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[bookmark: _yrbu03dvmkge]1	Overview
	[bookmark: _oikyw4thy95x]This evidence review summarizes the findings on interventions to benefit children on the move. Children on the move, as a group, can include children on their own or with families of various ages, social strata, countries of origin, or causes for travel. 
[bookmark: _coq8yfcoqdhp]Interventions for children on the move must address the complex nature of migration with the gendered components as well as age differences, and cultural considerations.
[bookmark: _qy49hgdjfe4w]
[bookmark: _gxpqse5x0xvo]As the context for interventions for children on the move varies widely depending on where on the journey they are encountered, adaptation to the context, the individual’s legal status and the child’s culture is important. Each subpopulation within children on the move requires specific adaptations to best meet their needs and even to locate them, no group is “better off” or has “less” risks than others. Building trust and reducing fears among the potential intervention participants is necessary as the children may have been conditioned to fear and distrust authorities as they travel, for fear of unequal treatment, violence, or deportation. The authorities and local organizations may also need their own programs to build up capacity and improve the services offered. 
[bookmark: _76ddl5z8d3r8]
[bookmark: _8i3xa42rg4z6]The overarching evidence gap is that there is a lack of robust, in-depth studies on what intervention components and types “work” when addressing the needs of children on the move. There are also gaps in utilizing digital spaces and technology; disaggregated data sets; programs for women and children left in countries of origin who plan to migrate to rejoin male family members, and how case management can benefit children on the move. 
[bookmark: _gr3ytoof2i6a]
[bookmark: _o7v61v39zlic]Evidence has been found for humanitarian programs implemented for Children on the Move addressing child protection risks in the areas of risk awareness raising through guides and mobile cinema, psychosocial support through education boxes, service referrals in the community, and child labor protection programs. Inter-agency and transnational agreements offer promise in improving capacity and cooperation between NGOs and national governments to improve services to children and to increase child protection legislation. Fewer interventions were identified  that fell under the child protection strategies category[footnoteRef:0] as compared to child protection risks. The child protection strategies interventions fell under care of the child in the family environment  - such as family reunification or alternative care - and community protection bodies - such as  Community-based Child Protection Committees (CBCPCs), and Local Committees for Disaster Risk Management . In general, the evidence is limited resulting in low-quality confidence scores but the outcomes do point to generally positive results.  [0:  “Child protection strategies” and “Child protection risk” are categories defined within  ‘Minimum Standards for Child Protection in Humanitarian Action’ (2019) ] 
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Children on the Move Evidence to Action (E2A), Research and Innovation at the IRC	
[bookmark: _ae5y1i6xx3l2]1 	Key Findings 
	What background information is available?
	· Children on the move is a large group that can include children on their own or with families, of various ages, social strata, countries of origin, or causes for travel;
· While the assumption is that women and girls face more challenges than boys and men, the literature indicates that each group has their own challenges, they are just different not more or less than;
· Women and girls may stay more hidden on the journey and not seek medical help to avoid being left behind by their group or being trafficked. They are also less likely to be granted asylum in Europe than men and boys;
· Men and boys are less often targeted by interventions and when they are targeted, those programs are less well supplied. Housing and psychosocial wellbeing are challenges for these groups;
· As the context for interventions for children on the move varies widely depending on where on the journey they are encountered, adaptation to the context, the legal status of the child, and the child’s culture is important;
· Especially at risk groups - stateless, undocumented, children, women, LGBTQIA+, etc - are known to avoid transit hubs and other especially visible locations, making identifying and providing service to, difficult;
· Children are shown to have little trust in humanitarian organizations and have accompanying fears that must be addressed;
· Community services likely need capacity building to work in partnerships and provide quality services, increasing the ability to reach at risk groups that may try to remain hidden.

	Where are the gaps in the evidence?
	· There are significant geographic and gender-and-age disaggregated gaps in data sets with at risk groups - women and girls, undocumented, LGBTQIA+, stateless, persons with disabilities, etc ;
· There is little literature on those that move second - the women and children who are left in the country of origin after adult male family members migrate first;
· There are few recommendations and considerations at the intersection of considerations for protection of children on the move and the changing digital landscape;
· Mobile phone usage may be limited by prior experience and threats of violence from smugglers if used;
· Children in some contexts at least prefer to use phones to contact family, not receive information, and prefer voice or video over text-based communication; 
· There has been little research on how case management can be utilized to address the needs of children on the move;
· The overarching gap is that there is a lack of robust, in-depth studies on what intervention components and types “work” when addressing the needs of children on the move.

	What is the evidence on interventions addressing child protection risks? 
	· Interventions to address child protection risks can be applied at any stage of the child’s journey, although while there is overlap between the interventions applicable for mid and end-stages along the journey, there is less of an overlap with interventions appropriate for the country of origin before migration begins;
· Safe employment guides and mobile cinema have been shown to be able to reach their target audiences and positively impact targeted outcomes;
· Psychosocial support programs have been shown to have largely positive outcomes for child wellbeing and can be done through education boxes or direct services to children and parents. However, the results have been reported over a shorter time period;
· Service referrals in the community have limited evidence but are thought to have a strengthening effect on services and the community;
· Child labor protection programs have mixed to positive results;
· Inter-agency and transnational agreements offer promise in improving capacity and cooperations between NGOs and with national governments to improve services to children and to increase child protection legislation.

