
 

 

 

 

                 
 

Developing research networks to strengthen 
evidence to practice in ending violence in 

childhood 

 
Meeting report 

1–2 October 2016 

Bangkok  

  



 

 

Table of Contents 
 

Abbreviations and acronyms ................................................................................................................................... iii 

Introduction .................................................................................................................................................................. 1 

Summary...................................................................................................................................................................... 1 

Day one, Saturday 1 October ................................................................................................................................... 2 

Session 1: Evidence for the SDGs: Regional perspectives......................................................................... 2 

Session 2: Landscaping global evidence on violence prevalence and prevention .................................. 6 

Session 3: Discussion on the state of regional and global evidence ......................................................... 7 

Session 4: National research organizations: priorities, focus, challenges and opportunities in the field 

of VAC ................................................................................................................................................................. 8 

Session 5: Regional priorities for learning and action ................................................................................ 11 

Day two, Sunday 2 October .................................................................................................................................... 12 

Session 6: Regional network of research nodes: Concept and framework ............................................ 12 

Session 7-8: Planning a network of research nodes and concept note .................................................. 12 

Session 9: Closing session ............................................................................................................................ 15 

Annex A. Agenda and presentations ..................................................................................................................... 16 

Annex B. List of participants ................................................................................................................................... 18 

 



 

 

Abbreviations and acronyms 
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International 
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LEAP  Learning in East Asia and the Pacific 
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RPEVAC Regional Plan of Action to eliminate Violence against Children 

SDGs  Sustainable Development Goals 

TNA  Training needs analysis 
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UNODC United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime 

VAC  Violence against children 

VACS  Violence against children surveys  

VAW  Violence against women 
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Introduction  
 

With the adoption of the Sustainable Development Goals in 2015, the prevention of violence against 

children has been explicitly included in a global agenda for the first time. This shift will require informed 

policy advisors, prevention specialists, reliable local data, and improved system-wide capability to enable 

governments to report on and meet the SDG violence-related targets. 

 

As part of the Know Violence in Childhood Global Learning Initiative, the Learning in East Asia and the 

Pacific (LEAP) regional network was established to draw together national and community-based 

research to identify effective child protection preventive policies and strategies in the region. However, in 

many countries, there is little high quality data and few human resources dedicated to monitoring 

violence. There is a shortage of evidence regarding the effectiveness of policies and programmes and 

little evidence is available about the drivers of violence or the associated risk and protective factors. 

 

In this context, the meeting Developing research networks to strengthen evidence to practice in 

ending violence against children took place from 1-2 October 2016 at the Courtyard Marriot in 

Bangkok. 

 

Organized by the Know Violence in Childhood initiative, Child Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation Study 

Group (CANE) of the National Institutes of Health of the University of the Philippines, and UNICEF, the 

objective was to create a research network in the region that can gather evidence (aligned with the SDG 

targets and indicators, where possible), collaborate on research, and inform policy makers. 

  

Participants included UNICEF staff working on child protection in country offices in the region, the 

Regional Office, and the UNICEF Office of Research--Innocenti, and representatives from the 

Queensland University of Technology, University of the Philippines, Hue University of Medicine and 

Pharmacy, University of Malaya, Kuala Lumpur Hospital, University of Indonesia, China Agricultural 

University, Plan International, Save the Children, End Child Prostitution, Child Pornography & Trafficking 

of Children for Sexual Purposes International (ECPAT), Terre des Hommes and the Know Violence in 

Childhood initiative. 

Summary  
 

On the first day of the meeting, participants reviewed and discussed the state of child protection research 
and evidence in East Asia and the Pacific, identifying multiple research needs, gaps and opportunities for 
collaboration. Studies indicate the economic cost of child maltreatment is equivalent to about 1% GDP in 
USA and 2.06% GDP in China, confirming the importance of prioritizing child maltreatment as a key 
global health concern and barrier to economic development. 

The need to identify and gather data which could be used by governments to report on the newly-adopted 
Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) was highlighted. Supporting governments to report on the four 
explicit violence-related targets and seven targets with associated risk factors is an important and 
unprecedented opportunity to engage governments to take action on preventing child violence. 

The participants reviewed the global child violence prevalence statistics and UNICEF’s priority prevention 
strategies (INSPIRE) to consider how these strategies could be used to meet the SDG targets while also 
building national understandings of violence. Emerging lessons from the Know Violence in Childhood 
initiative indicate the need for more public discourse and engagement, a wider network of professionals to 
support public and government engagement, more focus on data collection systems, more investment in 
evaluation and learning, and cross-sectoral integration. Lessons on the importance of national ownership 
and successful research uptake were shared by UNICEF Office of Research—Innocenti Multi Country 
Study on the Drivers of Violence affecting Children.  

Representatives from four national research organizations (Malaysia, Viet Nam, Indonesia and the 
Philippines) presented their work on child protection, focusing on challenges and opportunities. Based on 



 

 

their experience, the representative from Viet Nam identified seven elements of a successful research 
node. 

In the plenary, participants identified common research themes across the region, the main gaps for 
priority research and how working together as a network could add value to their work. 

On the following day, the group agreed on a name for the research network - Asia-Pacific Research 

Network on Violence in Childhood (The Research Network). The plenary group was divided into four 

country groups plus one global/regional/NGO group to address a set of questions framed to form the 

basis of a draft concept note for the development of the Research Network. They outlined their 

expectations of the network, key activities, country contributions, structure and governance issues of the 

Research Network. 

It was unanimously agreed that the CANE (Philippines) would host the secretariat for three years. 

Representatives from each country and regional/global groups were identified as a focal point to guide 

the work of the Research Network. The global and regional focal points will coordinate and publish an 

identity document (brochure) and concept note in November 2016. They also agreed to coordinate the 

publication of a working paper on the state of knowledge on violence against children (VAC) in Southeast 

Asia, based on country contributions, as a debut launch of the Research Network in early 2017. This 

publication, together with the Know Violence in Childhood flagship report (due February 2017), the 

Regional Plan of Action to Eliminate VAC in ASEAN, would be a catalyst to engage in further dialogue 

with ASEAN or larger meeting, depending on funds. 

