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Eliminating International Child Labor:
U.S. and International Initiatives

Summary

International child labor has become an increasingly important issue in
discussions concerning international trade, human rights and foreign aid. While a
number of international, national and local initiatives seek to abolish the practice,
there continues to be a debate on what constitutes child labor. Some consider any
work undertaken by children to be child labor, while others may usetheterm to refer
to work under abusive conditions. The International Labor Organization (ILO)
defines child labor as aform of work that isinherently hazardous, employs children
below the internationally recognized minimum age, or is exploitative. Child labor
isused inthisreport as defined by the ILO. According to the ILO about 246 million
children were engaged in child labor in 2000. Some 186 million child |aborerswere
below the age of 15, and approximately 110 million were below the age of 12.

While awareness of the issue has increased, the ability to address the complex
problem has been complicated by a number of related issues including, rising
poverty, surging HIV/AIDS infection rates, and alack of relevant education. News
storieshavefeatured children working in export industries (such astextiles, clothing,
carpets and footwear) and caused international uproar. While the news stories have
contributed to ahei ghtened awareness about the problem of international childlabor,
the ILO has found that child workers in export industries are relatively few
compared to those employed in activities geared to domestic consumption.

Congressional support for the abolition of international child labor, particularly
the worst forms of child labor, is very strong. Congress has funded programs to
combat international child labor, initiated billsthat expand the United States’ rolein
the global fight against child labor, and included clauses that require action on
eliminating child labor in international trade agreements. Although Congress has
consi stently boosted American effortsto eliminate child labor world-wide, there are
a number of issues that continue to impede these efforts, including: ineffective
enforcement mechanisms; sparse monitoring systems; and insufficient funding for
programs that alleviate poverty, decrease incidences of HIV/AIDS, and increase
access to relevant education. This report will discuss the 1LO definition of child
labor, outline the scope of the problem, explain the difficulties in eliminating it,
describeU.S. andinternational effortsto counter exploitativechildlabor, and present
some issues Congress may consider. This report will be updated as events warrant.
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Eliminating International Child Labor:
U.S. and International Initiatives

In November 1999, during the World Trade Organization (WTO) conferencein
Seattle, hundreds of protestors took to the street to protest a number of issues,
including the international use of child labor, which has become increasingly
important in discussions on internationa trade, human rights and international
assistance. While awareness of the issue has increased, the ability to address the
complex problem has been complicated by a number of related factors including
rising poverty, surging HIV/AIDS infection rates, and alack of relevant education.
Thisreport will outlinethe scope of theinternational childlabor problem, explainthe
difficulties in eliminating it, describe U.S. and international child labor programs,
and present some issues Congress may consider.

Child labor isaterm that is used in a number of ways. Some useit to describe
any work undertaken by children, while othersusethetermto refer to abusive work.
The International Labor Organization (ILO)* defines child labor as aform of work
that isinherently hazardous, employs children below the internationally recognized
minimum age?, or isexploitative. Thisreport refersto child labor asit is defined by
the ILO. Age appropriate work can foster responsibility, add to afamily’ sincome,
and teach children employableskills. It doesnot inhibit childrenfrom attaining basic
education, does not employ children below the internationally recogni zed minimum
age and does not pose athreat to the child’s mental, physical and emotional health.

ThelLO collectsdataon child labor and “ childrenin economic activity”, because
it often serves asaproxy quantifier for child labor.® “Childrenin economic activity”
encompasses all children engaged in work, including child laborers. Expertsbelieve
it is critical to collect this data, because many governments do not collect
employment data on those below their minimum working age. Consequently, data
on the scope and magnitude of child labor is scarce and is often not collected.
Furthermore, thedatathat isavailable, including |LO data, hassomemargin of error.*
The ILO estimates that nearly 352 million children were engaged in some form of

! The ILO is a United Nations specialized agency that focuses on labor standards and the
rights of workers. It is unique among the U.N. agencies because its members include
representatives of the major labor and business organizations in each country as well as
government representatives.

2 Convention 138 callsfor all ratifying countriesto establish aminimum age of employment
no lower than the age of completion of compulsory education or 15 years. Developing
countries have the flexibility to set the minimum age at 14 years.

% Regional estimates of economically active children is provided in the appendix, Table 4.
* Thisis discussed further in Every Child Counts: New Global Estimates on Child Labor.
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economic activity in 2000, and about 246 million children were engaged in child
labor. Some 186 million child laborerswere below the age of 15, and approximately
110 million were below the age of 12.°

Key Statistics

Table 1. Estimates of Children in Economic Activity, Child
Labor, and Hazardous Work, 2000
(in thousands)

AseGrow | aciveChidren | 9L | o
514 210,800 186,300 111,300
15-17 140,900 59,200 59,200
Total 351,700 245,500 170,500

Source: ILO, Every Child Counts. New Global Estimates on Child Labor

Table 2. Estimated Number of Children in Worst Forms of Child
Labor, 2000
(in thousands)

Forced & I Other
Region | Trafficked | Bonded | ATMed | Prositution & ) e,
L abor grapny Activities

Asia/Pacific 250 5,500 120 590 220
Latin America | 550 3 30 750 260
& Caribbean
Africa 200 210 120 50 n/a
Industrialized | n/a n/a 1 420 110
Economies
Transition 200 n/a 5 n/a n/a
Economies
Total 1,200 5,700 300 1,800 600

Source: ILO, Every Child Counts. New Global Estimates on Child Labor

® ILO, Every Child Counts: New Global Estimates on Child Labor. Geneva: ILO Labor

Office, p. 10.
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Global Incidences of Child Labor

According to ILO estimates, the largest number of child workers under 14 years
oldareinthe Asia-Pacificregion. However, Sub-Saharan Africaisestimated to have
the highest proportion of working children, with nearly 30% of its children engaged
in some form of economic activity. About onein three children below the age of 15
is economically active in the region.® The child work ratios in other major world
regions are all projected to be below 20 percent.” Furthermore, every fourth childin
sub-Saharan Africa appears to start work before the age of 10.2 Africa' s relatively
high poverty rate, aswell asitsrelatively high proportion of individual sboth residing
and employed in rural areas, may contribute to the large number of children at work.
According to aWorld Bank report, child labor participation rates are much higher in
rura than in urban areas, and three-quarters of working children work in family
enterprises.” Thereport further emphasizes that child labor is, and will continue to
be, common in alarge number of countries until poverty is substantially reduced.

The ILO estimates that nearly half (48.5%) of all economically active children
were engaged in hazardous work, which it defines as “any activity or occupation
which, by its nature or type has, or leads to adverse effects on the child’s safety,
health and moral development”.™® Much agricultural work is included in this
category because it may involve the use of heavy machinery or exposure to
pesticides. An ILO report concluded that 55% of children below 12 years of age
were working in a hazardous occupation or situation in 2000. Children between 12
years old and 14 years old were the largest age group working in a hazardous
occupation or situation. Sixty-six percent of all child laborers aged 12 through 14
were reported to be engaged in hazardous work.**

TheILO chart below delinestes the activity of those engaged in child labor, who
comprisenearly 70% of all economically activechildren. Anoverwhelming majority
(69.5%) of these child laborersisengaged in hazardouswork. The deceptively small
percentage of child laborers (3.4%) engaged in the “worst forms of child labor”
represents 8.4 million children. The remaining 27% of the child Iaborers were not
working in either hazardous conditions or the worst forms of child labor, but they
were still engaged in forms of child labor which, according to the ILO, “must be
abolished.”*?