	What is the evidence on interventions addressing child protection strategies? 
	· There are fewer interventions that fall under this category as compared to child protection risks but those that are available show promise with generally positive results and a reported strengthening effect on associated services and organizations; 
· Many of the programs provide limited operational or impact evidence but generally report at least some positive end results. 
· There is limited evidence on the impact of the physical care of the child programs - such as family reunification or alternative care but what was reported was positive;
· Cross-border agreements offer the opportunity to protect children at risk of trafficking or who have been trafficked. NGOs can exchange information on missing or spotted children and lobby for bilateral legal agreements to increase protection. 
· Safe employment guides in Latvia were viewed as a success in improving risk awareness to children and adolescents seeking employment (15). Of the children who saw the information from 3 or more sources, 100% sought an employment contract of some kind, as compared to the 64% who saw none of the information.
· Community protection bodies - such as  Community Child Protection Committees (CCPs), Local Committees for Disaster Risk Management (CLGRC) - have been implemented for several outcomes, not just to benefit children on the move. The COM-related evidence is positive but limited. The evidence from child labor is low to moderate quality but shows a generally positive outcome trend. 


[bookmark: _2n23egc9bbq0]
EVIDENCE BASE 
The literature search for this summary was conducted between April 15 and April 18, 2022. Utilizing keywords identified through the scoping process, based upon concepts and key questions, the searches were run on sector humanitarian portals as well as academic search engines and databases. Additional literature was identified through IRC resources. The included literature went through a two-step filtering process, once through the title-abstract review which resulted in 99 pieces of literature then going through the full-text review which resulted in the 19 pieces included in this evidence summary. Using the E2A critical appraisal tool[footnoteRef:1]All of the relevant included literature was evaluated for its confidence measure, with averaged impact and operational scores falling in the low confidence range. The measures and types of literature may be found in the bibliography [1:  The confidence measurements are derived from the 2021 version of the Evidence to Action Confidence Appraisal tool. The tool is in development as of writing but the scores are accurate to the tool as of December 1, 2021. The tool is meant to help assess the evidence according to field-standard measures of regions and quality of humanitarian and development studies including costing information, applicability to a specific context, the inclusion of vulnerable peoples in design and impact, etc. Operational and impact evidence is assessed separately but may come from the same pieces of literature if that study and published piece include the evidence. The key to understanding the confidence scores reflected in the bibliography, is included at the end of this document. ] 

[bookmark: _jxexl1f3cr5u]2	Background
[bookmark: _nqbt025s2c1p]Who are children on the move?
Children on the move encompasses any individual - largely under the age of 18 years old - who has left their country of origin. The motivations for this travel vary by context, gender, age group, and social strata. Within a single region, the motivations for travel vary greatly. A literature review of mixed migration for children and youth summarized this problem in research and response for just one region as, “The multiplicity of drivers, characteristics and protection risks related to child and youth migration within, through and from various parts of the Horn of Africa calls for a complex, multi-leveled and geographically diverse programmatic response involving multiple actors” (10). 
[bookmark: _g18r7vrtahjh]How does gender factor into migration experiences?
A literature review on gender and migration found that while the assumption is that women and girls experience more vulnerabilities than men and boys, the reality seems to be that gender is only one vulnerability and all groups experience different hardships as a result of gender norms (9, 12). While women and girls may experience certain threats along their journey, being seen as a softer or easier target and at risk of gender based violence, those assumptions also mean that they are more likely to be the focus of beneficial interventions. As men and boys are assumed to be more adaptive or have fewer threats upon them, are less likely to be the intended primary beneficiary of an intervention. As one literature review noted, male refugees and migrants, “often lack a clear place within humanitarian response frameworks.” (12)

Women and girls face problems due to gender roles and the nature of their travel. A literature review noted that women and girls are more likely to travel in groups and due to the nature of travel and the need to be constantly on the move, those with health concerns including pregnancies, are less likely to request a pause or assistance, for fear of being left behind and therefore being put more at risk (9). The review noted that in some cases this leads to miscarriages due to a lack of medical attention. Another risk is at the end destination; the review noted that women and girls are also less likely than their male counterparts to be granted asylum upon arrival. 
 
“Among humanitarian actors, donors, and government agencies, there is a common perception that men are best able to look after themselves and negotiate the complexities of displacement unaided. Their specific vulnerabilities are often overlooked.” (12) The neglect from aid programs and the existing gender norms can mean men and boys “lock in” their emotions and are harder to access once programs are available. Men and boys are more likely to be detained and face more harassment and questioning from security and authorities as opposed to the GBV related harassment than women are more likely to face from multiple sources. Housing can also be a struggle to secure as gender and cultural norms may prevent unmarried men and boys from sharing a house with unrelated women and girls. In general, programming for men and boys was seen in the review as often being less well staffed and less well supplied as compared to programming for women and girls. 

