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Abstract: Problem statement: The street children handling through open househbieen developed

in Indonesia since 1998. One of street childrendhiag steps in open house is resocialization. This
study is conducted to evaluate the effect of redizaition program implemention in open house on the
street children and to determine how far such progreached its goalpproach: The design of this
study was program evaluation using quantitativer@gogh. This study used Context, Input, Process and
Product (CIPP) evaluation model by focusing onehoé four components of CIPP evaluation model
such as input, process and product. The populatidrsample of the study were administrator, fasilit
and street children chosen from 16 open housesamdihg City, West Java Province, Indonesia.
Results: The perception of administrator, facilitator atést children on input relevance was positive in
avarage level. The perception of administratorilifatr and street children on process was pasitiv
avarage and high level. This study also presemstiand process variables contribute significantly
toward the product variabl€oncluson/Recommendations. The street children resocialization program
in open house in Bandung, from input, process andyet components, is generally in average level,
there are still some weaknesses that can be handiedrder to reach the goal of street children
resocialization in open house, corrective action loa taken comprehensively and synergically by the
responsible ones.
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INTRODUCTION The efforts to protect, guide and recover their
_ _ attitude and behavior to social norms are very irtgud
There are about 150.000 street children into do. In handling the street children, there dmed
Indonesia spreaded in cities, especially big citiegyeneral approaches that are street based, cergeel ba
(Saripudinet al., 2008). Street children are children gng community based (DBKA, 1996; Silva, 1996).
who spend most of his time to earn for money ofyangling the street children through open house has
walking through the street or other public placgtseet  peen developed in Indonesia since 1998, whichds th
children face the situation in which their righte anot model of street children handling by using sucreehr
fully fulfilled, from education aspect, life contiity, approaches concurently. Since 1998 the open houses

gr(_)vvth and protection (BKSN, .200(.))' The Streethave been establishe throughout provinces, especial
children are susceptible to negative influenceanfro big cities

environment in the street so most of them haveasoci . . .
deviant. The general aim of open hou§e estgbllsment is
The street children are often identified as freiég ~ "€IPing the street children in handling their peshs
children who do not want to be regulated and ugweil  @nd deciding the alternatives of their needs
negative actions such as stealing, fighting, drigki fulfillment. Specifically, the aims of open house
using drugs, smelling glue, having free sex and etcestablishment are (a) reconstructing children’s
This condition happens due to strained relationshimttitude and behaviour according to the prevailed
with parents. There are without control and attmti norm and values in commmunity, (b) trying to return

in the street, even some of them are thrown out byhe children to their houses, if it is possible,take
their parents or they consciously leave their heuse o 1o center and other representative institstion

Living without parent may make the children free to.. .. . o . .
do everything. The influence of street and friends“c it is neede and (c) giving various service for

make their personality gradually adjust to the life children’s needs f_ulfillmeqt and prepa_ri_ng their
street people. The longer they live in the strelet, future to be productive and independent citizens.
stronger the influence on their attitude and bebravi The effort of street children handling in open $®u
(Ahmadet al., 2008). follows there 5 stages, as described in followirgy E.
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Fig. 1: Stages of Street Children Serv8irce: Adapted from DIBKS (1999)

One of important stages is learning preparatiorgiving advices continuously in which the childrere a
stage in which the street children follow resociaion, treted as objects. The street children are treated
which is the effort to reconstruct their attitudada subject of change on themselves. The prevailed
behavior based on social norm. Resocializatiorprinciple is that facilitators cooperate with theest
emphasizes the change of childrens’ attitude andhildren, not work for the street children. Faeildrs
behavior. It should be done before otherand street children discuss to formulate activjtgse
empowerment programs are given. Resocializatiortonsideration and give them spirit of selected reffim
gives knowledge, awareness and strength of selfthe end of resocialization, the street childrentasped
competence in facing daily life and solving theto be able to help themselves (DJBKS, 1999; Sanipud
problem. Therefore, the aim of resocializationtoést et al., 2008).
children in open house is to make the street olildr Some activities in street children resocialization
have good and positive attitude and life philosqphyare, firstly, general/ daily social guidance cotisg of
present good social behavior, the competence tdaily attitude and behavior such as: individual
regulate themselves in handling life obstacle (BKSN cleanliness, table manner, health keeping, speech
2000). manner, literacy, religion, home cleanliness, paren