®1LO, Every Child Counts: New Global Estimates on Child Labor. Geneva: ILO Labor
Office, April 2002, p.9.

7 Ibid.
8 |bid, p.17.

9 Fallon, Peter and Zafiris Tzannatos, Child Labor: Issues and Directions for the World
Bank. Washington, DC: The World Bank, 1998, p.2

101LO, Every Child Counts: New Global Estimates on Child Labor. Geneva: ILO Labor
Office, April 2002, p.33.

1 bid, p.23.
12 For the ILO definition of child labor see the Appendix.
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Figure 1. Economically Active Children and Child Labor, 2000
(in millions)

Economically Active Children

Child Labor

106.2
30.2%

D Child Labor D Children in Hazardous Work
D Permissable Work . Worst Forms
D Other

Source: ILO, Every Child Counts: New Global Estimates on Child Labor.

A significant number of children (8.4 million) were estimated to be involved in
the “unconditional worst forms of child labor,” which includes prostitution and
pornography, trafficking, forced and bonded Iabor, armed conflict, and other illicit
activities.®® Of the 8.4 million ensnared in the worst forms of child labor a great
majority (5.7 million) wereeither inforced or bonded labor, with another 1.8 million
engaged in prostitution or pornography. The ILO estimates that some 1.2 million
children weretrafficked in 2000, while 600,000 were engaged iniillicit activitiesand
300,000 participatedinarmed conflict. Most child soldierswerefoundin Africaand
the Asia-Pacific region.* The chart bel ow showsthedistribution of children engaged
in the worst forms of child labor.

18 The 8.4 million children in theworst forms of child labor does not include the 1.2 million
trafficked children to avoid double counting. The ILO assumesthat children are generally
trafficked into another worst form of child labor, such as prostitution.

14 ILO, Every Child Counts: New Global Estimates on Child Labor. Geneva: ILO Labor
Office, April 2002, p.25.
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Figure 2. Children in the Worst Forms of Child Labor,

2000
(in thousands)
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Sour ce: ILO, Every Child Counts: New Global Estimates on Child Labor

Difficulties in Eliminating Child Labor

Child Labor and Poverty

Global efforts to eliminate child labor have been complicated by a range of
factors, including poverty, lack of accessto education, soaring HIV/AIDS rates, and
the ability to conceal the use of child labor. Historically, poverty and child labor are
inextricably linked. Familiesin many countries rely on the income from children to
cover basic needs. A World Bank report found that countrieswith per capitaincome
of $500 or less (at 1987 prices) have labor force participation rates of 30%-60% for
children aged 10-14 years. In contrast, weal thier devel oping countries, withincomes
between $500 and $1,000, havelower child labor participation rates at 10%-30% for
the same age group.™

As children work to contribute to their families’ short-term needs the cycle of
poverty continues. Child labor hinders economic development and perpetuates
poverty by keeping the children of the poor out of school, limiting their prospectsfor
upward social mobility, and preventing them from gaining the education and skills
that would enable them as adults to increase their contributions to economic growth

15 P, Falon and Z. Tzannatos, Child Labor: Issues and directions for the World Bank.
Washington, D.C.: World Bank, 1998, p.2.
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and prosperity.’® Some have suggested that child labor suppresses wages, because
itincreasesthetotal labor supply. A recent articlefrom the Journal of International
Affairsarguesthat if child labor isleft to proliferate, adult |abor could be threatened.
“[1]n the same measure as femal es replaced men as factory workers, so child labor,
if not restricted, will crowd a proportionate number of adults out of employment.”*’

Child Labor in the Shadows

Children working in export industries (such as textiles, clothing, carpets and
footwear) have been featured on news stories causing international uproar. An NBC
Dateline report recently highlighted the grim side of child labor in a story aired on
June 23, 2002. The news story entitled, Saves to Fashion; Child labor and abuse
in Indian silk factories, showed children working in dirty, sweltering factories with
blaring music (to fight fatigue), no running water, no toilets, and no placeto rest. It
reported that these children lived and worked in factorieswhoseinternal temperature
often exceeded 100 degrees, and which remained locked with armed guards barring
entrance or exit. Many of the factorieswerein back alleys, accessible only to those
that worked in them. Hidden cameras showed children picking silk out of boiling
pots with their bare hands, standing at machines purposely built for them, and
cowering as abusive employers liberally hit or threatened them. Research has
indicated that children more often work in small subcontracting shops, like these, or
homework situations rather than in large-scale, formal factories.'®

An important part of the story was a segment that showed the difficulty in
monitoring and tracking goods produced with child labor. An undercover news
reporter held an extensive interview with a silk exporter who admitted that her
company routinely sendsits silk to Italy to receive an Italian label, minimizing the
likelihood that her company would be scrutinized for child labor practices, and
guaranteeing a higher price for the goods.”® This practice reveals the difficulty in
abolishing child labor as companies continue to discover ways to circumvent
monitoring systems.

Child Labor in Various Industries

TheDatelinestory rai sed awareness about someaspectsof child labor. However,
the ILO hasfound that child workersin export industriesarerel atively few compared
to those employed in activities geared to domestic consumption. It isestimated that

1 |LO, A Future Without Child Labor: Global Report under the Follow-up to the ILO
Declaration on Fundamental Principles and Rightsat Work. Geneva: International Labor
Conference 90" Session 2002, p.1.

Y Luis F. Lopez-Calva, Child Labor: Myths, theories and facts. Journal of International
Affairs, Volume 55, Issue 1, October 1, 2001, p.2.

18 U.S. Department of Labor, The Apparel Industry and Codes of Conduct: A solutionto the
International Child Labor Problem?. Washington, D.C., 1996, p.4.

19 All information regarding the Dateline report came from the Dateline transcript, Saves
to Fashion; Child labor and abuse in Indian silk factories. National Broadcasting
Company, Inc., 23 June, 2002.
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fewer than 5% of child laborers are employed in the export manufacturing or mining
sectors, and only 1-2% are employed in export-oriented agriculture.”” Thisreinforces
the argument that child labor needs to be addressed at the national and local levels.

Surveys havereveal ed that the majority of childrenwho work (70%) are engaged
in agriculture, with less than 9% involved in manufacturing, trade and restaurant
work. Only 6.5% werefound to beengaged in socia and personal services, including
domesticwork. Some 4% worked intransport, storage and communications, and 3%
were found to be involved in construction, mining and quarrying.” Not only were
most children found to be engaged in agricultural work, but most children were also
found in the informal sector. This means that children will be less likely found in
highly organized commercial plantations. Nonetheless, children arestill asignificant
portion of thecommercial agricultural workforce, becausethelarge plantationsoften
subcontract to small-scale family farms that may use child labor. Studiesin Brazil,
Kenya and Mexico have shown that children under 15 make up between 25% and
30% of the total labor force in production of various commodities.?? The common
practice of subcontractingismirrored in manufacturing and ahost of other industries,
underscoring the importance of developing national programs that address poverty,
access to basic education, and include child labor initiatives in national labor
legislation.

