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A global priority: addressing violence against children
Yusra Ribhi Shawar® & Jeremy Shiffman?

Objective To determine the reasons for the lack of priority given to addressing violence against children, and to identify the challenges
that proponents must address to improve prioritization of this issue.

Methods We reviewed relevant literature to identify experts to interview. We carried out a thematic analysis of the literature and interview
transcripts. We iteratively developed data coding on the many characteristics of violence against children, on the framing of the issue by
proponents, and on the problem of governance — that is, how proponents organize themselves for collective action.

Findings The analysis of our data sources reveals many obstacles for global prioritization of addressing violence against children, including the
forms of violence considered, inadequate data to describe prevalence and a lack of evidence of the effectiveness of proposed solutions. There
exists fundamental disagreement among proponents on the recently introduced frame of violence against children, including differences in
the types of violence that should be prioritized and in the proposed solutions (e.g. prevention or remediation). On governance, competition
between networks focused on specific forms of violence is hampering efforts to create strong governing institutions.

Conclusion Despite the complex challenges identified, proponents have made some progress in global prioritization of addressing violence
against children. To improve this prioritization further, proponents must resolve framing tensions and strengthen governance mechanisms
to promote shared goals, while ensuring that networks focused on particular forms of violence are able to maintain their distinct identities.

Abstracts in U F13Z, Francais, Pycckuii and Espafiol at the end of each article.

Introduction

Every year, approximately three quarters of the world’s children
(those aged 0-19 years) experience some form of violence;'
this proportion may have grown even larger as a result of the
ongoing coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) pandemic.*
An early experience of violence increases the risk of a child
perpetuating violence later in life, and is a contributing fac-
tor in a wide range of high-risk behaviours, mental health
problems and physical morbidity across the life course.” The
global economic costs of violence against children are also
high, recently estimated to be as much as 7 trillion United
States dollars.®

Despite the enormity of this problem, addressing violence
against children is a low priority for global organizations
and governments and receives minimal investment.”'’ Social
science research indicates that two factors exist which influ-
ence the priority received by an issue: (i) the issue charac-
teristics;''"'* and (ii) proponent capacities, especially as they
concern framing and governance.'>'>"" First, an issue is more
likely to receive priority if: the affected population is perceived
sympathetically and is politically powerful;"" it involves bodily
harm; specific actors can be assigned blame; the severity of
the issue is backed by reliable data;'? and interventions are
perceived as cost-effective, simple to implement and backed by
scientific evidence.'>"* Second, an issue is more likely to receive
priority if proponents frame the issue effectively (i.e. agree on
the nature of the problem and its solutions, and present the
issue in ways that resonate with policy-makers) and can build
successful coalitions to facilitate collective action.'®"

By conducting a review of relevant organizational reports
and peer-reviewed publications, and by interviewing experts
in the field of violence against children, we amassed a large
collection of both published data and interview transcripts.
We triangulated among data sources to extract and verify

information on major developments, aiming to determine the
reasons for the ongoing lack of priority given to addressing
violence against children.

Methods
Literature review

We searched for relevant publications on Google Scholar, Pro-
Quest and JSTOR databases, and on the websites of organiza-
tions concerned with violence against children. We restricted
our search to literature published in English between the
years 1989 and 2020, and included organizational reports and
peer-reviewed research articles on addressing or preventing
violence against children (a list of search terms is available in
the data repository).

Interviews

Employing a purposive sampling strategy, we identified
potential interviewees through our literature review and by
asking informants whom they considered to be most centrally
involved in the field of violence against children. We contacted
39 experts, and obtained the agreement of 28 (response rate:
71.8%). The informants’ affiliations are listed in Box 1. In
Box 2, in which we assign our informants an identification
number of 1-28, we also highlight the wide range of primary
affiliation types in both high-income and low- to middle-
income countries.