In resocialization of street children, facilitadanse relationship, peer relationship, neighbor relatiops
friendship and equality principles. Although these a work safety, role induction, recreation, discussaom
still young, their experience in the street hasendm  teaching of social norms; secondly, case guidasce i
mature. Resocialization avoids instruction pattamid  guidance to handle difficulty in street childredife
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consisting of avoiding, decreasing and stoppinge How far does implementation of street children
smoking, drinking, using drugs, smelling glues, eatis resocialization in open house reach its goal from
from school, fighting, stealing, hating and competi the organizers’, facilitators’ and street children’
against parent and frinds. The street children perspective?
resocialization is conducted every time, especially Are there factors contributing the process of
when there is a problem need a guidance. Genexidy/ d implementation of street children resocializatian i
guidance is done continually every time. Case guida open house?
is done when the problem occurs and its handlimg ti
depends on the problem faced by the children, ¥ ma  The aim of this study is to evaluate the progrdm o
need short time or long time if the case is seriousstreet children resocialization in open house ailiad
(DJBKS, 1999). Bandung, West Java province, Indonesia from input,
The methods used in street children resocialimatio process and product aspects based on CIPP evaluatio
are (1) individual sosial guidance, which is guicewf  model by Stufflebeam (1971). Input evaluation iniels
children individually or one by one, either for geal  resocialization curriculum, facilitator's competenc
or case guidance; (2) group social guidance, wisch gyreet children, faciliies and learning media aspe
guidance conducted in group in giving materials/process evaluation includes guidance and learning,
information to all children or guidance for the dnen organizer, parent and Non Governmental Organization
whp_ have g'm'l"’.‘é.pmblﬁ%’ (3) _hon;]e_wsfn, ‘.’;’h'Ch (|js (NGO) involvement and program monitoring aspcets.
visiting and guiding children in their family an Meanwhile, product evaluation includes street abitd

involving parent and other family members. Such,__~. L . )
guidance and learning use discussion techniqu&gyiv 22:)’:23] good.aln(; F;\OSIFIVGJI]‘E ghnosophy Iandl adijﬁu |
g social behavior based on social values; se

advice, socio drama, role playing, quiz and testi ) :
Piaying, g 8 regulating competence, competence to handle life

reward and punishment, writing, story telling, giyi -2 X T i
motivation, advocacy, giving information, changing Qn‘flculty. This evaluation is _V|ewed from two aspis;
experience and sharing feeling. first, how far the program is relevant with theestr

The program of street children resocialization inchildren’s needs and second, evaluating how fah suc

open house has been startet since 1998. The robldpfiogram reches its goal.

today is how far the implementation of resocialmat

program reaches its goal. In fact, the number i&fest MATERIALSAND METHODS

children does not decrease significantly and street ) )

children’s social deviant is still high. Based ancls The study method used is program evaluation.

background, the evaluation of street childrenAccording to Singarimbun and Effendi (2008),

resocialization in open house is needed evaluation study has been more well-known nowadays
Therefore, this study is conducted to evaluate th&ecause various programs in society should be known

implementation of resocialization program in opentheir benefit. The principal question of this stusljrow

house on the street children and decide how fah sucfar the goal stated in the initial program is rezttor

program reaches its goal. This study uses Contexhas the signs that it can be reached. There areugar

Input, Process and Product (CIPP) evaluation modefinds of evaluation study models, in which Context,

stated by Stufflebeam (1971). The focus of thislnput, Process and Product (CIPP) by Stufflebeam

evaluation is on three main components such ag,inpu(1971) is used in this study by focusing on thrééoor

the implementation of street children resocial@atin ~ CIPP evaluation model components, which are input,

open house (process) and the goal reach (product).  process and product.