At the close of the meeting, representatives from UNICEF affirmed their continued support and 

involvement. The Executive Director, Know Violence in Childhood Initiative, expressed her thanks to all 

participants and hopes the establishment of the Research Network will be one of the lasting legacies of 

the Know Violence in Childhood Initiative. 

Day one, Saturday 1 October 
 

Ramya Subrahmanian, Executive Director, Know Violence in Childhood Global Learning Initiative, 

opened the workshop and welcomed the participants. She presented a brief overview of the work of the 

Know Violence in Childhood Global Learning Initiative, launched in 2014, to take stock of what we know 

about violence in childhood, to gather evidence on how it can be prevented and bring the evidence to 

enlighten governments and societies to the huge cost of violence in childhood. The Initiative’s flagship 

report will be released in 2017 but there are already some emerging lessons indicating more work needs 

to be done on data collection, methodologies, investment in evaluation, and cross-sectoral integration. 

In this context, she urged that there is now an unprecedented opportunity to take action on child 

protection issues at the global level, with the adoption of the SDGs in 2015. However, in order to maintain 

the momentum, more evidence and knowledge needs to be identified, gathered, analyzed and presented 

to mobilize action on these issues. 

Using the SDGs as an entry point and guide, she hoped this workshop will discuss and agree on how a 

research network of nodes in the East Asia and Pacific (EAP) region can be established, using existing 

national and regional institutions, to gather the evidence, to reach policymakers and national 

governments, and to help end violence in childhood.  

Session 1: Evidence for the SDGs: Regional perspectives 
 

The objective of Session 1 was to share regional perspectives on the evidence available for the SDGs, 
and highlight research needs and opportunities. Bernadette Madrid, Executive Director of the Child 
Protection Network, chaired the session.  

Michael Dunne, Co-director, Hue Institute for Community Health Research, gave a presentation on 
child protection research in Asia-Pacific, reflecting on the state of child protection research and 
evidence/data in East Asia and the Pacific. He identified four needs for research, ten research gaps and 
seven opportunities. 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/10finuiefsv7h7w/1.%20CP%20research%20needs%20and%20opportunities%20KV%20UNICEF%20Bangkok%202016%20Dunne.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/10finuiefsv7h7w/1.%20CP%20research%20needs%20and%20opportunities%20KV%20UNICEF%20Bangkok%202016%20Dunne.pdf?dl=0


 

 

Research needs 

1. The primary need is for original and better research to create and sustain evidence-informed child 
protection systems. 

2. Strengthening human resources and social science expertise to undertake VAC research, to 
monitor and evaluate VAC programmes, and to develop, implement and enforce policy at the 
national and regional levels is needed. 

3. More macro-scale projects, not micro-scale, are needed. Macro-scale investment and research 
can transform societies 

4. Better research tools and interview methods are needed - broader, more inclusive, and culturally-
appropriate. There is no validated and standardized set of tools available and no systematic 
psychometric work to compare tools has been done. 

Research gaps 

1. Critical analysis of how to align SDGs and targets to official data sources and research work.  
2. Research into change in VAC over time, when system-level investment is made. No community-

based data in Asia, other regions do have good evidence that investment works. E.g. Europe and 
North America. 

3. Evaluations of the effectiveness (or otherwise) of preventive interventions 
4. Many anti-violence laws exist. There are few studies of barriers to implementation of laws, 

policies and regulations 
5. How to align and combine VAC information from hospitals, justice systems, schools and social 

and family support agencies? 
6. What are the training needs of national and local governments, NGOs, INGOs and universities 

regarding VAC research? One of the barriers is inadequate training. 
7. More comprehensive evidence regarding health and social consequences, and the direct and 

indirect economic impacts, of VAC 
8. Specific research into VAC experiences of children living with disabilities 
9. VAC research in Pacific Island Countries and Territories (PICTs) is seriously lacking 
10. There is not enough research into VAC in institutional contexts (detention centres, religious 

schools and dormitories, and workplaces) 

Research opportunities 

1. Create an identity -  develop a name that describes our work 
2. Advise governments about future VAC research currently in planning phase 
3. Conduct fresh international collaborative research building on retrospective secondary analyses. 

A research network could make progress quickly in educational settings to create 
products/evidence. 

4. Improve knowledge of change in VAC over time, particularly where good cross-sectional surveys 
have been done. 

5. Build reputation with major agencies by undertaking a training needs analysis (TNA) within the 
SDGs Framework for government offices, NGOs and universities 

6. Initiate an epidemiological study and TNA in Pacific Island nations 
7. Set up a regional scholarship/fellowship programme - equity initiatives, create the next generation 

of researchers 

 

Michael Dunne presented two worked examples on how the network could work together on new studies 
while helping develop regional human resources and technical capacity. He addressed a research gap on 
how child maltreatment is changing over time. Reviewing evidence from US, Canada, and Europe, there 
has been significant decline in VAC over time, but there is no published work on change over time in 
Asia. One college student survey in China in 2003 indicates the risk is stable among girls over time but 
doubles for boys. More research is needed to establish how representative is the data and identify the 
drivers for violence. 

The second example addressed bullying in schools. Bullying is decreasing in USA, Europe and Eastern 
Europe but until 2015, there has been no longitudinal studies in Southeast Asia. Hue have completed a 
recent study in Viet Nam which shows a high bullying involvement (60%) and a high degree of change 
(75%) in bullying roles over time. 



 

 

He urged collaboration to promote more research in educational settings, gather more data and to publish 
research. Child protection programmes have been shown to be successful in other regions but we need 
more data to demonstrate effectiveness in the Asia-Pacific region. 

Xiangming Fang, International Center for Health Economics and Policy, China Agricultural 
University, presented his work on the burdens and costs of child maltreatment. 

