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Abstract: This research examines the main barriers to promoting childhood participation in
Chilean policymaking through qualitative and participative research methods such as the
Mosaic Approach, in which children, adolescents, and professionals were the participants; and
semi-structured interviews with adolescents involved in the policymaking, experts and
policymakers. This study found that the main barriers to promoting childhood participation are
the gap between the children’s rights approach fundaments and their implementation; the
instrumentalization of child participation in public programmes; public policies and
institutionality issues to implement children’s rights; deficiencies in knowledge and training for
professionals; lack of proper methodologies and official data to promote childhood
participation; and specific barriers for children and adolescents. Many of these barriers have
been found in international contexts. Therefore, it is important to generate awareness and

create new guidelines to promote children’s participation in Chile's policymaking process.
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Barreras para promover la participacion infantil en las politicas publicas chilenas

Resumen: Esta investigacion examina las principales barreras para promover la participacion
infantil en la formulacién de politicas publicas chilenas a través de métodos de investigacion
cualitativos y participativos como el Enfoque Mosaico, en el que participaron nifios/as,

adolescentes y profesionales; y entrevistas semiestructuradas con adolescentes involucrados
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en la formulacién de politicas, expertos y formuladores de politicas. Este estudio encontrd
que las principales barreras para promover la participacion infantil son la brecha entre los
fundamentos del enfoque de los derechos de la nifiez y su implementacion; la
instrumentalizacion de la participacion infantil en programas publicos; politicas publicas y
problemas de institucionalidad para implementar los derechos de la nifiez; deficiencias en el
conocimiento y la capacitacion de los profesionales; falta de metodologias adecuadas y datos
oficiales para promover la participacién infantil; y barreras especificas para nifios, nifias y
adolescentes. Muchas de estas barreras se han encontrado en contextos internacionales.
Por lo tanto, es importante generar conciencia y crear nuevas directrices para promover la

participacion infantil en el proceso de formulacion de politicas publicas de Chile.

Palabras clave: participacion infantil; derechos de la infancia; politicas publicas, barreras.

1. Introduction

Participative dynamics are different in each context as culture and sociopolitical
patterns play an important role in the implementation of children’s rights, especially
participation ones. Improved outcomes for different children will only be achieved through
understanding the contextual and structural issues (Johnson, 2010). The predominant current
discourse in childhood participation has been focused on privileged societies, without
appreciating the complexities and obstacles of applying participatory rights across different
realities (Duramy & Gal, 2020).

The idealised image of a child whose parents protect, has access to adequate nutrition
and education, is appropriately clothed, enjoys leisure time, and is shielded from harmful
labour does not always reflect children's reality (Duramy & Gal, 2020). In developing countries,
children would not be able to enjoy leisure time in their everyday life because they need to
contribute to family survival by doing household chores, preparing, and selling food in the
streets, or working in the fields (Duramy & Gal, 2020). Given the structural inequalities in the
current global order, civilizing projects have led to double-sided patronization of children,
parents, and states, where children become objects for outside political intervention, while

adults become targets constantly blamed for children’s suffering (Valentin & Meinert, 2009).

This reality is related to some articles of the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child
(UNCRC) (UN, 1989). The idea is that the standard of living will depend on the parent's
conditions; therefore, if they have enough resources to protect children’s rights, the
intervention of the state should be reduced to the necessary cases. Nonetheless, in contexts
where the family does not cover the minimum conditions of welfare, the government should
function as a grantor for the proper mechanisms for the participation of children. The ideal

context in which states can guarantee children’s rights protection, with proper mechanisms for
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their participation to complain against violating their rights, is not a global reality (Lansdown,
2011). If the state does not cover the minimum conditions of welfare, this could be a significant

issue in promoting children's rights to participation.

Implementing children’s rights could be more challenging in developing countries,
such as Latin American ones, living in the middle of structural inequalities which demand
special consideration in their analysis frameworks to understand the barriers to implement
children’s rights. The Latin American region presents a mix of cultures thanks to colonization
processes and deep unequal societies (Bachelet, 2024; Contreras & Ferreira, 2025) which
have generated specific manifestations of childhood participation demanding such an
examination. This study considers the Chilean reality given that the country has been

experiencing a significant change in recent years.

The first part of the paper presents the Chilean background as state of knowledge.
Second, the theory perspective is included. Then methodology is outlined. Subsequently, the
results and discussion focus on key barriers and issues found to promote children and
adolescents’ participation in the Chilean policymaking, considering evidence highlighted by
other studies. Finally, the conclusions section addresses the challenges to foster children and
adolescent’s’ participation in Chile and study’s limitations, conclusions and proposed future
research directions.

1.1. Contextualizing childhood participation in Chile

Chile is a prosperous country in Latin America (Statista Research Department, 2023);
however, it is one of the most unequal in the OECD (2020). The stark inequalities and cost of
living in Chile have generated discord in its population, which exploded in October 2019 with
the increase in public transport fares. Although adults felt nonconformity with this measure,
young people’s protests and manifestations influenced the Chilean population (Jara-Osorio,
2023). A poor response from the government, with serious attacks against the students,
activated a national reaction against the government (Chilean Universities, 2020). The social
pressure compelled to most political sectors in Chile to sign a peace agreement which
established a national referendum to ask for the necessity of a new constitution (Waissbluth,
2020). More than two-thirds of the citizenships agreed to change the Chilean constitution
(Centro de Estudios Politicos y Constitucionales -CEPC, 2024).

Different national referendums occurred in Chile during the last years; the most
important were the new constitutional proposals. The first constitutional proposal was voted
on 4 September 2022, and the second on 17 December 2023; however, both proposals were
rejected (CEPC, 2024). Until now, there is no consensus on the idea of approving a new
constitution in the country, which demonstrates the difficulties regarding citizenship

participation in Chile. Nevertheless, this process opened a debate related to citizen
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participation, especially regards children and adolescents’ participation. Despite they were

protagonists of the social revolution, they were not included in any formal step of this process.

Including children and adolescents’ voice in public policies has not been an easy task
in Chile because formal spaces of participation and citizenship have been historically limited.
The ratification of the UNCRC in 1990 has been focused on the material well-being of children
but not on the participation rights (Diaz-Bérquez et al., 2018). The establishment of the
neoliberal model in the dictatorship affected the political participative process as citizenship
participation was discredited. Its repercussions have caused citizenship discontent during the
democratic governments, which is reflected in low community participation and a low level of
trust (Valdivieso, 2007).

Additionally, an adult-centric and patriarchal culture has been diagnosed as a barrier
to children’s participation in Chile (Ombudsman for Children, 2022). Nonetheless, through
young people’s movements, children and adolescents have sought access to the public
sphere (Diaz-Bérquez et al., 2018). Since 2006, young people have been engaged in protests
and manifestations for different demands and necessities, especially related to educational
reforms. Fifteen years of student movements have shown their capacity to install significant
debates in Chile. However, this role has not been recognised to create formal mechanisms for

political participation (Morales, 2020).