The evaluation of street children resocialization Population and sampel of the study are organizers,
open house tries to answer there following studyfacilitators and street children selected from Iro
guestions: houses in Bandung city, West Java province, Indanes

Such open houses are divided based on six areas in
 How far is the input relevance for the Bandung city such as Bojonagara, Cibeunying, Karees
implementation of street children resocialization i Tegallega, Ujungberung and Gedebage. The sample
open house from the organizers’, facilitators’ andnumber selection is based on the table arranged by
street children’ perspective? Krejcie and Morgan (1970). Based on organizer
* How far is the process of implementation of streetpopulation of 40 people, the appropriate numbe36s
children resocialization in open house from thEpeople; the appropriate number of facilitator samipl
organizers’, facilitators’ and street children’ 132 people from 200 people of facilitator populatio
perspective? and from 4526 people of street children populattbe,
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appropriate number of street children sample is 35Z4able 1: The whole mean score of input relevancstiefet children
people.Systematic random sampling is used to select resocialization in open house __
respondents from 16 open houses in Bandung city. Mean Deviation

. . . . . . Variable score standard Interpretation
The instrument used in this study_ls questionnaires ricoiom 322 0.60 Avarage
Three questionnaire sets are provided, Set 1 fogacilitator 3.46 0.67 Avarage
organizers, Set 2 for facilitators and untuk fésitr  Street Children 3.24 0.71 Avarage
dan Set 3 for street children. Before conducting th Facilties 273 0.75 Avarage
Learning Media 3.18 0.94 Avarage

study in field, questionnaire trials are conduatedbur
open houses in Bandung city with 100 I‘eSpondem?able 2: The whole mean score of street childresoaialization

consisting of organizers, facilitators and strdeldcen. program in open house implementation process

From the result of instrument (questionnaire) $idhe Mean Deviation

Alpha Cronbach reliability index for the three sets is Variable score standard __Interpretation
0.70-0.87. According to Thorndike (1997), alpharsauf gUidaf_‘CE and I'-eami“tg 33;'38 c?-f; AA"erage
0.6 may be accepted or rejected, it means thagatimed 5 90" T e a7 081 g’gﬁge
alpha score from instrument trials proves that suckrogram Monitoring 3.82 0.68 High

instrument is reliable to be used. Questionnaita @a
analyzed using descriptive statistic and inferenggh as  Table 3: The whole mean score of street childresaialization in
frequency, percentage, mean, ANOVA and Multiple open house product

. . . . Mean Deviation
regression using SPSS for Windows version 12. Variable score standard  Interpretation
Good Life Philosophy and Attitude 3.29 0.60 Average
RESULTS Presenting social attitude 3.71 0.58 High
based on social norms
. o : s Self-regulating competence 3.23 0.68 Average
Curiculum, facilitators, street children, fac#is Competence to handle fife difficulty 3.27 077 Page

and learning media are variables contained in input
components of this study. Table 1 presents wholenme From such analysis, it can be concluded that there
score for curriculum, facilitators, street children significant difference of organizers’, facilitatorand
facilities and learning media. Generally, the ofgars, street children’s perspectives in the process afest
facilitators and street children have positive scor  children resocialization implementation.
avarage level on curriculum, facilitators, streitdren, The good and positive life philosophy and attitude
facilities and learning media. based on social norms, self-regulating competence a
The street children have more positive perceptiorcompetence to handle life difficulty are variables
than facilitators and organizers. ANOVAs analysis i contained in product component. Table 3 presergs th
done to describe the difference of organizers’ whole mean score of good life philosophy and at#tu
facilitators’ and street children’s perspective onpresenting social behavior, self-regulating compete
curriculum, facilitator, street children, faciliseand and competence to handle life difficulty. Generally
learning media. From such analysis, it can be ecmtedd ~ organizers, facilitators and street children haesitpre
that there is significant difference among orgarsize score in high level on presenting social behavior
facilitators’ and street children’s perception imput  according to social norms, average level on goadl an
relevance of street children resocialization pragra positive life philosophy and attitude, self-reguriat
Guidance and learning, organizer, parents andgompetence and competence to handle life difficulty
NGO involvement, program monitoring are variables The street children have more positive perception
contained in process components. Table 2 preskats tthan facilitators and organizers. ANOVAs analyss i
whole mean score of guidance and learning, organizedone to describe the perspective difference on djited
parents and NGO involvement, program monitoring.philosophy and attitude, presenting social attifussf-
Generally, the organizers, facilitators and stodsitiren  regulating competence and competence to handle life
have positive score in high level on parents andONG difficulty. From such analysis, it can be concludbelt
involvement and program monitoring, avarage level o there is significant difference among the orgarsizer
guidance and learning and organizer involvement. facilitators’ and street children’s perception ohet
The street children have more positive product of street children resocialization program.
perception than organizers and facilitators. ANOVAs  Multiple regression analysis is used to determine
analysis is done to describe the difference ofthe correlation sinificance and independent vaeabl
organizers’, facilitators’ and street children’s contribution on dependent variable. In determining
perspectives on guidance and learning, organizeindependent variable contributing to the process of
parents and NGO involvement, program monitoring.program implementation, independent variables sbnsi
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of curriculum, facilitator, street children, fatiis and facilitators is adequate and appropriate with pcatt
learning media. Variables of program implementationknowledge they have. It still needs special pragctic
are dependent variables that consist of guidance arworkshop or seminar routinely to improve facilitego
learning, organizer, parent and society involvenzamdt  knowledge and skill.

