, while the labourers 

and girl sex workers are often exploited and abused by people they encounter in the street. A 

causal factor for many of these children to migrate to the street was extreme poverty which 

was a result of internal conflict between their ethnic groups and the military government in 

Burma (ibid.). However, the largest number of migrant street children is Cambodian, who 

mostly came into Thailand with their families, relatives, or friends with the intention to earn 

their livelihood (Chantavanich, et al., No year p. no page). Regarding economic activities, 

some of Cambodian children were forced to beg by their parents or they were controlled by 

beggar gang leaders who would collect also transported them to and from various locations 

under close supervision. Some migrant children sell small items in the street. These street 

children were at high risk of contracting diseases and being involved in accidents due to their 

work conditions. The working conditions often involved drifting around in the street or near 

garbage dumps, staying in the sun for too long, living in unsanitary areas, human trafficking 

and cross-border labour migration. This increases the vulnerability of children, girls and 

women because they are easily preyed of the organized crime groups such as human trafficker 

and drug smugglers (ibid.). The information obtained from the field research by Bausri and 

Subongkot (2010) conforms to Chanthavanich (no year) that the majority of the street children 

entered into Thailand and eventually to Bangkok originate from Cambodia’s border district: 

Poipet via Aranyaprathet district of Srakaew province in Thailand (Buasri & Subongkot, 

2010, p.25). Aranyaprathet is a commercial towns, the child pay 10 Baht (app.2.2 €) at the 

custom post as a daily border crossing fee. The research found that 2,200 Cambodian children 

crossed to Aranyaprathet each day (Chitradub, 2007 p. 81) Children found in the street on 

Thai side of the border can be distinguished into four groups: 1. Small children who come to 

beg and overseen by older children, some of them are siblings; 2. Older children who used to 

beg but changed their path to collect plastic bottles and recyclable items to sell. They 

sometimes get involved in drug activities and other small illegal trade of cigarettes, alcohols 

etc. Young girl labourers who are at risk of being lured into commercial sex work, these girls 

were growing up begging; 4. Child shop keepers which consist of young boys and girls who 

had similar early childhood as other children (ibid.). Migrant and Stateless children from the 
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stated regions gradually migrate to Bangkok (Chitradub, 2007 p. 151). Many children were 

born to their migrant mothers in Thailand and become stateless which deprive them the rights 

to birth registration, legal identities, education, health and protection. (Chantavanich et al.: No 

year, No page). 

Appendix	II:		The	Constitution	of	the	Kingdom	of	Thailand	BE	2550	(2007	AD)	
The Constitution of the Kingdom of Thailand BE 2550 (2007 AD) highly regards the 

protection of children and vulnerable groups. Many of its articles that comply with the 

UNCRC are for example: Section 4 human dignities, rights, equality and freedom of person 

shall be protected. It states in Section 52 that children and youth have the right to survival and 

development physically and intellectually to their full potential in an appropriate environment. 

With regard to the participation of children and young people is essential. Children and young 

people and women are entitled to protection by the state. They must be free from violence and 

unfair treatment and have the right to receive appropriate care, rehabilitation and education 

provided for them by the state. In Article 55, a person who is homeless and does not have 

sufficient income to sustain him shall have the right to receive aid from the state. Section 80 

states that state has to implement the policy, social, health, education and culture with the 

relevant provisions are present as follows: (1) protection and development of children and 

youth by promoting the early childhood education, gender equality, strengthen and promote 

family relations. The state has to provide public service for the welfare of the elderly, 

disadvantaged, disabilities and those are in especially difficult circumstances in order for them 

to have a better quality of life and being able to be self-reliance. :(2) to improve the quality 

and standards of education at all levels and in all models in order in response to the economic 

and social changes (...) and  to strengthen the capacity teachers and educational personnel to 

meet with the advancement of the globalization (...) and to provide quality teachers and  

educational personnel to meet the advancement and changes in global community... (4) To 

