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Project Background

Th e United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF) is an agency whose primary 
purposes include advocacy for the protection of children’s rights (as detailed in 
the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child), helping to meet basic needs 
and expand opportunity for children, assisting in times of crisis, protecting 
highly vulnerable children, promoting gender equity and the elimination of 
discrimination, and generally promoting the achievement of social and eco-
nomic development aims as set out originally in the UN Millennium Develop-
ment Goals, now in the follow-up phase of Sustainable Development Goals, as 
these pertain to children. UNICEF works through agreements with country 
governments, typically set out in fi ve-year plans.

In addition to the task of promoting and advocating rights and develop-
ment as described, UNICEF also monitors progress both in countries where it 
works and throughout the globe. One of the key resources for monitoring is the 
Multiple Indicator Cluster Surveys (MICS), and UNICEF’s synthesis of these 
data, along with US Agency for International Development (USAID)–funded 
Demographic and Health Surveys (DHS) as well as other global social/health 
data, including data collected by specifi c projects or initiatives. In monitoring 
with a focus on rights (or the lack thereof ) and specifi c development goals (that 
are or are not met), there is often a “negative orientation” to the monitoring 
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process, that is, a focus on data that are related to a problem, with resultant 
programs that are reactive and potentially even narrow in focus.

From an anthropological perspective, however, many of these specifi c problems 
are integrated in a larger sociocultural whole. For example, an issue of commercial 
sexual exploitation of minors (a rights concern) may be embedded in a multilevel 
context: a young, urban, female sex worker in Th ailand originally migrates from 
a rural area because of the lack of work (due to a rural-urban economic confi gu-
ration) to support her parents (her cultural responsibility) and ends up involved 
in sex work because of gender-limited options and minor status, which then puts 
her at risk for HIV/AIDS. Trying to understand that larger whole, and how 
dynamics within the larger context underlie barriers to rights and development, 
may lead to more eff ective and “upstream” points of intervention for UNICEF, 
where a given intervention can address more than one specifi c problem because it 
is focused on causal chains that connect multiple problems.

Th is broader focus is highly anthropological in orientation and also paral-
lels the social determinants perspective now promulgated by the World Health 
Organization (WHO) (WHO 2011a and 2011b), the social-ecological orien-
tation characteristic of recent public health approaches,1 and the idea of syn-
demics2 from critical medical anthropology (look for writings by Merrill Singer 
2009, 1996, 1994; Singer and Clair 2003). Importantly, it implies a diff erent, 
or at least additional, lens that UNICEF can consider for monitoring prog-
ress—a lens that identifi es and monitors change at various levels within the 
broader causal chain, not just the fi nal outcome. Th ere is a more positive and 
less reactive character to such an approach because it aims to create change and 
build assets that may head off  the problem in the fi rst place.

At the same time, to take this kind of social-ecological approach to moni-
toring progress is challenging precisely because the data needed are no longer 
just problem focused in a narrow sense. Looking at progress through a social-
ecological lens means developing a theoretical map or framework composed of 
multiple domains, potentially at several levels (e.g., proximal, underlying), col-
lecting data in those domains, and linking specifi c programs, policies, or other 
interventions to their hypothesized domain outcomes, and then linking those 
outcomes to the ultimate impact on development goals and rights.

In other words, it is an ideal challenge for the theory, holistic connections, 
and tools that can be applied through anthropology.

Project Description

In the two linked projects I will describe here, I worked with UNICEF as a 
public health anthropologist in the Latin America–Caribbean (LAC) region 
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to develop and help implement two variations of a social-ecological framework 
representing domains necessary for social well-being, which I framed as the 
precursor to the achievement of rights and development goals of key interest 
to UNICEF.

Th is work includes an Adolescent Well-Being Framework developed ini-
tially in 2008 (and continuing), tailored to the LAC region, and a 2011 Sit-
uation Analysis of Children and Women in Belize, which was based on a 
social-ecological framework outlining multiple levels of contributing factors 
and which served as the basis for continued work on behalf of UNICEF in that 
country. Both frameworks were intended to promote approaches to progress 
in achieving rights/development goals that address the connections between 
diff erent domains (e.g., health, education, socioeconomic opportunity, capacity, 
protective systems, cultural/social identity, civic participation, and others) that 
together constitute social well-being across the life cycle.