Child maltreatment has been shown to be widely prevalent across the globe. The 4 major types of CM are 
physical abuse, sexual abuse, psychological abuse, and neglect and can have damaging lifelong effects 
on learning, behavior and health. His work quantified the costs of CM in the USA and China to 
demonstrate the economic burden and to compare the cost to other public health problems. In the US 
study, the research showed that the lifetime costs per victim of CM was $210,012 in 2010. The total 
lifetime cost is approximately $124 billion, about 1% national GDP. In comparison to other public health 
problems such as stroke or diabetes, the lifetime cost per victim is comparable or higher, indicating the 
severity of CM. 

In China, his research showed that 27.6 million of the Disability Adjusted Life Years (DALYs) lost in China 
in 2010 were attributable to child maltreatment. The estimated economic value in 2010 totaled $122 
billion, accounting for 2.06% of China’s GDP in 2010. The estimated economic value of DALYs lost to 
child maltreatment in the EAP region totaled $194 billion, and other country studies in Cambodia, South 
Africa and Peru indicate CM costs around 1% GDP. This study confirms the importance of prioritizing 
child maltreatment as a key global health concern and the need for more resources to prevent CM. In 
short, economic development will be compromised if VAC is not tackled in China and many other 
countries. 

As part of his research, he also developed seven health-related quality of life (HRQOL) measures for 
children and he hoped these could be included in VAC surveys. 

 

Stephen Blight, Regional Child Protection Adviser of UNICEF East Asia and Pacific Regional 
Office (EAPRO) presented a summary of the prevalence of past year violence against children around 
the world, with a focus on Asia. He also highlighted the importance of the SDGs, as this is the first time 
action against violence has been explicitly included in a global agenda. The inclusion of relevant targets 
and indicators addressing violence against children are an important and huge advance, as governments 
are now required to show data on how parents discipline children. 

Globally, about 1 billion children have experienced severe sexual violence, emotional violence, sexual 
violence, bullying, or witnessing violence in the past year, of whom close to three-quarters live in Asia.  

Not only is the burden of violence higher in Asia in terms of the number of children affected; also in 
relative terms, the proportion of children affected, at 60%, is higher than other regions. Up to 80% of 
children in Asia have also experienced moderate violence in the last year. Results from a survey of 
students in 32 countries on the social acceptance of spanking indicate the top four countries are in Asia. 
Asians are more likely to engage in violent discipline of children.  

Data from Viet Nam indicates 55% of children have experienced corporal punishment or psychological 

aggression before they reach the age of 3 years old. It is critical to intervene in the early years as 

research shows that violence will affect brain development and have negative lifelong impacts on 

behavior, education, social and emotional functioning. 

The SDGs include a comprehensive violence prevention agenda. Target 16.2 End abuse, exploitation, 
trafficking and all forms of violence against, and torture of children is the key target for VAC, and there are 
three other targets (5.2, 5.3, 16.1), agreed by member states, all with a range of defined indicators to 
measure progress against the targets. 

There are three indicators for Target 16.2: 

Indicator 16.2.1 Proportion of children aged 1-17 years who experienced any physical punishment and/or 
psychological aggression by caregivers in the past month 

This is the only measure with a high degree of reliability of data - 72 countries collect data on discipline, 

but only seven countries in the Asia-Pacific region. It is remarkable that member states have agreed to 

use violent discipline as a key SDG indicator and suggests that there is consensus that governments 

must commit to supporting abandonment of this practice. Mongolia has now joined 48 states globally that 

have prohibited corporal punishment, and there are 54 others who have committed to do so, including the 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/ofaechwti14bx3a/2.%20Burden%20of%20CM_Bangkok-Prof%20Fang.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/7xm9g7pz6rrwdc6/3.%20HLM%20LEAP%20-Stephen%20Blight.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/7xm9g7pz6rrwdc6/3.%20HLM%20LEAP%20-Stephen%20Blight.pdf?dl=0


 

 

Philippines, Thailand and Papua New Guinea. Prohibition alone is not enough; it must be accompanied 

by efforts to raise awareness to the social unacceptability of violence against children; and information for 

caregivers on positive parenting. 

Indicator 16.2.2 Number of victims of human trafficking per 100,000 population, by sex, age and form of 
exploitation 

Data can be provided from law enforcement agencies. 

Indicator 16.2.3 Proportion of young women and men aged 18-29 years who experienced sexual violence 
by age 18 

Globally 43 countries collect data on sexual violence but only five are in the Asia-Pacific region – and 
there is no data on boys.  

In summary, the region’s leaders need to commit to the following actions to prevent VAC  

 Need population-based approach for large public health impact 

 Prohibit corporal punishment, support parents, and challenge the social acceptance of violence 

 Inter-ministerial oversight of a comprehensive agenda for violence prevention 

 Collect data to monitor progress and deepen understanding  

Other opportunities for engagement 

There will be a high level meeting on South-South cooperation in Asia-Pacific in November 2016.  A 
thematic paper on cognitive capital will be presented - providing an opportunity for UNICEF to pitch 
messages on violence against children at a high level. 

In November 2015, ASEAN adopted the Regional Plan of Action to eliminate VAC. Action 5 addresses 
research and data collection. This is an opportunity for LEAP or the Research Network to engage in 
action. I have noticed there is a loss of momentum from ASEAN country representatives since adoption of 
the Regional Plan of Action and we need to keep the issue on the agenda. 

In June 2016, along with the launch of the Global Partnership, key UN agencies – UNICEF, WHO, 
UNODC, along with some US government agencies (CDC, PEPFAR) - agreed on a package of seven 
strategies (INSPIRE) to end violence against children. Best practices and effective models have been 
identified that are reflective of each of the strategies. 

 

Discussion 

Chair Sarah Norton Staal, UNICEF Philippines 

Santi Kusumaningrum, Co-director, Centre for Child Protection, University of Indonesia, questioned the 
priorities in collecting big data for national or international policy-settings as this data is not always 
relevant at the local level. Michael Dunne agreed that the need for local data is fundamental.  
International protocols are often not meaningful for local-level settings. Santi commented that for 
longitudinal studies, linking to other national data sets, e.g. education results, can be possible. Santi also 
noted the need for more child-sensitive research. Columbia University is developing new methodologies 
for research documenting children’s experiences and will be published in a few months.  