We conducted our interviews, each of which lasted an
average of 1 hour, by Skype (Microsoft Corporation, Red-
mond, United States of America, USA) between June 2018
and November 2020. With the permission of key informants,
we recorded and manually transcribed all interviews. While
we asked most informants the same initial questions (such as
the extent to which they perceived addressing violence against
children to be a global priority), we personalized many inter-

@ Johns Hopkins University, Bloomberg School of Public Health, Paul H. Nitze School of Advanced International Studies, 615 N Wolfe Street, Baltimore, MD 21025,

United States of America.
Correspondence to Yusra Ribhi Shawar (email: yusra.shawar@jhu.edu).

(Submitted: 18 November 2019 — Revised version received: 6 February 2021 — Accepted: 8 February 2021 — Published online: 21 March 2021)

414 Bull World Health Organ 2021;99:414-421

doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.2471/BLT.19.247874



Yusra Ribhi Shawar & Jeremy Shiffman

view questions according to the back-
ground of the particular participant.
An outline of the interview structure is
available in the data repository.”

Analysis

We redacted all interview transcripts
and notes to ensure the anonymity of
informants. We sought to minimize bias
by triangulating among data sources,
and compared interview transcripts
both between informants and with the
collected literature.

We used an iterative process to de-
velop the data coding. We began by cod-
ing data by (i) issue characteristics and
(ii) proponent capacity, and this evolved
as we collected additional data. Within
issue characteristics, we added subcodes
for: forms of violence, children’s power-
lessness, inadequate data, interventions
and the availability of solutions. The
complex characteristics of the issue gen-
erate disagreement between proponents
about how it should be understood and
addressed (a framing challenge) and
how to generate collective action (a
governance challenge). We therefore
added subcodes for: the acceptability of
the framing of violence against children,
disagreements concerning solutions and
positioning difficulties within framing;
and fragmentation, leadership uncer-
tainties and coalition-building difficul-
ties within governance.

We used the Consolidated Criteria
for Reporting Qualitative Research
guidelines to ensure comprehensive
reporting of our data collection and
analysis processes.”’

Ethics

The study obtained ethical approval
from the Institutional Review Board of
the American University (Washington,
DC, USA).

Results
Issue characteristics

We observed several features of the
issue of violence against children that
should attract global political support,
including: the high global prevalence
of violence against children;* the fact
that it is a risk factor for a wide range
of problems; and its unacceptability
in most societies (key informant 2).”
However, our analysis also revealed
many difficulties posed by the nature
of the issue.
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Box 1.0rganizational affiliations of 28 key informants® interviewed in study of global
priority given to addressing violence against children, 2018-2020

1000 Days; Alliance for Early Success; Amnesty International USA; Bernard van Leer Foundation;
Buffett Early Childhood Fund; Center on Child Protection and Wellbeing Universitas Indonesia
(PUSKAPA); Center on International Cooperation, New York University; Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention; Child Abuse and Neglect;® Child Maltreatment;” Child Protection in Crisis
Learning Network; Child Protection Unit Network; Children and Violence Evaluation Challenge
Fund; Children’s Rights and Violence Prevention Fund; Columbia University; Early Opportunities
Limited Liability Co.; Elevate Children Funders Group; Every Child Protected Against Trafficking
(ECPAT) International; Global Alliance on Reporting Progress on Promoting Peaceful, Just and
Inclusive Societies; Global Leaders for Young Children; Global Partnership to End Violence
against Children; Harvard University; Ignite Philanthropy; International Committee of the Red
Cross; International Society for the Prevention of Child Abuse and Neglect; Know Violence in
Childhood Global Initiative; McGill University; Oak Foundation; Open University of Sri Lanka;
Promundo; Raising Voices; Save the Children; Sexual Abuse: A Journal of Research and Treatment;
Together for Girls; Union Bank of Switzerland Optimus Foundation; United Nations Foundation;
United Nations International Children’s Emergency Fund; United States Department of Health
and Human Services; University of Cape Town; University of New Hampshire; University of the
Philippines Manila; University of the West of England; Wellspring Advisors; World Bank; World
Health Organization; World Health Organization’s Violence Prevention Alliance

¢ Some of the 28 key informants have multiple affiliations.
b Affiliations formatted in italics are journals.

