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Introduction

1. Since 1990, UNICEF has been implementing a large number of programmes to protect children’s right in the developing countries. This survey report is to unearth the opinion of the children of Bangladesh on various aspects that shape their thoughts towards their rights.

Methodology

2. A total of 4,469 children, between 9 to 18 years of age were interviewed. In this report they have been divided into two groups: ‘Junior’ from age 9 to 13 and ‘Senior’ from age 14 to 18, considering their level of maturity. Children were sampled from 30 districts and from each district five areas (villages, wards) were selected using random procedure. A pre-tested interview schedule was used to collect field level data. Data were processed by using SPSS+ software.

Findings

Household background of the respondents
3. Of the total children interviewed, 93.6% were from male-headed households with an average family size of 5.6 members. Of these children, 83.3% live in their own houses while the rest live in rented or employers’ houses. More than two-thirds (68.0%) households have electricity connections and 74.1% have safe drinking water facilities. With regard to toilet use, little more than half (53.0%) uses sanitary latrines. Five percent of the total children uses open space as toilet.

4. Occupational identity of the household head’s indicates that business (small and big) stands at the top (27.5%) followed by agriculture (24.8%), government and private services (15.9%) and day-labourer (14.1%). Literacy data indicates that little more than one-fourth (26.6%) household heads never received any schooling while the average year of schooling for the rest of the sample was found to be 5.9 years.

Respondents’ background
5. Of the children who participated in the poll, 63.2% were from the rural areas, 24.6% from urban and 12.2% from urban-slum areas. More than half (54.8%) of the child were male and of the total children 11.7% of the children had birth registration record.
6. Out of the total respondents 91.3% were Muslims and 8.7% were non-Muslims.  
7. Of the respondents 47.1% were from the junior (9 to 13 years) group and 52.9% were from senior (14 to 18 years) group. Average ages of the children were 13.0 years. Schooling data of the surveyed children indicates that 3.2% of the children never had any opportunity to attend school.

Opinion regarding family environment 
8. With regard to relationships with their parents, 98.5% of the children expressed that they have good relationships with their mother against 96.5% with their father. In identifying parents’ good-traits, about 90% of the respondents informed that parents’ love towards them is a good trait. On bad traits, scolding stands at the top followed by domestic violence (19.5%). Table 6
9. More than three fourths of the respondents (77.0%) stated that their opinions are sufficiently considered when a decision is taken at home. Senior children’s opinions are more considered than the junior children. The difference between junior and senior children is 11.8 percent-point (70.8% and 82.6%). Table 7
10. About receiving appreciation from parents, over 95% respondents expressed in the positive and almost same percentage of children expressed that they feel happy after it (Table 8). Parents’ anger towards children is expressed through scolding (87.7%) followed by hitting (36.6%), discussion with the child to sort-out the problem (19.0%), restricting children from going out (12.3%) and stopping pocket money (11.9%) (Table 9).  

11. Of the surveyed children of those who expressed their views, 87% stated that they remain indifferent about the unjust punishment followed by they protest against the punishment (36.8%) and they accept the problem without any question (11.0%). In forming protest attitude, among the children, data indicates, senior children are more vocal than the junior children. The difference is 10.5 percent-point. Table 10
Opinion about school environment
12. Out of the total children interviewed, 82.5% are school-going children of whom 80.5% study in co-educated schools followed by girls’ school (11.4%) and boy’s school (8.1%).

13. More than three-fourths of the school-going children informed that they have sufficient number of teachers to conduct their classes, toilets to use, safe drinking-water supply and playgrounds. However, only half of the children (49.3%) informed that they have library facility and less than one-third has prayer-room (25.2%) and computer facility (21.0%).

14. Of the total school-going children 85.4% feel comfortable to discuss problems with their teachers. Those who stated that they do not feel comfortable, about two-thirds (64.6%) said that they are scared of their teacher, followed by their negative attitude (26.9%) and unfriendly attitude (20.6%).

15. In response to what makes a good school, performance in the examination received highest vote (58.3%) followed by available school facilities (20.1%), regular classes (11.4%), excellent teacher-student relationships (5.7%) and available religious facility (3.9%). Those who take classes regularly (66.8%) are termed as good teachers followed by those who maintain excellent teacher-student relationships (27.6%), honesty and neutrality (2.9%) and those who advocate moral teachings (1.1%). More than two-thirds (66.8%) stated politics-free schools are good for learning (Table 15).

Working children

16. Out of the total children surveyed, 12.7% (N=566) were working children. Of them, 23.1% work as urban worker (construction, transport, paper collector etc.) followed by street hawker (22.0%), rural agricultural worker (18.7%), domestic helper (8.3%) and hotel-boy (5.5%).

17. More than half (52.0%) of the total working-children are working for the last one year followed by more than three years (20.3%), two years (17.1%) and about three years (10.6%). In regard to visit to parents, in the last year, more than two-thirds respondents (72.8%) had the opportunity to visit almost anytime of the year.

18. Most of the working-children (89.0%) like their place to work.

Friends and associates

19. The children of Bangladesh mainly prefer neighbours (92.0%), classmates (82.6%) and sports-mates (12.7%) as their friends. Factors that contribute in the process of friend selection are trust (43.6%) and honesty (30.5%) is important.

20. More than three-fourths (76.4%) children mentioned that they discuss with their friends about class assignment followed by sports (66.0%), movie/music (41.9%), dress and fashion (38.2%), opposite sex (27.6%), food (24.4%), religion (19.1%), family problem (18.6%), school environment (15.3%) and reading books outside class-text (13.8%).

21. In determining discussion agenda, gender identity, age, year of schooling and rural-urban background of the samples played a significant role. Age and year of schooling played role in case of opposite sex, area in case of class assignment, gender and level of schooling (year of schooling) in case of sports played a significant role (Table 20).

Children’s safety

22. More than 90% children feel safe at home and more than 97% feel unsafe on street.
23. Children feel unsafe when they encounter local mastans/ terrorists (46.2%) followed by unrest in society (42.8%), when parents are angry at them (41.3%), when they think about road accident (43.8%), and when at night they passes through graveyards (36.7%).

24. Social factors (mastans/local terrorist, road accident, social unrest) create more unsafe environment for the children than individual and family factors.

Children’s right and happy moment
25. More than three-fourths (77%) of the surveyed children seems were aware about their right and about same number of the respondents (75.3%) informed that rights are occasionally protected and 16.5% stated rights are never protected (Figure 5).

26.  To protect the rights nearly three-fourths (72.2%) of the children stated that government should take appropriate measures followed by increase awareness among the public (44.4%) and family (41.0%) are mentionable (Figure 5 and corresponding table).

27. More than two-thirds (72.8%) of the total children mentioned that when they stay with their friends they feel happy and, on the other, when they fail to perform better in school feel unhappy (61.7%).

Health awareness

28.  Out of the total children more than ninety (93.1%) percent were aware about basic hygiene followed by environment pollution (88.8%), affect of illegal drug (60.2%), gender equity (57.9%), HIV/AIDS (53.7%), sexual relationships (40.5%) and reproductive health (34.0%). 

29. Children of the study who identified HIV/AIDS as an alarming issue of them 84.3% mentioned that sharing of needle contributes to the spread of HIV/AIDS, followed by unprotected sex (83.3%), infected mother who carries baby to born (53.3%) and living with someone who carries HIV/AIDS virus (13.5%) are main (Table 28).

30. Out of the total children 88.3% mentioned respect to senior followed by honesty (65.3%), religiosity (39.3%), hard work (38.2%), offer help to others (24.1%) and not to touch others property without permission (23.7%) are main social values that they learned from their family (Table 29).

31.  To the children, mother is most liked person (46.1%) followed by father (20.6%), actor/actress (9.4%) and friends (4.5%).

32. More than half of the children (52.9%) expressed that they want to be professionals in their future career, which includes 19% want to be teacher and followed by government service (11.4%) and of the total respondents 92.3% think that their career will be better than their parents’ career.

Lessons learned
33. Children of Bangladesh are basically family-centred. Their everyday activities, beliefs are shaped by the norms that they observe from their parents. Parents play a significant role in shaping their mental make-up. As a result, parents-children relationships are seen as always cordial and productive. As because the society is encompassed with mostly traditional norms older members enjoy more acceptability than the younger generations. That is why, we see younger children are lacking behind the older children in regards to involvement of family decisions. The same trend we observe in regards to social protest, a right-based practise.

34. As a learning centre, rural and slum areas are little behind than the urban centres. Senior students feel more comfortable than the junior to consult their teachers. However, the alarming side that the study observed that a significant number of children are scared of their teacher. If this scenario continues the foundation of learning, teacher-student relationships, will be in jeopardy. Further, regular class and politics-free learning environment are crucial variables that dominated children’s opinion to differentiate a good learning institution from an unproductive learning institution. 

35. Socio-economic conditions construct surroundings for the under-aged to involve in unsafe working environment. Both verbal and physical abuse is common at the work places. Abuse degrades children’s metal-makeup, which in tern contributes to develop weaker children.
36. Children’s rights are not always protected. In several occasions it is established that government agencies and family should play more role to preserve and protect children’s right. Awareness program in regards to social right, health should receive more attention.
37. Because of the limited scope of the present study, it was not possible to get answer of many questions that were raised in the mind of researcher during the study period.
Recommendations
38. Weekly compulsory consultation class should be developed to reduce teacher-student gap. Teacher should play positive role to create a debatable environment where teacher-student should take part actively. The local and national social issues will frame subjects of the discussion.
39. Policies should be developed to conduct classes regularly and the learning institutions should be more politics free.

40. Employers need to receive a general warning-letter from the government against child abuse.

41. Awareness programs should be developed in each local area to educate the children learning and working institutions and family.
42. Health awareness program should be carried out among the children.  
43. Government and social elites should take appropriate steps to make the society mustan/local terrorist free and peaceful.