Donors may present a problem when addressing gendered programming. “Donors’ gender policies, as well as international commitments such as the Declaration of commitment to end sexual violence in conflict, recognize the importance of working with boys and men, both as subjects of rights and needs and as important players for the construction of equal societies. But in practice, organisations and donors alike tend to equate gender equality programming with a focus on women – while those organisations which do recognise the gap in addressing the gendered needs of men and boys, can usually only address the issue by targeting men as a subgroup of their current projects.“(12)

	See 3 Gaps: Gender and Age groups’ experiences for more information on this topic



[bookmark: _yyabonm3g71b]What are the contexts in which programs for children on the move might be implemented?
Children on the move interventions, whether for unaccompanied children or those on the move with families, can occur at three points: at the country of origin, during the journey, and at the destination or endpoint of the journey. Each step of the journey has different kinds of threats and concerns and therefore the interventions to address these concerns for the children vary. As children move to seek economic opportunity, to reunite with family, or to escape unsafe environments the source context can be relatively stable but low resource, in a humanitarian crisis due to natural or violent events, or in a fragile or recovery context, likely again low-resource. The mid-stage and end touchpoints have an even wider range of contexts as children and families often travel through relatively stable contexts like Serbia, Italy, or Greece to reach stable contexts with more opportunities or greater legal protection (6, 13, 16). Keeping all of the aforementioned in mind, contextual adaptations are necessary for programming and no one intervention may be applied without alteration to all stages of a child’s journey (1, 2, 3, 10, 11). 

[bookmark: _pn7jacbdffy5]What are some of the known problems or challenges with children on the move?
Children on the move, especially unaccompanied children, try to avoid what they perceive as risks - which can include possible points of help. “Research by Save the Children (2018) showed that to protect themselves from abuse, children on the move may aim to stay invisible, choosing not to disclose their plans and avoiding locations where authorities may detect them” (7). So in these cases, while children may avoid authorities who might deport them or detain them, they may also be avoiding locations where they could receive aid from NGOs and by not disclosing their plans they may not be able to receive advice on avoiding risks, or may not be identified for aid.  The literature suggests that young children and women are more likely to be in hidden smuggling and trafficking networks that avoid transit hubs. Additionally, in one qualitative study, the local support volunteers and authorities reported that “they struggle to clearly spot all vulnerabilities as some are actively hidden by migrants or not visible at a first look. This includes survivors of SGBV, LGBTQI-identifying individuals, and underaged youth.” (7)

Along with struggling to identify children on the move, local, regional, and national authorities may lack the capacity to respond to migration. It is recommended that “Capacity building of police, immigration officials and border guards can also help protect children on the move, including how to identify children who are being trafficked or otherwise at risk for appropriate referral and response.” (10) A response capacity strengthening project in the eastern Africa region which was to be implemented in 2016 in Djibouti, Puntland, Somaliland, and possibly Ethiopia, and was to include “trainings and peer-to-peer exchanges with European public experts in relation to combating human smuggling and trafficking” (10). A review of the program results was not available. 

There are several fears among migrants that would need to be addressed or at least accounted for in programming. A qualitative study in Niger and Mali found that migrants’ fears could be summarized as, “- Fear of deportation or being forced to return”, “fear of being dissuaded or prevented from continuing journey”, “fear of being treated poorly by humanitarian staff, especially for women”, and “Fear that organizations collaborate with the police or local authorities” (10)

Generally, there is a low level of trust in humanitarian organizations among children on the move (11). In a qualitative study in Mali and Niger, 1/2 of the interviewed migrants in the sample believed organizations’ support would not meet their needs, 1/3 of the interviewees believed organizations do not provide assistance fairly and 1/3 of migrants believed there are risks in receiving support. The study noted that reasons for distrust were divided along gender lines. Distrust was passed on to newer migrants as peer-to-peer information sharing was identified as a key source of information, along with family members and smugglers. The organizations were not seen as “neutral” and when the organizations actively discouraged migrations - as opposed to informing on decreasing risks - that fostered further distrust among the migrants. While more information on the realistic offerings by the organizations reassured migrants, “uncoordinated visits and messages” fostered more suspicion, especially in contexts where migration was criminalized.

[bookmark: _pr7i2ofc4r5o]3	Gaps
[bookmark: _z7t1ih97k3ek]Gender and Age groups’ experiences
There is a lack of gender disaggregated evidence on migration outside of discrete data sets like Eurostat, meaning what evidence is present is biased towards certain places of origin and destinations (9, 10). A literature review describes it succinctly, “Very few studies focus on the different experiences and motivations of women and men, and almost never of girls and boys, highlighting significant data gaps.” (9) The review argued that data would be most helpful when disaggregated for gender, age groups, and other vulnerable statuses like sexuality and disability.

