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Summary 

The capital states of Brazil and Colombia are wealthy centers of their countries with 

a large population and socioeconomic disparities. These Latin-American municipalities 
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also present alarming rates of adolescents in conflict with the law, partly triggered by 

existing inequalities and the associated lack of opportunities. 

Social Constructivism (Berger and Luckman, 1966) and sociological approaches such 

as the Human Ecology Theory, from Robert Park and Erns Burgess (1921),  explain that 

the environment is an essential factor for the construction of human behavior. Aspects 

such as demography, politics, economy, culture, and available resources are considered 

part of its environment. Thus, the collective interaction of individuals with its background 

has a significant impact on their personalities and behavior. Additionally, criminology 

theories such as the ‘Self-Control Theory of Crime’ (Gottfredson & Hirshi,1990) assume 

a high criminogenic propensity allied to illegal opportunities. The latter theory also states 

that this behavior is developed in childhood and has two main possible causes:  the lack 

of orientation or punishment from the parents when their child commits offenses, and 

when the parents are criminals themselves and demonstrate low self-control as an 

example to their sons and daughters. Besides, this study also stresses a Marxist-base 

criminology theory that reveals the socioeconomic impact on juvenile violence and crime.  

All the combined theories reflect the factors that lead adolescents to commit crimes 

in Brasilia and Bogota. According to the data collected, the Brazilian and Colombian 

capitals present peripheral areas of social inequalities where the crime rates are higher. 

Moreover, this study stresses that social and familial bonds are essential to the 

individuals’ construction of personality and have a direct impact on their behavior.  

Due to Brasilia´s and Bogota´s socioeconomic context and the negative impact on the 

adolescents’ development, leading to law infringement acts, this study aims to compare 

and analyze the laws and public policies addressed to juvenile offenders and their social 

reintegration. Thus, the research question: “Do laws and public policies in Brasilia and 
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Bogota sufficiently address the social reintegration process of juvenile offenders while 

being incarcerated?” aims to be answered throughout this study  

Regarding the law aspect, juvenile offenders have special treatment compared to 

adults’ Criminal Code in both countries. Children and adolescents in Brazil and Colombia 

have their rights guaranteed by juvenile justice systems for being individuals in a 

developmental process who need education, protection, and care. Both Brazilian and 

Colombian legislations for adolescents in conflict with the law were inspired in United 

Nations Conventions and prevail that sanctions in specialized care centers (deprived of 

liberty) are addressed only in the most severe cases of law infringement acts. However, 

essential differences are highlighted between both countries’ legislations. The Brazilian 

Federal Constitution (1988) defined adults as those aged eighteen and older (art. 228). On 

the other hand, the Colombian Childhood and Adolescence Code (Código de la Infancia 

y Adolescencia, 2006) determined the “[s]et of principles, norms, procedures, specialized 

judicial authorities and administrative entities that manage or intervene in the 

investigation and prosecution of crimes committed by persons between fourteen and 

eighteen years old,” known as the System of Criminal Responsibility for Adolescents 

(SRPA) (art. 139).  

Another significant difference is the maximum duration for the implementation of the 

juvenile justice sanction: in Brazil, it is limited to three years (ECA, 1990), and in 

Colombia, the adolescents may be subscribed up to eight years of custody, depending on 

the gravity of their offense. In the latter case, if a seventeen-year-old adolescent commits 

a crime such as homicide and has a previous history of offenses, he or she may be deprived 

of liberty until they are twenty-five years old (Código de la Infancia y Adolescencia, 

2006). 
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Moreover, this study stresses a critical hermeneutical aspect of the Colombian Child 

and Adolescence Code (2006). There is a contradiction between two articles regarding 

the purpose of the sanctions addressed to Colombian adolescents. The Article 139 of 

Colombian Childhood and Adolescence Code describes the Penal Responsibility System 

for Adolescents (SRPA) as the set of principles, norms, procedures, specialized judicial 

authorities and administrative entities that manage or intervene in the investigation and 

prosecution of crimes committed by persons who are between fourteen and seventeen 

years old inclusive, at the time of committing a punishable act (art. 139). We found that 

the word ‘punishable’ contradicts the description and meaning of a sanction, according to 

Article 140, that mentions “measures with an educational approach that differs from the 

adults’ criminal law, providing full protection to the adolescents in conflict with the law. 

The process must guarantee restorative justice, the truth, and damage repair” (art. 140). 

The descriptions in the articles mentioned above reveal a conflicting interpretation of the 

law since the infringement act has both educational and punishing objectives. In other 

words, this contradiction may set precedents to punishments against juvenile offenders, 

especially the ones deprived of liberty. 

In order to compare public policies for adolescents in Brasilia and Bogota, field 

research in loco was conducted with a focus on the holistic education for the social 

reintegration of adolescents deprived of liberty. The holistic education is explained as the 

individual’s recovery of self-esteem, learning to live together, developing skills for life 

through playful activities such as arts, music, dance, sport, photography, and audiovisual. 

The juvenile detention’s human resources in Brasilia are composed of local 

government employees who have a stable job. While in Bogota, the juvenile detentions 
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are managed by service contractors who follow governmental guidelines and are 

monitored and evaluated by the Colombian Institute of Family Well-being (ICBF).  

  However, both municipalities present similar issues related to guidelines for the 

professionals who work with incarcerated adolescents in conflict with the law, such as 

insufficient regulations considering human rights, gender-based, and race approaches. 

NGOs and volunteers are important actors that compose the educational and 

pedagogical framework of juvenile detentions in Brasilia and Bogota. They implement 

projects aimed at adolescents’ development regarding life and professional skills, 

empowerment, and political envisionment. 

Furthermore, recidivism is also an issue in Brasilia and Bogota, and both cities do 

not have an adequate measurement system to register a complete profile of the adolescent 

who committed an infringed act more than once.  

Brasilia and Bogota have other aspects in common regarding the issues that involve 

adolescents in conflict with the law and the juvenile justice system. One of them is the 

lack of a structured public policy for the adolescent deprived of liberty who served the 

term of his or her sanction and is released back to their family and social environment. 

All of the interviewees from both Brasilia and Bogota responded that the moment of 

the incarcerated adolescent’s release as one of the biggest challenges to the adolescents’ 

reintegration process to society. Neither of the countries has an individualized public 

policy to monitor these adolescents considering their particularities, cultural, educational, 

and familiar conditions to ensure they will have a chance to proceed with their path 

different from criminality. Moreover, Neither do families have State support, and social 

problems persist, making it challenging to change socioeconomic and violent realities 

where they find themselves in. In both countries, the interviewed professionals, 
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specialists, and the community demonstrate the same urgency for an improvement in 

public policies regarding the reintegration of adolescents in conflict with the law. 

Thus, the Brazilian and Colombian governments’ efforts to address the social 

reintegration of incarcerated adolescents are not effective in promoting education for 

emancipation. There is a lack of support from the State for juveniles who attempt to restart 

their lives after their sanction, and who end up finding the same context of violence and 

criminality as consequences of social inequality and social issues. 
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