44. Road traffic should be more disciplined and accountable.
45. In depth studies on each sector should be carried out to learn more about the children’s opinions.
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For more than fifty years UNICEF, an organization created by the United Nations in 1946, has been assisting the underdeveloped countries to improve the status of children’s health, nutrition, and social welfare. In 1990, UNICEF recognized children’s right as part of human rights through the convention of the Rights of the child (CRC) and received legitimacy as international law. Bangladesh is one of the first signatories of the CRC. Since the declaration of the CRC, the government and different NGOs of Bangladesh have been implementing programmes to change the status of children in regards to health, education, social awareness and other rights. Many studies were also carried out to grasp the progress and its trend. However, the opinion of children that contributes to framing the structure of child programmes right have not been examined thoroughly. This survey aims to examine the structure of children-status in Bangladesh that contributes in the foundation of children’s right and unearth the inconsistencies for future remedies. In doing so, eight areas of children surroundings have been examined. Areas are family environment, school environment, work environment, friends and associates, social safety, children’s right, happiness and social values.
III. Objectives of the survey
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General objective

A general objective of the study is to unearth the opinion of the children of Bangladesh on various issues that shape their attitude towards their rights and surroundings.

Specific objectives

Following are the specific objectives that this survey examined:

1. Children and their family’s socio-demographic backgrounds
2. Children’s family environment and their relationships with their parents
3. Children’s opinion-status within family

4. Children’s schooling status

5. Teacher-student relationships

6. Children’s attitude towards good school, teacher and learning environment
7. Environment for the working children

8. Selection of friends and associates

9. Issues that discussed among the friends and associates

10. Social safety and un-safety of the children

11. Awareness about children’s right

12. Moments of happiness

13. Social value

14. Knowledge about HIV/AIDS
IV. Sampling and methodology
[image: image12.emf]N=780

No 

school / 

working

27%

Working 

children

73%


A total of 4,469 children were interviewed in this survey. Children were sampled from 30 districts and from each district five areas were selected as study area. Following procedures were followed to select each sample for interview.

Sampling

A multi-stage random procedure was employed to reach the interview unit. To make the samples representative thirty districts were sampled from six divisions. The actual numbers of district per division were different as the number of districts varies considerably. From each sampled district one pourashava and four unions were sampled using random technique. From each sampled union one village was sampled and from each village a sampling frame was prepared incorporating households having children aged from 9 to 18 years old. From each frame households were selected randomly and children living in those households were interviewed. Same procedure was followed in case of pourashava of each district. In addition to villages and pourashava slum areas from each city were also surveyed using same procedure.  The number of actual representation was determined using the population weight of the respective age group of the area. For conducting sampling Community Series Census of 1991 and 2001 (as the 2001 census of all districts yet to be published) of the districts were used as the base data.
The sample size of the study has been calculated using the following formula:

Sample size (n) = pqz2/a2

P = population estimated (.235)

Proportion of the population in our target age band e.g. 23.5%

q = (1-p) = .765
z= Standard normal value with 99% confidence (2.58)
z=refers to the level of confidence, namely that our estimates are correct in 99 percent cases, and that the risk of the estimates being incorrect are 1 percent probability, the value is 2.58.

α =admissible level of error or precision (.02)

α = denotes the maximum deviation from true proportions that can be located in the study

Therefore our sample size from this formula is 2,991.

Considering design effect and non-respondents 4469 children’s were selected for interview. District-wise sample distribution is presented table 1 (Appendics1).
For the division-wise distribution the study used the following formula: P=n (No/N)

P= Sampled district per division
N=Total districts in Bangladesh (64)
No= Number of districs in a division (Division Identification)
N1= Total districts in Dhaka division
N2= Total districts in Chittagong division
N3= Total districts in Rajshahi division
N4= Total districts in Khulna Division

N5= Total districts in Barishal Division

N6= Total districts in Sylhet Division

n= our sample size of district (30)

	Division
	Total District
	Sample District= P=n(N0/N)
	Sample Upazila

	Dhaka
	17
	8
	27

	Chittagong
	11
	5
	17

	Rajshahi
	16
	7
	26

	Khulna
	10
	5
	18

	Barishal
	6
	3
	10

	Sylhet
	4
	2
	9

	Total
	64
	30
	107


Questionnaire development for Data collection procedures:

A set of structured questionnaire was prepared for Children. The content specialist to determine their validity reviewed draft questionnaire. Incorporating the comments of these specialists, the revised schedules were pre-tested. Pre-test results helped the study to eliminate the ambiguous words from the questionnaire, to improve the quality of questions and to identify the problems of data analysis.  

Duration: Initially it was hoped that the total data collection will take little more than a month. However, field experience allowed the study to extent the data collection period up to two moths. Time-span had to extent in case of data editing too.    

Manpower: The study was conducted under the supervision of a research expert and a research coordinator and more fifty field investigators. In addition to that ten field supervisors and two data coders were involved in the whole process of data management.  

Limitations of the Survey
The survey experienced two major limitations. Limitations are: time constraints and incorporation of more than required variables in the process of measurement. Problems were experienced to get the respondents, particularly among the socially upper strata households. Another problem that the study encountered was during the school hours respondents were not always available at their residents. Therefore, interviewers had to spend more time to identify the appropriate sample.  
Location of survey areas
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V. Background of the respondents
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1. Household background of the children
Table 1 presents the characteristics of the sampled households. Out of the total children 93.6% are from male-headed and only 6.4% from the female-headed households with an average family member in each family is 5.6. About same percentage of the total children live in nuclear (93.0%) and joint (7.0%) family respectively. More than three-fourths (83.3%) of the total children live in their own house while others (16.7%) live in ranted or employers’ houses. About half (49.1%) of the total sampled children sleep in kucha (made out of straw and bamboo) followed by semi-pacca (31.4%) and pacca bed-room (19.5%). More than two-thirds (68.0%) of the total households has electricity and 74.1% has safe drinking water facility. In regard to toilet use little more than half (53.0%) uses sanitary latrine followed by only slab (32.3%) and Kacca toilet (10.1%). Five percent of the total children use open space as their toilet.  

Occupational identity of the household heads’ indicates that business (small and big) stands at the top (27.5%) followed by agriculture (24.8%), government and private services (15.9%) and day-laborer (14.1%). About 15% household heads identified them as retired person, house-wife, unemployed, and many more. Year of schooling data informs us that little more than one-fourth (26.6%) household head never received any schooling while rest of the samples’ (N=3279) year of schooling is 8.0 years.
Table 1: Children’s household background (in %)

	Characteristics
	% (N=4469)

	Sex of household head

	Male
	93.6

	Female
	6.4

	Type of family

	Nuclear
	93.0

	Extended
	7.0

	Household ownership

	Self
	83.3

	Others
	16.7

	Bedroom

	Kutcha
	49.1

	Semi-pacca
	31.4

	Pacca
	19.5

	Electricity

	Yes
	68.0

	No
	32.0

	Drinking water facility

	Yes
	74.1

	No
	25.9

	Types of latrine

	Sanitary
	53.0

	Only Slab
	32.3

	Kutcha
	10.1

	No Toilet
	4.6

	Main occupation of the household head

	Farmer
	24.8

	Service
	15.9

	Business
	27.5

	House-wife
	2.8

	Day labour
	14.1

	Others
	14.9

	Number of family member in each household

	1 - 4 members
	28.7

	5 -7  members
	58.6

	8 - 10 members
	10.7

	11+ members
	2.0

	Mean = 5.6; SD= 1.9

	Year of schooling of the household head

	0
	26.6

	1-5
	27.0

	6-9
	18.1

	10-12
	19.0

	13+
	9.2

	Mean = 8.0 ; SD=3.8


                           Source: Field survey; September-November 2005

2. Children’s background

Table 2 presents children’s background. Children who participated in the poll of them 63.2% are from the rural area followed by urban (24.6%) and urban-slum areas (12.2%). More than half (54.8%) of the total children are male and rest are female. Of the total children only 11.7% are covered under birth registration record. Out of the total respondents 91.3% and 8.7% are from Muslim and non-Muslim communities respectively. 
In regard to age 47% and 53% are from the junior and senior age categories respectively. Junior category ranges from 9 to 13 and senior from 14 to 18 years of age. Average age of each sampled child is 13.0 years. Year of schooling data indicates that 3.2% children never had the opportunity to attend any school. Average year of schooling for each child of the study sample is 6 years 
Table 2: Children’s background (in %)

	Selected Variables
	%(N=4469)

	Stratum

	Rural
	63.2

	Urban
	24.6

	Slum
	12.2

	Sex 

	Male
	54.8

	Female
	45.2

	Religion 

	Muslim
	91.3

	Non-Muslim
	8.7

	Birth registration

	Done
	11.7

	Not done
	88.3

	Age

	Junior (9-13)
	7.1

	Senior (14-18)
	52.9

	Mean=13.0; SD=2.37

	Year of schooling

	0
	3.2

	1-5
	43.4

	6-9
	44.8

	10-12
	8.6

	Mean=6.06; SD=2.6


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005

VI. Analysis of survey results
[image: image14.emf]62.9

26.1

10.9

46.8

53.2

71

29

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

Rural Urban Slum Male Female Junior

Children

Senior

Children

Area Stratum Gender Age

% of opinion


Children’s opinion

1. Opinion about family, parents-children relationships
Out of the total 4469 children 94.2% live with their parents followed by their relatives (2.9%), shared house (1.1%), with husband and father-in-law (1.0%) and only .8% with their employers (Table 3). 
Table 3: Living status of sampled children (in %)

	Characteristics
	%(N=4469)