There has been a noted shift in gender balances between who migrates and who stays in the place of origin. It’s been seen that men are more likely to be the first ones to travel, with women and children remaining behind to migrate later. That means that while men must face the risks of migration without the same inter-family knowledge, the women and children must face the risks in the place of origin that initiated the migration, as well as potentially migrate to rejoin male family members. The review noted that little is known about those who are left behind during the initial migrations’ intentions and attitudes towards migration, highlighting another gap in the evidence. 

[bookmark: _x354x9ijfiqm]Technology for Supporting & Engaging Children & Families
A qualitative study and desk review found that there were few recommendations and considerations around the intersection of considerations for the protection of children on the move and the changing digital landscape (3). Further complicating the utilization of technology, qualitative interviews with migrants show that smugglers prevent mobile phone usage during trafficking through physical removal of the phone or threat of violence (13). However, when mobile phone usage is possible, there seems to be a preference for using it to contact family and not to gather information about migration routes or risks, according to one study in Bangladesh and Myanmar of children mid-migration (17). Due to varying levels of literacy, “children favor applications that allow voice or video transmission rather than text” (17). It should be noted that the study posited that other migrants such as Syrians moving into Europe as compared to the studied Southeast Asian migrants are more likely to have smartphones, and be more digitally literate. Using physical interventions like help centers, identified by an easily distinguishable and recognizable logo is recommended to help children receive help and to increase the uptake of technology on the journey (17). Further research is needed on how children on the move utilize technology in different contexts as it is clear that it varies from region to region and between age groups or social strata (10). Research is also needed on how to counter the understandable distrust associated with social media (13). 


The literature identified several potential barriers and risks that this gap causes: (3, 10, 13, 17)
· Children can lack trust in how their data is used or the amount of privacy they would have using the programming. This lack of trust can lead to exclusion from digital programing or other technology-based interventions (3). In one study 59% of mid-migration children felt access to social media and/or ICT could keep them safe despite 90% saying a mobile phone could be a useful tool and helpful for keeping children safe (17); 
· This lack of trust can be a viable concern as agencies can inadvertently expose children/children’s information when encouraging technology uptake or sharing their images or stories, or when sharing the child’s image or information with donors;
· In that vein, the information often collected by NGOs and agencies is highly sensitive and without proper encryption, non-personalization or anonymization, the children and/or their families can be put at risk. This risk increases with the addition of partner organizations or agencies;
· Testing technology on vulnerable populations like children on the move carries inherent risk. “Aid agencies may not have the same expertise in digital technology as the companies that provide the technology, so could be at a disadvantage when assessing the potential risks or harm that innovation might bring to migrating or displaced children”; (3)
· There is a noted lack of digital literacy in humanitarian actors as well as with children and/or their families. The lack of literacy can also accompany a lack of capacity for safeguarding children’s digital presence and implementing technological programming; 
· There is a distinct, “conspicuous” absence of technological innovations specifically for migrant children as opposed to migrant adults. One recent study was only able to identify Young Refugees.nrw as a viable technology and that is “a destination information application containing child-focused information for children settling in Norway.” (17) 

	Important Note: A number of technological innovations have been developed for migrants or have been utilized for migrant-focused programming, however most are targeting adults. Thorpe & Supaporn 2017 includes a list of the innovations as of their publication date along with descriptions. None are relevant for this evidence review’s scope. (17) 

Another innovation that has the potential to improve information management for case management including cross-border agreements and family unification is the open-source program Child Protection Information Management System / Primero™ (CPIMS+/Primero™). The first iteration began in 2013 and in 2020, the second version (Primero v2) was released as a web app and soon, a supported software (Primero X) will be available. It has been utilized in Guatemala with the cooperation of UNICEF and Guatemalan ministry of social affairs; other contexts include Papua New Guinea, Somalia, Thailand, South Africa, and Ethiopia. An evaluation of its impact does not appear to be available.



[bookmark: _bnfepyj73fi1]Addressing Smuggling
While smugglers or traffickers are often utilized to facilitate travel along the children’s journey, there is little literature on addressing the trafficking of these children. A qualitative study on the most vulnerable migrants found that there was suspicion between smugglers and aid organizations that referrals cannot be made and it is unclear how to incentivize these referrals (7). Further complicating these are the ethical and public relations concerns of aid organizations working directly with smugglers in a way that benefits the most vulnerable migrants - like children - without harming the reputation of the organization. Cross-border agreements to address trafficking offer some promise but may require other supportive programming to fully address smuggling and trafficking (8). 

	See 4 Key Interventions: Interventions addressing child protection risks for more information on cross-border agreements to address trafficking


[bookmark: _s3ovbpwa854n]
[bookmark: _xght3q5lxks]Case Management
Case Management is largely unexplored in unaccompanied children studies especially regarding general child protection programs, according to one systematic review (18). There is limited evidence and what is present is generally of “modest” quality. Putting the evidence in conversation with cultural adaptations was identified as especially important and lacking. The systematic review recommended that the humanitarian child protection sector should work to systematically [analyze] case management data, disaggregating by separation status and taking into account age, gender and other key variables related to child protection risks and vulnerabilities. 