The Chilean childhood policies have not been completely ensured the social rights of
children and adolescents (Ombudsman for Children, 2020). To improve the childhood policies
institutions the National Service for Children (NSC) has been divided in two independent
services: Child Protection Service and Youth Social Reintegration Service (EDUCACION
2020, 2020a). The first one depends on the Ministry of Social Development and Family and
the second one on the Ministry of Justice and Human Rights of Chile (National Youth Social

Reintegration Service, 2023).

Many studies and reports have showed the Chilean child protection system
deficiencies (Chilean Investigative Police report, 2018; Committee on the Rights of the Child,
2015; National Council for Children, 2016). Chile presents a clear shortcoming in ensuring
children’s participation rights, as no official mechanisms exist to involve them in shaping
childhood policies (Ombudsman for Children, 2020). The United Nations (2018) reported on
how the violation of children’s rights in the centres administered by the Chilean State evolved.
Regarding article 12, the report established that children did not have access to a public
defender or a judge with which to speak; there was an absence of clear and well-known
protocols on the possibility of expressing complaints or denouncing rights violations in the
centres and each child was not guaranteed the opportunity to be heard and to express their

opinion in the decisions of the centre which affected them (UN, 2018). The Network of
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Childhood and Youth NGOs Chile (2014) indicated that in Chile there is a permanent violation

of the principle of participation and the right to express an opinion.

The violation of articles number 34 regarding protection against sexual exploitation
and abuse, and 37 concerning protections against torture and cruel, inhuman, or degrading
treatment were the most serious. This report emphasised that the Chilean state had violated
seventeen articles of the UNCRC, concluding that, in Chile, the state had committed a grave
and systematic violation of children’s rights (UN, 2018). Due to this complex context, the
Chilean childhood institutionality has been adopting important changes. In 2022 the Chilean
Government ratified the Law of Guarantees of Children's Rights which promotes a system of
guarantees and protection of the exercise of children's rights in the country (Ministry of Social
Development and Family of Chile, 2015). This law was an important achievement as Chile

was the only country in Latin America without an integral childhood protection code.

Despite these efforts, there are deficiencies in the Chilean children’s protection rights
system until now. Children and young people demand changes in the childhood services. This
was manifested in the social outbreak in 2019. During this process, young people went to the
streets to demand a deep change in the NSC to protect their rights (Waissbluth, 2020).
Children’s rights to participate have had different challenges in its implementation. They

require a change of logics and perspectives in all people, especially adults.

Different scholars (Diaz-Bérquez et al., (2018); Mundaca and Flores (2024); Lay-
Lisboa and Montanés Serrano (2018)) provided key findings into the implementation of
participation rights in Chile; however, their focus has been limited to specific areas of the
Chilean childhood system, without addressing the implementation of participation rights from
a systemic perspective that comprehends the various policies and institutions responsible for
children’s rights in Chile. Moreover, most of these initiatives have overlooked the perspectives

of children and adolescents.

Based on the research question: what barriers and issues could be examined related
to the form in which children and adolescents participate in the public policymaking process
in Chile? This paper presents the main barriers and issues found on the implementation of
participation rights Chile. Considering different perspectives from experts, policymakers,
professionals who have been involved in the childhood participation field and children and

adolescents who live in Chile.
1.2. Theoretical perspective: barriers to promote children’s participation

Children’s rights to participation could face different impediments to be implemented
in societies. Historical, cultural, political, and academic influence of constructions of childhood

could be important barriers to implement children’s rights to participate (Tisdall & Cuevas-
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Parra, 2021). Childhood is a construction which should be understood as a cultural, historical,
and political expression of certain knowledge and practices of control fragmenting childhood
and adolescence experiences (Llobet and Villalta, 2019). Therefore, if children are structurally
in a position of dependence - biologically and economically - in relation to adults, then
participation cannot avoid the problem of power relations and how these are organized in the
social structure which influences children’s participation in societies (Pavez-Soto and
Sepulveda, 2019).

Adult-centric perspectives are obstacles to promote children’s rights to participation.
Many times, adults think that children and adolescents are not ready to participate, signifying
their own characteristics as deficiencies, from this perspective, a deficit model of childhood
prevails, representing a risk for making their capabilities invisible and denying the importance
of spaces which facilitate the development of their faculties in different areas of their lives
(Morales, 2022). This causes discrimination towards young children in different matters; for
instance, their language skills might still not be sufficient for addressing international events
(Templeton et al., 2023). Additionally, a predominant legal discourse, based on an adult,
paternalistic language, could mean a barrier as infantile forms of expression could not be
considered significant forms of language (McMellon & Tisdall, 2020). The problem would not
be the language and expression of children, but rather adults’ inability to understand and

validate their language (Lay-Lisboa, S. & Montanés Serrano, 2018).

Sometimes, there is a lack of knowledge and a proper preparation around childhood
participation in adults working with children/youth, and adults would try to promote children’s
participation from their own perspective, excluding the ones children have in the selection of
mechanisms to participate and in the decision-making process (Tisdall, 2016). Accordingly,
children’s participation could be limited to adult practices. Polkki et al., (2012) found that
practitioners’ knowledge and skills are important to promoting participatory practices. In fact,
these may not be enough if procedural barriers like high caseloads are not addressed within
organizations (Cudjoe & Abdullah, 2018).

The role of policymakers and practitioners is significant to promote children’s
participation. Studies have shown that certain groups of children and adolescents tend to be
excluded from participation in local councils. These include children coming from
disempowered families (Collins et al., 2016; Wyness, 2006, 2009), those tending to be critical
of adults (Pavlovic, 2001), or those who are less academically and socially successful (Collins
et al., 2016). Inequalities, poverty, and general disadvantages could be important barriers for

children’s participation.
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2. Methodology

This research project considers a Qualitative approach as the investigator can access
the social actor’s perception, generally oriented to the discovery of unknown aspects, offering
the possibility of generating deeper data oriented to the meaning in the social phenomena to
study (Hernandez et al. 2010). The selection of the sample was theoretical and at convenience
(Sandoval Casilimas, 1996). There are differentiated criteria to select children and

adolescents, and adults in this study.
2.1. Children and adolescent inclusion criteria

Territorial diversity: Metropolitan Region (MR) and Coquimbo Region (CR) were
selected based on the number of local districts and population size, which could present

different barriers to promote children’s participation in the Chilean policymaking.

Childhood participation performance: identification of notable examples of child
participation in the selected regions, which had child-focused organizations registered with
the Ombudsman for Children.