	With husband/father in law
	1.0

	With parents
	94.2

	With relatives
	2.9

	With employer
	.8

	Others(shared house, hostel, street)
	1.1

	Total
	100


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Last one year data indicates that, of the total children, less than one-tenth (7.4%) respondents moved from previous place to have better living (64.8%) followed by better education (32.7%), marriage (15.7%) and 5.3% informed that they moved from their earlier place to live in a safe environment (Table 4).
Table 4: Reasons of leaving previous place (in %), multiple responses
	Reasons
	% of Cases

(N=331)

	For better education                    
	32.7

	For better living                       
	64.1

	For safe environment                    
	5.3

	For marriage                             
	15.7


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005

* 4138 samples are excluded from the table as they did not leave previous place

In regard to children’s relationships with their parents’ information indicate that 98.5% are enjoying good relationships with their mother as against 96.5% with their father. Insignificant number of children stated that their relationship with their parents’ is bad. In case of father the figure is .9% and for mother is .2% only (Table 5).
Table 5: Children’s opinion regarding relationships with their parents (in %)

	Nature of Relationships
	With Father

N=4423
	With Mother

N=4459

	Good                    
	96.5
	98.5

	Average                       
	2.6
	1.3

	Bad                    
	0.9
	0.2

	Total                             
	100.0
	100.0


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
*46 samples in case of father and 10 samples in case of mother did not answer the question

In identifying parents’ good-traits about 90% of the total respondents informed that parents’ love towards them is one of the good traits followed by parents help in preparing study (49.4%), care about health (37.6%), presenting gift (35%) and taking them out for a change (28.1%). About recognizing bad traits, of the parents, 26.6% children expressed that parents’ scolding stands at the top followed by domestic violence (19.5%). Domestic violence, according to the children, quarrel between father and mother is the main 
(Table 6).  
Table 6: Children’s opinion about parents’ good and bad traits (in %) Multiple Responses

	Good Traits (N=4,469)
	% of Cases
	Bad Traits (N=4,469)
	% of Cases

	Show their love                              
	89.9
	They always scold                      
	26.6

	Helps in study                            
	49.4
	Domestic Violence                            
	19.5

	Presents Gifts                             
	34.5
	Never Try to Understand            
	9.3

	Go for outing 
	28.1
	Never Seeks Opinion                      
	8.3

	Look after health                         
	37.6
	Never Take Problems Seriously
	5.3

	Appreciative                       
	24.1
	Never Go for Outing                       
	4.4

	Understanding                       
	17.6
	Don't Help in Study                  
	4.3

	Aware of security/safety                  
	17.5
	Discriminate between Boys and Girls
	1.7

	Friendly 
	14.8
	Don't let Go to School         
	1.2

	Treat kindly                              
	8.6
	Father/mother Abandoned                      
	1.2

	Treat others well                           
	7.2
	Not Aware of Safety/Security    
	1.1

	Never lead into any problems             
	6.9
	Early Marriage                              
	1.1

	Others
	6.6
	Don't Give Enough Food      
	1.0

	Act rationally                               
	2.3
	Others
	25.0

	Early marriage                              
	0.5
	Don't know                                  
	23.5

	Don't know                                  
	0.6
	
	


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
In response to this question, ‘when a decision that concerns a child is taken at home whether his or her opinion is sufficiently considered?’ 77% answered positively and rest (23%) negatively. In formulating positive response what socio-demographic factors played a significant role to examine that  five variables ─ household head’s educational and sex backgrounds, type of family, area of samples and children’s age ─  with their classifications were crossed with the responses and found that maximum difference has been identified within the age category of the children. The difference between junior and senior children is 11.8 percent-point (82.6% – 70.8%). In other areas differences ranges from 1.3 to 4.6 percent-points (Table 7).
Table 7: Consideration of children’s opinion within family by household heads’ education, sex, family types, area of samples and children’s age (in %)
	Selected Variables
	Yes (N=3443, 77.0%)
	No (N=1026, 23.0%)
	Total (N=4469, 100.0%)

	HHH Education

	0 Class
	71.4
	28.6
	100

	1-5 Class
	76.0
	24
	100

	6-9 Class
	76.3
	23.7
	100

	10-12 Class
	82.7
	17.3
	100

	13 thru Highest
	86.0
	14
	100

	Sex of household head

	Male
	76.9
	23.1
	100

	Female
	78.6
	21.4
	100

	Family type

	Nuclear
	77.1
	22.9
	100

	Joint
	75.8
	24.2
	100

	Area of study

	Rural
	75.9
	24.1
	100

	Urban
	80.3
	19.7
	100

	Slum
	76.3
	23.7
	100

	Children’s age

	Junior children(9-13)
	70.8
	29.2
	100

	Senior children(14-18)
	82.6
	17.4
	100


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Therefore, we can conclude that in considering children’s opinion, within family, their age played a significant role compared to other variables that we have pointed-out. Senior children enjoy more rights than the junior children. 
After doing some good works whether family members appreciate or not in response to this question over 95% respondents opined positively and almost same percent expressed that they feel happy when they receive it (Table 8). Parents anger towards children is expressed through scolding (87.7%) followed by hitting (36.6%), discussion with the child to sort-out the problem (19.0%), restricting children from going out (12.3%) and stopping pocket money and food supply (11.9%),(Table 9).

Table 8: Nature of family response after doing some good works and feeling after receiving an appreciation (In %) 

	Categories
	%  (4469)

	Family appreciation
	

	Receive appreciation
	95.1

	Don’t receive appreciation
	4.9

	Respondent’s feeling
	

	Happy
	94.4

	Not happy
	5.6


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Table 9: Parent’s response when they are angry (in %)
Multiple responses (N=4469).
	Categories
	% of Cases

	Never get angry
	4.8

	Discuss the matter and advise
	17.9

	Don’t let go outside
	11.6

	Stops talking
	3.9

	Don’t let watch TV
	7.9

	Restrict pocket money, food supply etc
	11.3

	Scolds
	82.9

	Hit 
	34.6

	Others
	3.3


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
2. Children’s response to undeserved punishment
In response to the question ‘if a child did not commit any crime and even after that if he or she is punished by his/her parents how he/she will response’ children responded in more than one forms at a time. Forms are accepted the punishment, protested against the punishment and remain indifferent about the punishment. Table 10 indicates the variables that contributed both to form protest against the unjust punishment and to accept the punishment without any question. 
Table 10: Children’s response against undeserved punishment by sex, age, religion, schooling status, area stratum and medium of instruction* (multiple responses)
	Variables
	Accept (11.0%)
	Protest (36.8%)
	Indifferent (87.0%)
	N

	Sex
	
	
	
	

	Male
	12.8
	38.6
	80.0
	2272

	Female
	8.7
	34.6
	95.9
	1867

	Age of children
	
	
	
	

	Junior children(9-13)
	7.0
	31.3
	94.5
	1964

	Senior children(14-18)
	14.5
	41.8
	80.5
	2175

	Religion
	
	
	
	

	Muslim
	11.0
	36.6
	86.7
	3774

	Non-Muslim
	9.6
	38.9
	81.2
	365

	Status of children
	
	
	
	

	School Going
	11.2
	35.9
	88.0
	3423

	Working Children
	10.3
	43.0
	79.8
	525

	No school/working
	8.4
	35.6
	91.0
	191

	Area stratum
	
	
	
	

	Rural
	12.1
	33.7
	88.6
	2641

	Urban
	10.2
	39.2
	83.7
	993

	Slum
	6.3
	48.0
	86
	505

	Medium of instruction
	
	
	
	

	Bangle Medium        
	11.3
	36.9
	87.8
	3186

	English Medium       
	9.1
	40.9
	95.4
	22

	Arabic Medium(Madrasa)
	10.23
	34.8
	89.8
	215


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
* 330 samples are excluded from the analysis as they are out of these three responses (Accept, Protest and Indifferent) and 1046 samples are excluded from the medium of instruction category as they did not answer the question.

Out of the total children of the study more than 90% expressed their views about the unjust punishment. Those who expressed their views of them 87% stated that they remain indifferent about the unjust punishment and more than one-third (36.8%) stated that they form protest against the punishment and 11% stated that they accept the problem without any question. In forming protest attitude, among the children, data indicates senior children are more vocal than their junior counterparts. The difference is 10.5 percent-point (41.8 – 31.3). Between school and working children the difference is also mentionable, point 7.1 (43.0 – 35.9). Learning that involves year of schooling may be the case that contributes in forming protest to protect their rights.  

School children
Out of the total children of this study 82.5% (N= 3689) are school-going children followed by the working (12.7%) and no-school/no-work children (4.8%). Further, of the total working and no-school/no-working children (N=780) 52.1% (N=407) are dropout from schools (Figure 1a, b, c & d).  
Figure 1(a): Children’s schooling and working status
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Figure 1(b): Children’s schooling & non-schooling status 
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 Table 11: Present schooling status of working children
	
	Schooling
	No schooling
	Dropout
	N= 566

	Male
	0
	52.6
	47.4
	468 (83%)

	Female
	0
	40.8
	59.2
	98 (17%)


Table 12: Reasons of dropout by area stratum (in %)

	Types of problem
	Stratum
	% of  cases N=407

	
	Rural N=217
	Urban N=51
	Slum N=139
	

	Financial limitation
	53.0
	51.0
	60.4
	55.3

	Priority to other brothers/sisters
	3.7
	2.0
	0.7
	2.5

	I wanted to work     
	6.0
	5.9
	7.2
	6.4

	I had work
	15.7
	13.7
	16.5
	15.7

	I had to move to city for better living
	0
	0
	5.8
	2.0

	Parents scolded me for going to school
	2.8
	2.0
	2.2
	2.5

	Teachers beat me
	0
	2.0
	2.2
	1.0

	No school available nearby
	2.3
	3.9
	5.8
	3.7

	Eve teasing          
	1.8
	0
	0
	1.0

	Child marriage       
	12.4
	7.8
	2.2
	8.4

	Others
	24.4
	25.5
	27.3
	25.6

	Don’t know
	5.1
	5.9
	5.8
	5.4


Table 13: Reasons of dropout by Sex (in %)
	Types of problem
	Stratum
	% of cases N=407