Th e frameworks were informed by an anthropological perspective, current 
research (including ethnographic and qualitative research that I had previously 
conducted regarding homeless/runaway youth, injection drug users, and other 
populations at high risk for HIV/AIDS, substance abuse, and violence), the 
application of information from other social sciences, and country-specifi c 
data. Most importantly, both frameworks were developed as practical tools 
that incorporated the use of specifi c kinds of data to assess progress at the 
local, national, and potentially regional levels. Because the focus was on social 
well-being, most of the data to be used with these frameworks emphasized 
assessment of the positive assets necessary for social well-being, as opposed 
to just negative data, such as the prevalence of HIV/AIDS, violence, school 
dropout, gender inequity, or child exploitation, that are symptomatic of a lack 
of social well-being. For this reason, the frameworks can be used for planning 
and goal setting as well as evaluation.

Implementation and Anthropologist’s Role

Th e project description below covers several sequential components, from the 
development of the Adolescent Well-Being Framework to the Situation Anal-
ysis of Children and Women in Belize to continuing work in Belize.

Th e Adolescent Well-Being Framework

Historically, UNICEF has focused on maternal and child programs as well 
as monitoring data. However, in recognizing that suffi  cient attention had not 
been paid to adolescent children, UNICEF established an Adolescent Devel-
opment and Participation Unit at UNICEF headquarters in New York at the 
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end of 2001 to provide program support and technical guidance in the area of 
adolescent health and development. As diff erent regions began to increase their 
adolescent focus, basic questions arose as to how to monitor progress.

Th e Logic for a “Well-Being” Framework

Th e United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) establishes 
an extensive legal framework of rights that outlines legal and other conditions 
considered necessary for a fully protected existence during childhood, including 
adolescence. Th e CRC rights encompass safety, freedom from discrimination, 
exploitation, violence and traffi  cking, freedom of expression, thought and as-
sembly, education, health and healthcare access, best interests of the child, and 
many others that pertain to positive conditions for development. At the same 
time, the indicators typically available to assess the state of aff airs for adoles-
cents aged ten to nineteen (or other related age brackets) often focused on the 
kinds of negative outcomes mentioned earlier. Conclusions about well-being 
among this age group were then based on the reduction or absence of negative 
consequences, in a sense presuming that adolescence amounts to “bad things 
waiting to happen.”

However, from a social well-being perspective, the reduction or absence of 
negative outcomes is often a consequence of the positive assets, characteristics, 
and rights present in the social environment surrounding adolescents, as well 
as within them as individuals. Put simply, a negative consequence such as drug 
use or involvement in drug traffi  cking is likely to follow from such factors as the 
lack of educational and employment opportunities, the lack of available, posi-
tive social roles, poverty, discrimination, and lack of cultural respect for ethnic 
or religious minority groups, and many others. Th us, the logic of measuring 
well-being is based on tracking the presence of positive aspects of adolescents 
and their social ecology, which should serve as a guide to the social forces avail-
able to prevent negative consequences and to help adolescents thrive and be-
come productive, contributing individuals. A key assumption underlying this 
approach is that adolescence is in fact “good things waiting to happen.”

With this in mind, I worked through several steps with UNICEF in the LAC 
region to develop a proposed framework for identifying adolescent well-being 
indicators, and subsequently to develop a preliminary set of indicators, as well 
as training and implementation materials. Th e fi rst step was an extensive back-
ground paper, titled “Development of UNICEF Latin America/Caribbean 
(LAC) Well-Being Indicators” (Edberg 2008), which sought to outline a com-
prehensive, social-ecological justifi cation for defi ning adolescent well-being 
and to propose a preliminary set of domains for measurement that represented 
expected outcomes/impacts under that defi nition: the applied component. 
Th e justifi cation came from my previous experience in assessing social ecolo-
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gies of health risk and ethnographic research with high-risk youth,3 qualitative 
research used for developing evaluation frameworks (see Edberg, Cory, and 
Cohen 2011), from social/behavioral theory related to adolescent develop-
ment and risk, programmatic approaches to well-being drawn from the LAC 
region, and a range of legal and rights-based conventions pertaining to children 
and youth. Th e age range for adolescent well-being indicators was identifi ed 
as ten to nineteen years, with an acknowledgment that the age of adolescence 
varies socially and culturally and that in a developmental sense, the adolescent 
age range is closely linked to younger age brackets as well as the nineteen-to-
twenty-four age category following adolescence.