encourage the decentralization of the local governments, in order to promote the participation 

of the community, religious organization and the private sector in education provision with 

standard in consistent with the basic policy of the state. (Bausri, et al., 2010 p. 1). It is evident 

that street children are also in the group of vulnerable people who are in need of special 

assistance by the government. 
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Appendix	III:		The	Evolution	of	Childhood		
Childhood has been a subject of enquiry in the field such as psychology, sociology, 

anthropology, history, geography, lawyer and economics. The applied research results have 

facilitated the policy analysis, professional practice development with a focus on children’s 

right and well-being (Woodhead, 2009 p. 22). An earlier study of childhood was of the French 

Philosopher Philip Ariés (1961) who presented his thesis “the Centuries of Childhood”(1961) 

based on the historical characters of childhood  in medieval society (Wyness, 2000 p. 22) with 

his controversial claim that “in medieval society the idea of childhood did not exist,” (Clarke, 

2004 p. 4); a result of a historical transferal in sentiments that formed a set of ideas and values 

that slowly turned into the idea of the modern childhood (Wyness, 2000 p. 22).The ideology 

of Child Centeredness which is a middle class model of family emerged Western Europe 

(Clarke, 2004 p. 8) during the industrial revolution. During this age children were the centre 

of the family and the upbringing key was education which hoped to prepare them to become 

good citizen. Part of ideology derived from religious family such as Puritan family in the 

USA and Protestant in Holland that viewed children as innately sinful and in need to be 

disciplined and guided to in order to develop and become good followers of their respective 

faith. This re-emphasised the romantic view in the eighteen century that confined children as 

being innocent and cute even though the idea was exclusively of the enlightened aristocracy 

and the new middle class. This ideology at that time contested the reality of in European 

countries such as Britain and France were plagued by poverty, children were living in 

poverty, selling their labour and being exploited (Clarke, 2004 p. 8). The nineteenth century is 

an age of social policy but there was no childhood. Children were integral part of work force 

in the European industrialization as child workers were preferable for their flexibility and low 

cost. Many working children become principle bread winner of the households but their 

existence contradicted the discourse of childhood being spread by the middle class. This led to 

founding of laws and acts to abolish child labour, schools and institutions, fostering the 

growth of philanthropic initiatives with the determination to save these children. The twenty 

century continues the concern of the child and is labelled as the century of the child as the 

value on child-centeredness as key focus for policy development was firmly established 

(Clarke, 2004 pp. 8,9). Today millions of children are still in the poor conditions similar to 

those in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. This historical and contemporary discourse 

illustrate that childhood is a social construction of modernity which somehow confirms the 

statement of Ariés that childhood is an invention of modernity (Clarke, 2004 p. 11) 
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Appendix	IV:		Field	observation	at	the	Klong	Toey	Slum	
My experience at Klong Toey Slum: I walked through a small part of Klong Toey slum 

community with a respondent from Mercy Center. Along the way from Mercy Center, the 

respondent greeted children or being greeted. We met a girl who was about 8 years old 

standing around on the ground floor of a two stories rundown row houses made of pieces of 

cardboard and thin pieces of wood with a tin roof. He greeted her and asked if we could go 

upstairs to visit her home. The girl led us upstairs passing other rooms, some doors were left 

open and it showed how messy and unhygienic each house was. I saw several young men in a 

room but could not tell what they were doing but we smiled and greeted them. They looked at 

us being puzzled. On the first floor many dogs lived on the corridor and they were barking at 

us, a man scold at the dogs and told us that the dogs would not bite, so we passed his room 

and the dogs. We reached the girl’s tiny room that could not fit more than two people 

comfortably, the kitchen was on the corridor, and the furniture in the room was a TV and 

beddings like mat and a mosquito net. We met her grandmother, the respondent asked about 

the mother of the girl. We stayed for a few minutes and the girl walked us down stairs. The 

girl was receiving supports to go to school from Mercy Center but the day we met her, she did 