	
	Male N=245
	Female

N=162
	

	Financial limitation
	60.4
	47.5
	55.3

	Priority to other brothers/sisters
	2.4
	2.5
	2.5

	I wanted to work     
	8.2
	3.7
	6.4

	I had work
	22.0
	6.2
	15.7

	I had to move to city for better living
	1.6
	2.5
	2.0

	Parents scolded me for going to school
	1.6
	3.7
	2.5

	Teachers beat me
	1.6
	0
	1.0

	No school available nearby
	2.4
	5.6
	3.7

	Eve teasing          
	0
	2.5
	1.0

	Child marriage       
	0.8
	19.8
	8.4

	Others
	25.7
	25.3
	25.6

	Don’t know
	4.5
	6.8
	5.4


Table 11 presents working children’s, non-schooling and dropout status by sex. Data indicates that among the working children, 83% are male and 17% are female. Out of the male working children, about half (47.4%) are dropout from school and of the female 59.2% are dropout from school. Compare to male children dropout rate is higher among the female children. Reasons of dropout among the working children are presented in two tables by area stratum and sex. Table 12 and table 13 illustrate the types of problem that affected the children to attend school. In reference to rural, urban and slum comparisons figure states, 60% of the slum children could not continue school because of financial problem. In case of rural and urban area the figure stand more than half of the total respondents in each category. Male-female wise response indicates that more than 60% male children could not continue school because of financial reason while in case of female respondents it is less than half of the total female children. About one-fourth (20%) of the female children could not continue their school because of their child marriage (Table 13).            
1. School background
Table 14 illustrates the school characteristics of the school-going children. Of the total school-going children 80.5% are from co-education schools followed by girls’ school (11.4%) and boys’ school (8.1%). In regard to school and its management government controls 36.3% and private management controls about two-thirds (61.5%) schools. Non-formal, which is mostly managed by the NGOs, manages 2.2% of the total students. In terms of medium of instruction more than ninety percent (93.2%) follow Bangla as a medium of instruction followed by Arabic (6.1%) and English (.7%).
Table 14: School background of the respondents (in %)

	Selected Variables
	% (N=3689)

	Types of school

	Boys school
	8.1

	Girls school
	11.4

	Co-education
	80.5

	Ownership of school

	Government
	36.3

	Private
	61.5

	Non-Formal
	2.2

	Medium of instruction

	Bangle
	93.2

	English
	0.7

	Arabic(madrasa)
	6.1

	Distance from respondents house

	Less then 1 km
	59.1

	1-2 km
	26.6

	2+ km
	12.3

	Time to reach school

	1-30 minutes
	94.3

	31+ minutes
	5.7

	Mean: 17 minutes


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005

About 60% respondents walk less than one kilometre to reach their school followed by less than two kilometres (26.6%). Only 12.3% children had to walk more than two kilometres to reach their schools. On average each student spent 17 minutes time to reach their destiny.

2. Facility of school
Table 15 and 16 present the facility that the school-children are enjoying. Table 15 presents school wise facility data and table 16 presents area wise information on facility. 

Table 15: Opinion of children about facilities at schools by school-types 
(In %)

	Facilities
	Types of school
	Total

N=3689

	
	Boys school

N=298
	Girls schools

N=421
	Co-Education school
N=2970
	

	Seat
	93.0
	91.7
	93.5
	93.3

	Teachers
	83.6
	81.9
	79.5
	80.1

	Library
	61.0
	60.0
	46.6
	49.3

	Toilet
	89.6
	76.0
	83.8
	83.4

	Drinking water
	78.5
	81.7
	82.0
	81.7

	Playground
	83.2
	84.8
	81.9
	82.3

	Prayer room
	52.7
	29.5
	21.8
	25.2

	Computer
	42.3
	34.2
	17.0
	21.0


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Table 16: Opinion of children’s about facilities at schools by area stratum 
(In %)

	Facilities
	Rural

N=2413
	Urban

N=956
	Slum

N=320
	N=3689

	Everyone has a seat
	94.4
	89.5
	95.9
	93.3

	Sufficient teachers
	79.6
	80.6
	82.5
	80.1

	Library
	45.8
	60.9
	40.9
	49.3

	Toilet
	82.7
	83.9
	86.6
	83.4

	Drinking water supply
	85.4
	75.7
	71.6
	81.7

	Playground
	86.1
	80.2
	60.0
	82.3

	Prayer room
	23.5
	89.7
	24.4
	25.2

	Computer
	17.2
	82.6
	15.0
	21.0


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Out of the total school-going children, 93.3% informed that they have seating arrangements for everyone in their schools. More than three-fourths of the total school-going children informed that they have sufficient number of teachers to conduct their classes, toilets to use, drinking-water supply wells and playgrounds. However, facilities about library, prayer room and computer are not up to the level. Half of the children (49.3%) informed that they have library facility followed by prayer-room (25.2%) and computer availability (21.0%).
School-wise responses, in regard to facility, indicate that in case of library co-education schools suffer more than the boys and girls schools. Same trend has been observed in case of prayer-room and computer availability (Table 15). Area-wise responses indicate that in case of playground and computer availability slum schools suffer more than the urban and rural area schools (Table 16).
3. Teaching environment
About two-thirds (64.3%) school-going children informed that as learning approach they are experiencing lecture method followed by inter-active method (45.3%). More than two-thirds (72.5%) of the total school-going children informed that their teacher encourages them to go to the private tutor for coaching (Table 17). Figure 2 illustrates that of the total school-going children 85.4% feels comfortable to discuss problems with their teachers and rest (14.6%) is not.

Table 17: Methods of learning and teachers opinion about private coaching by stratum (in %)
	Selected variables
	Rural

N=2413
	Urban

N=956
	Slum

N=320
	% f cases

	Teaching approach
	
	
	
	

	Lecture  method
	64.5
	65.0
	60.6
	64.3

	Interactive method
	43.1
	46.1
	59.4
	45.3

	Note-based
	2.6
	8.1
	3.1
	4.0

	Use references and examples
	4.6
	5.9
	3.4
	4.8

	Teachers opinion about private coaching
	
	
	
	

	Encourage
	74.9
	67.3
	70.6
	72.5

	Discourage
	25.1
	32.7
	29.4
	27.5


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Area data shows no significant difference in regards to lecture method. However, interactive method is common in urban slum area. In rural and urban schools, it is little more than 40% while in urban area it is about 60%. Encouragement for the private coaching is higher in rural and slum areas than the urban area.   
Figure 2:  Children’s relationships with their teachers regarding discussing problem with teacher
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Among the issues that the children discuss with their teachers of them study stands at the top (96.0%) followed by school facilities (21.8%), complain against other classmates (18.7%), future career (15.0%) and problems that they face at their home (4.2%). Those who stated that they do non-consult with their teacher of them, as reasons, about two-thirds said that they are scared of their teacher (64.6%) followed by negative attitude (26.9%) and unfriendly attitude (20.6) of the teachers are mentionable. In response to a question, ‘how the teachers react when you do wrong?’ 66.6% responded that teachers heat them followed by they become angry (41.4%), and 39.3% stated that teachers advise politely not to do the same. (Figure 2) 
Figure 3: Distribution of opinion of children among area stratum, gender and age regarding ‘scared of teacher’ as a one of the major problem to why they don’t discuss with the teachers (N=348)
Figure-3 shows that among the area stratum rural children are more scared of teacher to discuss the problem and between junior and senior children, junior student are more scared of teacher to discuss the problem. 
From the available data it is observed that among the independent factors ─ sex, age, area stratum, types of school and medium of instruction ─ age contributed more than the other factors to discuss with their teachers (Table 18). 
Table 18: Discussion with teachers by sex, age, area stratum, types of school & medium of school (in %)
	Variables
	Discuss problem with the teacher
	Do not discuss with the teacher
	N=3689

	Sex
	
	
	

	Male
	86.7
	13.3
	1936

	Female
	83.9
	16.1
	1753

	Children status
	
	
	

	Junior children(9-13)
	81.3
	361
	1931

	Senior children(14-18)
	89.9
	10.1
	1758

	Area stratum
	
	
	

	Rural
	86.5
	13.5
	2413

	Urban
	84.0
	16.0
	956

	Slum
	81.2
	18.8
	320

	School status
	
	
	

	Boys school
	84.9
	15.1
	298

	Girls school
	85.7
	14.3
	421

	Co-education
	85.4
	14.6
	2970

	Medium of school
	
	
	

	Bangle medium
	85.3
	14.7
	3438

	English medium
	88.9
	11.1
	27

	Arabic medium (madrasa)
	87.0
	13.0
	224


Source: Field survey- September-November, 2005
Data shows that senior children feel more comfortable to consult with their teachers than the junior children. The percentage-point difference between junior and senior children is 8.6. In case of area factor the percentage-point difference between rural and urban slum children is 5.3. Rural children feel more comfortable to consult their teachers than the slum children. Insignificant differences have been found between male and female children and between English and Bengal medium schools. Thus, it can be said that the senior children, because of their year of schooling or learning, enjoys more rights than their counterpart, the junior children.
4. Opinion about good school, teacher and learning environment
In identifying good school, good teacher and good learning environment, children expressed their opinion in different dimensions. In case of good school result, received highest vote (58.3%) followed by available school facilities (20.1%), regular class (11.4%), excellent teacher-student relationships (5.7%) and available religious facility (3.9%). Those who take classes regularly (66.8%) are termed as good teacher followed by teacher-student relationships (27.6%), honesty and neutrality (2.9%) of the teachers and advocates moral teaching (1.1%). More than two-thirds (66.8%) school-going children identified politics-free schools are good place for learning followed by schools that are having available facilities (15.3%) and maintaining excellent teacher-student relationships in regard to learning (Table 19).
Table 19: Characteristics that identified by the school-going children about good school, teacher and learning environment (in %) 
	Variables
	Good School
	Good Teacher
	Good Learning Environment