An eff ective strategy for developing a set of indicators to measure progress 
in adolescent well-being was to use a logic model structure that would (1) or-
ganize factors contributing to well-being into “actionable domains”; (2) iden-
tify the outcomes/impacts to be expected by domain in order for progress to 
occur; (3) defi ne indicators for each of these outcomes/impacts; (4) identify 
any existing data sources for the indicators; and (5) set out the practical meth-
ods and means for collecting the data. Monitoring progress would be accom-
plished based on the collection and reporting of a selection of indicators within 
each domain, such that the entire set of domains represents adolescent/youth 
well-being from a positive viewpoint.

Th e second step, after fi nalization of my LAC background paper, was to ac-
company UNICEF LAC regional representatives to expert group meetings at 
UNICEF headquarters in 2009, where multiple UNICEF regions were meet-
ing to identify a basis for developing an adolescent module for the upcoming 
fourth round Multiple Indicator Cluster Survey (or “MICS4 survey”). Th is 
was to be the fi rst time that the survey included a module specifi c to adoles-
cents. Each region came with ideas and rationales for defi ning the elements of 
such a module, but the LAC well-being framework ended up serving as one 
basis for the discussion and for the eventual module, which was in fact included 
in the MICS4 survey, administered globally.

Adolescent/Youth Well-Being Domains

Th e starting point for determining adolescent well-being domains had to be 
a consensus defi nition of adolescent age parameters and the characteristics of 
well-being. Th e defi nition is rather involved but generally frames adolescence 
as occurring between the ages of ten and nineteen, with unique developmental 
characteristics and needs, and with younger and older ages sharing many sim-
ilar characteristics.

As part of the document prepared for the 2009 expert group meeting, I 
developed a set of indicators, a matrix of possible data sources, and a sample 
module formatted as if in a survey. Within each domain there are expected out-
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comes/impacts, viewed as short-term outcomes versus longer-term impacts, 
and as the results of some activity.4 For purposes of planning, monitoring, and 
evaluation, progress toward adolescent well-being was framed as the aggregate 
result of progress in each of several domains, such as health status, subjective 
well-being, educational opportunity and performance, protection from abuse 
and exploitation, socioeconomic opportunity, equity of identity, access to sup-
portive services, and opportunities for participation.

Th e third step, one that continued for some time following framework devel-
opment, was the refi nement and application of the theoretical framework and 
tool. First, the framework was utilized in a small evaluation exercise conducted 
in the Caribbean. I then presented the framework at several international 
UNICEF meetings. Th e framework was also integrated into the CARICOM 
(Caribbean Community) Youth Development Action Plan for 2012–17. 
UNICEF-Belize then signed an agreement with George Washington Uni-
versity to set up a “Center of Knowledge” relationship, which I directed. One 
task under this center was to develop an Adolescent Well-Being Framework 
training and application package, and to begin working with nongovernmental 
organizations (NGOs) in Belize to test its use. In the two years following that 
agreement, I was engaged in these (and other related) application tasks.

Th e Social Well-Being Framework and Belize Situation Analysis

In 2010, the primary contact person with whom I worked at the UNICEF 
LAC headquarters in Panama was appointed UNICEF country offi  cer to Be-
lize. She was determined to keep moving forward on the development and use 
of a social-ecological, well-being framework—particularly since UNICEF was 
seeking to realign itself toward more “upstream” strategic planning as well as 
evaluation work. Pursuant to this aim, she appointed me as the team leader of a 
small group of consultants who were to conduct a situation analysis of children 
and women in Belize.

Belize is a small but unique country, full of natural beauty, historical sig-
nifi cance, and a vibrant and diverse cultural mix. It occupies an important 
political and cultural space between Central America and the Caribbean and 
is composed of at least four key cultural groups: the Afro-Caribbean (Kriol), 
Latino, Garifuna, and Maya. Belize also faces a number of challenges. On the 
one hand it had, at the time of this project, the highest HIV/AIDS prevalence 
rate in Central America along with serious problems of drug traffi  cking and 
violence; on the other, it had an emerging tourist industry and strong envi-
ronmental protection stance. While it was technically a lower-middle income 
country (by World Bank rating), the postcolonial political and culture-group 
hierarchy is linked to signifi cant inequities between population groups and 
regions. In the Maya region, for example, poverty levels at the time exceeded 
60 percent.
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Typically, a situation analysis for UNICEF is organized around the rights 
and development goals UNICEF monitors. For this situation analysis, how-
ever, I proposed the development of a social-ecological framework as the basis 
for organizing the document and its recommendations—again, meaning that 
the document was not just a narrative around current rights/development data 
but an explanatory and contextual narrative that sought to link current data to 
a causal, multidomain matrix. One challenge in following this path, however, 
was that once these broad, linked domains were set out, data would have to 
be identifi ed (or in some cases, collected) for each domain. Such data are not 
always easy to fi nd. A second challenge was to gain the buy-in of collaborating 
government agencies and NGOs, who were more accustomed to the traditional 
situation analysis format.