Box 2. Types of primary organizational affiliation of 28 key informants interviewed in
study of global priority given to addressing violence against children, 2018-2020

High-income country

Interviewee 1: academic; 2: local; 3: global alliance/initiative; 4: foundation; 6: academic; 7:
global alliance/initiative; 9: academic; 10: international; 11: national; 12: global alliance/initiative;
14: international; 16: foundation; 21: foundation; 22: global alliance/initiative; 24: foundation;

25: international; 26: international; 27: foundation; 28: global alliance/initiative.

Low- to middle-income country

Interviewee 5: national; 8: academic; 13:academic; 15:local; 17: local; 18:academic; 19: academic;
20: national alliance/initiative; 23: global alliance/initiative.

Forms of violence

Violence against children has many
forms and is inflicted by a wide array
of perpetrators, making the issue dif-
ficult for policy-makers to understand
and address.* The violence can involve
neglect or abuse, which can be physical,
emotional or sexual. The issue also en-
compasses a broad range of behaviours,
including exposing a child to prostitu-
tion, physical beating or child labour.

Children’s powerlessness

Several respondents highlighted how
children lack power to sway decision-
makers and gain access to protective
structures (informants 19, 20 and 23).
The most disempowered youth are
disproportionately targeted, and the
perpetrators of violence against children
are often caregivers.”” Reflecting on
these difficulties, informant number 23
commented: “We do cherish children...
but there is also an element of: Do their
rights come second to mine as a parent or
as an adult? Something there has to shift”
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Other informants (27 and 28)
reported that measures necessary to
contain the COVID-19 pandemic have
further isolated children from protective
structures, increasing their risk of expo-
sure to violence.” Informant number 27
noted: “The protective ecosystem for
children - the teachers, police officers,
social workers - are no longer there
to track and have contact with kids...
Schools in many ways were safe havens”

Inadequate data

Many informants (1, 2, 4, 9, 11, 20
and 27) reported how insufficient and
unreliable data are another problem.
On the impact on advocacy, informant
number 20 noted: “At the Ministry of
Education they can say: “This is what
the problem is. There are X number of
children who are not in school’ You can’t
say that in violence prevention work.”
International analyses of the preva-
lence of violence against children have
grown significantly in the last decade,”*
bolstered by the global school-based
student health survey,” a World Health
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Organization (WHO) and United States
Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion collaboration, and the Violence
Against Children Surveys that were
first conducted in 2007.*° Historically,
however, many epidemiological stud-
ies on violence against children have
lacked methodological rigour, focused
on high-income countries and produced
imprecise data.’

Intervention complexity

The complexities of preventing and ad-
dressing the problem of violence against
children complicate efforts to convince
policy-makers that it is surmountable.
Many of our informants (1, 2, 4, 12,
18 and 22) described how addressing
violence against children requires the
involvement of many fields, including
health, child protection, education, so-
cial welfare and justice.”” Our analysis
revealed that violence against children is
considered intergenerational, fuelling the
perceptions of policy-makers of its in-
evitability (informants 2, 3, 11 and 22).*