Case management was included in the UNICEF Children on the Move in the Horn of Africa program (20) Activities to improve case management include, “ creation/adaptation of case management protocols and an … information management system.”  A qualitative evaluation found that, “The programme has generally contributed positively to child protection programming in the region, establishing/ strengthening case management, deploying the social service workforce, providing services to children, and addressing evidence gaps, aligning broadly with what ministries with responsibility for children are striving to do” but “More advocacy is required to secure government commitment to COTM and address national capacity gaps.” Case management overlapped with cross-border agreements and cooperations, which could increase scale but also require support and capacity building. Sustainability of the program, including the case management components had a number of caveats for example, “if governments allocate resources to sustain ongoing initiatives such as the rolling out of case management assessment tools and protocols” as well as “If social workers trained under the programme are hired to support interventions via the child protection frameworks promoted” with the acknowledgement that low pay made retention difficult.

The program also tried to follow the children’s cases along their migration route in Egypt and Sudan through cross-border cooperation, however the study found, “no case conferencing, a lack of access to legal support, no interim care arrangements, and no access to social workers.” The evaluation concluded that the expectations were set too high for a relative short turnaround period. 

	See 3 Gaps: Technology for Supporting & Engaging Children & Families for more information on the information system “Primero”
See 4 Key Interventions: Interventions addressing child protection risks for more information on cross-border agreements to address trafficking



[bookmark: _lmrppbedjbq]Research on Unaccompanied Children on the Move & Children with Families 
Like many areas of humanitarian research, there is a lack of robust research on interventions to benefit children on the move (4, 1, 10). As one literature review on mixed migration generally noted, “The main challenges [of conducting a review] revolved around the operational relevance of the evidence produced, information management, and coordination between research and field operations. Future programming should better integrate rapid research mechanisms and broader, longer-term research.” (1) Another even more recent review notes that there is a, “Lack of counterfactual [studies on what interventions “work” for children on the move]. Only 20 studies (less than a quarter) included a counterfactual, while 15 involved a pre-post intervention comparison. Relatively few studies compared impacts on participants and non-participants or reported substantial reflection on how far findings were attributable to project activity.” (4) That review also noted that lack of controlled trials meant that it is difficult to conclusively determine which intervention components were effective as many programs for children on the move are multi-component and without isolated testing. 

	Important Note: A literature review gap map was developed in 2020 by ODI on interventions to protect and benefit children on the move. The evidence included in the gap map is reflected in the summaries of this evidence review along with additional evidence and literature. The gap map should be reviewed as a reference point into many of the gaps that exist when addressing the needs of children on the move. 



[bookmark: _fv01tbcfzrw]4	Key Interventions 

[bookmark: _iloknd35j9s5]Interventions addressing child protection risks 
Interventions addressing child protection risks are categorized as falling under Pillar 2: Standards on child protection risks of the ‘Minimum Standards for Child Protection in Humanitarian Action’ (2019) which includes standards 7 through 13 ‘Dangers and injuries’, ‘Physical and emotional maltreatment’, Sexual and gender-based violence (SGBV)’, ‘Mental health and psychosocial distress’, ‘Children associated with armed forces or armed groups’, ‘Child labour’, and ‘Unaccompanied and separated children’. 

In almost all cases, the children themselves were the primary beneficiaries. Programs have been implemented for them in the areas of risk awareness raising through guides and mobile cinema, psychosocial support through education boxes, service referrals in the community, and child labor protection programs. Inter-agency and transnational agreements offer promise in improving capacity and cooperations between NGOs and with national governments to improve services to children and to increase child protection legislation.  Many of the programs provide limited operational or impact evidence but generally report at least some positive end results. 

	What part of migration does this address?
	All three stages (initial, during the journey, and destination) may be targeted by these programs but initial touchpoint programs did not overlap with other touchpoints, unlike some that occurred during the journey and at the destination. 
	Where has this been implemented? 
	LMICs including Mozambique, Guinea, and Senegal; host communities in LMICs as well as some HICs like Latvia; some interventions utilized schools or educational sites; stable and fragile

	What is the intended beneficiary?
	The children themselves were the primary beneficiaries but in host community interventions, the communities became the secondary beneficiary (4, 5). Parents may also benefit if they are involved in psychosocial support programs (5). In mobile cinema programs, only adolescents as well as young adults were the intended audience (6, 14). 

	
	

	Who has implemented it?
	In some cases, the programs have been clearly implemented primarily by large I/NGOs with support by local service providers and activities (5, 8). Implementation organizations are partners that are less easily identified in others (4). For the mobile cinema, it was a joint collaboration between AICS, the Italian Ministry of Interior, and IOM (6, 14).