	Good results
	58.3
	-
	-

	Available facilities
	20.1
	-
	15.3

	Excellent teacher-student relationships
	5.7
	27.6
	4.3

	Regular class
	11.4
	-
	-

	Available religious facilities
	3.9
	-
	-

	Regular in class
	-
	66.8
	-

	Honest and natural
	-
	2.9
	-

	Advocates moral teaching
	-
	1.1
	-

	Politics free institution
	-
	-
	66.3

	Others
	0.7
	1.6
	14.1


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Working-children

1. Types of work 

Out of the total children of the survey 12.7% (N=566) are identified as working-children and most of them are male children 82.7%. Of the total working-children 23.1% work as urban worker followed by street hawker (22.0%), rural worker (18.7%), domestic helper (8.3%) and hotel-boy (5.5%). A significant number of children are involved in different minor activities for living, such as: street cleaner, street labour, sex worker, car cleaner, and many more. Some of the working-children are involved in more than one works (Table 20). 
Table 20: Background of the working children (in %) 
	Selected variables
	%(N=566)

	Sex
	

	Male
	82.7

	Female
	17.3

	Types of work (multiple job)
	

	Domestic helper
	8.3

	Urban worker (official, transport, construction, mechanical) 
	23.1

	Street hawker  
	22.0

	Rural worker (agriculture)
	18.7

	Hotel boy
	5.5

	Others
	25.6

	Working years

	One year
	52.0

	Two years
	17.1

	Three years
	10.6

	More then three years
	20.3

	Liking and disliking about the work place

	Like the place
	88.9

	Don’t like the place
	11.1

	Parents to visit  in a year

	Always
	72.8

	1-2 times in a year
	8.1

	More then 3 years
	9.9

	Never
	9.2


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
More than half (52%) of the total working-children are working for the last one year followed by more than three years (20.3%), two years (17.1%) and about three years (10.6%). In regard to visit to parents, in the last year, more than two-thirds respondents 
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(72.8%) had the opportunity to visit almost anytime of the year. About one-tenth (9.2%) of the total respondents never had the opportunity to see their parents. It is not that they are not allowed to see their parents but isolated permanently for various reasons ─ deceased or lost. Other respondents have the opportunity to see their parents two (8%) and three times (10.0%) in a year. Most of the working-children (89%) liked their place to work. In fact, the sense of liking was examined in isolation of other reality that exists in a “normal” society (Table 20). 
2. Work-place environment
Of the total working-children 42.0% informed that they are facing problems at their working-place. Of the children who informed that they are facing problems of them about two-thirds (60.7%) experienced verbal abuse followed by too much work to carry out (32.2%), unsafe working environment (31.8%), physical abuse (23.0%) and irregular payment (20.5%) are main (Figure 21). To overcome the problem 41.0% stated that they request the employer and if failed explore for new job (25.9%) or stops working (11.7%). Of the total female working children 69.4% experienced verbal abuse, in case of male children the percentage is 59%. Female children are ahead than the male children in regards to the amount of work. Female working children are 8 point-percent ahead than their counter parts, the male working children. The same trend we observe in case of employer’s attitude. Female working children experiences more bad behaviour than the male working children do. In case of female working children, the percentage is 8 while in case of male only 3% (Table 21). In regards to receiving other benefits females are little ahead in cases of medicine, education, cloths and toiletries (Table 22).  

Table 21: Employer’s attitude towards respondents (in %)* 

	
	Male

N=308
	Female
N=74
	Total N=382

	Good
	75.0
	66.2
	280

	Average
	21.8
	25.7
	86

	Bad
	3.2
	8.1
	16


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005 

(*382 took part in this analysis) 
Table 22: Other benefits received from employer apart from salary (in %) 

Multiple responses (Valid cases=343)
	Benefits
	Male N=274
	Female
N=69
	% of Cases

	Meals
	41.2
	40.6
	41.1

	Medical
	26.6
	33.3
	28.0

	Education
	19.0
	26.1
	20.4

	Credit
	27.7
	27.5
	27.7

	Clothing/Dress
	27.7
	30.4
	28.3

	Toiletries
	6.9
	11.6
	7.9


  Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Tables 21 and 22 indicate employers’ attitude towards child-worker and facilities provided by the employers besides salary. Concerning attitude toward workers more than two-thirds (73.3%) of the children who responded the question stated that their relationship with their employer is good and 4% respondent mentioned it is bad. Rest of the respondents identified relationship as average. In response to a question “whether they receive any extra facilities besides their salary’s 39% stated that they receive meals, 27% stated they receive medicines, credits and cloths and only 19% expressed that they receive educational facility.  
Friends and associates

1. Choosing friends

In choosing friends and associates children of Bangladesh mainly prefers neighbours, classmates and sports-mates. In the present survey, it is observed that of the total sampled children 1.0% expressed that they do not have any friend. However, of the total children that responded of them 92% prefers neighbours to be their friends followed by classmates (82.6%) and sports-mates (12.7%).
Factors that contribute in choosing friends are trust (43.6%), good student who advises well (23.3%) and honesty (30.5%) are main. In determining factors, trust received more weight among the working and school-going children compared to no-school and no-working children. The percent-point difference is little more than 20. The demand to associate with good students is higher among the senior students compared to the junior grad students. The difference is 31 percent-point. Honesty is more preferred among the non-school and non-working children than the working children. The difference is 22 percent-point (Table 23). Therefore, it can be said trust and honesty are main factors that determine the friend selection process for all children, and among the senior students demand for good student is high as it contributes in producing good result for future. Other factors may affect the selection process that needs to be examined. 
Table 23: Influence of selected variables in determining trust, a good student and honesty to select friends (In %).

	Selected Variables
	Trust (N=1913, 43.6%)
	Good student (N=1021, 23.3%)
	Honesty

(N=1339, 30.5%)
	N =4273

	Children status

	School going
	45.3
	23.9
	30.8
	3587

	Working children
	47.8
	28.4
	28.4
	500

	No school/working
	26.3
	50.0
	50.0
	186

	Sex

	Male
	46.4
	24.8
	28.9
	23.25

	Female
	42.9
	22.8
	34.3
	1948

	Area stratum
	
	
	
	

	Rural
	44.9
	24.1
	31.0
	2708

	Urban
	45.3
	24.7
	30.0
	1061

	Slum
	42.7
	21.2
	36.1
	504

	Age of children

	Junior children(9-13)
	45.1
	49.2
	35.7
	2022

	Senior children(14-18)
	44.5
	28.1
	27.4
	2251

	Children’s education

	0 class
	43.7
	*
	35.3
	119

	1-5 class
	44.1
	19.6
	36.3
	1826

	6-9 class
	46.2
	26.4
	27.4
	1952

	10-12 class
	41.0
	32.7
	26.3
	376


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005

* Responses of 196 samples are excluded from the table as they do not have any friend (86) and they do not fall within the three categories that mentioned above (110).

It is obvious that senior grad students are more conscious about their future career that contributed them to be more associated with good students.
2. Discussion issues with friends
In response to a question ‘what are the subjects, in general, you discuss with your friends?’ children of the study spontaneously identified more than one items under fourteen headings. Of the items 76.4% stated that they discuss about class assignments followed by sports (66.0%), movie/music (41.9%), dress and fashion (38.2%), opposite sex (27.6%), food (24.4%), religion (19.1%), family problem (18.6%), school environment (15.3%) and reading books outside class-texts (13.8%) are main (Table 24). In shaping discussion issues, among the friends, which independent variables influences more to illustrate that causal data have been presented in Table 25. Data indicate that in case of class-assignment slum children are staying behind than the rural and urban children. The percent-point difference between slum and rural-urban children is about 30. In case of fashion and movie senior and school going, children responded more than the junior and illiterate children. Percent-point differences are 31 and 22 respectively. 

Table 24: Subjects that were discussed among the friends (In %)

(N=4383)
	Category label
	% of Cases

	1.  Class assignment
	76.4

	2.  Books outside class text
	13.8

	3.  Dress and fashion
	38.2

	4.  Sports
	66.0

	5.  Movie/music
	41.9

	6.  Food
	24.4

	7.  Opposite sex
	27.6

	8.  Adventures/experiences
	6.0

	9.  Religion
	19.1

	10. Work/school environment
	15.3

	11. Family problems
	18.6

	12. Salary/money
	5.5

	13. Drugs/narcotics
	2.3

	14. Politics
	4.7

	15. Others
	3.9


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005

* 86 samples are excluded from the table as they don’t have any friend.
Table 25: Influence of selected variables in determining discussion issues with the friends (in %), multiple responses.