Unproven solutions

Our informants (1, 9, 15 and 22) also
commented on the additional problem
of the lack of evidence of the effective-
ness of proposed interventions. The
Ending violence in childhood report'
presents the latest evidence of the
causes and consequences of violence
in childhood, and offers ideas on how
such violence can be prevented.”*** An-
other promising development discussed
(informants 8, 11, 14, 23 and 27) is the
launch of INSPIRE, a package of seven
evidence-based strategies to prevent
violence against children (implementa-
tion and enforcement of laws; norms
and values; safe environments; parent
and caregiver support; income and
economic strengthening; response and
support services; and education and
life skills).”* Key informant number 14
reflected on its impact on advocacy:
“INSPIRE is probably the best example
of things which have an evidence base
about what you can do” However, even
some of the promising interventions,
such as home visitation®® and microfi-
nance initiatives,” do not definitively
prevent the reoccurrence of violence
against children. Informant number 10
described the situation as one in which
“interventions [and] policies have run
way, way ahead of the evidence”

416

Framing
Framing acceptability

Our analysis indicated that a central
point of contention is the acceptability
of the recently emerged violence against
children frame. This frame sits uneasily
with the longer-standing child protec-
tion frame, historically associated with
the United Nations International Chil-
dren’s Emergency Fund (UNICEF) and
other organizations, which identifies
social work as the lead profession (in-
formants 3, 9, 10, 11, 13 and 24).”” The
violence against children frame calls for
the application of multidisciplinary ap-
proaches and evidence-based practices
to prevent multiple forms of violence
affecting children (informants 3 and 10).
Acceptance and use has grown over the
last decade, and recent initiatives and
policy developments using the frame
include: the sustainable development
goal (SDG) target of ending violence
against and torture of children; the IN-
SPIRE strategies;* the Violence Against
Children Surveys;” the establishment of
the Global Partnership to End Violence
Against Children; and the appointment
of a United Nations (UN) Special Rep-
resentative of the Secretary-General on
Violence Against Children.

The new violence against children
frame elicits divergent reactions. Some
see the shift in frame as enabling space
for greater multidisciplinary engage-
ment, attracting previously uninvolved
actors such as WHO and the United
States Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, and bringing greater focus
to advocacy efforts than the broader
child protection frame (informants 4, 9,
12-14, 22 and 23).% Others (informants
1,17, 19, 20 and 24), particularly social
workers, prefer to describe their work as
falling within the realm of a particular
sector (e.g. child protection), discipline
(e.g. social work; informant 20) or type
of violence (e.g. sexual; informant 9).
Many working at national and subna-
tional levels also find that the violence
against children frame does not resonate
(informants 1, 9, 18, 21, 22).

Even among those embracing the
violence against children frame, there
exist disagreements about which types
of violence should be prioritized (infor-
mants 3 and 9-12). For example, one
disagreement is around the extent to
which corporal punishment and sex traf-
ficking should be included (informants
2, 10 and 11); some view the cultural
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and contextual differences in the case of
corporal punishment, and sensational-
ization with respect to sex trafficking, as
potentially reducing priority to address
other forms of violence against children.
Informant 10 described how “different
constituencies push their particular type
of violence...distorting the evidence in
any way they can to get more attention
and more money.’

Disagreements concerning solutions

Our analysis indicated that proponents
also diverge on whether the focus should
be on violence against children preven-
tion or remediation (informants 2, 4, 5,
9-11, 14, 17 and 20). Many working in
law enforcement emphasize the need
for stronger legislation and prosecution,
while those working in public health
instead argue for education and health
programmes to effect social change
(informant 1). Further tension among
proponents results from disagreements
in the perception of what is evidence-
based, and whether interventions should
be integrated into existing programmes
(e.g. paediatrics) or form stand-alone
programmes.* Informants also differed
in their opinion about the extent to
which interventions should be targeted
towards boys in addition to girls (in-
formants 5, 9, 10 and 17), as some were
concerned about the gross neglect of
sexual violence against boys.”

Several informants noted how the
INSPIRE strategies and an End Vio-
lence Solutions Summit in 2018* were
critical for building consensus among
proponents (informants 3, 5 and 12).
Nevertheless, INSPIRE has also gar-
nered criticism: some claim it overstates
the evidence and relies excessively on
data from the gender-based violence
field (informant 26). Critics also report
that the experiences and voices of local
actors are not sufficiently integrated (in-
formants 9 and 26). Recognizing these
criticisms, WHO, the Global Partner-
ship to End Violence Against Children
and others have begun supporting five
low- and middle-income countries to
implement INSPIRE strategies at scale
(informant 27).