Raša Sekulović, Regional Head Child Protection, Plan International, noted that the research agenda is 
segmented, and not being shared. Fragmented research and duplication is confusing for governments.  
There is much evidence in evaluations conducted for donors but often donors are reluctant to share final 
reports. Stephen Blight agreed that grey literature is a problem. UNICEF do contact agencies to ask for 
data with some success and would be happy to facilitate this for other partners. Michael Dunne noted that 
UNICEF is becoming more transparent but agreed there is a big loss of data in the NGO sector. Peer and 
expert review is important to share work and would enable more connections between NGOs, UN, 
governments and academics. 

Professor Irwanto, Co-director, Centre for Child Protection, University of Indonesia, recommended the 
definition of violence needs to be more inclusive, clear and include child poverty, deprivation and child 
marriage. 

Mark Capaldi, Head of Research and Policy, ECPAT, suggested that one research gap is linking with and 
strengthening the research work of NGOs. An independent peer review for ECPAT has now been 
instituted but academic expertise is not always strong and may not pass expert review. Michael Dunne 



 

 

agreed that there would be mutual benefits for the research community and the NGOs to work together 
more closely. 

Xiangming Fang commented that terminology and the use of data needs to be consistent to ensure 
standards, conformity and quality. The development of guidelines for conducting research would be 
valuable. He noted it is also necessary to be accurate about the costs of intervention programmes to 
ensure the return on investment can be assessed accurately. Michael Dunne agreed guidelines can be 
effective but the issues are diverse and complex, so a generic set of guidelines may not be useful. A 
research network would create a critical mass of experts who could directly advise in culturally-
appropriate settings. 

Sarah Norton Staal, UNICEF Philippines, noted that peer reviews are important to improve the quality of 
research but governments are not always willing to allow external reviews, due to data sensitivity issues. 

Eva Maria Cutiongco de la Paz, Executive Director, National Institutes for Health, University of the 
Philippines, suggested that developing a set of ethical guidelines for researchers would be important.  
Researchers need to work more closely with ethical boards to develop surveys and collect data.  

Anna Lena Lopez, Research Associate Professor, University of the Philippines, noted that with the 
introduction of a new data privacy act in the Philippines, data sharing between agencies and ministries is 
more difficult, particularly if the data relates to individual and/or families. Irene Cheah Guat Sim, Head, 
Neonatal Unit, Kuala Lumpur Hospital, commented that anonymized data can be shared in government 
agencies in Malaysia but the use of NGO data may not be approved by government. In general, many 
NGOs lack skills in methodology and programme evaluation. 

 

Session 2: Landscaping global evidence on violence prevalence and prevention  
 

Sarah Norton Staal, UNICEF Philippines, chaired the session.  

Mary Catherine Maternowska, UNICEF Office of Research—Innocenti, gave a presentation on global 

childhood violence prevalence, drivers of violence and UNICEF’s landscape of priority prevention 

strategies. She emphasized there are substantial gains with the adoption of the SDGs – four targets 

explicitly relate to violence and seven targets address associated risk factors. She presented a series of 

facts on VAC: 

Fact 1: Violence is the leading cause of injuries and death among children with the highest rate in Latin 

America. In 2012, 15,000 children were homicide victims in South Asia. 

Fact 2: Most common form of violence against children occurs at home 

Fact 3: Bullying, physical fights and physical attacks are common occurrences in the lives of children. 

Worldwide, more than 1 in 3 students between the ages of 13 and 15 experience bullying on a regular 

basis. 

Fact 4: 120 million girls have been subjected to forced sexual intercourse and other forced sexual acts. 

Fact 5: Most victims never disclose their experiences 

Fact 6: Condoning attitudes and social norms place children at risk 

There are significant challenges and gaps in the data and evidence. The data is inconsistently 

disaggregated by age and gender, and the definition of violence varies; making comparative work 

challenging within and across regions. There is very little data on some groups of children, including 

refugees, trafficked children, disabled children and those living in institutional care. A practitioner-friendly 

framework is needed as well as ethical guidelines about the involvement of children in research. 

UNICEF developed six strategies for action which has now been transitioned into the INSPIRE 

guidelines, a set of priority prevention strategies, and launched in July 2016. She presented a summary of 

UNICEF research uptake and capacity building in six countries, including Italy, Zimbabwe, Viet Nam, 

Peru, Ethiopia and India. The results from Viet Nam are positive – legislation is in place, $250,000 verbal 

promise to work on VAC in the national behavior plan, national authorships, and new North-South 

partnerships. Research outputs from UNICEF include country reports and policy briefs on State of 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/a85xf6jg1lipoaq/4.%20EAPRO%20LEAP%20Overview%20October%202016-Catherine_Maternowska.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/a85xf6jg1lipoaq/4.%20EAPRO%20LEAP%20Overview%20October%202016-Catherine_Maternowska.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/a85xf6jg1lipoaq/4.%20EAPRO%20LEAP%20Overview%20October%202016-Catherine_Maternowska.pdf?dl=0


 

 

Violence Affecting Children, documentation and replication (R3P); and longitudinal insights into a range of 

issues in multiple countries. 

She raised three challenges. Are the broad recommendations from the INSPIRE guidelines enough to 

meet the SDGs? Are the frameworks for change practitioner-friendly and promote good and collective 

practice? Is there enough regional and national capacity? She suggested a regional network of 

researchers could address these three challenges. 

Ramya Subrahmanian, Executive Director, Know Violence in Childhood Global Learning Initiative, 

gave a brief introduction to the work of the Know Violence in Childhood Initiative. 

With the adoption of the SDGs and a growing body of international datasets, she suggested there is now 

an unprecedented opportunity to shift knowledge into action. There are many challenges – huge 

fragmentation of the data and lack of data in many areas. Prevention is possible and effective but 

requires multiple integrated strategies. It is important to make the case for prevention, as many policy 

makers are not aware that violence can be prevented. 