program monitoring. The street children have different background, in
Independent variables such as curriculumwhich generally they have social deviance, eitlmer t
facilitator, street children, facilities and leamgi light or serious problem. Generally, they need

media contribute by 34% (0.34) to guidance andresocialization program in open house. According to
learning, by 27% (0.27) to organizer involvement, b Dewi (2004), the effort to reconstruct their attiduand
21% (0.21) to parent and NGO involvement and bybehavior based on social norms are very imprtaxioto
37% (0.37) to program monitoring. through resocialization activity. From the facility
In determining independent variables contributingaspect, open houses in Bandung has generally been
to program product, independent variables condist cadequate in minimum level. According to Sudjana
curriculum, facilitators, street children, faci#is, (2006), facility will determine the success of pees
learning media, guidance and learning, organizeand output of non-formal education program. If the
involvement, parent and society involvement andfacility is not adequate, it will block and decreahe
program monitoring. Variables of program productsuccess of non-formal education program. From
included in dependent variables consist of good antearning media aspect, it shows that media (priated
positive life philosophy and attitude, presentirogial  electronic) in open houses in Bandung has been
attitude based on social norms, self-regulatingadequate in minimum level. This finding is in lingth
competence and competence to handle life difficulty the study finding of Ishak (2000) presenting that
Independent variables such as curriculum,|earning media is still lack and needs to be addée.
facilitator, street children, facilities, learningedia, existing media has been old and should be replaced.
guidance and learning, organizer involvement, paren  The study finding shows that guidance and learning
and NGO involvement and program monitoringis done through social and mental guidance in which
contribute by 58.40% (0.584) to good and positife | the street children are directed based on theidsiee
philosophy and attitude, by 43% (0.43) to presentin This finding is in line with BKSN (2000) that inreet
social attitude based on social norms, by 55.50%hildren resocialization, the facilitators use riidship
(0.555) to self-regulating competence and by 38%and equality prinsiples. Although they are stillupg,

(0.38) to competence to handle life difficulty. theis experience in the street has made them mature
The street children are treated as subject of ahamg
DISCUSSION them. Organizers involve in all stages of street

children resocialization program in open house isTh

The study finding shows that the curriculum of finding is in line with the study finding of Dew2004)
street children resocialization program in opendeois that planning, organizing, implementation and
conducted based on the guide of Indonesia Republigonitoring functions are very important to do by th
Social Department. Such curriculum consists of corerganizers if they want the street children
guidance and learning that will be performed.resocialization program successful. Parent invokem
Curriculum should be explained by facilitator based is usually by inviting the street children’s pasent the
the street children’s needs. Therefore, curriculummembers of family to come to open house. The
should be flexible containing the street childreméeds facilitators or organizers usually come to theiuses
and competence. According to Sudjana (2001), nonthome visit). This finding supports the study fimgliof
formal education curriculum such as street childrerSulistiati (2001) presenting that the importanttdadn
resocialization program should be flexible so inca the success of street children development is paren
fulfill different program participants’ needs. Frothe involvement in such program. Street children
facilitator's skill aspect, it shows that facilitgs in  development should not be separated from the effort
open houses in Bandung consist of facilitators fgwi develop their family as well.
knowledge and skill in developing street childrbtost Program monitoring is very important to ensure
of facilitators (89%) have education background ofthat street children resocialization program in rope
minimum Sekolah Menengah Pekerja Sosial (SMPS) onouse can be implemented as it is plannedSPJ
Social Worker High School. It is in line with BKSN (2001) states the importance of program monitoiing
(2000) requiring that minimum education of facitites =~ which program monitoring is an activity to guidedan
in open houses is SMPS graduate. The task given tirect the administrator of open house about tloegss
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and daily tasks, either in official administraticor  curriculum, facilitator, street children, faciliseand
service administration. learning media.