Positioning difficulties

Our analysis indicated that differences
surrounding problem definition and
proposed solutions have made it difficult
for proponents to advance a case that
may motivate political leaders to act.
One difficulty is the tendency of pro-
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ponents to emphasize problems rather
than solutions (informants 2, 3, 5, 14
and 22).'*! Our respondents noted the
perpetuation of a child-misery narrative
that dismisses the dignity, resilience and
agency of a child (informants 3, 5 and
18). Informant 5 remarked: “I think the
default for many years has been the...
selling of children’s suffering...This leads
to re-victimization and portraying girls
and children as hopeless and without
agency.’

Governance
Fragmentation

Our analysis revealed how violence
against children encompasses distinct
networks that may have no strong mo-
tivation to cooperate. Some networks
address specific forms of violence, such
as the Global Initiative to End All Cor-
poral Punishment of Children. Others
focus on particular target populations,
such as the Alliance for Child Protection
in Humanitarian Action. Proponents are
also divided by sector, including educa-
tion, social work, public health and law
enforcement (informants 1, 6, 7 and 18).
Compounding this fragmentation is the
multitude of actors working on the issue
ata global level (informants 5, 7 and 10)
and the multiple campaigns addressing
violence. Some of our informants (3, 12
and 21-24) perceived turf battles to be
rampant, with contention over control
of the agenda and a desire to gain credit
for their contributions. While the grow-
ing number of actors concerned with
violence against children is advanta-
geous, it creates difficulties in advancing
a common strategy.

This fragmentation prompted our
informants to question whether vio-
lence against children even constitutes
a cohesive field. While some affirm the
existence of a violence against children
field (informant 11), others view it as a
loose set of networks (informants 8-10
and 19). Respondents also reported a
disjointedness between those working
on violence against children at the global
and the local level, perceiving the issue
to be a donor-driven agenda (informants
9,17,21 and 22).

Leadership uncertainties

Individual and organizational leadership
has also been a challenge (informants
3, 10, 14 and 21). Several respondents
reported that WHO, UNICEF and
the United States Centers for Disease
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Control and Prevention are central
players in elevating the agenda for ad-
dressing violence against children; these
organizations have coordinated several
forums aimed at bringing proponents
together and disseminating knowledge
and experience of the issue. However,
respondents reported that these and
other forums attract only a subset of
proponents (informants 1,9, 10 and 13).

Many informants are hopeful about
the Global Partnership to End Violence
Against Children, which aims to scale up
action to protect children through im-
plementation of the INSPIRE strategies.
The idea for the partnership emerged
in 2014 as proponents came together
to lobby for the inclusion of violence
against children in the SDGs (informant
2). Since its launch, the partnership has
attracted 26 path-finding countries (in-
formant 12). An associated, multi-donor
Fund to End Violence Against Children
was also created. In 2020, the partner-
ship organized a leaders’ statement,*
which brought together the heads of
major UN, international and civil so-
ciety organizations in a joint statement
on protecting children from violence
and reducing the impact of COVID-19
on children (informants 27 and 28).
Respondent 12 commented: “The way
[the partnership] is positioned, with one
foot in the UN and one foot outside, it’s
really powerful...it plays the UN card,
which gets it the highest-level politi-
cal access it needs, but it doesn’t have
to play by all UN rules” Nonetheless,
there remain concerns regarding its
ability to balance the agendas of involved
constituencies (informants 2, 3 and 12)
and its perceived threat to the power
of long-standing actors in this area
(informant 12).