Based on the work of Know Violence in Childhood, some lessons are emerging. These include 

 ending violence against women is essential to prevent violence against children 

 investment in the early years is essential 

 age-sensitivity is essential 

 use whole system approaches 

 punitive approaches are less effective and; 

 stop institutionalizing children and invest in alternative care.  

To build on these lessons, the message needs to be amplified that violence is preventable and cost-

effective, more public discourse and engagement is needed, a wider network of professionals to support 

public engagement is needed, more focus on data collection systems, more investment in evaluation and 

learning, and cross-sectoral integration.  Know Violence in Childhood’s flagship report will be released in 

February 2017. 

Using the evidence, Know Violence is trying to develop specific pathways for governments on how to 

apply strategies to prevent violence and address the drivers of violence.  To strengthen advocacy, more 

evidence is needed. 

Session 3: Discussion on the state of regional and global evidence 
 

Chair Sarah Norton Staal 

Raša suggested that one issue is the need to demystify the lack of reliable indicators. There is also a 

need for new and improved M&E methodologies. Lauren Rumble, Deputy Representative UNICEF 

Indonesia, strongly endorsed the need for evidence-based action, more academic-advocacy-practice 

dialogue and large-scale interventions, not just initiatives run by UNICEF or NGOs. Bernadette asked if 

there is research on how best to advocate and approach governments for funds. Catherine suggested the 

best way is to encourage governments to take national ownership of the data and carry out the analysis 

and synthesis to develop national interpretations and syntheses of the outcomes. Ramya commented 

that, in India, there needs to be significant capacity development in government departments as the data 

is poorly collected. She suggested approaching civil society first, however it is different for each country. 

Catherine agreed capacity development is very important and varies between countries.  UNICEF have 

found statistics refresher courses have been effective in some countries. 

Alastair Hilton, Technical Expert CSEC Asia, noted that there is a research gap on children with 

disabilities and sexual minorities. He asked if there has been any work addressing children with sexual 

harmful behavior. Sara commented that the data collected to date has been focused on less controversial 

topics, such as parenting and corporal punishment. Research on sexual issues is difficult to find and 

undertake, given the sensitivity and ethical issues. 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/fhz4cc3nzylvi1c/Know%20Violence%20LEAP%20presentation-RS%202.pdf?dl=0


 

 

 

Session 4: National research organizations: priorities, focus, challenges and 
opportunities in the field of VAC 
 

Representatives from four national research organizations presented their work with a focus on 
challenges and opportunities in the field of VAC. The session was chaired by Catherine Maternowska. 

Indonesia 

Professor Irwanto, Co-director, Centre for Child Protection, University of Indonesia, summarized 
his work and the history of research into childhood violence in Indonesia, since 1983. A National Legal 
Framework for the protection of children was developed from 1999-2014, following on from work 
undertaken to address the MDGs, UNICEF’s Chapter on Children, and many other small-scale projects. 

As a way forward, he identified some areas for development including the development and use of 
national data sets to undertake a critical analysis of risks and vulnerabilities. These might include children 
on the move, neighbourhood studies, and child poverty and deprivation. Large-scale data is useful to 
push government agendas and action.  

Santi Kusumanigram, Co-director, Centre for Child Protection, University of Indonesia, presented 
the work of the Centre for Child Protection, established in 2015. The Centre employs 22 people, including 
technical, advocacy and operational staff for project management and accountability. There is a network 
with Columbia University, and other partners. The Centre works in four provinces and has a good 
relationship with the UN and government agencies. 

She noted that the Government of Indonesia has agreed that the level of violence against childhoods is 
unacceptably high with existing data sets indicating a poor outcome for children in Indonesia. 

With other agencies, the Centre has published a number of policy briefs and research reports in three 
areas of adversities, supported children’s access to basic services, undertaken pilot projects and an 
exploratory study. The Centre’s staff and Indonesian Family Life Survey experts, together with the 
Ministries of Education and Planning, are establishing a national evidence base on the effects of early 
childhood adversity on the wellbeing, resilience, and potential of Indonesia’s next generation. The Ministry 
is funding the project but the Centre hopes to mobilize more donor funds. It is important that the tools and 
methodologies used are validated but also contextualized for Indonesia. 

By the end of 2016, outputs will include a full design of the database, an Internal Review Board 
preparation and links to existing administrative data. 

Viet Nam 

Michael Dunne, Co-director, Hue Institute for Community Health Research, Queensland Institute 
for Technology, gave a brief introduction to the work of the Children and Youth Research Centre at the 
Queensland Institute of Technology, one of the most productive child protection research centres in 
Australia. 

He then presented the work of the Hue Institute for Community Health Research, established in 2011.  
The focus is on practical research related to community health and wellbeing in Viet Nam and has an 
extensive active network including health departments in six central provinces and Thu Duc Hospital in 
Ho Chi Minh City. There are also links with other Vietnamese medical schools, some social work 
departments, NGOs and international partners  

Activities of the Centre include: 

 Basic research advisory services – screening for health problems at district and commune 
health services 

 Practical training for professionals in research and evaluation methods and advanced 
technical design and support 

 An income-generating medical data analysis consulting unit; but the unit does not always 
charge fees, if data and research is important 

 Staff are supported with further training 

 Supports PhD research to ensure sustainability, all 14 PhD students have scholarships 
around the world - Japan, Korea, Australia – but the field work and research is relevant to 
Viet Nam. 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/r0tcqp3jzby5hy3/6.%20IRW_LEAP-Irwanto.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/1ap1y6uw366362c/7.%20Bangkok_PUSKAPA%20Indonesia_Santi_Kusumaningrum.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/vnq152cum2pzker/Hue%20ICHR%20example%20of%20research%20node%20KV%20meeting%20Bangkok%20Oct%201st%202016-Dunne.pdf?dl=0


 

 

Based on his experience, Michael identified seven elements of a successful research node: 

 Located within a university, with dedicated space and budget 

 Have formal connections with state agencies and NGOs 

 Provide basic research support services for child- and family-focused agencies in communities 
(e.g. support to write research proposals, advise on VAC screening, data quality control) 

 Offer practical research and evaluation training for VAC data collectors and project team 
managers 

 Give advanced technical advice to governments and NGOs, especially in study design, methods 
and statistics 

 Provide advanced research training (Masters, PhD) to build and sustain national capacity for child 
focused research 

 Enable researchers to drive their own research agendas and link with local, national and 
international networks 

Malaysia 

Irene Cheah Guat Sim, Head, Neonatal Unit, Department of Paediatrics, Kuala Lumpur Hospital, 
and Mary Marret, Associate Professor, University of Malaya, gave an overview of prevalence of VAC, 
a summary of research studies since 1996, topical areas, significant issues, and the main agencies 
involved in child protection in Malaysia. She noted that there is no dedicated or formal centre for child 
protection, rather a network of four people working in university, hospitals and ministries.  