	Variables
	Class assignments 
	Dress & Fashions
	Sports
	Movie /Music
	Food
	Opposite Sex
	Religion
	Work/School Environment
	Family Problems
	N

	Sex
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Male
	72.8
	28.6
	78.6
	38.7
	21.5
	28.8
	18.6
	16.0
	16.0
	2404

	Female
	80.8
	49.9
	50.8
	45.7
	27.8
	26.2
	19.7
	14.4
	14.4
	1979

	Age of children
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Junior children(9-13)
	81.9
	32.1
	71.6
	34.3
	23.7
	11.1
	15.1
	14.0
	13.9
	2074

	Senior children(14-18)
	71.5
	43.7
	61.0
	48.7
	25.0
	42.4
	22.6
	16.5
	22.8
	23.9

	Area stratum
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Rural
	80.1
	38.4
	66.8
	37.9
	24.0
	27.5
	22.1
	13.1
	17.9
	2778

	Urban
	80.1
	40.3
	67.1
	47.3
	23.3
	28.3
	15.0
	16.6
	15.1
	1077

	Slum
	49.1
	32.6
	59.7
	51.7
	28.6
	26.7
	11.2
	24.2
	29.4
	528

	Children’s status
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	School going
	89.9
	39.0
	69.1
	41.3
	23.2
	26.1
	19.0
	14.2
	15.7
	3664

	Working children
	-
	29.9
	56.1
	44.0
	30.2
	39.5
	18.1
	26.3
	29.5
	529

	No school/working
	-
	45.3
	33.7
	47.4
	30.5
	24.2
	22.6
	-
	43.2
	190

	Year of schooling
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	0 class
	-
	21.8
	53.2
	33.1
	22.6
	21.8
	16.1
	25.0
	23.4
	124

	1-5 class
	69.3
	31.2
	67.6
	35.1
	25.8
	14.1
	15.7
	15.2
	16.8
	1892

	6-9 class
	84.3
	43.1
	66.3
	46.4
	23.0
	34.8
	21.9
	14.4
	19.1
	1986

	10-12 class
	91.3
	52.8
	61.2
	54.9
	25.5
	59.1
	22.0
	17.3
	23.4
	381

	Medium of school
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bengali
	89.7
	39.3
	69.4
	42.1
	22.9
	26.1
	18.2
	14.2
	15.7
	3414

	English
	92.6
	18.5
	74.1
	37.0
	22.2
	25.9
	22.2
	25.9
	7.4
	27

	Arabic
	93.3
	37.2
	64.1
	28.3
	27.8
	25.1
	31.4
	13.9
	17.0
	223

	Religion
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Muslim
	75.7
	38
	65.8
	42.2
	24.5
	27.7
	18.9
	15.4
	18.9
	4003

	Non-muslim
	83.9
	40
	68.2
	38.7
	22.9
	26.3
	20.5
	14.5
	15.3
	380


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
* 86 Respondents responses are excluded from the analysis as they do not have any friend and in case of medium of instruction only school going children (N=3664) are included in the analysis.
The issue of opposite sex, as a discussion matter, dominant among the senior children compared to their counterpart, the junior group. The percent-point difference is 31. Same trend has been observed among the senior students compared to junior students. The difference is 45 percent-point. Sport is more popular among the male than their female counterpart. The difference between male and female children is 28 percent-point. Thus, four independent variables can be marked that contribute in selecting discussion issues compared to other independent variables. Variables are: sex, age, year of schooling and area of samples. Age and year of schooling in case of opposite sex, area in case of class assignment, sex and level of schooling (year of schooling) in case of sports and age, play a significant role. In terms of religion non-Muslims are ahead in case class assignment than the Muslim students. The percent-point difference is 8.2. (Table 25)
3. Association with friends
Table 26: Meeting friends and parents attitude toward friends and friend’s influence in life (in %)
	Selected Variables
	%

	Meeting friends in a week (n=4383)

	1-3 times
	5.0

	4- 6 times
	23.1

	7+ times
	61.9

	Parents attitude towards friend(n=4352)

	Friendly
	86.4

	Indifferent
	10.7

	Not friendly
	2.9

	Friends influence in life(n=4383)

	Good
	84.0

	Average
	9.5

	Don’t know
	6.3


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
86 Children are excluded from the table as they do not have any friend and in case Parents’ attitude 31 responded, did not take part.

Table 26 presents parents’ attitude towards friends, friends’ influence on respondents’ life and number of time to meet friends in a week. According to the data about two-thirds (61.9%) respondents can meet their friends more than seven times in a week, 33.1% four to six times and 5% less than three times. Parents’ attitude towards their friend indicates that 86.4% respondent’s parents are friendly with their friends. Only 3% stated that their parents are not friendly with their friends. In regard to friends’ influence on respondent’s life 84% identified as good and 6.3% stated they are not sure about the influence. 
Opinion about social safety 
Children’s social safety is one of the core issues that identified by UNICEF to maintain rights. Keeping this in mind the present survey constructed four questions to examine the conditions and opinions toward social safety of the children of Bangladesh. Questions were when, where and in which conditions children feel safe and unsafe. 
Table 28: Children’s feeling of safety and un-safety by sex, area stratum & working children in % of cases. (Multiple responses)
	Characteristics
	Sex
	Area stratum
	Working Children
	% of Cases

	
	Male

N=2450
	Fem.

N=2019
	Rural

N=2826
	Urban

N=1099
	Slum

N=544
	
	

	At home 
	91.3
	94.3
	92.5
	93.8
	93.4
	90.3
	92.9

	At school
	43.0
	44.1
	47.4
	37.1
	36.0
	0
	43.5

	Others(street, work place)
	9.4
	        2.7
	5.0
	6.4
	13.6
	32.5
	6.4

	When feel safe

	Living with parents
	64.3
	61.8
	62.2
	59.4
	65.1
	36.3
	63.2

	Living at home
	70.8
	75.5
	72.0
	75.6
	72.2
	37.4
	72.9

	See harmony among the friends
	10.3
	10.2
	11.6
	9.5
	4.8
	9.3
	10.3

	See harmony between parents
	42.7
	11.8
	11.8
	11.2
	17.1
	13.1
	12.3

	Others
	2.9
	1.5
	1.8
	2.9
	2.6
	3.8
	2.3

	Where do not feel safe

	Home
	2.5
	1.5
	2.4
	1.4
	1.5
	2.3
	2.1

	School
	3.0
	2.8
	2.6
	3.7
	2.9
	0
	2.9

	Street
	86.1
	91.3
	88.7
	88.1
	87.7
	80.2
	88.5

	Work place
	14.2
	7.5
	10.4
	11.6
	14.2
	17.5
	11.1

	Situation when don not feel safe (93 samples are excluded)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	When parents are angry
	4.4
	39.7
	49.9
	35.2
	39.9
	35.3
	40.6

	When other family members are angry
	11.0
	10.9
	11.2
	8.1
	14.9
	13.0
	10.9

	Terrorists /mustan
	45.9
	44.9
	43.3
	44.6
	57.9
	47.8
	45.4

	Eve teaser
	4.1
	37.2
	19.2
	19.2
	17.9
	10.9
	19.0

	When parents quarrelling
	20.1
	19.3
	21.4
	15.4
	20.3
	19.1
	19.8

	Unrest in society
	44.3
	39.4
	45.6
	36.4
	35.6
	41.9
	42.1

	Hartal
	17.8
	13.3
	11.7
	21.0
	26.4
	19.1
	15.5

	Road accident
	46.1
	39.4
	41.7
	46.5
	43.2
	44.6
	43.1

	Passing through a grave yard
	36.9
	38.8
	41.2
	28.8
	27.3
	24.1
	37.7


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Table 28 will enable us to understand the scenario of the safety and unsafely of the children of Bangladesh. The table indicates that more than 90% of the sampled children expressed that they feel safe at home and 43.5% at school. Immediate consecutive question ‘where the respondents feel safe?’ in response to this question children expressed their response in the same dimension and more than two-thirds (73%) stated that they feel safe at their home. About unsafe 97.4% of the total children mentioned that streets are most unsafe place for them. Children mentioned in several situations that they feel unsafe. For example 46.2% stated when they encounter mastans followed by unrest in society (42.8%) and 41.3% mentioned when parents are angry at them, 43.8% said when they think about road accident and 36.7% mentioned when at night they pass through a graveyard. If we lump the above-mentioned response categories we can draw second line of indications: family (parents are angry), society (mastan, unrest and road accident), and individual area of thinking (passing through a graveyard).
About safety, female children feel more safety at home than the male children. Area data indicates that rural children like the schools as a safe place than the urban and slum children (28). In case of time of safety, same trend has been observed. Children, irrespective of their sex identity, feel safe when they stay home. In case of working children also, we see the same trend. About unsafe environment, almost everybody mentioned street are most unsafe place followed by working place for the working children. In all other cases sex identity and area stratum have not contributed much to show the differences in references to unsafe environment and place. 
In examining causality of responses data indicates family as an unsafe area respondents’ sex, age, area, year of schooling and religion played more-or-less same role. However, in case of social factors (mastan, unrest and road accident) slum children are more sufferer than the others. Percent-point differences are 15 and 10 respectively. Road accident as an unsafe area is identified by the higher grade school-students than the illiterate children. Age and area factors dominated the individual psychological domain of unsafe index ─ walking through a graveyard. In terms of percent-point difference junior children are 13 point ahead than their senior counterpart and almost same trend has been found between slum and rural children. Rural children feel more unsafe than the urban children in regard to ghost fear (Table 26). In fact, it is the level of understanding of social knowledge that influenced to construct the individual psychological domain. General observation about human social understanding indicates that those who receive more information using scientific logic are more advanced than those who have no scope to receive. In this study, individual psychological domain has been framed by the availability of scientific knowledge is indicates to be clear. Senior or more year schooling variables are naturally encompassed with more scientific and observatory knowledge that contributed to be less scared about ghost culture.  
Table 26: Children’s feeling of un-safety by sex, age, area, schooling and religion (in %) multiple responses
	Selected Variables
	Parents Angry
	Mustan/ Terrorist
	Quarrel/ Unrest
	Road Accident
	Graveyard Ghost
	N=4448