Coalition-building complexities

Several proponents recognize the need
to build alliances with organizations
working in more powerful sectors
outside the violence against children
field (informant 3)."° However, several
factors have made coalition-building
difficult, including the fragmentation of
proponents and their historical lack of
interest in engaging with other commu-
nities. The lack of linkages with violence
against women and early childhood
development - the most obvious allies
for addressing violence against children
- are particularly notable (informants 1,
8,10, 13,15 and 27).* Some proponents
are concerned about their issue becom-
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ing diluted if integrated with issues of
greater prominence. This ambivalence
also flows in the other direction (in-
formants 2, 3, 5, 8, 9, 15, 20 and 21);
proponents concerned with violence
against women fear that linking the two
issues would negatively affect available
resources (informants 2, 9, 18 and 26).
Despite the limited success of those con-
cerned with violence against children
in recruiting allies, there are several
encouraging developments and oppor-
tunities for strengthening collaboration
efforts, especially with early childhood
development, violence against women
and, more recently, positive parenting.
These include the Global Plan of Ac-
tion to strengthen the role of the health
system to address interpersonal violence
against women and girls, and against
children.***

Discussion

Despite the challenges of the unfavour-
able characteristics of the issue of ad-
dressing violence against children, and
the difficulties in achieving agreement
among individuals and organizations on
framing and governance, several recent
positive developments may support
improved global prioritization for the
issue. These developments include the
establishment of important partner-
ships, funds and surveys; recognition
of the issue within the SDGs; rising
national interest in addressing the prob-
lem; opportunities for collaboration
with communities working on violence
against women and early childhood
development; the 2020 publication of
the Global status report on preventing
violence against children; and the high-
lighting of the issue by the COVID-19
pandemic.*>*4¢

However, proponents face at least
three strategic challenges as they seek
to augment global prioritization of
the issue. The first is to find means of
strengthening global governance of the
issue, in ways that will facilitate a grow-
ing acceptance of the violence against
children frame, while ensuring that
actors that focus on particular forms of
violence do not perceive the undermin-
ing of their missions. The Partnership to
End Violence Against Children already
embraces such an umbrella strategy.

The second challenge is to find op-
portunities to graft the issue onto other
agendas already prioritized in the SDGs,
and to take advantage of the attention
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brought to the issue by the COVID-19
pandemic.

Finally, the third challenge is to
work towards reversing the perceptions
held by many policy-makers concern-
ing the intractability of the problem, by
moving from a focus on the gravity of the
situation to an emphasis on its solubility.
Emergent consensus among proponents
on strategies, as evidenced by the IN-
SPIRE package, the End Violence Solu-
tions Summit and growing research on
the cost-effectiveness of interventions to
prevent violence, highlights the oppor-
tunities that exist to re-frame the issue.

A limitation of our study is that few
of our respondents represented the edu-

cation and law and justice sectors, and
none were affiliated to an organization
representative of those fields at the time
of interview (e.g. the UN Educational,
Scientific and Cultural Organization and
the UN Office on Drugs and Crime).
We made efforts to account for these
perspectives in the literature review
by searching for relevant documents
published by organizations dedicated
to these sectors.

Our study has revealed that there
exists a complex web of reasons to ex-
plain the current lack of global priority
given to addressing violence against
children. To improve this prioritiza-
tion, proponents must resolve framing

Yusra Ribhi Shawar & Jeremy Shiffman

tensions and strengthen governance
mechanisms to promote shared goals,
while ensuring that networks focused
on particular forms of violence have the
opportunity to maintain their distinct
identities. M
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Résumé

La lutte contre la violence envers les enfants, une priorité mondiale

Objectif Définir les raisons expliquant pourquoi la violence envers les
enfants n'est pas une priorité, et identifier les défis que les acteurs de
cette lutte doivent relever pour améliorer sa visibilité.