Sociodemographic heterogeneity: La Florida and Nufioa were two municipalities
selected in MR, and in CR were La Serena and Vicufa. All the local governments were chosen
based on census population, level of rurality, average schooling, communal poverty and

ethnicity.

Local Office for Children (LOC): in each region one municipality had to be

implemented the LOC. La Florida and La Serena were executing the LOC project.
Age criteria:

- The children’s group included participants aged 8-13, based on the Ministry of
Education of Chile (2017), which sets the minimum school entry age at six. Children aged
eight and above were considered capable of understanding the researcher’s questions.

- The adolescents’ group comprised participants aged 14 to under 18, in line with Law
20,084 of the Chilean Adolescent Penal System (National Congress of Chile, 2011), which
recognises adolescents in this age range as having discernment capacity and only considers
them adults at 18. Based on those criteria child and adolescent participants of this study are

indicated in table 1.
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Table 1. Child and adolescent participants

Social Actor Children Adolescents

Male Female Male Female LGBTQIA+

Children and adolescents without 3 3 4 3 1
involvement a Public Programme

Children and adolescents that 2 2 2 0 0
participate in a public programme?

Participants of Advisory Councils for 1 3 1 3 0
Children and Adolescents

Members of the National Advisory 0 0 1 0 0
Council for children and adolescents

of the NSC

Members of the Advisory Council of 0 0 0 1 0
the Ombudsman

Total by participant profile 6 8 8 7 1
Total participants 14 Children 16 Adolescents

Source: prepared by the author.
2.2. Adults inclusion criteria

Table 2 presents details on adult participants of this study. The main criterion

considered for adults’ selection are:

o Experts engaged in the childhood participation debate, identified through their
publications, involvement in projects or programs, and public presentations on the
topic.

¢ Policymakers with extensive experience in Chilean childhood policies, identified
through institutional recommendations, to illustrate key priorities in public
policymaking.

e Professionals from institutions within the Chilean childhood system who directly

worked with the children and adolescents in the sample.

2 Public programmes considered were the National Service for Children, Chile Grows with You; or other
programmes implemented by the local governments.
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Table 2. Adult participants

Social Actor Criteria Participants

Experts UNICEF 1
Childhood and Adolescence Observatory 2
The Ombudsman for Children 2
Nucleus of Interdisciplinary Studies on 1
Childhood
Childhood Notebooks 1
World Vision 1
Mobilizing Ourselves Movement 1
Chilean Association for the United Nations 1

Policymakers Ministry of Social Development of the 4

Government of Chile

Ministry of Justice and Human Rights of 1
the Government of Chile.

Professionals NSC 1
Entities collaborating with the NSC 2
Chile Grows with you Subsystem 2
Other programmes implemented by the 12

local governments

Total 32

Source: prepared by the author.

2.3. Methods

Participative methods were selected for this research such as the Semi-Structured
Interviews (SSI) and the Mosaic Approach Method (MAM). This decision refers to
comprehending, from a critical perspective, the complexity of the phenomenon studied. This

study followed the ethical guidelines of the ethical subcommittee of Loughborough University.

e Semi-Structured Interviews
The SSI enabled the researcher to gather extensive information, providing the

opportunity to clarify responses and explore questions in greater depth during the process
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(Valles, 1999). Policymakers, experts and adolescents involved in the policymaking process?®
were interviewed. Since the fieldwork was carried out during the pandemic, from February to
August 2022, interviews were conducted either online or in person, depending on the

participants’ preferences and the restrictions established by the Chilean government.

e Mosaic Approach Method (MAM)

The MAM considers observation, interviewing, and the introduction of participatory
tools as artistic resources. From the perspective of Clark (2005) the field of childhood
participation provokes varied responses and encompasses a wide range of viewpoints. The
MAM had two stages in the study. The first step was to gather material in the workshops with
children, adolescents and some practitioners through varied methods, especially using
drawings and conversations in the general group. The materials available for participants were
artistic tools and materials as graphite pencils, coloured pencils, markers, erasers, paper,
colour paper, round tip scissors, glue stick, and pads for painting or drawing, and clay in

adolescents’ workshops.

Two Mosaic Approach workshops were held in each region; one workshop was
conducted with children aged 8-13 years and one with adolescents aged 14-18. Some
professionals participated in the workshops, according to the agreement with all institutions,
children and adolescents. The second stage consisted of semi-structured interviews with

professionals, where the workshop outcomes were discussed.

Data collected through the SSI and MAM was analysed based on the Grounded
Theory procedure. The Grounded Theory purpose is to combine coding and analysis to
generate theory in a more systematic way, through the explicit use of coding and analysis
procedures (Valles, 1999). Through this method, thematic analysis was conducted using the
NVIVO 13, which is a software for qualitative data analysis. NVIVO allows the researcher to
organise, analyse and visualise their data, finding the patterns it contains (QSR International,
2025); therefore, this software helped to create themes and subthemes during the analysis

process.

3. Results and discussion
3.1. Discrimination by age

The age prejudice is substantial to be considered as, historically, social policies have
not considered children as persons with a voice. Rather, children have been seen as objects

of concern (Hallet & Prout, 2004 ), or of knowledge.

3 These participants could be part of the Advisory Council of the Ombudsman or the National Advisory
Council for children and adolescents of the NSC.
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The discrimination by age was found in two variants. On the one hand, young children
are usually not invited to participate in policymaking or even in their families or communities.
The younger the participants are, they are more likely to be discriminated by adults, especially
in participative initiatives. As Adolescent 2 illustrated:

“The ages that are less taken into account are boys from 12 to 13 years old down...

boys from 14 and 15 years old, according to most adults, have other criteria, have

another opinion, they're more prepared to participate and those are the majority of
organisers of these spaces or those in charge of taking children and adolescents to
international spaces... child participation in Chile exists, but maybe not for small

children, but for more adolescents and the older you are, the more they take you into
account ... child participation in Chile is very closed.”

This opinion was reinforced by participants of Mosaic Approach workshops with
adolescents, being it possible to think this is a common issue to face when initiatives want to
promote children’s participation in the policymaking, especially in early years. As adolescents

of Coquimbo Region Mosaic Approach reflected:

“Participant 7: When you are a kid you are not considered on several occasions.
Moderator: do you think that there's more participation when we grow up?

Participant 7: Yes, because in my case, when | was little, no, they didn't take me into
account in several things and now that | grew up, they began to take me more into
account. When | was little, they excluded me from the conversation.”