There are national child protection policies and legal instruments to protect children but there is no 
measure of effectiveness of the policies. There is a piecemeal set of programmes but again, no 
evaluation has been done. 

Gaps include: 

 Limited data on risk factors associated with multiple forms of victimization and specific categories 
of abuse 

 Epidemiological studies indicate co-existing family violence, quality parent-child relationships, 
poor environments in school and neighbourhood as risk factors 

 Pockets of single centre studies based on clinical populations that may not be generalizable or 
upscaleable 

 Raw data on cases reported to police and welfare department without details limits further 
analysis 

 No study on the impact of existing policies nor audit of existing health care and welfare services 
with regard to accessibility and outcome 

 Focus so far on tertiary prevention 

 No large scale programmes on primary and secondary prevention 

 Lack of research from East Malaysia, which has a significant population living in remote areas 

Challenges include significant red tape in seeking approvals to undertake studies, cultural sensitivities, 
and the social stigma regarding sexual abuse limits accessibility to interviews.   

The establishment of a research node would help develop a repository of data on VAC. The best location 
would be University of Malaya, given the current group of researchers. Each has links and networks 
relating to different professional fields - government agencies and academic faculties. There are PhD 
students to nurture and expand the pool of expertise. 

Other opportunities include studies to determine risk factors and high risk populations to provide focus for 
large scale implementation; more cohort and social anthropology studies for comprehensive examination 
of risk factors as well as those that promote resilience; studies on the impact of mandatory reporting; and 
examining the societal and economic impact / burden of abuse. 

Philippines 

Bernadette Madrid, Executive Director of the Child Protection Network, presented the results of the 
National Baseline Study on Violence against Children. The final report will be launched in December 
2016. 

She also presented the results of a systematic review of the drivers affecting violence against children in 
the Philippines and sample plans of action for physical abuse, identifying lead agencies and other 
partners. 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/7df2jlof3497qb0/National%20research%20organisations%20Malaysia%2030%20sept%202016-Irene%20C.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/7df2jlof3497qb0/National%20research%20organisations%20Malaysia%2030%20sept%202016-Irene%20C.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/m50eyhjosdzt6kb/9.%20LEAP%20Presentation-Bernie_Madrid.pdf?dl=0


 

 

Bernadette described the work and objectives of the Child Abuse Neglect and Exploitation (CANE) Study 
Group. The primary objectives of CANE is to build the evidence-base on what works in the primary 
prevention and intervention for child abuse and neglect; and to provide policy makers and programme 
implementers with the information they need to come up with effective policies and strategies that can be 
taken to scale nationally to decrease the prevalence of child abuse and neglect. Specific objectives 
include: 

 To promote research in the field of child protection; 

 To generate evidence on effective child maltreatment prevention and response programmes; 

 To disseminate information about effective interventions to the scientific community, policy 
makers and programme planners; 

 To advocate for investment in evidence-based child protection programmes and to form a 
national network of researchers in the field of child protection; and  

 To collaborate with international partners to coordinate research efforts as well as to learn from 
one another. 

Eva Maria Cutiongco de la Paz, Executive Director, National Institutes for Health, University of the 
Philippines presented the objectives and work of the National Institutes of Health, a group of 13 institutes 
and centres, with a network of over 7000 health facilities across the country. The NIH also hosts eight 
study groups, including CANE. Studies by CANE include the National Study on Sexual Exploitation and 
Abuse of Children Online and Global Kids Online, a global research toolkit adapted for use in the 
Philippines. NIH also hosts a training centre for health research ethics. 

 

Discussion 

Mark questioned the use of socio-ecological models that appeared in number of presentations. What is 
the prevention framework? Are researchers using public health models or social welfare models? Irwinto 
replied he uses a Broffenbrenner framework for government input. Michael commented that 
Broffenbrenner frameworks are commonly used but his researchers are interested in multiple factors for 
risk and use different types of framework for different elements of activity. Irene has used socio-ecological 
framework for governments but also uses primary, secondary and tertiary frameworks.  

Ramya asked the country groups about the political climate in each country and how this might affect 
identifying priorities and uptake of research. Ali Aulia Ramly, UNICEF Indonesia, commented that the 
Indonesian government is investing in evidence-based research, but are still working out priorities. A 
research network would help with identifying priorities. Santi (Indonesia) suggested a network would need 
a knowledge broker to translate findings into policies, explain the tradeoffs and how to manage them. 
Irwanto (Indonesia) commented that the Government of Indonesia agrees that national development 
should start with improving the quality of human resources, e.g. child development, so this is a good 
opportunity in Indonesia.  

Irene (Malaysia) noted that the development of national social policy is underway in Malaysia, but not yet 
fully developed. Early childhood development is now recognized as important but more baseline data is 
needed to get the political uptake. 

Ho Dung, Research Fellow, Institute for Community Health Research, Hue (Viet Nam) commented that 
the lack of political will is a barrier to the effectiveness of intervention programmes. Research from 
Philippines and Indonesia providing good evidence for the effectiveness of intervention programmes 
would be helpful to convince policymakers in Viet Nam. We should also broaden the perspective of 
research topics and focus on other stakeholders including parents, non-parent bodies, schools, and 
carers. There are also significant cultural barriers in Viet Nam where child punishment is common. 