Intervention Description 
Child Labor: A literature review noted that there were often simultaneous activities when addressing complex problems around children on the move - like reducing child labor in this population - and can include activities like, “child protection surveillance, advocacy on policy/legal reforms, workforce strengthening, awareness-raising or educational support.” (4)

Psychosocial Support:  A recent literature review found 48 interventions which utilized mental health and psychosocial support (MHPSS) components for children on the move (4). These interventions included activities like creative arts, play, group therapy, and counseling, and the review  noted that the majority of the MHPSS components were provided through safe/child-friendly spaces camps and/or host communities. In these studies the indicators included reducing children’s anxiety, depression and aggressive behavior, and increasing hope for the future. In Mozambique, a MHPSS intervention also addressed service referrals and local community protection bodies (5). In that program, MHPSS services were directly given to parents and children when they were in the pilot communities, although children were the primary audience. The primary barriers were lack of financial support and the limited scale of the program, increased capacity is needed to continue to reach vulnerable children. 

In an effort to create self-contained educational tools that supply basic psychosocial support (PSS)  that could also benefit the psychosocial wellbeing of children on the move, Save the Children partnered with C31 – Centre for Creating a Culture of Children’s Rights and the Centre for Youth Integration, a local organization that did most of the development and test (16). The boxes were themed but content and container were adjustable to the individual contexts. Regardless, each box contained,
“• A set of materials (various ready-made, semi-structured and unstructured materials) that invite     exploration and dialogue within a certain thematic framework;
• Suggestions and ideas on possible ways to use the Box; 
• Box diary – a book to document the use of the Box in Program creation; 
• Physical box that contains the above-mentioned components.”
The boxes were part of child friendly spaces and reception spaces. The themes included:   “This is me” Box, “Playful” Box, “Catch a Good Feeling” Box, “Craft” Box ,“Eco” Box, “Movement” Box,  “Drama” Box, “Camp Citizen” Box, “Map of the Journey” Box,  “Our Story in English” Box,  “Citizen of the World” Box. They gave the children spaces to explore their identity and journey as well as a way to process their feelings.

Risk Awareness-building: To address risk awareness in home communities, a mobile cinema program was implemented in Guinea, Senegal and elsewhere in West Africa (6, 14). The program was designed to provide a sort of peer to peer communication between former migrants and potential migrants by showing films of both fictional and true accounts of migration as well as utilizing workshops, theater performances, dancing, and “other activities”. Over two months the CinemArena program was shown for over 16,000 people in 32 villages and over two years, it was shown in more than 200 villages in Côte d’Ivoire, Gambia, Guinea, Nigeria and Senegal. To see if the program was reaching the right audience in Guinea, there was a treatment village of 1739 women and men who had previously considered migrating and were willing to attend the event (6). The comparison village saw a different film series than the treatment film set. In Senegal, to test the impact of the discussions, an information event which had a movie screening containing personal testimonials of negative experience of migrants that returned to Senegal followed by a face-to-face discussion between the audience and returnees present at every event (14). The control villages or groups saw a “placebo” movie unrelated to migration, which was not followed by a discussion. The target age in Senegal was 18 to 35 - which while the primary age group for migration to Europe is outside the bounds of Children on the Move. 

In Latvia, guides were developed to assist children on the move develop a greater awareness of the risks that they may face (15). The guide was developed by a local NGO and included warning signs and general warnings about human trafficking, advice on legal status, and how to check if a job offer is legitimate. It was not framed necessarily as a guide to avoid trafficking but a way to be aware of job risks when seeking employment outside of the country. The impact of the guide was evaluated through a baseline and endline survey.

UNICEF developed and disseminated “education and communication materials highlighting alternatives to unsafe and irregular migration, risks of movement, safe pathways, available services along migration corridors was proposed. Dissemination included through social media and identified social workers and established protection desks” (20) Child protection desks - places where children could seek information and services - were set along the migratory routes and “key transit points”. 
Service Referrals: The psychosocial program in Mozambique, “Strengthening  Protection  for  Vulnerable Populations  and  Improving  access  to  Psychosocial Support to Displaced Children in Emergency Settings in Mozambique” also included the creation of service referral pathways (5).

Save the Children implemented a service that created a referral system for vulnerable children, network of foster families for unaccompanied children, and safe spaces for play and learning in Liberia in response to the crisis in the Cote d'Ivoire (4). Limited information is available on the components of the intervention. 

Inter-organization and Transnational Agreements: To respond to the child trafficking between Albania and Greece, Terre des Hommes developed the ‘Transnational Action against Child Trafficking’  to enable NGOs in the two countries involved to coordinate their protection activities, in this case Terre des Hommes in Albania, where children were recruited, and ARSIS in Greece, where children on the move were exploited (8). The actions in the agreement included exchanging information about individual children who had gone missing in Albania or been spotted in Greece. The two NGOs also lobbied for their respective governments to develop a bilateral agreement that would ensure coordinated protection of the children concerned

Results, Challenges, and Recommendations
Child Labor: A literature review noted that the few child labor addressing interventions for refugee and migrant children usually in host communities, 11 reported a decrease in labor but 8 found no change (4). The commonality for the interventions with the improvements was a clear focus on combating child labor. In these cases, livelihood interventions were found to be largely “ineffective”. 