Child Labor and HIV/AIDS

Child labor has become even more difficult to eliminate with the rapid spread of
HIV/AIDS. HIV/AIDS increases the number of child orphans and street children,
inhibitschildren’ sability to regularly attend school, makes children more vulnerable
to sexual abuse and prostitution, and ultimately elevates the demand for child labor.

HIV/AIDS has aready increased the number of child orphans. Before
HIV/AIDS, about 2% of children in the developing world were orphans; by the end
of the 1990s about 10% of children were orphans in some countries. An estimated
13 million children have lost their mothers or both parents to HIV/AIDS; and 27
million children are expected to be affected by HIV/AIDS by 2010. If children up
to 18 years are considered (children up to 15 years old are traditionally considered
orphans), 50 million children will be affected by HIV/AIDS by 2010. Globally, at
least 90% of those orphaned through HIV/AIDS live in sub-Saharan Africa.®

Children orphaned by HIVV/AIDS often have less access to education. Research
has shown that children orphaned by HIV/AIDS are more likely to be out of school

2 P, Fallon and Z. Tzannatos, Child Labor: Issues and directions for the World Bank.
Washington, D.C.: World Bank, 1998, p.2.

2 |LO, A Future Without Child Labor: Global Report under the Follow-up to the ILO
Declaration on Fundamental Principles and Rights at Work. Geneva: International Labor
Conference 90" Session 2002, p.22.

2 |pid, p.25.

Z All statistics taken from Bill Rau, Intersecting Risks: HIV/AIDS and Child Labor.
Geneva: ILO, June 2002, p. 4.
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than those orphaned for other reasons.?* Once a parent becomesinfected with HIV
the child is often withdrawn from school either to care for the ill parent(s) and
siblings, or to find work to substitute for the income of the sick or deceased parent.
Evenif they remainin school, children raised in householdswith aparent living with
HIV/AIDS usually only attend school sporadically.

Once the parent(s) die(s) the child may find refuge in the streets or with an
extended family member. The extended family network has traditionally been very
strongin many developing countries. However, HIV/AIDSisunderminingit. Older
family members, already struggling to make a living, rarely have enough money to
sufficiently care for additional children. These children are less likely to receive an
education, are more likely to be malnourished, and are more easily exploited.
Extended families are turning away children at rising rates, resulting in asignificant
increasein “street children” and working children. Children on the street in need of
money, food, shelter and guidance are more likely to be drawn into causal sexual
relationshipsor to be exploited for commercial sexual practices. Consequently, these
children becomemorelikely to contract HIV/AIDSthemselves. The United Nations
estimates that up to 48% of street children have been sexually abused in return for
food and shelter.

As working adults continue to die at rapid rates, the demand for child labor
increases. In areas severely affected by HIV/AIDS, employers have begun to seek
out children to fill in the labor gaps. In Zimbabwe, the HIV induced loss of adult
labor on commercia agricultural estates has increased the demand for child labor
both in fields and in households. In South Africa, children are expected to work on
the estate if they live with their parents on the compound.?

Child Labor and Education

A lack of accessto education isyet another contributor to the persistence of child
labor. Educationiscritical in both preventing child labor and in removing children
from hazardous forms of work. An estimated 113 million children do not have
access to primary education around the world.?’ Some do not have access to
education because the school fees, uniforms and other related expenses are out of
reach. Others either do not have access to a school or do not find the education
offered to be relevant to their needs. While child labor may supplement the
household incomein the short-term, in thelong-term it can plunge the family deeper
into poverty as it both increases the likelihood that the child will receive meager
wages for hig/her lifetime and suppresses adult wages.

2 |pid, p.6.

% Bill Rau, Intersecting Risks: HIV/AIDS and Child Labor. Geneva: ILO, June 2002,
p.22.

2 |pid, p.19.

21 USDOL, Advancing the Campaign Against Child Labor: Efforts at the Country Level.
Washington, D.C.: USDOL, 2002, i.
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Efforts to Eliminate International Child Labor

There are a number of other international organizations and international non-
governmental organizations (NGOs) that address child labor, but this report focuses
ontheinternational effortsof the International Labor Organization.?® Since 1919 the
International Labor Organization (ILO) has adopted some 20 Conventions and
Recommendations that seek to set minimum labor standards for children.” The
Conventions are treaties and are binding on countries that have ratified them. The
ILO offers countries technical assistancein implementing and ratifying Convention
138: Minimum Age for Employment, and Convention 182: Elimination of the Wor st
Forms of Child Labor® through the Declaration on Fundamental Principles and
Rightsat Work and its Follow-Up. Established in 1998, the Declaration commitsall
ILO membersto respect, promoteand realizeworkers' basicrights, evenif they have
not ratified the corresponding Conventions.®® Workers' basic rights are:

e the elimination of discrimination in respect of employment and
occupation;

e theeimination of all forms of forced or compulsory labor

e freedom of association; and

e the abolition of child labor.*

The Declaration and its Follow-Up incorporate no direct enforcement powers.
However, the ILO monitors and reports on international child labor practices. The
programs established under the Declaration rely on two things to eliminate
international child labor: annual reports from participating countries and technical
assistance programs. All states participating in the Declaration program arerequired
to submit an annual report that illustrates their progress towards respecting,
promoting and realizing the standards in the corresponding Conventions that they
have not ratified.*® The Declaration and its Follow-Up also commits the ILO to
provide technical assistance to member states that will assist them in implementing
the Fundamental Principles and Rights at Work.

% Additional international organizationsinclude UNICEF, and NGOs include the Save the
Children.

% Relevant Child Labor Conventions include: Convention 5: Minimum Age for Industrial
Sector (Revised), 1919; Convention 59: Minimum Age (Industry) Convention (Revised),
1937; Convention 105: Abolition of Forced Labor, 1957; Convention 123: Minimum Age
for Underground Work, 1965; Convention 138: Minimum Age for Employment, 1973; and
Convention 182: Elimination of the Worst Forms of Child Labor, 1999.

% Asof December 18, 2002, 120 countrieshaveratified Convention 138, excludingtheU.S.,,
and 132 countries ratified Convention 182, including the United States.

3| LOwebsite[ http://www.ilo.int/public/english/standards/decl/decl aration/f agy/tindex.htm] ,
August 27, 2002.