Michael suggested that the best agents of change are the operational people in government agencies 
who may contact the research networks for information. Researchers need to get the trust of government 
officers. Governments never listen to academics as research outcomes are too complex and doubtful. 
Civil society can be effective but often not contacted by governments as seen as being too critical (in 
Australia).   

One issue that was raised and acknowledged in several presentations related to increasing awareness of 
sexual violence and abuse of boys - and the apparent dearth of available research. Micheal Dunne 
commented on soon to be published research highlighting a 10% increase in vulnerability of boys in 
China over the last decade (The figures for girls remained static); Bernadette Madrid noted unexpectedly 
high prevalence rates of abuse of boys (28%) in the soon to be published VAC Philippines study. 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/12o2yzg75ufvhqn/The%20NIH%20Bangkok%202016.pdf?dl=0


 

 

 

Nguyen Van Hung, Head of Students’ Affairs, Hue Faculty of Health, asked if there is any specific 
research or activities on violence against children with disabilities. Irwinto replied that disability is in the 
mainstream of his work, but it is important to have an organization working on these issues.  

Mark asked how can we use the evidence-based data to influence policy and what relationships are 
needed. Some academic networks don't want to “dilute” research with work with NGOs, in the past. We 
should make it more explicit that this is action-orientated research and start with stakeholder analysis, 
identify partners and stakeholders, and national institutions.  

Session 5: Regional priorities for learning and action 
 

Led by Catherine Maternowska, the plenary group worked together to identify common research themes, 
research priorities and how a network could add value to the work of each research node. 

What are some of the common research themes? 

 Longitudinal studies 

 Training needs and capacity analysis in research and service delivery 

 Family-level violence, re-framed from VAC/VAW, includes intergenerational violence 

 Economic aspects and costs of VAC, cost of interventions 

 Effective child protection systems for children with disabilities 

 Multi-country intervention research 

 

What are the main gaps for priority research? 

 Costing of interventions and evaluation of cost-effectiveness of interventions 

 Violent extremism affecting children 

 Examining cultural practices that promote resilience and well-being in children (identify protective 
strategies) 

 Review of effective interventions that could be taken to scale 

 Ethnographic research in indigenous groups and faith-based groups, before parachuting 

programmes into communities.  

 Use of consistent terminology 

 

How can working together as a network add value? 

 We can provide a quality service 

 Improve capacity 

 Establish a framework, an identity and formal goals 

 Each partner has different strengths and skills and can offer expertise/training in multiple and 
diverse fields, including student research opportunities. 

 Stronger voice, when combined 

 Peer review of methodological approaches, including baselines, quantitative and qualitative 
evaluations, costings 

 Multi-country intervention research and studies 

 International collaboration is more attractive to donors and governments and provides additional 
opportunities for funding  

 Ethical clearance and guidelines 

  



 

 

Day two, Sunday 2 October 
 

Session 6: Regional network of research nodes: Concept and framework 
 

Chaired by Bernadette Madrid and Laura Rumble, day two focused on developing a framework and draft 

concept note for a regional network of research nodes. Participants were reminded of the research gaps 

identified on day one: 

 Critical analysis of how to align SDGs targets with official data sources and research work 

 Research into changes in violence over time (there is NO evidence about what reduces violence 

over time, for example reductions in bullying) 

 Evaluations of the effectiveness of prevention interventions (only one draft study on parenting 

interventions) 

 Many anti violence laws exist but there are few studies of barriers to implementation.  

 Administrative data sources are fragmented and inconsistent in their definitions. How can we 

align and combine violence against children information in hospitals, justice systems, schools, 

social and family support agencies? 

 Insufficient human resource capacity for research. There is a need for a training analysis of 

national and local government, civil society partners (academics, NGOs etc.) regarding violence 

against children research 

 Insufficient evidence regarding health and social consequences and the direct/ indirect economic 

impacts of VAC.  

 Almost no data on the specific situation of children and their exposure to violence in institutions 

(schools, orphanages, for example) 

 Localized violence against children research is not always available (especially in decentralized 

contexts like Indonesia or from islands in the Pacific) 

 Lack of data on violence against children living with disabilities 

The group agreed on a name for the network: Asia-Pacific Research Network on Violence in 

Childhood. Michael suggested that rather than using an acronym, we use the term Research Network 

for subsequent references in publications and correspondence. 

The plenary group was divided into four country groups plus one global/regional group to address a set of 

questions framed to form the basis of a draft concept note.  

Questions for the groups: 

 What are your expectations of the network? 

 What can you and your team contribute to the network? 

 What would be the structure of the network? 

 secretariat and roles 

 key activities 

 governance 

 communication between nodes 

 how to initiate projects 

 funding 

 who can join as a member 

 Who is the audience? 

Session 7-8: Planning a network of research nodes and concept note 
 

Each group reported back to the plenary with the Philippines working group taking the lead with a draft 

concept note, incorporating comments from the other groups. 

Expectations 
 

 Name and common goal 



 

 

 Dedicated and rotating secretariat to act as focal point and clearing house 

 Prioritizing and sharing research between countries 

 Contributing to global body of research such as UNRSG (UN Representative of the Secretary-
General?) and End Violence partnership 

 Keep the focus on three elements - research, human resource development and training; and 
improvements in tools and measurements (improving technical excellence) 

 Demystify academic research—done right, useful (applied) and communicated in an accessible 
manner 

 Provide and facilitate exchange of resources to ensure that research in the region is scientifically 

sound and that findings are communicated in an effective and accessible way 

 Donor education 

 Collaborative studies that can be conducted by countries in the network (joint proposals for multi-
country studies) 

o For data sharing:  
 Common data standards 
 Definition of terms – interoperability  

o Promoting south-to south collaboration in a more structured or more formalized way 
 e.g. sharing of tools and best practices like Terms of References 

o Capacity building 
 e.g. training programmes on ethical issues in social science/child protection 

research 
 Trainings and rotations in different countries e.g. statistics in QUT (has to be 

specific for research, with staff exchange)  
 

 Development of a website to share information 
 organization of events  
 dissemination of results 
 publications 
 training resources 
 roster of peer-reviewers in the region  

 
Contributions 

 
Philippines 

 Special issue in a journal on child protection (Acta Medica Philippina) 

 Can collaborate in hosting training programme, capacity building, other resources 

 Can host the website 

 Secretariat role – initial host but only for three years, role should rotate 
 
Viet Nam 

 Extensive links to the community, access to large student groups, integrated internationally 
(Australia, USA, China, etc.)  