Méthodes Nous avons effectué une revue documentaire afin de trouver
des experts a interroger. Nous avons également réalisé une analyse
thématique de la littérature et des transcriptions d'entretiens. Nous
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avons développé sous forme itérative un codage des données reprenant
les nombreuses caractéristiques de la violence envers les enfants, la
formulation des enjeux par les acteurs de la lutte, et le probléme de la
gouvernance. En d'autres termes, comment ces acteurs s'organisent
pour mener des actions collectives.

Résultats ['analyse de nos sources de données révéle de multiples
obstacles dans la gestion mondiale des priorités inhérentes a la
lutte contre la violence envers les enfants, parmi lesquels les types
de violences pris en compte, I'inadéquation des données décrivant
leur prévalence, et le manque de preuves d'efficacité des solutions
proposées. Il existe des désaccords profonds parmi les acteurs de la
lutte sur le cadre récemment instauré pour définir la violence envers les

Research
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enfants, notamment des divergences au niveau des types de violences
considérées comme prioritaires et des solutions proposées (par exemple
la prévention ou la réparation). Quant ala gouvernance, la concurrence
que se livrent les réseaux dédiés a des violences spécifiques nuit aux
efforts de création d'institutions gouvernementales solides.
Conclusion Malgré la complexité des défis identifiés, les acteurs de la
lutte contre la violence envers les enfants ont accompli quelques progrés
dans [établissement des priorités en la matiere. Pour poursuivre sur cette
lancée, ils doivent résoudre les tensions que suscite le cadre de référence
et renforcer les mécanismes de gouvernance afin de promouvoir des
objectifs communs, tout en veillant a ce que les réseaux dédiés a des
violences spécifiques puissent conserver leur identité propre.

Peslome

mo6anbHbIi NpruopuTeT: 60pbba C HaCKIMEM B OTHOLLEHUN JeTel

Llenb Onpenenuts NprunHbl HeOCTATOYHOMO BHUMAHWISA, yeNAeMOro
peleHnio Npobnem HaCUInA B OTHOLWIEHUN AeTel, U 3aaaun,
KOTOpble HeOOXOAMMO pellaTb MHULMATOPaM Mep AM1s MOBbILIEHNSA
NPUOPUTETHOCTH 3TOTO BOMPOCa.

MeTogpbl ABTOPbI 13yUuIvi COOTBETCTBYIOLLYIO TMTEPATYPY C LIEbIO
0TOOpa IKCNepTOB [/19 NPOBEAEHNS MHTEPBbIO. bbifl NpoBeAeH
TEMATUYECKMIA aHaNM3 NUTepaTypbl U CTEHOrPaMM UHTEPBbBIO.
ABTOpPbI UTEPATVBHO pPa3pabaTbiBani anropuTMbl KOAVPOBAHMSA
[IaHHbIX MO MHOTVIM XapaKTePUCTVIKaM BUAOB HACU/INA B OTHOLLIEHWN
netelt, o GopmMyn1poske Npobnembl MHULMATOPaMK Mep, a TakKe
no npobneme opraHn3auny ynpasneHus, To ecTb Mo TOMY, Kak
MHMUMATOPBI MeP OpraHn3ytoT cebs Ans KONNeKTVBHbBIX AENCTBII.

PesynbTaTbl AHanM3 MCTOYHUKOB [JaHHbIX MOKa3blBaeT
MHOXECTBO MPENATCTBUI Ha NyTW K YCTAaHOBMEHMIO rNobanbHbIX
npuoputeToB B 6opbbe C HacUVemM B OTHOWEHUW [eTein,
BKJIOUan paccmaTpuBaemble GOpPMbl HaCUNNA, HEAOCTATOYHOCTb
JaHHbIX 1A OMUCaHWA X PAaCNpPOCTPAaHEHHOCTH 1 OTCYTCTBUE
[10Ka3aTenbCTs 3hdEKTMBHOCTY Npeanaraembix peleHnin. Cpean