* |bid.
* |bid.
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International Initiatives

The ILO hasanumber of technical assistance programs that address child labor.
The first is the International Program to Eliminate Child Labor (IPEC), which
became operational in 1992. IPEC has mobilized more resources than any other
Declaration technical assistance program..® Eighty-two countriesnow participatein
the IPEC program, up from the initial six, and the program has attracted 27 donor
countries, up from the original one (Germany).* IPEC accounted for 12.8% of the
total ILO extra-budgetary technical cooperation expenditurein 1998-1999. By 2000-
01, 27.5% of total ILO extra-budgetary technical cooperation expenditurecamefrom
IPEC.* This initiative targets children engaged in hazardous work and the worst
forms of child labor. To enhance sustainability and maximize impact, IPEC works
with participating governments to remove children from hazardous work and offers
children and their families education, income and employment alternatives. The
program aso seeks to prevent other children from becoming child laborers.® The
training component of IPEC Program helps member states to:

e determine the nature and extent of the child labor problem;

e devise national policies and protective legidation;

e establish mechanismsto providein-country ownership and operation
of national programs;

e create awareness about child labor in communities and workplaces;
and

e enhance workplace monitoring and socia protection programs.®

A second technical assistanceinitiativeisthe TimeBound Programs(TBP). The
TBP seeks to assist member States to implement Convention 182 and eradicate the
worst forms of child labor within fiveto ten years. The ILO expects TBPsto have
a significant impact on sustainable development largely because its methodol ogy
incorporates all members of society, and because it requiresthat states demonstrate
commitment to eradicating the worst forms of child labor. Recognizing the link
between poverty and child labor, TBPs seek toincorporate strategiesfor theabolition
of the worst forms of child labor into participating countries’ national Poverty
Reduction Strategy Papers and national |abor market policies and processes.®

A third technical assistance program, the Statistical Information and Monitoring
Program on Child Labor (SIMPOC), helps states identify the incidence, scope and

3 |LO, A Future Without Child Labor: Global Report under the Follow-up to the ILO
Declaration on the Fundamental Principles and Rights at Work. Geneva: International
Labor Conference 90" Session 2002, p.3.

* L0, IPEC Action Against Child Labor: Highlights 2002. Geneva: October 2002, p.5.

% 1LO, IPEC Action Against Child Labor 2000-2001: Progress and Future Priorities.
Geneva: January 2002, p.25.

%7 |bid, p.9.
% |bid, p.10.
¥ |bid, p.24 and p.34.
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causes of child labor. Data on the scope and magnitude of child labor practicesis
scarce and is often not collected. Furthermore, the data that is available, including
ILO data, has some margin of error.*> SIMPOC provides technical and financial
support to countriesto carry out child labor surveys, sets up national data banks and
disseminates information.**

U.S. Government Child Labor Initiatives

While child labor has proven extremely difficult to eliminate, the United States
has consistently strengthened its efforts to combat child labor. It has increased the
number of U.S. agencies with mandates to fight the phenomenon, augmented its
allocations to anti-child labor efforts, and attached child labor criteria to its
international agreements and foreign assistance programs. In addition to its
increasingly important rolein devel oping programs that counter the spread of child
labor, the United States has enhanced its role in the global fight against child labor
through legidation and international agreements. One such international agreement
is Convention 182 on the Worst Forms of Child Labor. As of 2002, one hundred
twenty-nine countries have ratified Convention 182, due to rapid Senate action the
United Stateswasthethird.”? The United Statesis also committed to the 1990 World
Declaration Education for All Initiative. Thisinitiative seeksto ensurethat by 2015
al children, particularly girls, have access to and are able to complete free and
compulsory primary education of good quality.® By virtue of its goal of global
education for al, thisinitiative is seen as atool to fight child labor.

A number of U.S. agencies have a mandate to address international child labor.
Below isabrief description of someactivitiesthat the U.S. Department of Labor, the
U.S. Department of Treasury, the U.S. Agency for International Development, and
the U.S. Department of State implement to address child labor.

The U.S. Department of Labor

The U.S. Department of Labor (USDOL) isthelead U.S. agency with the task of
implementing projects that counter child labor worldwide. The International Child
Labor Program (ICLP) combats international child labor as part of the Bureau of
International Affairs(ILAB) of USDOL. ILAB seekstoimproveworking conditions

“0 Thisis discussed further in Every Child Counts: New Global Estimates on Child Labor.

“L|LO, A Future Without Child Labor: Global Report under the Follow-up to the ILO
Declaration on Fundamental Principles and Rightsat Work. Geneva: International Labor
Conference 90" Session 2002, p.62.

2| LOwebsite, [http://www.ilo.org/public/english/standards/i pec/index.htm], December 3,
2002.

43 USDOL, Advancing the Campaign Against Child Labor: Efforts at the Country Level.
Washington, D.C.: USDOL, 2002, v.
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around the globe. The United States is the single largest contributor to the IPEC
Program,* contributing over $157 million to the ILO-IPEC between 1995 and 2002.

The U.S. Department of Labor’s International Child Labor Program has grown
considerably sinceitsinceptionin1993. Initially, thel CLPinvestigated and reported
on international incidences of child labor.* The ICLP continuesto investigate and
report on global incidencesof childlabor, implementstechnical assistanceinitiatives,
undertakes awareness raising activities, and maintains a list of products, which it
believes may have been made with forced or indentured child labor.*

Technical Assistance

The U.S. Department of Labor (USDOL) International Child Labor Program
(ICLP) funds a number of technical assistance programs. The first, the ILO-IPEC
Program, receivesthe largest portion of the technical assistance budget. In FY 2002,
USDOL contributed $45 million to the ILO-IPEC Program. U.S. contributions
support ILO-International Program to Eliminate Child Labor (IPEC), -Time Bound
Programs (TBPs), and -Statistical Information and Monitoring Program on Child
Labor (SIMPOC) activities in over 25 countries. The projects address key issues
local to each country, including child labor in Indonesia's footwear industry,
trafficking in West and Central Africa, and eliminating child labor in Nicaragua s
trash dumps. A completelist of USDOL technical assistance projects can be found
in the appendix.

The second technical assistance program, the Education Initiative (El), is a
relatively new one. Launched in 2001, the El seeks to increase access to basic
education, and to enhance the sustainability*’ of ongoing international and national
child labor programs.”® The USDOL allocated $37 million to the El in FY 2002.The
Education Initiative has four goals:

e toraiseawarenessof theimportanceof educationfor all children and
mobilize a wide array of actors to improve and expand education
infrastructures;

e to strengthen national institutions and policies on education and
child labor;

“ ILO, IPEC Action Against Child Labor 200-2001: Progress and Future Priorities.
Geneva: January 2002, p.11.

% USDOL website, [http://www.dol.gov/ilab/programs/iclp/aboutcl.htm], September 3,
2002.

% USDOL website, [http://www.dol.gov/IL AB/programs/iclp/about_iclp.htm], September
4, 2002.

“" Interview with staff at USDOL, July 23, 2002.