not go to school. She could not read but could write her name with nice hand writing. Her 

face looked bright and smiley. I limited my interaction with her because I did not want to 

create any expectation that I might unconsciously promise. We said goodbye and walked 

further. Then we stopped by at a Mercy Center preschool where about 30 kindergarten 

children were gathering to do their homework attentively with their teacher, some were 

getting ready to go home. We left and continued walking underneath the toll way where the 

slum housing laid as far as my eye could reach. I saw risk group: teenage girls age 14-16 

sitting around at a stall smiling at us. The respondent told me that it could be dangerous 

working in the slum because those men might be using drugs or selling it. The dogs were 

raised as their guards and it also happens often that they intentionally left human stool on the 

corridor. The respondent said to prevent the unsolicited visitors and obstruct the police raid.   
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Appendix	V:		Dwelling	areas	of	each	type	of	children	in	street	situations		
 Asok junction on Sukhumvit Road, Somrong, and Klong Toey slum Community 

Sukhumvit Road is in Klong Toey district, it is a boulevard stretching from the most East of 

Bangkok through its busiest commercial and entertainment areas to the center of Bangkok. 

The most Eastern end of Sukhumvit leads to Eastern provinces of Thailand and Samrong, an 

outskirt district where the Cambodian community has informally settled. Sukhumvit is where 

embassies, international organizations and corporations situated. All kinds of entertainments 

and night life activities are offered here. On-nut is a Sky train station and a name of a poor 

community where children working in the street reside. Asok junction where the street living 

children works intersects Rama IV Road with Sukhumvit Road. The researcher has visited 

Mercy Center which situated in Klong Toey slum community. It is probably the largest slum 

community of Thailand as a result of rural-urban migration. The urban poor settled in this 

area for over thirty years encroaching the government’s property building shags and houses 

out of materials like compressed paper, thin wood and cardboards. It will take weeks to visit 

the whole area, said a respondent from Mercy Center.    

Lumpini Park; Petchaburi Road and slum communities in Pratunam area 

Lumpini Park is the largest public park in Bangkok, at night, there spots some men and 

women standing along the park’s fence waiting for customers. Geographically, the park is the 

center having Klong Toey slums, Sukhumvit Road, Hualampong Central Station and 

Pratunam surrounding it. This is where the Center of Hope situated. Pratunam is a few 

kilometers away from the park. It is a crowded commercial area patched with wholesale and 

retail stores, shopping malls, hotels and entertainment venues. A railway also pass through 

this area to Hualampong, slum communities are in the alleys of Petchaburi Road: slum 

housings settling along the railway underneath the Airport link rail.  

Hualampong Central Station 

Hualampong receives travelers from most regions of Thailand. It was constructed with a 

European architecture over a hundred years ago. The building is one high curve ceiling hall 

which serves as a ticketing, servicing and waiting areas. Hualampong is located in the heart of 

Bangkok near China town, populated flat housings and slum communities. The Railway 

Police Station (Sampanthawong Police Station) situated not far away from it. Additionally, 

cheap hotels, restaurants, food pushcarts, stalls surrounded the building while Tuktuk (tricycle 
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motorbike taxi), taxi, busses circulated it. Hualampong has long been a hub for street living 

children coming from the regions. Besides the scenes of children siting and resting in any 

possible spaces attached to the building during the day and night time, the evening also sights 

“the papaya salad stalls” taking over a small street island in the middle of the six lanes road in 

front of the station. The stalls are known as prostitution in disguise. A couple of years ago, 

Hualampong Metro station began to operate; it allows the street involved children at 

Hualampong to have more space to hang out and to find money. Additionally, it has been 

several years that the government subsidizes the third class train service which allows people 

to travel for free with a condition that they have to show their Identification card to get a 

ticket, this inevitably facilitate the migration of some children to Bangkok. A respondent from 

FBLC notes that  

“(…) the children come by trains because it is easy, not much controlling in the train. 

They can easily hide from the train conductor. They need money to come by buses. 