Th is is important because the situation analysis was to serve as the guid-
ing document for the elaboration of a country cooperation program between 
UNICEF and the government of Belize and contribute to the development of 
a new country assessment and a UN assistance framework. As such, it incor-
porated a substantial number of surveys, assessments, evaluations, and studies 
that had been conducted by the government of Belize, the National Commis-
sion on Families and Children, various NGOs, UNICEF and other UN agen-
cies, as well as other development and local organizations. Th ese were used to 
update and provide additional information on the status of women and chil-
dren in Belize and the factors contributing to their current status. Moreover, 
impacts of the changing economic environment in Belize as a consequence of 
the global recession were documented in this situation analysis.

To gain buy-in, we conducted several meetings with NGOs and Belize gov-
ernment representatives to explain the utility of a social-ecological framework, 
seeking their respective input and eventually gaining approval. Working with 
two consultant team members, an extensive network of sources, both in Belize 
and regionally, were tapped for data. We also conducted some interviews and 
focus groups (with youth, and with radio, internet, and other communications 
representatives) to gain additional understanding about youth perceptions of 
their role and future in Belize and about the availability of communications 
channels and programming for youth (the latter related to the communication 
and informational environment for youth).

Th e social-ecological framework around which the situation analysis was 
organized included domains arrayed at four levels:

1) Proximal/Immediate Domains (“what people experience”)
 •  Health (health status, risks, knowledge)
 • Education (availability, access, equity)
 •  Protective asset equity (the types and equitable distribution of protec-

tions available against exploitation, abuse, identity discrimination, etc.)
 • Socioeconomic opportunity
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2) Domains Related to Underlying Capacity
 •  Policy and legal structure (policies/laws that support the proximal 

domains)
 •  Educational capacity (capacity to provide educational access, equity, etc.)
 •  Social/health services (capacity to provide these services)
 •  Justice system (the capacity of the system to ensure protection)
 •  Data and communication capacities (infrastructure, access, content 

relevant for multiple cultures)
3) Underlying Factor Domains Aff ecting Capacity
 •  Inequity and poverty (as these interrelate by group and region)
 •  Economic and crisis vulnerability
4) Broad Underlying Domains
 •  Cultural factors (the cultural landscape in relation to inequity and 

poverty)
 •  Geography (physical, resources)
 •  Governance issues (e.g., longstanding patterns of political culture)

Figure 21.1 displays these social well-being domains, mapped to the UN 
rights and goals that UNICEF has to monitor.

Figure 21.1. Th e social well-being domains of the social-ecological framework and how they 
map to United Nations goals. © 2020 Mark Edberg
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Outcomes

Taken together, the Adolescent Well-Being Framework and the Social Well-
Being Framework for the Belize Situation Analysis were and continue to be an 
attempt to develop and implement the kind of holistic, integrated understand-
ing that is at the root of an anthropological perspective. Th ere is no question 
that the implementation of these frameworks presented and will present chal-
lenges, because it is by nature more demanding, in terms of both the infor-
mation and linkages that need to be considered in formulating policies and 
programs and in evaluating them. Th e next task for both of these frameworks 
is to increase the practicality of their use. Th at work is ongoing.

Th e following key points are useful to keep in mind when summarizing 
how this social well-being eff ort drew from anthropology and led to practical 
results.

First, UNICEF faced a challenge for how to impact and measure progress 
for adolescents, as well as children and families, vis-à-vis the rights and de-
velopment goals they must promote and monitor, and in a way that would 
support a more “upstream,” strategic role for UNICEF. [Th ere has been a con-
tinued evolution of this eff ort, beyond what was done for the original Adoles-
cent Well-Being Framework discussed here.]

Second, I worked with UNICEF in the Latin America–Caribbean Region, 
in Belize, and at UNICEF headquarters to develop frameworks for planning 
and evaluation that were based on a concept broader than just rights and de-
velopment goals—the concept of social well-being as an integrative approach 
underlying rights and development goals.