“8 USDOL website, [http://www.dol.gov/IL AB/programs/iclp/about_iclp.htm], September
4, 2002..
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e todevelopformal andtransitional education systemsthat encourage
working children and those at risk of working to attend school; and

e to ensure the long-term sustainability of these efforts.*

TheUSDOL-ICLPasoawardsgrantsto raiseawarenesswithinthe United States
about the global problem of child labor. Thefundshave been usedto producereports
on the nature and scope of child labor in India, Brazil, Mexico, and Kenya; to
develop a photographic library of child labor from around the world; to support the
public education efforts of the Child Labor Coalition (CLC);* and to offer a child
labor policy advocacy course to 50 graduate students.™

In addition to its technical assistance efforts the USDOL-ICLP, in conjunction
with the Department of Treasury and the Department of State, maintains a list of
products believed to be produced with forced or indentured child labor.> Thelistis
updated and the Department of Treasury, U.S. Customs Service usesthislist to seize
such goods and prevent them from entering the United States. Since June 12, 1999,
under Executive Order No. 13126, the USDOL -1CL P has co-maintained thislist and
is currently reviewing information regarding the use of forced or indentured child
labor in the cocoa industry in Cote d’Ivoire and the production of firecrackers in
China.®®

U.S. Department of Treasury

Section 307 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (P.L. 71-361) prohibits the importation of
merchandise produced in whole or in part with prison labor, forced labor, or
indentured labor under penal sanction. It was amended in 2000 to specify that the
prohibition includes forced or indentured child labor (P.L. 106-200).>* The
Department of Treasury, U.S. Customs Service, responsible for enforcing Section
307 and related regulations, has established aForced Child Labor Command Center
in the Fraud Investigations Branch of the Office of Investigations. The Command
Center has a number of functions, including:

e providing aclearinghouse for information and investigative leads;

e creating strategiestoidentify illegal merchandise beforeit arrivesin
the U.S,;

9 USDOL website, [www.dol .gov/IL AB/grants/educati on/educationinitiative.htm], July 31,
2002.

% The International Child Labor Coalition isan NGO that educates the public about child
labor.

*LUSDOL website, [ http://www.dol .gov/ILAB/programs/tech_assist/awareness/main.htm],
September 4, 2002.

2 USDOL website, [http://www.dol.gov/ilab/programs/iclp/eo.htm], July 15, 2002.
3 USDOL website, [http://www.dol.gov/ilab/programs/iclp/eo.htm], July 15, 2002.
> U.S. Customs, Forced Child Labor Advisory. Washington, D.C.: December 2000, p.4.
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e oOperating as aliaison for Customs investigative filed office; and
e improving enforcement coordination and information.*

The U.S. Customs Outreach Program enhances its enforcement efforts. The
Outreach Program educates manufacturers, U.S. importers and the public about
forced child labor. It also informsits audience about the role of Customsin fighting
forced or indentured child labor, offers advice on identifying goods possibly
produced with indentured or forced child labor, and explains U.S. child labor law.

The U.S. Customs Service a so fights forced and indentured child labor abroad
through its attachés. Attacheés, based in more than 20 countries, are responsible for
investigating allegations of forced or indentured child labor, informing foreign
government counterparts, NGOs and private businesseson Customs' roleinfighting
forced and indentured child labor, and conducting seminars and conferences on
forced and indentured child labor. Congresshasappropriated over $14 milliontothe
U.S. Customs forced child labor program since FY 2000.

U.S. Agency for International Development

The U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID) programs to limit
international child labor are implemented largely through three initiatives: the
Sustainable Tree Crops Program (STCP), the Education to Combat Abusive Child
Labor (ECACL) Activity, and anti-trafficking programs.

The Sustainable Tree Crops Program isapublic-private partnership that seeksto
raise the income and quality of life in cocoa-, coffee- and cashew-producing
communities. Initially, the project focused its efforts on economicaly and
environmentally improving the standards of rural households. Recently, theprogram
has evolved to address abusive child labor practices by promoting and monitoring
acceptable forms of labor. Recognizing that abusive forms of child labor are often
asymptom of poverty, USAID hopesthat by combining strategiesto increase access
to environmentaly friendly technology to raise profitability, productivity and
efficiency of smallholder tree crops systems, farmerswill rely less on child labor.*

In an effort to investigate allegations of bonded child labor and child trafficking
in harvesting some cocoabeansin West Africa, USAID in conjunction with the U.S.
Department of Labor, the Chocolate Manufacturers Association (CMA) and thelLO
conducted a survey in Cameroon, Cote d’ Ivoire, Ghana, Guinea, and Nigeria. Asa
result of the survey findings, three congressional members®, the Government of Cote
d'lvoire, the ILO-IPEC, the CMA, other NGOs, and a host of other chocolate

*U.S. Customswebsite, [ http://www.customs.gov/enforcem/forc.htm], September 4, 2002.
* Interview with USAID staff on September 9, 2002.
> Senator Tom Harkin, Senator Herbert Kohl, and Congressman Eliot Engel.
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employers and workers unions® were involved in the formation of a codlition to
develop an action plan to address abusive child labor in West African cocoa
production.® Ultimately, the coalition agreed to a program for growing and
processing cocoabeans and their derivative productsin amanner that complieswith
ILO Convention 182.°° The Sustainable Tree Crops Program (STCP), the ILO,
Governments of West Africaand the CMA are developing a pilot phase of activity
that would complement existing STCP activities. Pilot projects were scheduled to
begin by November 30, 2002.%*

USAID seeks to integrate child labor activities into all of its socio-economic
mission-level development programs through the Education to Combat Abusive
Child Labor (ECACL) Activity. The ECACL assessesthe extent of in-country child
labor problems; and conducts policy analyses, evaluations, and feasibility studies, as
well asapplied research. Through thisactivity ECACL exploresvarious strategiesto
eliminate abusive and hazardous child labor, such as alternative forms of education,
scholarships, payments and other incentives. The research has already reveal ed that
many children engaged in hazardous forms of child labor and their families do not
seethemerit in attending school;; and many feel that theliberal artsform of education
usually found in school isnot relevant to their lifestyle and will not servetoimprove
their financia standing. The ECACL hasalready produced anumber of publications,
achild labor database, child labor country briefs, and reports that serve as planning
guides for assisting host countries and USAID missions in the planning and
implementation of on-the-ground activities. The ECACL will also report on the
results of its pilot projects that seek to prevent children from entering hazardous or
exploitative forms of work worldwide.®

Finally, USAID conducts a range of anti-trafficking activities that include
assisting children in Africa, cooperating with NGOs in Central Asia to combat
trafficking and changelegislation, and monitoring cross-border trafficking for sexual
exploitation in Latin America and the Caribbean. Many of these activities are
conducted in conjunction with the U.S. Department of State and U.S. Embassies.®®

%8 Other signatories, include: the World Cocoa Foundation, the International Union of Food,
Agricultural, Hotel, Restaurant, Catering, Tobaccoand Allied Workers' Associations(IUF),
the Child Labor Coalition, Free The Slaves, and the National Consumers League

% Child Labor Coalition website, Nothing Sweet: Child Save Labor in Ivory Coast Cocoa
Fields. [http://mww.stopchil dlabor.org/international childlabor/timeline.htm], July 17, 2002.

% 1bid, ibid.
€1 USAID Africa/DP Bureau, September 9, 2002.