This is how they live their life, they travel for free by trains, and also it is easy to 

make money with the train, Thai people are kind as we know, they give (money or 

food) when the children beg. This is a reason why we concentrate our services here.”  

This response supports the fact that Hualampong has long been a hub of street involved 

children. As it is easier to get to Bangkok these days, this also implies that new arrivals are 

still found at Hualampong; therefore regular assessments and response are still needed. It also 

explains that the street involved children choose to inhabit around Hualampong because it has 

resources that support their livelihood. The agencies that conduct their interventions at 

Hualampong is the Foundation for the Better Life of the Children (FBLC), sometimes Center 

of Hope and Street side police educator are also present.      

Phra Phuttayodfah Bridge (Sapan Phut) 

Somdej Phra Phuttayodfah Chulalok is the first king of the present Chakri Dynasty. The area 

is named after his memorial statue. Sapan Phut area is near Chao Phraya river. It is not far 

from the China town, Pakklong Talat (a wholesale night flower market) and the Royal Palace. 

Many populated communities are also in its proximity. During the day time, it is a quiet place 

where people come to pay homage to the king’s statute. At night, Sapan Phut turns into a 

lively footpath shopping arena. Sapan Phut hosts a lot of street involved children because it 

possess needed resources for the children as the respondent from Mercy Center notes that 

“They find that Sapan Phut attractive, I mean it has what they need, be it shelters, drugs, jobs 
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and much more (…).” According to the respondent, there are three types of children in street 

situations at Sapan Put: the first group is the street living children who come from other 

provinces who live in the street; the second group is the street living children who can afford 

to rent a room in slums nearby mingling with the risk group; and the last group is the 

vulnerable children living in slum communities nearby. These children come to hang out 

Sapan Phut during the day and even at night. Sometimes they spend a few days in the street, 

and then return home for a few months before coming back to the street again. An astonishing 

occurrence is that during school breaks there see an increase of the children living in the 

street. The number of the children reclines when the new school term starts as the respondent 

notes “some home children want freedom so they come to Sapan Phut” and that “Sapan Phut 

is part of the bigger problem in society.”  These children add to vulnerable group which is 

alarming and implying that there is a need of a response to prevent these children from 

exposing themselves to a street life and other risks entails. 
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Appendix	VI:		Informants	details	
Government agencies 

 Center of Hope represented by a male social worker 

Center for Hope is one of seven drop in centers under the Social Welfare Office of Bangkok 

Metropolitan Administration (BMA). The centers were established in 1991 in order to 

response to the situations of children in street situation in Bangkok with starting up support 

from UNICEF. Centers of Hope cover most notorious slum communities and populated areas 

in busy districts of Bangkok and two centers are situated in the sub-urban community areas.  

Street side Police Teachers Project of Noppawong Railway Police Station represented by 

a female officer 

The project was initiated in 1998 by the Center for Protection of Children, Youth and Women 

of the Royal Thai Police. It was guided by the “street teacher program” of FBLC and Mercy 

Center. The purpose to the project was to help solve the problem of street involved children 

and to improve their quality of life. The project targets children and youth the Haulampong 

Railway Station. It works in coordination with other organization listed here.  

NGOs: 

Foundation for the Better Life of Children (FBLC) was represented by one female and one 

male social worker.  FBLC established in 1988. It situated in north of Bangkok near the slum 

communities in Rangsit District.  FBLC work for children ages not over 18. A continued 

support extended to those who have lived in the shelter and pursue their higher education. The 

target groups are both risk groups in children in street situations. Risk groups are children 

whose parents work in construction site, who live in slum communities and those who engage 

in various street activities 

Mercy Center was represented by one female and one male social worker. Mercy Center is a 

faith-based organization; however its staff and beneficiary are of various beliefs. Mercy center 

was established in 1973 in the Klong Toey slum area in the East of Bangkok. It operates 

schools in the slum areas and shelters for the children from the street and risk groups in the 