Th ird, both frameworks drew extensively from an anthropological per-
spective related to the integration of social phenomena and from direct eth-
nographic and qualitative work (as well as social research, applied program 
experience, and youth development theory).

Fourth, the Adolescent Well-Being Framework was presented in numerous 
UNICEF meetings, was tested and applied at several locations in the LAC 
region, was a key source for a regional youth development plan and played a 
role in the development of a fi rst adolescent module for the UNICEF Multiple 
Indicator Cluster Survey.

And fi nally, the Belize Social Well-Being framework became the underlying 
framework for the 2011 Situation Analysis of Children and Women in Belize, 
which was the basis of a subsequent fi ve-year plan of action between UNICEF 
and the government of Belize and also the basis for follow-up work in Belize 
through a Center of Knowledge relationship between UNICEF-Belize and 
George Washington University. Key fi ndings from the Belize Situation Analy-
sis include the following:
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•  Th e distribution of ethnic groups by region, and concomitant dispari-
ties and bottlenecks in access to political power, infrastructure, services, 
schools, and other resources, was integrally tied to broader inequities.

•  Communication access (and therefore information access) was low overall, 
hampering movement toward achievement of development/rights goals.

•  Th e capacity to provide education, cross-cultural, health, protective, com-
munication, disaster, and other services was low, and the educational infra-
structure was not suffi  cient to build this capacity (if increased, the capacity 
would also increase income-producing opportunities).

•  Th e political and cultural history of Belize undergirded an identity ques-
tion (what is a Belizean?) that aff ected decisions about language, educa-
tion, and political access.

•  Limited economic opportunities were clearly tied to youth involvement 
in the drug trade, violence, and sex-for-money (HIV/AIDS and sexually 
transmitted infection risk).

Th ere were many other fi ndings, and a total of seventy specifi c recommen-
dations were made covering all the domains. Th e situation analysis was released 
with some fanfare (Edberg, Chambers, and Shaw 2011) at a meeting in the town 
of San Ignacio, not far from the western border with Guatemala. In attendance 
were heads of a number of ministries, the prime minister’s wife, and a range of Be-
lizean as well as regional NGOs focusing on human rights, development, gender, 
and other issues. Each ministry head was presented with a copy of the situation 
analysis, followed by brief speeches. Th e Belizean press (television, radio, print) 
covered the event, and even I—a non-Belizean—was interviewed several times.

Most importantly, the situation analysis became the working document for 
UNICEF and the Belize government and the basis for other tasks under a fol-
low-up UNICEF Belize/George Washington University Center of Knowl-
edge, including the development of awareness and training materials related to 
a social-ecological perspective, intended for ministry staff  (program planners, 
policymakers), NGO practitioners, and the general public. Th e Belize situation 
analysis was also added to the UNICEF headquarters website as an example of 
an approach to conducting a situation analysis. Moreover, the Center of Knowl-
edge became the foundation for a center I chartered at the university, now called 
the Center for Social Well-Being and Development (https://cswd.gwu.edu/).

Th e Anthropological Diff erence

Th e anthropological diff erence in these linked projects has three components.
Th e fi rst component is the grounded, qualitative research experience. Th e 

impetus for thinking about adolescent risk and adolescent well-being as ho-
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listic, embedded phenomena came largely from having worked previously on 
a series of qualitative and ethnographic projects in which I saw youth who 
were at risk for multiple problems, including HIV/AIDS, violence, and sub-
stance abuse, in context. Th ose contexts clearly shaped their vulnerability to 
these health issues. Youth in high violence, high poverty communities were put 
in the position of having to think about violence and other health risks in a 
diff erent way, as part of the territory, as necessary for establishing protective 
or otherwise advantageous reputations. Paul Farmer, in his multiple works on 
structural violence, talks about the social position of marginalized groups as 
curtailing their choices. Th at was certainly true for the youth I saw. Th e choices 
they faced were diff erent from the choices available to youth in high-resource 
communities and population groups. It aff ected not only what they did but 
how they thought about it. Th e same perspective and experience informed the 
social-ecological framework for the Belize situation analysis, as part of the data 
collection eff ort involved traveling to several parts of the country and collecting 
some primary data.