Psychosocial Support:Of the 48 MHPSS-involved interventions in a recent literature review, 37 report positive outcomes for the children, 1 reported negative or “deterioration” in children's psychosocial wellbeing, and in total 7 reported no change in “some” indicators” (4). Positive outcomes were associated with engaging family members, therefore it can be assumed that children moving with families were the beneficiary in that case. In general “Psycho-education, cognitive behavioral therapy, and joint sessions for youth from refugee, migrant and host communities (including community planning) helped children build resilience, improved integration, and increased their hope for the future.” (4) 

In Mozambique, the parents and children who received direct psychosocial assistance reported positive changes of behavior (5). 4470 individuals benefited from the multi-component programming, surpassing the target 4000 beneficiaries. (5) There were reported positive impacts and perceptions by children, parents, and the community at large and those parties all had increased knowledge of children’s rights and available services. The study noted that, “Important synergies have been created between the different stakeholders, namely, the provincial government, district services for health and social assistance, INGC, community leaders, activists and parents as demonstrated by the use of referral pathways/mechanisms that are cross-cutting to all stakeholders.” That community leadership buy-in was considered essential to program success. While vague, the study also noted that, "The costs were proportional to the results achieved as all deliverables were completed” and “the project was cost effective and efficient as all activities were delivered on time.” It should be noted that, “The increase in the number of children supported [above the target beneficiary number] is due to the committed work of trained activists [who assisted in case referrals and management]. Despite being assigned 30 children, all activists interviewed reported to have given support to more children than the targeted number.”

The boxes of wonder were described in the case study as, “During the development and testing of the approach we found that many of the activities combined PSS and learning components and slight adjustments to the intervention could overcome the serious gap in access to educational opportunities for children on the move. It also became clear that increased emotional stability gained through psychosocial support interventions supported the learning process and, from February to June 2017 we focused on exploring and further developing ways to use the content of the boxes to create structured educational activities. The Boxes of Wonder methodology was widely recognized as a promising practice for PSS activities and for education, including by a consortium of Save the Children, UNHCR and Pearson in September 2017.” (16)

Risk Awareness-Building:  The mobile cinema in Guinea was successful in reaching the target audience of individuals planning to migrate within the next 24 months, of those who planned to migrate 1:5 had made any preparations prior to the film screening. (6). “Most” treatment village attendees remembered key messages three months after attending the viewing and most said they would like to receive more migration information in the future. The screening increased irregular migration danger awareness by 10%; knowledge of financial risks of irregular migration increased by 23%; stated intention to migrate to Europe without a visa reduced by 10%; positive perceptions of future economic opportunities at home increased by 19% following the screening. The results of the treatment village were mixed in regard to the perception of specific migration risks; “exploitation” and “expulsion” were more likely to be perceived as a key risk but there were no effects, and partly negative effects, on risk perceptions related to “lack of food and water” “sickness” and “ship wreckage/sinking.” Hindering the analysis of the test, no transcripts of the participants' discussions were available. 

In Senegal, “The findings [for the test of film and discussion versus unrelated film] indicate that participation in the events increased risk awareness and subjective information levels,and reduced the intention to migrate irregularly.We found noeffectson factual knowledge on migration to Europe. Further analyses reveal that risk perceptions are strongly associated with intentions to migrate irregularly.” (14)

The safe employment guides in Latvia were viewed as a success in improving risk awareness (15). Of the children who saw the information from 3 or more sources, 100% sought an employment contract of some kind, as compared to the 64% who saw none of the information. All told, 64% of the surveyed youth were exposed to at least some of the guide’s messages and 47% reported being exposed to the information from three or more sources during the program’s campaign. The saturation rate and the response to the information was credited in the study as a sign of the guides leading to children taking better precautions and being more aware of their risks. 

For the UNICEF COTM program, the evaluation noted that, “In practice, however, asylum seekers and refugees, particularly from some nationalities, benefited from more attention and support than others” highlighting an equitability concern child protection interventions have when interacting with multiple populations. (20) Due to the need for governmental buy-in, it is not clear if the desks are a sustainable solution. It also noted that, “Vulnerable children and communities will not continue to get improved access to information safe migration options unless there is a concerted effort to disseminate such information.”

Service Referrals:  As mentioned in the findings of the MHPSS portion of the Mozambique program, the pathways for service referrals were seen as strengthened as a result of the program (5). At the endline, 2 provinces and 5 districts demonstrated an improved capacity to prevent and respond to protection risks in emergencies and there was one reported instance of the referral pathway being used to provide care for a vulnerable individual. As part of the program,  the activists trained by the program reported improved knowledge on children’s rights and referral pathways for situations of abuse.  “Important synergies have been created between the different stakeholders,namely, the provincial government, district services for health and social assistance, INGC, community leaders, activists and parents as demonstrated by the use of referral pathways/mechanisms that are cross cutting to all stakeholders. “

In Liberia, a desk review and qualitative study of the referral services found that there was an “Increase in children’s access to child protection services and inputs. Community based structures were set up, including coordination with relevant local, county and national-level stakeholders. Agreements were established to move a rights-based agenda forward in the future. [There were] no changes in children’s reported experiences of violence and GBV.” (4)

	Important note to improve interagency and trans-border cooperation: Terre des Hommes and ARSIS contributed to the preparation of a draft for a cooperation agreement between the two governments “on the protection of unaccompanied children, trafficked children and children at risk of being trafficked” (8). The study noted that settling on final language for the legislation took some time, a reminder that governmental interventions can be protracted and may not have necessarily immediate efficacy. The study also noted that “many NGOs find it difficult to establish what sort of intervention is most likely to be in the best interests of the child” and that the line between children on the move and trafficked children can overlap.  This then means that NGOs may need to learn how to identify and respond to the needs of trafficked children on the move. 