slum and a shelter for persons living with AIDs. It also serves the community with housing 

repair and  respond to slum residents daily emergency 
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Appendix	VII:	Informed	Consent	Form		
You are being asked to participate in a descriptive research about rights-based approach 
programming in the context of street children. This study is being conducted by Ms. Siripan 
Wandee, a graduate student at the Department of Theology, Uppsala University in Sweden. 
The study is part of the Master’s degree in International Humanitarian Action of the NOHA 
Master’s Programme (Network on Humanitarian Assistance) which is a part of The Joint 
European Master's in International Humanitarian Action. The research topic is “How Rights-
Based Approach programming promote and protect the rights of street children”, supervised 
by Dr. Magdalena Bjerneld. 

The purpose of this study is to explore the humanitarian intervention in the context of street 
children in order to better understand the effectiveness, efficiency and sustainability of the 
right-based approach and its impact on the lives of street children in Bangkok. You will be 
asked about your target groups, your programmes, and the rights-based approach on how you 
design and implement them, as well as the impact of services provided by your organization, 
and to determine what services you have seen to be the most successful in providing 
assistance to this population. Additionally, you will be asked about your opinion on the role 
you think private sector could play in response to the issues of street children. Lastly, you will 
be asked about your opinion on emergency and disaster preparedness of your organizations 
and your target groups. There will be several staff members interviewed from agencies 
working directly with the street children population. Your participation in the interview is 
voluntary. All information will be handled with confidentiality. Your identity will not be 
reveled and your privacy will be respected. Your answers will only be used in my research 
purpose. With this study I want to raise the important issue of street children in Bangkok and 
approaches that work best for their best interest. Based on the results, the study is hoped to 
raise awareness, provide insights and better understanding of the current street children’s 
situation and issues. Eventually, the results could provide suggestions for the policy makers 
and practitioner in order to provide the best and most effective services possible in helping the 
children. It is also hoped that the research could further be elaborated by those who find this 
research as a starting point.  

Some of these questions may be hard to answer. Please try your best to answer everything that 
you can remember, as honestly as you can. If at any time you do not want to participate any 
more or find the questions to be uncomfortable, you are free to withdraw from the study. If 
you have any questions at any time, please do not hesitate to contact me through the email-
address and telephone number I have provided.  

Thank you for your participation. 

x_________________________             x_________________________      

Participant signature and date              Principle investigator signature and date 

x_________________________                         x_________________________                                           

 Participant name printed and date             Principle investigator name printed and date 
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Appendix	VIII:	Interview	questions	for	semi‐structure	interviews		
 “How the rights to Survival, Protection, Development and Participation of children in street 

situations in Bangkok, Thailand are protected?  

1. What are your organizations’ aims and objectives? 
2. Which areas of Bangkok do you cover? 
3. Who are your target groups?  
4. How many years have you worked with these populations? 
5. How many children are receiving services from your organization each week? 
6. How do you identify them?  
7. Can you describe some of your daily job functions in working with these children? 
8. What do you think are main reasons that push children to the street? 
9. What are risk and challenges facing street children in their daily life?  
10. How do you think street children support themselves financially? 
11. Why do the children come to you? 
12. What is most attractive in the children’s perspectives? 
13. What resources are most needed by street children to leave the street life? 
14. How do the migrants or stateless children manage?  
15. What more could be done to improve the situation of these children and prevent other 

children from leaving their homes? 
16. Do you work with prevention? How? 
17. How can you protect the children’ rights? 
18. How can you support the children’s development process? 
19. Do the children take part in the planning of activities for them? 
20. What are the challenges of RBA in practices?  
21. What are challenges you encounter working with street children?  
22. Do you cooperate with other organizations and the government agencies how? 
23. What are the imperatives for practice when working with street children and 

community?  
24. How do you evaluate the impact of your programmes and the sustainability of the 

programmes on the children’s lives? What are the indicators of success of each 
programme? 
 

 

 

 

 

 