On the other hand, adolescents mentioned that when they are close to adulthood, they
are less considered than before because approaching the legal age means that they will soon
be part of adult group, therefore, they are not attractive as adolescents’ representatives.
Adolescent 2 indicated “the more you grow up, also the spaces in which you can participate
diminish, because you approach more, like, a legal age, so to speak, then the older you are

the less spaces you have.”
3.2. Language barriers

This study found that language barriers are an important theme to consider within
child’s perspectives as this could be a powerful participative disabler because
children/adolescent could be marginalised if they cannot participate in the same conversation
with adults. As Policymaker 3 illustrates:

“The requirement of orality is sometimes a very strong barrier to child participation in

Chile, in addition to the fact that there is usually a language delay, and the figures are
quite high, more, very strong in the most vulnerable environments.”

The adult language is one of the difficulties in recognising children as active subjects

and their opinions as valid. This has its origin in the predominant legal discourse, which is
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based on an adult, paternalistic language, without considering that infantile forms of
expression are also significant forms of language as their opinions explained in simple words,
or their drawings, games among others could give valuable information to understand what

they need or not.

The problem would not be the language and expression of children, but rather the
inability of adults to understand, decode and validate their language, expecting that children
and young people behave and communicate as the same adult style since the adult world
would not be obliged to facilitate children’s participation. In this sense, Professional 6
indicated:

“It's very focused on teenagers, it's like they’re more part of the opinion. More than

children, for example, 5-year-old children who can also perfectly give an opinion or
point of view, they are not very considered in the programmes.”

The limited consideration of children and adolescents in public programmes is a barrier
to promote their participation since only a part of the childhood has access to initiatives in
which they can express their opinions. The discrimination towards young children is identified
in the research of Templeton et al. (2023) who indicate that language skills might still not be
sufficient for addressing international events, being it problematic that the voice of young

children has been focus of delegitimization and less considered in participative instances.
3.3. Relying on the same participants to represent adolescents

The selection of certain children and adolescents from privileged groups could be a
barrier to promote childhood participation as the same participants are considered by different
public initiatives, which restricts the space to listen to the diversity of children and adolescents’
opinions. As Adolescent 2 mentioned:

“It's very difficult to have access to what child participation is... there are applications

to councils of other people who are not from the NSC and maybe you want to apply,

but they leave you out simply because they already have the boys sorted a year ago”
(Adolescent 2).

The scarce access to participative instances for children and youth is an issue to
promote children’s participation in the policymaking since if they do not have enough spaces
to participate, it is difficult they will be able to exercise this right. Expert 5 mentioned:

“[Ombudsman for Children Council Adolescents] are in all the circuits of power, they

are the same that are in the old councils of NSC, they are the same that are in the

Council of the Undersecretariat. So, you say, what representation do they have of what
happens to adolescents?”
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The same adolescents are the representatives of all the adolescent population, which
is a limitation to give space to other adolescents who want to participate. In this study was
very difficult to have access to this adolescents’ group, perhaps they are very busy or tired of

participating in different initiatives without interest in participating in new ones.

There is not guaranty that this group of adolescents who are participating in the main
councils within the public policymaking represent the necessities and opinions of all children
and adolescents in Chile. This is a significant gap in the exercise of childhood participation
since more children and adolescents should be able to represent this group of the society.
Related to this, in the study of Templeton et al. (2023, p. 792) an adult participant noted: “I
think the problem of representativeness of these children [is that] | don't know on the behalf
of whom they are speaking... Another point [is] why [do] we decide that they are leaders. |

have no idea. Because, maybe, we need to have [a] kind of criteria to make sure.”

Additionally, study participants mentioned that usually, institutions work with certain
groups of children who are more successful in academic terms or who are more popular in
their institutions. As Professional 16 indicated:

“[Institutions work] with children, who are more exemplary... those in the Student

Centres... these are children who will always participate, but what happens with the

isolated child? What happens with the child who can't participate due to a personality
issue and doesn't like it... but who, if given the opportunity, could participate?”

There are significant examples about the invisibility of children and adolescents in
Chile, one of them are the Advisory Councils for Children and Adolescents. This councils are
a good idea to contribute to the materialization of the right to participate for children and
adolescents in Chile. Nonetheless, their implementation has been weak, as Expert 2 indicated:
“This participation still has some sort of consultative mean ... we have been talking
with several children who participate in consultative councils and the first thing that we
notice is also disappointment because... it has a functional use... the ones who study
or require participation of children come for advice and finish their research, then many

times they don't even return to the children with a format by which they could clearly
understand the results of such research.”

The opinion of children and adolescents has been used to collect information, but they
do not influence any decision of those instances, which is an important issue to promote their
participation. Certain groups of children and adolescents tend to be excluded from
participation in local councils, such as: children coming from disempowered families (Collins
et al., 2016; Wyness, 2006, 2009), those tending to be critical of adults (Pavlovic, 2001), or
who are less academically or socially successful (Collins et al., 2016).

3.4. Deficiency of training among professionals
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The deficiency of training among professionals who are involved in Chilean childhood
policies is a barrier to promote children’s participation. Participants referred that in different
levels of public programmes the knowledge around children’s rights, and their implementation
is scarce, especially around participation rights because there are not enough resources and
importance around this children’s right in the public policies in the country. As Professional 15
said:

“The issue of participation becomes a declaration of good intentions when formulating
public policy, but few tools are provided... we have the task of training the teams... but
you don't go beyond providing tools so the professional who is in the field knows how to
make changes to this... it remains to give it a spin, as to how we can effectively

implement a participatory approach to intervention with adolescents, we do not have
instruments.”

The limited preparation of childhood policies human resources has gone to the
detriment of the design and implementation of public programs to promote childhood
participation. This is a problem identified by professionals, who try to conduct public
programmes with some coherency, usually facing important issues in their implementation.
Professional 17 referred:

“The programmes come from ministries that do not work with children either, they do

not have a ‘Boys and Girls Council’ to create the programmes, so they come from the

adult world, and the feeling that we have here -from the people who work in the field-

is that the people who send the paper, is like they send the standards of how one has
to work, they don't know what it's like to work in the field.”

This issue is significant as Polkki et al., (2012) found that practitioners’ knowledge and
skills are important to promoting participatory practices. In fact, these may not be enough if
procedural barriers like high caseloads are not addressed within organizations (Cudjoe &
Abdullah, 2018).

3.5. Failings in intervention and evaluation methodologies

This study found limited and inadequate methodologies to promote children and
adolescents’ participation in the design, implementation, and evaluation of public

programmes. This was illustrated by Expert 10:

“These well-known academic counterparts... many times [work] from the adult centred
point of view... conductive interviews, focus group, but it has been difficult to explore
other methodologies that are adapted to children and adolescents’ realities...that’s the
main challenge [about] children’s participation in research... policies, education,
whether incidental or protagonist... in which they are protagonists of what they are
doing, more than recipients or whoever gives the information to us.”