62 Education to Combat Abusive Child L abor website, [ http://www.beps.net/childlabor.htm],
September 10, 2002.

8B USAID, Traffickingin Persons. USAID’ sResponse. Washington, D.C., September 2001,
p.3.
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U.S. Department of State

The U.S. Department of State is involved in child labor initiatives, which it
coordinateswiththelLO, USDOL, and USAID. Throughits Office of International
Labor Affairsit promotesthe ILO core labor standards, which include the abolition
of child labor; plays a major role in U.S. Government participation in the ILO;
pursues the inclusion of worker rights on the agenda of international institutions,
including the World Trade Organization (WTO), the World Bank, and the
International Monetary Fund; and monitors countries compliance with worker
rights provisionsin U.S. laws. P.L. 106-386 called for the establishment of an
Interagency Task Forceto Monitor and Combat Trafficking, chaired by the Secretary
of State. It also authorizes the U.S. Department of State to establish an Office to
Monitor and Combat Traffickingto assist thetask force. Inaddition, the Department
of Stateisrequired toissueareport each year on trafficking, including an assessment
of what governments are doing to combat trafficking. Trafficking is discussed
comprehensively in CRS Report RL 30545, Trafficking in Women and Children: The
U.S and International Response.

Congressional Action

Congressional support for the abolition of child labor, particularly the worst
formsof child labor, isvery strong. Congress has acted to fund programsto combat
child labor, expand the United States’ roleinthe global fight against child labor, and
include clausesthat require action on eliminating child labor in trade agreements. In
1993, Congressdirected the U.S. Department of Labor (USDOL ) International Child
Labor Program (ICLP) to investigate and report on child labor around the world.
Sincethen, Congress has continued to fund the USDOL -ICLPresearch and reporting
efforts. It has expanded the ICLP's mandate to include administering grants to
organizations engaged in efforts to eliminate child labor and to improve access to
quality basic education; and raising public awareness and understanding of child
labor issues.** Appropriations for the ICLP have grown to $82 millionin FY 2002.
Congress has also greatly enhanced U.S. efforts to fight child labor by adding child
labor responsibilitiesto ahost of U.S. agenciesincluding, USAID, U.S. Department
of State, and U.S. Customs Service.

Congress has a so advanced the U.S. role in countering the worst forms of child
labor through legidation, such as Section 634 of P.L. 105-61, which restricts the
importation of goods produced by forced or indentured child labor. Congress also
added child labor stipulations to foreign aid legislation through the Export-Import
Bank Reauthorization Act of 1997 (P.L. 105-121). This bill integrates child labor
into the list of criteria for denying credit by the Export-Import Bank. Another hill
targeting child labor abusesistheVictimsof Traffickingand Violence Protection Act
of 2000 (P.L. 106-386). Thelegidation provides punishment for traffickers, aswell

8 USDOL website, [http://www.dol.gov/IL AB/programs/main.htm], September 12, 2002.
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asassistanceand protectionto trafficking victims, with aspecial emphasisonwomen
and children, both in the U.S. and abroad.®

Recognizing that international child labor could serve as an artificial barrier to
trade, as countries that do not rely on child labor in export production could have
difficulty competing against countriesthat do, Congress has used international trade
agreements to fight child labor. The Generalized System of Preferences (GSP) isa
program that extends duty-free entry to awide range of products from more than 140
countries and territories. The Trade and Development Act of 2000 (P.L. 106-200)
expanded the GSP eligibility criteriato includetheWorst Formsof Child Labor. The
Act prohibits any country from GSP consideration if “[sluch country has not
implemented its commitments to eliminate the worst forms of child labor.”® The
Trade Act of 2002 (P.L. 107-210) amended the Andean Trade Preference Act
(ATPA) to add child labor criteria® The North American Agreement on Labor
Cooperation (NAALC), the labor supplement to the North American Free Trade
Agreement (NAFTA), also has a child labor component. The agreement seeks to
promote fundamental labor standards, including those addressing child labor,
compliancewith labor laws, and the enforcement of those lawsin each country. The
Office of the U.S. Trade Representative states that the NAALC has enhanced
transparency and public debate on labor law and enforcement issues more than any
previous bilateral or trilateral cooperative agreement.®®

Issues and Questions for Congress

Although Congresshas consistently supported American effortsto eliminatechild
labor world-wide, proponents of these efforts say that a number of issues continue
to complicate these initiatives, including: ineffective enforcement mechanisms,
gparse monitoring systems, and insufficient funding for programs that alleviate
poverty, decreaseincidencesof HIV/AIDS, andincrease accessto rel evant education.
Some argue that until international enforcement mechanisms are established, global
monitoring systems are enhanced and funding for programs that combat poverty,
HIV/AIDS and illiteracy are boosted, child labor will continue to flourish.

Lack of Enforcement Mechanisms

There are a number of international, national and local programs that seek to
eliminate international child labor. Some argue that a lack of enforcement
mechanisms diminishes the impact of these programs.® Ratification of ILO

® |bid, ibid.
% p.L. 106-200.
 H.R. 3009.

% USTR website, Chapter 3: Worker Rights: Cooperation and Labor Law Enforcement.
[http://www.ustr.gov/pdf/chapter3.pdf], September 12, 2002.

% The lack of ILO enforcement capabilities has generated much discussion. Part of that
(continued...)
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Conventions and participation in the ILO international child labor programs are
voluntary. Some maintain that the ILO should have some form of enforcement
capacity or penalty mechanismsin place to strengthen the child labor Conventions.
These arguments have raised a number of questions, including whether the ILO
should add enforcement mechanismsto its charter, and the impact that enforcement
mechanisms could have on ILO membership (there are 186 ILO member states).
Some have also suggested that the ILO should alow countries to file grievances
against countries that consistently use child labor.

Linking Child Labor to International Trade and Foreign Aid

Some argue that linking child labor to international trade strengthens efforts to
eliminateitsuse. Advocates of this practice argue that countries that use child labor
create unemployment in devel oped countries as multinational companies movetheir
plants to countries with lower labor costs. This, they argue, constitutes “social
dumping”, a term that implies that developing countries without adequate |abor
standards distort trade and investment flows and participate in unfair competition.”
Additionally, supporters of using trade as atool to discourage the use of child labor
maintain that this linkage will help developing countries to modernize, because
children will be forced to attend school, and in the long run a more educated
workforce will boost the country’ s productive potential.

Others oppose marrying child labor and international trade for a number of
reasons. Firgt, they argue that the United States unjustly requires states to ratify or
comply with international child labor conventions, which it has not ratified.”
Second, opponents argue that heightened trade barriers will worsen the plight of
workersand morethan likely increasereliance on child labor, asgrowth ishalted and
families struggle to contend with increased poverty. Finally, since most child labor
occurs on family farms and in the informal sector, trade initiatives will have only
minimal impact on child laborers, opponents argue. If the United States would
reduce its trade barriers (such as tariffs on foreign textiles and agriculture), some
argue, devel oping countrieswould be ableto grow, fight poverty, and minimizetheir
reliance on child laborers.”? This issue has spurred debates on a number of issues,
including whether the United States should continueto useinternational tradeforums
to contribute to the abolition of international child labor. Another issue some have

8 (...continued)

debate has been captured in Congressional hearingsand briefings, including: Federal News
Service(FNS), US AForeign PressCenter Briefing, June23, 1999, and FNS, Special White
House Briefing with Secretary of Labor Alexis Herman and National Economic Council
Director Gene Sperling, December 2, 1999.