	Sex

	Male
	41.4
	45.9
	44.3
	46.1
	35.4
	2438

	Female
	39.7
	44.9
	39.4
	39.4
	37.1
	2010

	Age of children

	Junior children(9-13)
	44.7
	43.6
	41.8
	41.9
	42.8
	2101

	Senior children(14-18)
	39.9
	47.1
	42.4
	44.1
	30.1
	2347

	Area stratum

	Rural
	42.9
	43.3
	45.6
	41.7
	41.2
	2812

	Urban
	35.2
	44.6
	36.4
	46.5
	28.2
	1094

	Slum
	39.9
	57.9
	35.6
	43.2
	25.6
	542

	Year of schooling

	0 Class
	31.7
	46.0
	34.5
	38.8
	23.7
	139

	1-5 Class
	44.7
	43.8
	42.1
	40.4
	41.0
	1931

	6-9 Class
	39.3
	46.0
	42.6
	44.2
	34.5
	1996

	10-12 Class
	30.4
	50.3
	42.4
	51.8
	24.9
	382

	Religion

	Muslim
	40.9
	46.1
	41.5
	43.1
	36.3
	4062

	Non-Muslim
	37.3
	38.9
	48.7
	42.2
	33.9
	386


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Thus, social reasons (terrorism, unrest and accident) created more vulnerable environment for the children than the family and other factors.  
Children’s right
1. Awareness about children’s right
In regard to children’s right more than two-thirds of the total respondents (77%) informed that they are aware about rights and 23% informed that they don’t have any idea about children’s right (Figure 5). 
Figure 5: Awareness about children’s right
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Table 27: Children’s awareness about their rights by sex, age, area, schooling and religion (in %) multiple responses

	Selected Variables
	Aware
	Not aware
	N=4448

	Sex

	Male
	74.4
	25.6
	2450

	Female
	80.1
	19.6
	2019

	Age of children

	Junior children(9-13)
	69.0
	31.0
	2107

	Senior children(14-18)
	84.2
	15.8
	2362

	Area stratum

	Rural
	75.0
	25.0
	2826

	Urban
	83.3
	16.7
	1099

	Slum
	74.8
	25.2
	4469

	Children status

	Schooling
	81.1
	18.9
	3689

	None schooling
	65.9
	34.1
	214

	Working children
	54.6
	45.4
	566

	Type of school

	Boys
	83.6
	16.4
	298

	Girls
	90.0
	10.0
	421

	Co-education
	79.6
	20.4
	2970

	Medium of school

	Bangle
	81.6
	18.4
	3438

	English
	88.9
	11.1
	27

	Arabic (Maddrasa)
	71.9
	28.1
	224


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Very few significant changes shows table 27 about awareness of children’s rights among the different variables. In this regards difference between male and female only 74.4% to 80.1% and between junior and senior children’s were 69.0% to 84.2%. Other variables almost same awareness about this issue, so it is clear that regarding this issue no major difference among the different variables.

Figure 6: Opinion of children about protection of the rights

Those who have idea about rights of them 90.6% mentioned that children should have right to have daily necessary food and shelter (75.8%). More than ninety percent (93.1%) stated that every child should enjoy rights of learning. Respondent also mentioned about the right to play (64.1%), right to have health care (62.5%), right to have freedom of speech (43.1%) and many more (see the chart adjacent to the figure 4). Whether the rights are being protected in response to this query more than two-thirds (75.3%) opined that rights are occasionally protected and 16.5% stated that rights are never protected (Figure 6).
Table 28: Opinion of children about protection of the rights by sex, age, area, schooling and religion (in %) 

	Selected Variables
	Always protected
	Sometimes protected
	Never protected
	Don’t know
	N=3442

	Sex

	Male
	6.6
	74.5
	16.7
	2.2
	1824

	Female
	5.0
	76.2
	16.1
	2.7
	1618

	Age of children

	Junior children(9-13)
	6.9
	72.6
	16.8
	3.7
	1454

	Senior children(14-18)
	5.0
	77.3
	16.2
	1.5
	1988

	Religion

	Muslim
	5.9
	75.2
	16.4
	2.4
	3156

	Non Muslim
	5.2
	75.9
	16.4
	2.4
	286

	Area stratum

	Rural
	6.7
	73.5
	17.3
	2.5
	2119

	Urban
	4.7
	76.1
	17.4
	1.9
	916

	Slum
	3.9
	82.8
	9.8
	3.4
	407

	Children schooling status

	Schooling
	5.9
	75.8
	16.3
	2.0
	2992

	None schooling
	6.1
	70.9
	18.1
	4.9
	309

	Working children
	3.5
	73.8
	16.3
	6.4
	141

	Type of school

	Boys
	2.8
	77.1
	18.9
	1.2
	249

	Girls
	3.7
	80.5
	15.0
	0.8
	379

	Co-education
	6.6
	74.9
	16.2
	2.3
	2364

	Type of school

	Bangle
	5.8
	76.3
	15.9
	2.0
	2807

	English
	8.3
	66.7
	20.8
	4.2
	24

	Arabic (Maddrasa)
	8.1
	67.7
	21.7
	2.5
	161


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
There are no significant changes of opinion between independent variables in the contest of their rights protection. 
2. Protection of children’s right
To protect the rights more than two-thirds (72.2%) stated that government should take appropriate measures, 44.4% suggested increasing awareness among the public and family (41.0%) are mentionable (Figure 6 and corresponding chart/table). In expressing opinion about social leaders’ attitude toward children’s right about two-thirds of the respondents (63.3%) responded negatively (Table 29). 
Table 29: Leaders’ attitude towards right and discrimination at school & at workplace (in %)

	Selected variables
	%

	Leaders attitude(N=3442)

	Always consider 
	2.6

	Sometimes consider
	34.1

	Never consider
	63.3

	Discrimination at school at work place (Multiple response, N=3442)

	Different religion
	0.9

	Physical features
	1.3

	Different sex
	3.1

	Social status
	8.1

	No body treated me differently
	82.5

	Don’t know
	5.5


Source: Field survey- September-November, 2005
Thus, from data language it can be supposed that to preserve and protect the children’s right that recognized under UNICEF policy government of Bangladesh should take the initiative and massive awareness program should be carried out both in society and family. Further, social and political leaders should also be more informed about the rights of the children that recognized under UNICEF guidelines.
Happiness
1. Opinion about happiness
Figure 7: Children’s response toward happiness
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In response to a direct question, 97.4% responded that most of the time they feel happy (Figure 7). Children’s perception of happiness expressed in different responses that narrates success in examinations (23.5%) produces most happy time followed by living peacefully with family (19.2%), recreation through listening songs and watching movies (15.4%) and 13.4% stated if personal demand is being fulfilled. When the picture is compared with those who feel never happy the opinion about happiness remains almost unchanged. Thus, achievement in life and living with family signified the expression of happiness of the children of Bangladesh.
2. Moments of happiness and unhappiness
Further, same respondents were asked a hypothetical question with a two dimensions:  ‘when they feel happy’ and ‘when they feel unhappy’. In response to these questions, in regard to happiness, more than two-thirds (72.8%) mentioned that when they stay with their friends followed by with their family (64.1%), receive good grades (51.8%), opportunity to play (51.3%), receive gifts (30,3%) are the main answers. In regards to unhappiness about two-third (61.7%) expressed when they fail to perform well in school followed by quarrels at home (41.3%), being scolded (32.6%) and beaten by parents (31.2%) are the responses (Table 30).
Table 30: Times of happiness and un-happiness (in %)
Multiple responses
	Category
	% of Cases (N=4469)

	Time of happiness
	

	When I am with my family
	64.1

	When I am with my friends
	72.8

	When I am playing
	51.3

	When I get a gift
	30.3

	When I get good grades
	51.8

	When I see natural beauty
	9.3

	When I solve any problem
	3.9

	When I help someone
	5.8

	When I get good pay
	6.2

	When I get complements
	11.8

	When I am successful
	6.6

	Others
	11.6

	Don't know
	.2

	Time of un-happiness
	

	When I perform poor in school
	61.7

	When I am teased
	22.9

	When there are quarrels at home
	41.3

	When I am beaten by parents
	31.2

	When I am being scold
	32.6

	When I have a lot of work to do
	9.6

	When someone has died
	19.2

	When there is misunderstanding between friend
	28.2

	When some unfair things happen but I can’t save
	4.6

	When I am not treated fairly
	6.7

	When I am unsuccessful in doing something
	8.2

	When I am not paid according to my labour
	2.8

	Other
	10.5

	Don't know
	1.3


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Health 

To know the level of awareness of health and health related issues a nominal level of measurement was used and found that respondents are more aware about basic hygiene than reproductive health and sexual disease. 
Table 30: Health awareness of the children (in %)
	Category
	Aware
	Not Aware

	General health awareness 
	93.1
	6.9

	Environment pollutions 
	88.8
	11.2

	HIV/AIDS
	53.7(2400)
	46.3

	Sexual relationship
	40.5
	59.5

	Illegal drugs
	60.2
	39.8

	Reproduction health
	34.0
	66.0

	Gender equality
	67.4
	42.1


Source: Field survey- September-November, 2005

Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Data in Table 30 indicates that of the total sampled children more than ninety (93.1%) percent are aware about general hygiene knowledge (safe drinking water, toilet use etc.) followed by environment pollution (88.8%), affect of illegal drug (60.2%), gender equity (57.9%), HIV/AIDS (53.7%), sexual relationships (40.5%) and reproductive health (34.0%). Children who responded about HIV/AIDS were asked to narrate ‘how the disease is being disseminated?’ In response to this question, a good number of respondents identified with a positive knowledge but few respondents answered confusingly. Of the children who identified HIV/AIDS as an alarming issue and also who think he/she conscious about the problem of them 84.3% mentioned that sharing of needle contributes to the spread of HIV/AIDS, followed by unprotected sex (83.2%), infected mother who carries baby to born (53.3%) and living with someone who carries HIV/AIDS virus (13.5%) and many more. In terms of knowledge data indicates that both scientific and unscientific (living with infected person) are present in the minds of children (Table 30).
Figure 8: Distribution of opinion regarding awareness of sexual relation and gender equality by schooling (in %) N=4469
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Social values

In identifying social values, that they learn in their families, of the total children of the study 88.3% mentioned respect to senior followed by honesty (65.3%), religion (39.3%), hard work (38.2%), help others (24.1%) and not to touch others property without permission (23.7%) are the main (Table 32). 
Table 32: Social values that parents teach their children by rank (in %)
	Rank
	Social Values