 Lot of active projects, can implement quickly and relatively cheaper  
 

Malaysia 

 Opportunities for exchange programmes, with a pool of PhD students, contribute research to the 
website 

 Links to ministries, universities and some NGOs 

 
Indonesia 

 Provide linkages to government and also to sub-national nodes within Indonesia; likely in tandem 
with network, could identify resources for intra-country collaboration;  

 Links with CPC learning network (Child Protection in Crisis Learning Network) in Columbia 

University 

 Tools and training – disability and development summer course, child participation in research 

methods, strengthening communication skills to present research findings 

Global 

 Contribute an identity document and concept note, October-November 2016 



 

 

 Coordinate and publish an analytical article on the state of knowledge on VAC in Southeast Asia 
with an aim to publish a working paper with editorial piece.  

 Each country will contribute content, based on the meeting presentation, following 
provided templates. 

 UNICEF (Innocenti and EAPRO) will provide the template for the country contributions; 
and draft an umbrella commentary for the four country analytical articles. 

 December 2016 - exchange of drafts, with internal peer review process. 
 January 2017 - draft manuscript finalized to share with research nodes. 
 Following a meeting in first half of 2017, aim for publication as the debut of the research 

network, either with UNICEF Innocenti or regional office. And/or select a regional journal 
to publish e.g. SE Asia Pacific Journal on Public Health. Michael is a member of the 
editorial board for this journal. 

 Dissemination by Know Violence and RPEVAC at the Regional Plan of Action ASEAN 
meeting. 

 Together with the Know Violence report (due February 2017), the Regional Plan of Action to 
Eliminate VAC in ASEAN, and the working paper, a dialogue or engagement could be organized 
with ASEAN or larger meeting, depending on funds. 

 
Structure of the network and how it will work 
 
Secretariat 

 Unanimous agreement that the Philippines will host the secretariat for three years 

 Communication – will arrange meetings (skype) of network members; provide updates though 
emails 

 Oversee website, with distributed access to allow nodes to upload content 

 Day to day work  
 

Key activities 

Philippines  

 Provide support (technical knowhow) 
 
Indonesia 

 VACS is planned (National Development Plan) 

 Safe Childhood and building resiliency longitudinal study 

 ASEAN – Early childhood education (ARNEC) building linkages 

 Disability alliance and links to ASEAN 

 Important to note that Indonesia shares similarities with other lower middle-income countries in 

the region where there is growing levels of income, leading to pockets of inequality and 

conservative values with risk of radicalization 

 SDGs linkages 

 Children in emergencies 
 

Viet Nam 

 Build on work we have done, e.g. an international comparative study of ACE among university 
students; a large-scale study about what happens after disclosure and make this relevant to 
universities by building into family and student support services.  

 ACEs in adults in the community and in relation to mental health outcomes, beginning in March 
2017. Successful pilot study completed in a central Viet Nam project. Last study on this issue is 
one published by Ramiro and Madrid 2010.  

 High priority projects: protecting children online—probably cannot do entire study but could build 
on the work done in Malaysia, Philippines, etc. and develop an Advisory Group 

 Training: Could be one of two options: 
o How to do a training needs analysis to translate into human resource needs in our region. 

We have and could bring in experts to quickly develop a protocol 
o Improving measurement of psychometrics in our field, have comprehensive training using 

our data.  
Governance 



 

 

 Each country will have a representative on the steering committee (SC) of the network  

 SC will provide guidance on major activities of the network  

 Set research agenda for the network (this should be bottoms up approach, and only for the 
network – each country should have their own) 

 Five universities become part of the Steering Committee—encourage diversity of membership 
(NGOS, civil society, UN, etc.) 

 

Communication between nodes 

 The role of secretariat is to communicate activities to the members 

 Email, skype calls 

 Annual face-to-face meeting 

 Need for a specialist to communicate results to audience 
 
How do we initiate projects? 

 Anybody can initiate a multi-country project of the network, but would have to get the concurrence 
of the Steering Committee 

 Countries can initiate their own projects 
 
Funding 

 Once the name and structure are set, the Chair of the Steering Committee may apply for funding 

 Also incorporate funds in proposals for network activities 

 Through international agencies or initiation of research through one of the nodes, then seed 
funding from one country—depends on topic, etc.  

Audience 

 Policymakers 

 Communities (Indonesia questioned if communities are really our audience) 

 Academics 

 Governments 

 NGOs 

 Donors 
 
Who can join as a member? 

 Begin with five countries (Malaysia, Philippines, Viet Nam, Indonesia, Australia), establish identity 
and value by the end of 2017—new members can join in 2018 

 Any Asia-Pacific country that has demonstrable and relevant research 

 Potentially invite individual, institutional members or coordinating mechanism  
 

The group identified the following volunteer focal point from each country and group. 

Indonesia – Santi Kusumaningrum 
 

China – Xiangming Fang 
 

Malaysia – Irene Cheah Guat Sim 
 

Australia – Michael Dunne 
 

Viet Nam – Nguyen Van Hung 
 

Regional and INGOs– Stephen Blight 
 

Philippines – Bernadette Madrid 
 

Global – Mary Catherine Maternowska 
 

Session 9: Closing session 
 

As the meeting drew to a close, Stephen Blight expressed his thanks and enthusiasm for the new 

initiative. There is now a lot of interesting and exciting research in the Southeast Asia region and he 

hopes the Research Network would help disseminate the findings more widely. He looked forward to the 

Research Network’s first publication and affirmed UNICEF’s continued support and involvement. Ramya 

thanked all the participants for their contributions. She hopes to see the establishment of the Research 

Network as one of the strong legacies of the Know Violence in Childhood Initiative.  
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