MNHMLMATOPOB MeP CYLeCTBYIOT Cepbe3Hble PasHOrnacua no
noBOfYy HelaBHO BBeAEHHOW KnaccudmKaumm BUAOB HacKnma
B OTHOWEHWW AeTel, BKIoYana pa3nuymna B BUAAX Hacuus,
KOTOpbIM CleayeT yAensaTb NepBoovYepeaHOe BHUMaHWeE, 1
npeanaraemMbix pelieHnax (Hanpumep, npefoTepalieHe unm
yCTpaHeHe nocneacTBIii). Yto KacaeTca opraH13auunm ynpaeneHus,
KOHKYPEHLMA MEXAY CETAMU, OPUEHTUPOBAHHBIMU Ha 60PbOY
C KOHKPETHbIMX GOpMaMK HaCUANS, NPENSTCTBYET YCUANAM MO
CO3[aHWIO CUTbHBIX UHCTUTYTOB YNPABNEHNS.

BbiBog HecMOTPS Ha BbIABNEHHbIE CIIOXHbIE MPOBAEMbI, MIHALMATOPAM
Mep YAANOCh 0OUTHCA ONPeAeNieHHOro Nporpecca B onpeaeneHmn
rnobanbHbIX NpUopUTETOB B 6Opbbe C HaCUIMEM B OTHOLLEHNM
aetel. [InA fanbHenwero CoBepLIeHCTBOBAHMA NPUOPHTA3aLMN
MNHWUMATOPbI MEP [OMKHbI YCTPAHUTb CTPYKTYPHbIE PasHOracua
1 YKPenuTb MexaH13mMbl yrpaBieHns A COAENCTBIA AOCTUXEHMIO
00WMX Lienei, Npy 3TOM rapaHTUPys, UTO CETH, OPUEHTUPOBAHHbIE
Ha 60pbOYy C KOHKPETHbBIMU GOPMaMM HACUMA, OCTaHYTCA
HeV3MeHHbIMMN.

Resumen

Una prioridad mundial: abordar la violencia contra los nifios
Objetivo Determinar las razones por las que no se da prioridad al
tratamiento de la violencia contra los nifios, e identificar los retos que los
defensores deben abordar para mejorar la priorizacion de esta cuestion.
Métodos Revisamos la bibliografia pertinente para identificar a los
expertos a los que entrevistar. Realizamos un analisis tematico de la
bibliograffa y de las transcripciones de las entrevistas. Desarrollamos
de forma iterativa la codificacién de los datos sobre las multiples
caracteristicas de la violencia contra los nifios, sobre la estructuracion
de la cuestion por parte de los defensores y sobre el problema de la
gobernanza, es decir, cémo se organizan los defensores para la accion
colectiva.

Resultados El andlisis de nuestras fuentes de datos revela muchos
obstaculos para la priorizacién global del tratamiento de la violencia
contra los nifios, incluyendo las formas de violencia consideradas, datos
inadecuados para describir la prevalencia vy la falta de pruebas de la
eficacia de las soluciones propuestas. Existe un desacuerdo fundamental
entre los defensores sobre el marco recientemente introducido de

la violencia contra los nifios, incluidas las diferencias en los tipos de
violencia que deben priorizarse y las soluciones propuestas (por ejemplo,
prevencion o remedio). En cuanto a la gobernanza, la competencia entre
redes centradas en formas especificas de violencia estd obstaculizando
los esfuerzos por crear instituciones de gobierno fuertes.

Conclusién A pesar de los complejos desafios identificados, los
defensores han realizado algunos progresos en la priorizacién global
del tratamiento de la violencia contra los nifios. Para mejorar aun
mads esta priorizacion, los defensores deben resolver las tensiones de
encuadramiento vy fortalecer los mecanismos de gobernanza para
promover los objetivos compartidos, asegurando al mismo tiempo que
las redes centradas en formas particulares de violencia puedan mantener
sus identidades distintivas.
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