—@ o Esta obra esta bajo una Licencia Creative Commons Atribucion 4.0 Internacional. pag. 75


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.es
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.es

Barriers in promoting childhood participation in Chilean public policies

The deficiency of proper methodologies was faced in public policymaker teams who
try to promote children’s participation in public programmes, but they do not know how to do
it. They improvise methodologies which lack sense and coherency. This was witnessed by
Expert 6:

“l was invited to give a talk for a technical team in the government... a presentation

about participation within public policy... one team was formed by researchers that

were developing the quantitative part of research, and second, they were a focus [sic]

on events... ‘circus’, ‘cinema’... they were two extreme things, nothing in the middle...
there is no expertise to understand the topic.”

The lack of knowledge and expertise of the childhood system professionals impacts in
the design and implementation of programmes, considering unproper methodologies which

finally generates less promotion of children’s participation.
3.6. Scarcity of official data

The second effect of the lack of knowledge around children’s rights, especially
participation rights, is the scarcity of official data to know the reality of Chilean childhood. The
state does not have enough information to understand the reality of children and young
people, which is an issue to create coherent social interventions that contribute to children’s
participation from participants’ perspectives. As Expert 1 mentioned:

“The lack of knowledge... is a problem and if one analyses the data, we have on

participation... it is very little... there is no data on what is happening in that level...
[there are] institutional, legal and knowledge production level obstacles.”

The Chilean state should consider the lack of childhood information within its priorities
since with the last events during the social outbreak and the presence of young people in
protests and manifestations, they obviously have something to say about the country.
Nonetheless, from the perspective of Expert 7 this is a deficient area:

“This state hasn't been able to find the ways and the motivations for children’s

participation, and that is reflected in the issue of what the level of participation that

corresponds to children in public policies is... the main issue that has been observed

is that there was a very important level of children and adolescents’ participation and
that it hasn’t been possible to collect official data.”

The Chilean state does not have proper information to understand children’s
participation in the country, which is an issue to create coherent social interventions which
contribute to children and adolescents’ lives. Therefore, childhood research improvement is

required to have better data in the country, with children and adolescents as collaborators
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from the beginning of the research process, giving ideas, and implementing as co-researchers

the studies.
3.7. Misunderstanding of child's rights protection in Chile

Participants referred that the current public policies in Chile emphasise two different
poles. A prevalent protectionist mindset within childhood policies has hindered the
implementation of children's rights protection in the country. This paternalistic role of the state
also hinders children's participation in the policymaking. In Chile, the children's rights
approach has an excessive emphasis on protection which fails to recognize their agency and
hampers their ability to participate in public policies that impact on their lives. Expert 2
indicated:

“One (problem) has to do with design... | think there has been no political will to think

about effective participation processes for boys and girls... even in contexts of

“progressive” politicians... The idea of objects of protection is very strong and | think
the antinomy of participation and protection is very transversal.”

The imbalance in protection rights in Chile has invisibilised the child’s position in the
society which is a problem for children’s participation in the Chilean policymaking. Children
are considered only to give them protection but not to understand their perspectives and

include them in decision-making processes.

The other pole is a not comprehensive protection policy for children and adolescents
which marginalises groups of the Chilean population. Results indicate that public policies are
focused on the Chilean vulnerable population. Expert 4 mentioned:

“There is no comprehensive protection policy for children... focused policy continues

to be the north of public policy with an extreme neoliberal model and carelessness...

of the State with respect to its role as guarantor of rights... The State is not a guarantor
of rights, but it provides resources for working with and for the most marginalized

groups, including boys and girls. Therefore, public policy in Chile is a policy that does
not account for the human rights of all the children and adolescents who live in Chile.”

There is not an understanding of the universal condition of children’s rights. Instead,
childhood policies are assumed as programmes for a vulnerable children/adolescents’ group.
The state has not comprehended the subject of rights condition of all the population under 18
years old. As Expert 8 mentioned:

“[Childhood policies] are very focused on the violated childhood, as the state arrives

late and when it arrives, there are still many failures.... most children are left without a
public policy and especially if we are talking about participation, there is none.”
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The centralized attention in vulnerable population by the childhood policies has been
a lack in the Chilean system since a sectoral logic continues to prevail, hindering the
universality and integrity of policies (Larrain, 2011). In countries with large inequalities and
scarce resources, such as Chile, the coverage of state programmes is focused on specific
segments of the population or on specific problems to direct the available resources to the
neediest groups (Gaitan, 2006). The UN (2010) indicated that Chilean policies for the
protection of children can continue to improve in time, although those efforts will always be
partial if a comprehensive policy which conceives children as subjects of rights is not

structured.
3.8. Authorities' resistance to promoting childhood participation

Authorities' resistance to promote childhood participation was another barrier identified
by participants. Many participants have witnessed how good policies’ ideas are not
implemented because authorities did not support them. The concern about the loss of power
could be linked to the resistance from authorities to promote the children’s participation in the
country. From the perspective of some policymakers, historically, the consideration of
children’s perspectives by the authority has been difficult:

"l had a chance to talk to the minister because there weren't millions to participate...
so [| proposed]: why don't they include boys, girls, and young people [in the survey],
then, they bombarded me from all fronts, the response was "Why do you want to bring
us one more political problem? If we already interact with the original people to

organize the survey, with adults it is a huge political problem and you want to bring
us one more problem,' that was the answer” (Policymaker 5).

Policymakers involved in the promotion of children’s participation in the Chilean
policymaking face many difficulties to consider children’s voice in public policies. This situation
could be explained by an adult-centric perspective, where adults are concerned around the
idea of losing power if children and adolescent have more protagonism in the policymaking
process. Bennett-Woodhouse (2003) indicate that adults may be one of the most significant
barriers to children's participation, as taking children seriously, creating spaces and
opportunities for their meaningful participation, and treating them as bone fide equals at high-
level events, is still very much underdeveloped. Political and cultural reasons could be more
powerful than academic and technical fundaments to include children’s participation in the

policymaking.

4. Conclusions

There are many barriers and issues that should be considered to promote children’s

participation in Chile to improve the child protection system. This research discovered that
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there are mistakes in Chilean protection policies which lead to overprotection of the childhood
condition, but, contradictorily, lack of comprehensive policies, leaving different children and
adolescent cohorts unprotected, neglecting the universal notion of children’s rights and the
right to participate. Second, deficiencies in professional knowledge about children's rights
approach, participative methodologies, and childhood data further hamper effective
participation. Third, the instrumentalization of childhood participation reflects tokenism and
consultative approaches as children and adolescents are invited to participate without genuine
influence in decision-making processes. Finally, systemic barriers such as age discrimination,
language, and sociopolitical factors hinder the involvement of children and young people in
policymaking. Paying attention to and tackling these challenges are crucial to promoting

meaningful participatory practices and encouraging children’s participation rights in Chile.