The study finding presents that there is perceptio The organizers’, facilitators’ and street childeen
difference among the organizers, facilitators amde$  perception on the process of street children
children about the good and positive life philospph resocialization program in open house has positive
and attitude, presenting social behavior basedoorals score in high level toward parent and LSM
norms, self-regulating competence and competence favolvements and program monitoring. Meanwhilés it
handle life difficulty. It describes that thereaspace in  in avarage level toward guidance and learning and
order to make the open houses improve their inpubrganizer involvement. The street children have enor
quality and process of street children resocidbmat positive perception than facilitators and orgarszer
program in open house. This finding is quite agreedBesides that, there is significant difference amtmgy
with Dewi (2004) study finding showing that thesea  facilitators’, organizers’ and street children’sgeption
change in most of street children after followingon guidance and learning, organizer, parent and NGO
program in open house in matters of awareness dfivolvements and program monitoring.
education importance for their future, the growth o The organizers’, facilitators’ and street childeen
their self-confidence and well-manner. It is alsoperception on the product of street children
supported by the study finding of Ishak (2000)resocialization program in open house has positive
presenting that the street children following thescore in high level for presenting social behatiased
program in open house has been able to solve then social norms, in avarage level for good andtpesi
problems they face. If they can solve it by thems®l |ife philosophy and attitude, self-regulating corngree
they need the role of parent, relatives, teacher 0gnd competence to handle life difficulty. Besidkatt
facilitator to help them in solving their problems. there is significant difference among the facititat,

The street children resocialization program inrope organizers’ and street children’s perception ondyoo
houses in Bandung city still have problems. Thenmai 5ng positive life philosophy and attitude, presemti

pro_blems are first, limited _Iearning facil_ities;cmd, social behavior, self-regulating competence and
limited available fund; third, the family of street competence to handle life difficulty.

children is very poor; forth, the number of fagititrs to This studv findi ;

. ; . o X y finding also shows that curriculum,
?wdel thetr?treet ET'Idre? IS Igcg, f'ftth’ t?eﬁigﬂng}g facilitator, street children, facilities and leargi media
0 solve e problems laced by street chiidren give significant contribution to guidance and leag

lack; and sixth, the follow-up of program partiaipa . :
placement for the participants who do not have home&'9anizer, parent and NGO involvements and program

and family in order to make them return to the edtre mo_n.it_oring. Cu.rriculum, . facilitgtor, street childr,e_
These study findings are agreed with Sudrajat (1998fa0|llt|§s, learning media, .gu|dance and learning,
study that the budget for street children developnie ~ °rdanizer, parent and NGO involvements and program
still less and still depends on the budget of Intgas ~ MONitoring give significant contribution to the gband
Social Department. In Bandung city, the budget toPOSitive life phylosophy and attitude, presentingial
handle street children is very low. Sugiarta (2002)behaV'0r1 self-regulating competence and competence
stated in his study that a lot of street childrento handle life difficulty.

development programs have been implemented but the Based on the findings, it shows that street céiidr
human resources and facilities aspects are noapedp resocialization program in open house in Bandumty ci

optimally so that the program is not running well. is generally in avarage level for input, process an
product aspects. There are some weaknesses theéd sho
CONCLUSION be solved. Therefore, in order to reach the goatrefet

children resocialization program in open house,

Referring to the questions of study, it can be  corrective actions should be taken comprehensiety
concluded that: The organizers’, facilitators’ and street synergically by all responsible ones.
children’'s perception on input relevance such as
curriculum, facilitator, street children, faciliseand ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
learning media is positive in avarage level, but th
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