0 Hasnat, Baban, “ International Trade and Child Labor.” Journal of Economic Issues, v29,
n2, June 1995, p.419.

™ The United States has not ratified a number of ILO Conventions, because it argues that
it infringes on national and state sovereignty. Furthermore, it argues that in practice the
United States already complies with the Conventions.

2|_ukas, Aaron, “WTO Report Card I11: Globalization and Devel oping Countries.” CATO
Institute: CATO Trade Briefing Paper No. 10, June 20, 2000, p.16.
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raisediswhether U.S. tariffsand subsidiesindirectly contributeto international child
labor. Opponents of theuse of U.S. tariffs and subsidies have argued that the United
States might be able to offer trade-friendly options to eliminate child labor, such as
halting direct foreign aid payments to governments that use child labor.

Lack of Global Monitoring Systems

Both the ILO and the United States train labor monitors in foreign countries.
However, most labor monitoring activities are undertaken in the formal sector. As
noted early in this report, most forms of international child labor occur in the
informal sector, such as family farms and home businesses. Countries that already
strugglewith insufficient numbersof labor monitorswho are oftenill-trained andill-
equipped can not effectively monitor theinformal sector. Advocates of theincreased
use of labor monitors have debated whether the United States should encourage the
ILO to train labor monitorsto inspect labor practicesin theinformal sector. Others
have suggested that the ILO could offer governments additional technical assistance
to hiremorelabor monitors. Somearguethat alternative methods of supporting labor
monitors, such as encouraging the private sector or non-governmental organizations
to offer support to in-country labor monitors or the ILO in monitoring and
documenting child labor abuses.

Child Labor as a Development Issue

Some have maintained that funding for poverty aleviation, HIV/AIDS, basic
education, and agriculture is insufficient. These observers argue that a
comprehensive anti-child labor agendashould includeincreased funding for poverty
reduction programs, education initiatives and other development programs. They
maintain that if child labor were approached from a human rights perspective then
the myriad of development i ssueswould be addressed in conjunctionwith child labor
programs.” Those who see child labor as a development issue argue that countries,
including the United States, should increase funding to other devel opment programs,
such as HIV/AIDS, basic education and agriculture. Others express concern that if
the United Statesweretoincreaseitsfunding to anti-poverty initiativesit might have
to cut funding for other programs. At the same time, some argue that the United
States needs to change the way it offers foreign aid overall.

3 See UNICEF, Beyond Child Labor, Affirming Rights. New Y ork: UNICEF, March 2001.
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Appendix
Definitions of Child Labor

The ILO divides child labor into three categories:

e |abor performed by achild who isunder the minimum age;
e children engaged in hazardous work; and
e children in the unconditional worst forms of child labor

Labor that is performed by a child under the minimum age is unacceptable
because thiswork islikely to impede on achild’s education and full devel opment™,
and thus the ILO considers it to be the first form of child labor to be immediately
abolished. The ILO estimates that in 2000 approximately 246 million children
between 5 and 17 years old were engaged in child labor that requires elimination.”™

Childreninhazardouswork isdefined as children participating in any activity or
occupation which, by itsnature or type has, or leadsto, adverse effectson thechild's
safety, health (physical or mental), and moral development. Hazards could be asa
result of excessive workloads, physical conditions of work, and/or work intensity
(duration or hours of work even if the activity is deemed non-hazardous or safe).”
The ILO estimates that in 2000 more than two-thirds of those in child labor were
engaged in hazardouswork. An estimated 171 million children between ages 5 and
17 were estimated to work in hazardous conditions in 2000."

The unconditional worst forms of child labor includes:

e al formsof slavery or practices similar to slavery, such as sale and
trafficking of children, debt bondage and serfdom and forced or
compulsory labor, including forced or compulsory use of childrenin
armed conflict;

e the use, procuring or offering of a child for prostitution, for the
production of pornography, or for pornographic performances; and

e the use, procuring or offering of a child for illicit activities,
particularly in the production and trafficking of drugs.”

" ILO, A Future Without Child Labor: Global Report under the Follow-Up to the ILO
Declaration on Fundamental Principles and Rights at Work. Geneva: ILO, International
Labor Conference 90" Session 2002, p.9.

S 1LO, Every Child Counts: New Global Estimates on Child Labor. Geneva: ILO Labor
Office, April 2002, p.23.

7 |bid, p.33.
7 1bid, p.10.
8 USDOL website, [http://www.dol.gov/ilab/programs/iclp/aboutcl.htm], June 5, 2002.



CRS-21

Table 3. USDOL-Funded Child Labor Technical Assistance Projects, FY1995-FY2001

FY PROJECT
COUNTRY PROJECT AMOUNT FUNDED TERM GRANTEE

ASIA

TOTAL FUNDING: US$ 45.8 MILLION

Bangladesh Phase 1: Elimination of Child Labor in Bangladesh Garment $867,273 1995 completed ILO/IPEC
Manufacturers and Exporters Association (BGMEA) Garment
Factories and the Placement of Children in School Programs
Phase 2: Continuation of Monitoring and Verification Project in $840,779 1996; 1997 completed ILO/IPEC
BGMEA Factoriesin Bangladesh
Phase 3: Continuing the Child Labor Monitoring and Education $375,572 2001 5/01 — 4/02 ILO/IPEC
Components (BGMEA), and Prepare for the Integration into a
Broader Project in the Garment Export Industry in Bangladesh
Prevention and Elimination of the Worst Forms of Child Labor in $6,000,600 2000 9/00 - 8/03 ILO/IPEC
Selected Formal and Informal Sectors Child Labor Statistical
Survey (SIMPOC)

Cambodia Combating Child Labor in Hazardous Work in Salt Production, $999,310 2001 9/01—-2/04 ILO/IPEC
Rubber Plantations and Fish/shrimp Processing Centersin
Cambodia

India Preventing and Eliminating Child Labor in 10 Identified $14,000,000 2001 9/01 — 12/04 ILO/IPEC
Hazardous Sectors

Mongolia National Program on the Prevention and Elimination of Child $569,633 1999 10/99 - 7/02 ILO/IPEC
Labor in Mongolia

Nepal Elimination of Trafficking and Commercial Sexual Exploitation $192,809 1996 completed ILO/IPEC
of Girls
Sustainable Elimination of Bonded Labor in Nepal (Joint Project $1,953,052 2000 12/00 - 11/03 ILO/IPEC
with Declaration Program)
Supporting the Timebound Program on the Elimination of the $5,500,000 2001 9/01 - 8/04 ILO/IPEC

Worst Forms of Child Labor in Nepal
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FY

PROJECT

COUNTRY PROJECT AMOUNT FUNDED TERM GRANTEE

Brighter Futures Program: Combating Child in Nepal through $4,000,000 2001 2/02 — 2/06 World Education
Education