The discursive recognition of children's participation in the Chilean childhood policy
must be materialized, requiring political and institutional support to create structural conditions
for the expression of children’s and adolescents' opinions. The Chilean State should include
in the policymaking process correct mechanisms to promote the effective exercise of
participation rights.

This study was conducted in the midst of an uncertain environment in Chile,
characterized by the COVID-19 pandemic context, a changing scenario in Chilean reality
regarding the design of a new constitution, the beginning of President Gabriel Boric’s
presidential period (March 2022), and the implementation of a new childhood institutionality.
All these factors generated challenges in obtaining support from public institutions.
Consequently, the networking process was longer and more demanding than expected. Other
limitations refer to the study design, as it was focused on two Chilean regions (out of a total of
16) and four local governments (out of a total of 346), which limited its generalizability to the

broader national context.

More studies that listen to and show different perspectives on childhood participation
should be implemented in Chile, including perspectives of experts, policymakers,
professionals involved in the childhood participation field and especially giving voice to
children and adolescents to build recommendations for the Chilean childhood system.
Historically, social policies have not considered children as persons with a voice. All of this
should be based on a systemic perspective to rearticulate the different levels of governments,
institutions and social actors that are part of the childhood system based on the necessity to
consider the perspectives of children and adolescents as protagonists in policymaking at the

centre of the system.

—@ o Esta obra esta bajo una Licencia Creative Commons Atribucion 4.0 Internacional. pag. 79


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.es
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.es

Barriers in promoting childhood participation in Chilean public policies

Bibliographic references

Bennett-Woodhouse, B. B. (2003). Enhancing children’s participation in policy formation.

Arizona Law Review, 45 (3), 751-763. https://arizonalawreview.org/woodhouse/

Biblioteca del Congreso Nacional de Chile (2022). Ley 21430 Sobre Garantias Y Proteccion
Integral De Los Derechos De La Nifiez Y Adolescencia. Recuperado el 03 de
mayo de 2024 de:
https://www.bcn.cl/leychile/navegar?idNorma=1173643&idParte=10317475

Clark, A. (2005). Ways of seeing: using the Mosaic approach to listen to young Children's
perspectives. In A. Clark, A. T. Kjgrholt & P. Moss (Eds.), Beyond Listening.

Children's perspectives on early childhood service (pp. 29-49). Policy Press.

Collins, M. E., Augsberger, A., & Gecker, W. (2016). Youth councils in municipal
government: Examination of activities, impact and barriers. Children and Youth
Services Review, 65, 140-147. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2016.04.007

Cudjoe, E., & Abdullah, A. (2018). Parental participation in child protection practice: The
experiences of parents and workers in Ghana. Qualitative Social Work, 18(4),
693-709. https://doi.org/10.1177/1473325017751039

Diaz-Bérquez, D., Contreras-Shats, N., & Bozo-Carrillo, N. (2018). Participacion infantil
como aproximacion a la democracia: desafios de la experiencia chilena. Revista
Latinoamericana de Ciencias Sociales, Nifiez y Juventud, 16(1), 101-113.
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.11600/1692715x.16105

Duramy, B. & Gal, T. (2020). Understanding and implementing child participation: Lessons
from the Global South. Children and Youth Services Review, 119(105645).
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2020.105645

Gaitan, L. (2006). Sociologia de la Infancia. Nuevas Perspectivas. Sintesis.

Hallet, C. & Prout, A. (2004). Hearing the Voices of Children. Social Policy for a New
Century. RoutledgeFalmer. Taylor & Francis Group.

Hernandez, R., Fernandez, C. y Baptista, P. (2010). Metodologia de Investigacion. México:
MCGRAW-HILL.

Jara-Osorio, P. (2023). Childhood Participation in Chile: Debts and Opportunities from Child
Protagonism. In S. Frankel (Ed.), Establishing Child Centred Practice in a
Changing World, Part B (pp. 219-229; Emerald Studies in Child Centred
Practice) Emerald Publishing Limited. https://doi.org/10.1108/978-1-80455-940-
620231015

pag. 80


https://arizonalawreview.org/woodhouse/
https://www.bcn.cl/leychile/navegar?idNorma=1173643&idParte=10317475
https://doi.org/10.1177/1473325017751039
https://doi.org/10.1108/978-1-80455-940-620231015
https://doi.org/10.1108/978-1-80455-940-620231015

ISSN 2362-194X Journal de Ciencias Sociales Afio 13 N° 25

Johnson, V. (2010). Changing Contexts of Children and Young People’s Participation in
Evaluation: Case Studies in Nepal and the UK [Doctoral thesis]. University of

Central Lancashire. https://clok.uclan.ac.uk/7908/

Lansdown, G. (2011). Every child's right to be heard: A resource quide on the UN
Committee on the Rights of the Child General Comment No. 12. Save the
Children UK.

Larrain, S. (2011). De objeto de proteccién a sujeto de derecho. In F. Cousifio & A. Foxley
(Eds.), Politicas Publicas para la Infancia (pp. 91- 99). Comision Nacional
Chilena de Cooperacion con UNESCO.

Lay-Lisboa, S. & Montanés Serrano, M. (2018). From adult-centric to dissident participation:
The other childhood participation. Psicoperspectivas. Inidividuo y Sociedad,
17(2). https://doi.org/10.5027/psicoperspectivas-Vol17-Issue2-fulltext-1176

Llobet, V., & Villalta, C. (2019). De la desjudicializacion a la refundacion de los derechos:
Transformaciones en las disputas por los derechos de los nifios y las nifias
(2005-2015). Teseo.

McMellon, C. & Tisdall, E. K. M. (2020). Children and young people’s participation rights:
Looking backwards and moving forwards. The International Journal of Children’s
Rights, 28(1), 157-182. https://doi. org/10.1163/15718182-02801002.

Morales, C. (2020). Children and Social Outbreak in Chile: Reflections on The Participation
of Children and Teenagers in The Constituent Process. Revista del Instituto
Chileno de Terapia Familiar, 29(49), 21-35.

Morales, C. (2022). Brechas y desafios de la participacion de la nifiez en Chile. In B.
Aguirre Pastén (Ed.), Cuestion de Derechos. Reflexiones sobre la legitimacién
de los derechos de las infancias (pp. 149-192). Ediciones Universidad Santo

Tomas.