A literature review on children on the move recommended that organizations addressing this kind of mixed migration should strengthen coordination and partnerships by, “Explor[ing] and strengthen[ing] partnerships to supplement a systemic approach and protection and care of children and youth across all phases of mobility that connects responses between areas of origin, transit and destination” and they should “Strengthen links between humanitarian and development programming that can contribute to the reduction and mitigation of unsafe migration, including access to education and the elimination of gender discrimination – which may make girls and women more vulnerable to irregular migration and associated risks.” (10) Coordination is also credited with improving reunification efforts and improving community engagement (18). 

UNICEF also utilized cross-border agreements in its COTM in the Horn of the Africa program (20). An evaluation found that cross-border cooperation takes significant time for planning and implementation. See 3 Gaps: Case Management, and 4 Key Interventions: Addressing Child Protection Risks: Risk Awareness-Building for more information can be found on this.



Operational Considerations
Communication: Language is an ever present barrier and programs should be careful to find languages that participants are comfortable communicating in (5, 6). Additionally, participants may already be uncomfortable talking about sensitive topics like child abuse, making data collection difficult (5)

[bookmark: _9il3a579jc9c]Interventions addressing child protection strategies
Interventions addressing child protection risks are categorized as falling under Pillar 3: Standards to develop adequate strategies of the ‘Minimum Standards for Child Protection in Humanitarian Action’ (2019) which includes standards 14 through 20: ‘Applying a socio-ecological approach to child protection programming’, ‘Group activities for child well-being’, ‘Strengthening family and caregiving environments’, ‘Community-level approaches’, Case management’, ‘Alternative care’, and ‘Justice for children’.

There are less interventions that fall under this category as compared to child protection risks with little to no programming addressing the needs of children who have been trafficked. The interventions identified fall under physical care of the child - such as family reunification or alternative care - and community protection bodies - such as  Community Child Protection Committees (CCPs), Local Committees for Disaster Risk Management (CLGRC). There is limited evidence on the impact of physical care of the child programs.

	What part of migration does this address?
	Mid-journey and destinations were the primary touchpoints
	Where has this been implemented? 
	LMICs including Mozambique, camps or host communities, stable and fragile contexts

	What is the intended beneficiary?
	The programs benefited unaccompanied children on the move and/or children with families. Communities may also benefit from capacity strengthening activities meant to protect children (5). 

	
	

	Who has Implemented it?
	In some cases, the programs have been clearly implemented primarily by large I/NGOs with support by local service providers and activities (5). It is difficult to determine the implementers of other programs but they are also likely NGO implementations. 



Intervention Descriptions
Physical Child Care: The majority of the 38 care of children on the move interventions found a recent literature review focused on reunification in emergency contexts or on alternative care in more stable contexts (4). The interventions were wide ranging and included community surveillance for children on the move, case management, alternative care capacity strengthening including economic strengthening. Operational details were not provided

Community Protection Bodies: In Mozambique, a MHPSS intervention also addressed service referrals and local community protection bodies (5). Benefitting fromthe capcity building efforts were Community Child Protection Committees (CCPs), Local Committees for Disaster Risk Management (CLGRC) and to some extent District Reference Groups on Child Protection and Combating Human Trafficking (DRG). 

Results, Challenges, and Recommendations
Alternative Child Care: In a literature review of interventions for children on the move, there were 33 total studies that focussed on care of the child in question with 28 positive “shifts” as well as 10 of which reported no change in at least on outcome indicator (4). It was reported that for unaccompanied children generally, “Interventions that led to improvements in effective family tracing and reunification successfully strengthened case manage-ment systems, facilitating the identification of children requiring support, and speeding up processes of tracing and reunification”. Additional, “training and financial support for foster families proved successful in strengthening emergency foster care for separated children in crisis contexts. Limited evidence indicates that group therapy and efforts to build trust and relax security measures may reduce ‘disappearances’ from reception facilities into more harmful situations.”  There was “tentative” evidence that economic strengthening activities “enhanced” temporary or alternative caregiver capacity. 

Community Protection Bodies: The integration and buy-in with local leadership and governmental bodies was seen as essential to the success of the MHPSS program in Mozambique (5). In all, there was reported capacity growth among the community protection bodies targeted by the program. 

	See the Child Labor Evidence Review for more information on Child Protection Committees with a specific focus on reduction of child labor instead of children on the move. While the evidence is limited in quality and quantity, the impact is largely positive on reduction of child labor in the targeted communities. 
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