	
	Respect senior

88.3%

(N=3945)
	Be honest

65.3 %

(N=2918)
	Help others

24.1%

(N=1075)
	Recognize others possessions

23.7%

(N=1057)
	Be religious

37.3%

(N=1755)
	Study hard/work hard

38.2%

(N=1708)

	1
	67  
	24  
	10 
	12 
	24 
	21 

	2
	20


	55 
	35 
	41 
	31 
	28 

	3
	13  
	21 
	55 
	47 
	45 
	51 

	Total
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Those who identified respect to senior of them more than two-thirds (66.6%) ranked his/her answer as number one followed by 20.0% as rank two and 13.3% ranked as number three. In case of honesty, about one-fourth (24.2%) ranked their answer as number one and more than half (55.0%) ranked as number two. Only 20.8% ranked as number three. In regards to religion, 44.8% responses were ranked as number three followed by second (31.6%) and one (23.6%). More than half (51.0%) of the responses of hard work ranked as number three followed by second (28.0%) and first (21.0%). Rank-wise responses indicate that rank one receive maximum responses (N=2629) and that is from the response category ‘respect to the seniors’ followed by honesty (N=1604) as second and hard work (N=871) as rank three. 
Liking-disliking

Of the total children about half (46.1%) mentioned that mother as their most liked person followed by father (20.6%), actor/actress (9.4%) and friends (4.5%). Teacher, religious leader and political leader receive very insignificant number of support (Table 33).
Table 33: Opinion of children about their favourite personality (in %)
	Types of Personality
	%

(N=4469)

	Father
	20.6

	Mother
	46.1

	Brother/sister
	2.9

	Husband
	.9

	Friend
	4.5

	Actor/actress
	9.4

	Religious leader
	2.8

	Teacher
	2.8

	Political leader
	.8

	No body
	.6

	Others
	8.5

	Total
	100.0


Source: Field survey- September-November, 2005
 ‘Why they are liked’ in response about two-third (62.0% mentioned that they looked-after the respondent properly followed by they are good people (19.1%) and children like his/her songs and acting (12.9% ;Table 28). 
Table 34: Reasons for liking (in %)
	Categories
	%

	Looks after me
	62.0

	For good quality
	19.1

	Likes his/her song, acting
	12.9

	Helps in study
	4.9

	Teaches religious education
	.4

	Others
	.2

	Don’t know
	.6


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
Future career

One-third (33.9%) of the total children expressed that they want to be professionals followed by teacher (19.0%), government service (11.4%), business (9.3%) and army/police officer (7.8%). Only .3% expressed that they want to be politician (Table 35). 
Table 35: Opinion of children about their of future job (in%)
	Expected professions
	% (N=4333)

	Govt. Service
	11.4

	Non-government service
	2.1

	Disciplinary force
	7.8

	Teacher
	19.0

	Professionals(doctor, eng)
	33.9

	Business
	9.3

	Social worker
	.7

	Farmer/worker
	3.0

	House-wife
	3.2

	Actor
	2.1

	Religious leader
	.8

	Others
	6.4

	Politicians
	.3

	Total
	100.0


Source: Field survey; September-November 2005
* 136 Samples are excluded from the analysis as they could not identify their future carrier.

Compared to parents’ professional career how a child sees his/her future career in response to this quarry more than ninety percent (92.3%) children stated that their career will be better than their parents followed by about 6.5% children stated it will remain about the same and 1.2% mentioned it will be worse than their parents.     
VII. Lessons learned


Because of wide scope of the present study, it was not possible to get answer of many in-depth questions that were raised in the minds of researcher during the study period. However, the study found that children of Bangladesh are basically, family-centred. Their everyday activities, beliefs shaped by the norms that they observe from their parents. Parents play a significant role in shaping their mental make-up. As a result, parent children relationships are always cordial and productive. Our society encompassed with mostly traditional norms and older members enjoy more acceptability than the younger generations. That is why, we see younger children are lacking behind the older children in regards to involvement of family decisions. The same trend we observe in regards to social protest.

Rural and slum areas, as a learning centre, are little behind than the urban centres. Senior students feel more comfortable than the junior does to consult their teachers. However, the alarming side that the study observed that a significant number of children are scared of their teacher. If this scenario continues the foundation of learning, teacher-student relationships, will be in jeopardy. Further, regular class and politics free environment are crucial variables that dominate children’s opinion about good learning centre.   

Socio-economic condition pushes the under-aged to involve in unsafe working environment. Both verbal and physical abuse is common at the work places. Abuse degrades children’s metal-makeup, which in terns contributes to develop weaker children. The study learned that if the employers receive education, in terms of children’s right, the frequency of child abuse at work places will be decreased.
Children’s rights are not always protected. In several occasions it is established that government and family should play more role to preserve and protect children’s right. Awareness program in regards to social right, health should receive more attention.

VIII. Conclusions & Recommendations

Conclusions

From the present study, brief conclusions can be drawn in the following way:

1. Children’s opinions are shaped by the level of learning and age.

2. Social circumstances create more unsafe environment for the children of Bangladesh. Unrest in society, insecure street, influence of local terrorist (mustans) create vulnerable situation for the children.

3. Family and schools are the safest vicinity where children feel safe and secure.
4. Teacher-student relationships are not up to the level to develop children’s learning domain.

5. Absent of regular class and the culture of politics-encompassed learning environment making the children weaker in regards to learning.   

Recommendations from Democracywatch:
· In depth studies on each sector should be carried out to learn more about the children’s opinions.
· Weekly compulsory consultation class should be developed to reduce teacher-student gap. Teacher should play positive role to create a debatable environment where teacher-student would take part actively. Subjects of the discussion will be framed by the local and national social issues.

· Policies should be developed to conduct classes regularly and the learning institutions should be free from the culture of politics.

· Employers need to receive a general warning-letter from the government against child abuse.

· Awareness program should be developed in each local area to educate the children, learning and working institutions and family.

· Health awareness program should be carried out among the children.
· Government and social elites should take appropriate steps to make the society mustan free and peaceful.

· Road traffic should be more disciplined and accountable.             
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Figure 1(c): Working status among the drop-outs & non-schooling children





Figure 1(d): Future schooling among the drop-outs





Steps taken to solve the problem (N=239)





Category Label�
%�
�
1. Explore another job�
25.9�
�
2. Request to employer�
41.0�
�
3. Stops working�
11.7�
�
4. Others�
37.7�
�
Multiple Responses





Nature of problems (N=239)





Category Label�
Male    N=203�
Female


N=36  �
% of cases�
�
1. Verbal abuse�
59.1�
69.4�
60.7�
�
2. Physical abuse�
22.7�
25.0�
23.0�
�
3. Unsafe working environment�
35.0�
14.0�
31.8�
�
4. Too much work to do�
31.0�
38.9�
32.2�
�
5. Irregular payment�
19.7�
25.0�
20.5�
�
6. Others�
8.9�
11.1�
24.7�
�
Multiple Responses
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Figure 4: Problems at work place (N=566)
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Types of right mentioned by the children (N=3442) multiple responses


Types of Right�
% of Cases�
�
Right to have food�
90.6�
�
Right to have shelter�
75.8�
�
Right to have education�
93.1�
�
Right to have health-care�
62.5�
�
Right to have freedom of speech�
43.1�
�
Right to have freedom of movement�
32.2�
�
Right not to be miss-treated�
24.0�
�
Right to play�
64.1�
�
Right to take part in family decisions�
35.7�
�
Right to have recreational facilities�
37.2�
�






Steps should be considered to preserve and protect the rights 


(Multiple responses, N=3442)


Category label�
% of Cases (N=3443)�
�
1. Government should take necessary initiatives�
72.7�
�
2. Increase spending to develop awareness program�
8.3�
�
3. A benevolent leader can protect the right�
9.3�
�
4. Community/civil society activities can protect the rights�
6.7�
�
5. Develop advocacy program�
3.7�
�
6. Increase awareness in family�
41.0�
�
7. Corruption should be stopped�
12.1�
�
8. Increase public awareness�
44.4�
�
9. Others�
2.7�
�
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Perception of Happiness (N=3994)


Types of  happiness�
%�
�
Peacefully living with family�
20.6�
�
Receive appreciation�
2.6�
�
Spending times with friends�
19.2�
�
Success in examinations�
23.5�
�
Demand fulfilled�
13.4�
�
Recreation�
15.4�
�
Independence in livening�
2.3�
�
Others�
3.0�
�






Perception of Happiness (N=101)


Types of happiness�
%�
�
Peacefully living with family�
23.8�
�
Receive appreciation�
5.0�
�
Spending times with friends�
11.8�
�
Success in examinations�
17.8�
�
Demand fulfilled�
15.8�
�
Recreation�
18.8�
�
Independence in livening�
2.0�
�
Others�
5.0�
�






Reasons of HIV/AIDS (N=2400)


Category label�
% of Cases�
Freq.�
�
Unprotected sex �
83.2�
1997�
�
Sharing of infected needles�
84.3�
2024�
�
Child born in the womb of infected mother�
53.3�
1278�
�
Living with someone who has HIV/AIDS�
13.5�
325�
�
Sharing food with someone who has HIV/AIDS�
3.6�
87�
�
Touching someone who is HIV/AIDS infected�
9.0�
215�
�
Kissing someone who is HIV/AIDS infected�
3.2�
77�
�
Bitten by an infected mosquito �
9.8�
236�
�
Others�
4.6�
111�
�
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Why do not discuss with 


Teacher (in %)


Multiple responses


Categories�
%


N=539�
�
Teachers are not friendly�
20.6�
�
Not positive to problem�
6.7�
�
Scared of teacher�
64.6�
�






Nature of problems (in %)


Multiple responses


Categories�
%


N=3150�
�
Study�
96.0�
�
Future career �
15.0�
�
School facilities�
21.8�
�
Complain against other school mate�
18.7�
�
Problem at home�
4.2�
�
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Not Aware
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