Mundaca, R. & Flores, C. (2014). Derechos del nifio, participacion infantil y formacion
ciudadana desde espacios educativos no formales: la experiencia del Consejo
Consultivo de Nifos, Nifas y Adolescentes de la comuna de Coquimbo, Chile.
Revista Temas de Educacion, 20(1), 123-141. https://doi.org/10.15443/tde531

Pavez-Soto, I., & Sepulveda, N. (2019). Concepto de agencia en los estudios de infancia.
Una revision tedrica. Sociedad e Infancias, 3, 193-210.
https://doi.org/10.5209/soci.63243

—@ o Esta obra esta bajo una Licencia Creative Commons Atribucion 4.0 Internacional. pag. 81


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.es
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.es
https://doi.org/10.15443/tde531

Barriers in promoting childhood participation in Chilean public policies

Pavlovic, Z. (2001). Cross-cultural study on the rights of the child in Slovenia: The first ten
years. School Psychology International, 22(2), 130—151.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0143034301222002

Polkki, P., Vornanen, R., Pursiainen, M., & Riikonen, M. (2012). Children’s Participation in
Child-protection Processes as Experienced by Foster Children and Social
Workers. Child Care in Practice, 18(2), 107-125.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13575279.2011.646954

Sandoval Casilimas, C. (1996). Investigaciéon Cualitativa. Instituto Colombiano para el
Fomento de la Educaciéon Superior, ICFES.

https://panel.inkuba.com/sites/2/archivos/manual%20colombia%20cualitativo.pdf

Templeton, M., Cuevas-Parra, P., & Lundy, L. (2023). Children’s participation in international
fora: The experiences and perspectives of children and adults. Children &
Society, 37(3), 786-805. https://doi.org/10.1111/chs0.12629

Tisdall, E. K. M. (2016). Addressing the Challenges of Children and Young People’s
Participation Considering Time and Space. In T. Gal B. Duramy (Eds.),
International Perspectives and Empirical Findings on Child Participation: From
Social Exclusion to Child-Inclusive Policies (pp. 1-26). Oxford Scholarship

Online.

Tisdall, E. K. M. & Cuevas-Parra, P. (2021). Beyond the familiar challenges for children and
young people’s participation rights: the potential of activism. The International
Journal of Human Rights, 26(5), 792-810.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13642987.2021.1968377

Valentin, K., & Meinert, L. (2009). The adult North and the young South Reflections on the
civilizing mission of children’s rights. Anthropology Today, 25(3), 23-28.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8322.2009.00669.xCitations: 49

Vallés, M. (1999). Técnicas cualitativas de investigacion social: reflexion metodologica y

practica profesional. Editorial Sintesis.

Wyness, M. (2006). Children, young people and civic participation: Regulation and local
diversity. Educational Review, 58(2), 209-218.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00131910600584173

Wyness, M. (2009). Children representing children participation and the problem of diversity
in UK youth councils. Childhood, 16(4), 535-552.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0907568209344274

pag. 82


https://doi.org/10.1080/13575279.2011.646954
https://panel.inkuba.com/sites/2/archivos/manual%20colombia%20cualitativo.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1111/chso.12629?utm_source=chatgpt.com

ISSN 2362-194X Journal de Ciencias Sociales Afio 13 N° 25

Other documents consulted

Bachelet, P. (2024). The Complexities of Inequality in Latin America and the Caribbean.
IDB. Retrieved from https://n9.cl/fdlI207

Centro de Estudios Politicos y Constitucionales (CEPC). (2024). Dossier Proceso
Constituyente en Chile. https://www.cepc.gob.es/sites/default/files/2024-
03/Dossier%20Proceso%20Constituyente%20Chile_actualizaci%C3%B3n%202
024_1.pdf

Contreras, V. & Ferreira, F. H. G. (2025, March 5). The two cycles of inequality reproduction
in Latin America. LSE International Inequalities Institute.
https://blogs.Ise.ac.uk/inequalities/2025/03/05/the-two-cycles-of-inequality-

reproduction-in-latin-america/

Chilean Investigative Police (2018). Informe: Analisis del funcionamiento residencial en
centros dependientes del Servicio Nacional de Menores. https://ciperchile.cl/wp-

content/uploads/informe-emilfork4.pdf

Chilean Universities (2020). Demandas prioritarias y propuestas para un Chile diferente.
Sistematizacion de 1.233 cabildos ciudadanos. https://vem.ulagos.cl/wp-
content/uploads/2021/04/Demandas-prioritarias-y-propuestas-para-un-Chile-

diferente_compressed.pdf

Committee on the Rights of the Child. (2015). Concluding observations on the combined
fourth and fifth periodic reports of Chile. United Nations.
https://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.ashx?enc=6QkG1d%2FPP
RiICAghKb7yhssK3M5T%2FDPYISMHGhtMS6B4wdmjWcNApSrSOKSJLt8kAQr1
bgXOwnr41neD%2FuDwWO0SCZFfVUScveMRKgzD11JKeGciZAvhTPZCWygky
Ssf01

EDUCACION 2020 (2020). Encuesta Educacion 2020 y estado de animo de estudiantes
ante la pandemia: 63% se siente aburrido y sélo un 3% esta “feliz” en casa.
Retrieved from http://educacion2020.cl/noticias/encuesta-educacion-2020-y-
estado-de-animo-de-estudiantes-ante-la-pandemia-63-se-siente-aburrido-y-solo-

un-3-esta-feliz-en-casa/

EDUCACION 2020 (2020a). CuentaPublica2020: Una oportunidad perdida para la
educacion. Retrieved from http://educacion2020.cl/noticias/cuentapublica2020-

una-oportunidad-perdida-para-la-educacion/

Ministry of Education of Chile (2017). Reglamenta las fechas en que se deben cumplir los
requisitos de edad de ingreso al primer y segundo nivel de transicién de la

educacioén parvularia y a la educacién basica y media tradicional y deroga

—@ o Esta obra esta bajo una Licencia Creative Commons Atribucion 4.0 Internacional. pag. 83