Second is the use of anthropological theory and the anthropological “lens.” 
Anthropologists are not trained to think of human “behavior” as discrete and 
decontextualized action. So what I saw on the ground was supported by the 
theoretical background and methods gained from anthropology. Based on the 
grounded work mentioned above, and that anthropological lens, it made sense 
to use a broad, social-ecological framework to assess and address factors that 
could be contributing to outcomes for adolescents in general and for children 
and youth in Belize, and to think of those factors as integrated. Th at was a key 
reason for the term “social well-being” as opposed to “individual well-being.” 
Th e sociocultural world around those children and adolescents had to be “well” 
in order for individual children and adolescents to do “well.”

Finally, but certainly not least, is anthropology and perspective. An anthro-
pological background helped me, when interacting with multiple stakeholders 
in the process, to pay attention to where these stakeholders were coming from 
and to understand their perspectives in order to be able to work collaboratively 
and communicate with them about using these frameworks. Stakeholders often 
view situations from the perspective of their agency or organization’s involve-
ment, from concerns about practical application (for example, about collecting 
data), from specifi c disciplinary backgrounds, or through the lens of particular 
constituencies for whom they are advocates.

Epilogue

Much has occurred since the work done with UNICEF on the Adolescent 
Well-Being Framework, the 2011 Situation Analysis, and formation of the 
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two-year UNICEF Center of Knowledge. In 2012, as noted above, I con-
verted the Center of Knowledge into a chartered center at George Washing-
ton University, now called the Center for Social Well-Being and Development 
(CSWD, at https://cswd.gwu.edu/), which has engaged in multiple projects 
since then, primarily with UNICEF. In 2014, the CSWD was awarded a long-
term agreement with UNICEF headquarters, under which we have conducted 
multiple projects in South Africa, Indonesia, Ghana, and Jamaica, following 
the same social-ecological approach and producing a number of reports and 
a published article (Edberg et al. 2017). More recently, we conducted a sec-
ond Situation Analysis for UNICEF Belize, using a slightly diff erent frame-
work but still in line with the social-ecological approach. We also completed 
a small pilot research eff ort (with the anthropology department at GWU) to 
obtain life-history interview data from recent Central American migrants to 
the United States in order to assess transnational factors infl uencing health 
outcomes (see Edberg et al. 2020).

Mark Edberg, PhD, MA, is a professor in the Prevention and Community 
Health Department in the Milken Institute School of Public Health at George 
Washington University, with secondary appointments in the Department of 
Anthropology and Elliott School of International Aff airs. He is a cultural 
anthropologist with almost thirty years’ experience in social and commu-
nity research, interventions, evaluation, and strategic planning (domestic and 
global), focusing on health disparities and vulnerable populations. He directs 
two centers, the Avance Center for the Advancement of Immigrant/Refugee 
Health (previous funding from the National Institutes of Health and Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention) and the global-oriented Center for Social 
Well-Being and Development (CSWD), the latter with a record of projects for 
UNICEF in multiple countries. He has also directed or been coinvestigator on 
projects for the Gates Foundation and multiple US agencies. He was co-chair 
of the 2014 National Minority Health Disparities Conference, a 2015 Salz-
burg Seminar fellow, a Fulbright Senior Specialist awardee, and he is a Society 
for Applied Anthropology (SfAA) fellow and was the SfAA program director 
for the 2021 annual meetings. He has authored/edited fi ve books and numer-
ous journal publications and reports.

Notes
 1. Th e idea that there is a “social ecology” in which health social and other situations 

are embedded, such that they cannot be addressed eff ectively in isolation from that 
context.

 2. Co-occurring and interacting health issues that result from shared social and structural 
conditions.
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 3. For example, an extensive ethnographic study I did of HIV/AIDS and substance 
abuse risk among runaway/homeless youth (funded by the National Institute on Drug 
Abuse; see Edberg 1994); an ethnographic study on the US-Mexico border concern-
ing popular media images of the narcotraffi  cker persona and connection to youth risk 
(see Edberg 2004a and 2004b); a needs assessment study (SAMHSA) of youth at 
risk for HIV/AIDS, STIs, substance abuse, and hepatitis (Edberg et al. 2009); an 
ethnographic study of young women at risk for commercial sex exploitation/traffi  cking 
(Cohen, Edberg, and Giles 2010); and mixed-methods research (funded by the CDC), 
as well as other work, on youth violence prevention (see Edberg et al. 2010a and 2010b; 
Edberg and Bourgois 2013; Edberg 2012).

 4. https://publichealth.gwu.edu/pdf/UNICEF-LAC%20Core%20Adolescent%20
Well-Being%20Indicators.pdf
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