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.es
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.es
https://n9.cl/fdl2o7
https://www.cepc.gob.es/sites/default/files/2024-03/Dossier%20Proceso%20Constituyente%20Chile_actualizaci%C3%B3n%202024_1.pdf
https://www.cepc.gob.es/sites/default/files/2024-03/Dossier%20Proceso%20Constituyente%20Chile_actualizaci%C3%B3n%202024_1.pdf
https://www.cepc.gob.es/sites/default/files/2024-03/Dossier%20Proceso%20Constituyente%20Chile_actualizaci%C3%B3n%202024_1.pdf
https://vcm.ulagos.cl/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/Demandas-prioritarias-y-propuestas-para-un-Chile-diferente_compressed.pdf
https://vcm.ulagos.cl/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/Demandas-prioritarias-y-propuestas-para-un-Chile-diferente_compressed.pdf
https://vcm.ulagos.cl/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/Demandas-prioritarias-y-propuestas-para-un-Chile-diferente_compressed.pdf
https://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.ashx?enc=6QkG1d%2FPPRiCAqhKb7yhssK3M5T%2FDPYl5MHGhtMS6B4wdmjWcNApSrS0KSJLt8kAqr1bgXOwnr41neD%2FuDwW0SCZFfVUScvcMRKqzD11JKeGciZAvhTPZCWygkySsf01
https://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.ashx?enc=6QkG1d%2FPPRiCAqhKb7yhssK3M5T%2FDPYl5MHGhtMS6B4wdmjWcNApSrS0KSJLt8kAqr1bgXOwnr41neD%2FuDwW0SCZFfVUScvcMRKqzD11JKeGciZAvhTPZCWygkySsf01
https://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.ashx?enc=6QkG1d%2FPPRiCAqhKb7yhssK3M5T%2FDPYl5MHGhtMS6B4wdmjWcNApSrS0KSJLt8kAqr1bgXOwnr41neD%2FuDwW0SCZFfVUScvcMRKqzD11JKeGciZAvhTPZCWygkySsf01
https://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.ashx?enc=6QkG1d%2FPPRiCAqhKb7yhssK3M5T%2FDPYl5MHGhtMS6B4wdmjWcNApSrS0KSJLt8kAqr1bgXOwnr41neD%2FuDwW0SCZFfVUScvcMRKqzD11JKeGciZAvhTPZCWygkySsf01
http://educacion2020.cl/noticias/encuesta-educacion-2020-y-estado-de-animo-de-estudiantes-ante-la-pandemia-63-se-siente-aburrido-y-solo-un-3-esta-feliz-en-casa/
http://educacion2020.cl/noticias/encuesta-educacion-2020-y-estado-de-animo-de-estudiantes-ante-la-pandemia-63-se-siente-aburrido-y-solo-un-3-esta-feliz-en-casa/
http://educacion2020.cl/noticias/encuesta-educacion-2020-y-estado-de-animo-de-estudiantes-ante-la-pandemia-63-se-siente-aburrido-y-solo-un-3-esta-feliz-en-casa/

Barriers in promoting childhood participation in Chilean public policies

decreto N° 1718 de 2011, del Ministerio de Educacion. (N° de publicacion 1126).
Santiago, Chile.

Ministry of Social Development and Family of Chile (2015). Comisién de Familia aprueba
por unanimidad la idea de legislar el Proyecto de Ley de Garantias de Derechos
de la Nifiez. https://n9.cl/dOmyv0

National Congress of Chile (2011). Law No. 20.084. Establece un sistema de
responsabilidad de los adolescentes por infracciones a la ley penal. Santiago,
Chile. Ministerio de Justicia de Chile.

https://www.bcn.cl/leychile/navegar?idNorma=244803

National Youth Social Reintegration Service (2023). Etapas de Implementacion.

https://www.reinsercionjuvenil.cl/etapas-de-implementacion/

Network of Childhood and Youth NGOs Chile (2014). Informe al Comité de los Derechos del
Nino de las Naciones Unidas sobre la aplicacién de la Convencion de los
Derechos del Nifio en Chile.

https://www.focosocial.cl/ver_portada_publicaciones.php?cod=40&tip=4&cat=4

Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD). (2020). HOW'S LIFE?
2020. Retrieved from https://www.oecd.org/chile/Better-Life-Initiative-country-
note-Chile.pdf

Ombudsman for Children (2020). Annual Report 2020: Human rights of children and
adolescents in Chile. https://www.defensorianinez.cl/informe-anual/wp-
content/uploads/2020/11/ia2020.pdf

Ombudsman for Children (2022). Informe Anual 2022. Derechos Humanos de Nifias, Nifios
y Adolescentes en Chile. https://www.defensorianinez.cl/informe-anual-
2022/#const

QSR International (2025). About NVivo. QSR International Help. Retrieved September 12.

https://help-nv.gsrinternational.com/20/win/Content/about-nvivo/about-nvivo.htm

Statista Research Department (2023). Income per capita by country in South America 2022.
https://www.statista.com/statistics/913999/south-america-income-per-
capita/#:~:text=Which%20are%20the%20largest%20Latin,countries%20and%20
territories%20hold%20the

United Nations (UN). (1989). Convention on the Rights of the Child.
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Professionalinterest/UNCRC.pdf

United Nations (UN). (2010). Evaluacion Conjunta del Pais. Sistema de las Naciones
Unidas en Chile.

pag. 84


https://www.focosocial.cl/ver_portada_publicaciones.php?cod=40&tip=4&cat=4
https://www.defensorianinez.cl/informe-anual-2022/#const
https://www.defensorianinez.cl/informe-anual-2022/#const
https://help-nv.qsrinternational.com/20/win/Content/about-nvivo/about-nvivo.htm?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/ProfessionalInterest/UNCRC.pdf

ISSN 2362-194X Journal de Ciencias Sociales Afio 13 N° 25

United Nations (UN). (2018). Informe de la investigacion relacionada en Chile en virtud del
articulo 13 del Protocolo facultativo de la Convencion sobre los Derechos del
Nifio relativo a un procedimiento de comunicaciones.
https://www.defensorianinez.cl/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/2018-Informe-del-
Comit%C3%A9-de-los-Derechos-de-la-Ni%C3%B1ez.pdf

Valdivieso, P. (2007). Instrumentos de participacién para el nivel comunal en las politicas
publicas: diagnostico y propuesta. Web Pontificia Universidad Catélica de Chile
Retrieved from https://politicaspublicas.uc.cl/wp-
content/uploads/2015/02/instrumentos-de-participacion-para-el-nivel-comunal-

en-las-politicas-publicas.pdf

Waissbluth, M. (2020). Origenes y Evolucién del Estallido Social en Chile.
https://www.mariowaissbluth.com/descargas/mario_waissbluth_el_estallido_soci

al_en_chile_v1_feb1.pdf

®' £v Esta obra esta bajo una Licencia Creative Commons Atribucion 4.0 Internacional. pag. 85


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.es
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.es
https://www.defensorianinez.cl/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/2018-Informe-del-Comit%C3%A9-de-los-Derechos-de-la-Ni%C3%B1ez.pdf
https://www.defensorianinez.cl/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/2018-Informe-del-Comit%C3%A9-de-los-Derechos-de-la-Ni%C3%B1ez.pdf
https://politicaspublicas.uc.cl/wp-content/uploads/2015/02/instrumentos-de-participacion-para-el-nivel-comunal-en-las-politicas-publicas.pdf
https://politicaspublicas.uc.cl/wp-content/uploads/2015/02/instrumentos-de-participacion-para-el-nivel-comunal-en-las-politicas-publicas.pdf
https://politicaspublicas.uc.cl/wp-content/uploads/2015/02/instrumentos-de-participacion-para-el-nivel-comunal-en-las-politicas-publicas.pdf
https://www.mariowaissbluth.com/descargas/mario_waissbluth_el_estallido_social_en_chile_v1_feb1.pdf
https://www.mariowaissbluth.com/descargas/mario_waissbluth_el_estallido_social_en_chile_v1_feb1.pdf