Pakistan Phase 1: Project to Phase Children Out of the Soccer Ball $755,744 1997 (completed) ILO/IPEC
Industry, Provide Educational Opportunities, and Conduct
Internal and External Monitoring in Sialkot
Phase 2: Elimination of Child Labor in the Soccer Ball Industry in $1,109,831 2000 8/00 —7/02 ILO/IPEC
Sialkot
Project to Phase Children out of the Carpet Sector, Place Themin $2,055,146 1998, 1999 4/99 — 4/03 ILO/IPEC
Schools, and Establish Compliance Monitoring System

Philippines Statistical Program for Advocacy on the Elimination of Child $268,465 1995 (completed) ILO/IPEC
Labor and the Protection of Children in the Philippines - Child
Labor Statistical Survey (SIMPOC)
SIMPOC- Child Labor Statistical Survey $237,476 2001 7/01 - 10/02 ILO/IPEC
Timebound Preparatory Work $66,506 2001 6/01 - 7/02 ILO/IPEC

Thailand Phase 1. Program to Prevent Child Labor and Forced Child $484,923 1995 completed ILO/IPEC
Progtitution
Phase 2: Continuation of the Program to Prevent Child Labor and $261,070 1996 completed ILO/IPEC
Forced Child Prostitution

Vietnam National Program on the Prevention and Elimination of Child $499,383 2001 1/01 —-6/04 ILO/IPEC
Labor

East and South East ILO/Japan/U.S. Asian Regional Tripartite Workshop on Core $111,870 1999 completed ILO/IPEC

Asia Labor Standards, Including Child Labor

South Asia Elimination of Trafficking of Children in South Asia $1,789,426 1999 2/00-9/02 ILO/IPEC

1. Bangladesh

2. Nepa

3. Sri Lanka

South East Asia Program to Combat Child Labor in the Footwear Industry in $1,961,657 1999 10/99 — 12/02 ILO/IPEC

1. Indonesia Indonesia, the Philippines, and Thailand
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FY

PROJECT

COUNTRY PROJECT AMOUNT FUNDED TERM GRANTEE
2. Philippines
3. Thailand
South East Asia Program to Combat Child Labor in the Fishing Industry in $983,347 1999, 2000 10/99 — 12/02 ILO/IPEC
1. Indonesia Indonesia, the Philippines, and Thailand
2. Philippines
AFRICA
TOTAL FUNDING: US$ 24.8 MILLION
Ghana National Program on the Prevention and Elimination of Child $650,703 1999 8/99 — 6/02 ILO/IPEC
Labor in Ghana
SIMPOC - Child Labor Statistical Survey $397,617 1999 9/00 — 8/02 ILO/IPEC
M alawi SIMPOC - Child Labor Statistical Survey $387,759 2001 8/01 -11/02 ILO/IPEC
Nigeria National Program on the Prevention and Elimination of Child $718,928 1999 1/00 — 6/02 ILO/IPEC
Labor in Nigeria
SIMPOC - Child Labor Statistical Survey $282,613 1999 7/99 —8/02 ILO/IPEC
South Africa Reporting on the State of the Nation’s Working Children: $687,697 1998, 1999 11/98 — 6/02 ILO/IPEC
Statistical Program for Advocacy on the Elimination of Child
Labor and the Protection of Working Children in the Republic of
South Africa
National Program to Eliminate Child Labor in South Africa $121,929 2000 7/00 —4/01 ILO/IPEC
Tanzania Supporting the Timebound Program on the Elimination of the $5,406,168 2001 9/01 - 5/05 ILO/IPEC
Worst Forms of Child Labor in Tanzania
Tanzania Child Laborers Program $4,000,000 2001 2/02 — 2/06 Education
Development
Center, Inc.
Uganda National Program to Eliminate Child Labor in Uganda $1,196,262 1999 5/99 — 12/01 ILO/IPEC
SIMPOC - Child Labor Statistical Survey $295,608 1999 3/00—-2/03 ILO/IPEC
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FY

PROJECT

COUNTRY PROJECT AMOUNT FUNDED TERM GRANTEE
Zambia National Program on the Prevention and Elimination of Child $630,512 1999 9/99 — 8/01 ILO/IPEC
Labor in Zambia
SIMPOC - Child Labor Statistical Survey $289,775 1999 9/99 — 6/02 ILO/IPEC
West and Central Phase 1: Combating Trafficking in Children for Labor $225,525 1999 (completed) ILO/IPEC
Africa Exploitation in West and Central Africa
1. Benin
2. Burkina Faso
3. Cameroon
4. Gabon - — -
5. Ghana Phase 2: Combating Trafficking in Children for Labor $4,279,154 2001 7/01-11/04 ILO/IPEC
6. Ivory Coast Exploitation in West and Central Africa
7. Madli
8. Nigeria
9. Togo
Central Africa Phase 1: Regional Program on the Prevention and Reintegration $312,812 2001 9/01 —10/02 ILO/IPEC
1. Burundi of Children Involved in Armed Conflicts in Central Africa
2. Republic of Congo (Identification of a Strategy for Concerted Action)
3. DR of Congo
4. Rwanda
East Africa Prevention, Withdrawal and Rehabilitation of Children Engaged $4,743,658 2000 11/00-11/03 ILO/IPEC
1. Kenya in Hazardous Work in the Commercial Agriculture Sector in
2. Malawi Africa
3. Uganda
4. Tanzania
5. Zambia
Africa Technical workshop on Child Labor in Commercial Agriculture $170,381 1995 (completed) ILO/IPEC

in Africa
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FY

PROJECT

COUNTRY PROJECT AMOUNT FUNDED TERM GRANTEE

CENTRAL AMERICA, SOUTH AMERICA AND THE CARRIBEAN

TOTAL FUNDING: US$ 41 MILLION

Brazil Combating Child Labor in the Shoe Industry of Vale dos Sinos, $308,958 1995 (compl eted) ILO/IPEC
Brazil
SIMPOC — Child Labor Statistical Survey $1,663,599 1999 9/99 — 5/03 ILO/IPEC

Colombia Prevention and Elimination of Child Labor in Small-Scale $800,477 2001 9/01 —12/03 ILO/IPEC
Traditional Mining in Colombia

Dominican Republic Prevention and Elimination of Child Labor in Tomato Production $865,412 2000 8/00 — 9/02 ILO/IPEC
Preparatory Activities for the Timebound Program on the $1,306,243 2001 9/01 —11/04 ILO/IPEC
Elimination of the Worst Forms of Child Labor in the Dominican
Republic

El Salvador Combating Child Labor in the Fireworks Industry $1,008,327 1999 4/00 — 2/04 ILO/IPEC
Supporting the Timebound Program on the Elimination of the $4,034,351 2001 1/02 — 12/05 ILO/IPEC
Worst Forms of Child Labor in El Salvador
Combating Child Labor through Education in Timebound $4,000,000 2001 9/01 — 2/06 ILO/IPEC
Programs - El Salvador

Guatemala Combating Child Labor in the Fireworks Industry $1,235,853 1999 6/99 — 11/02 ILO/IPEC
Elimination of Child Labor in the Broccoli Industry $872,762 2000 10/00 — 3/03 ILO/IPEC
Phase 2: Progressive Eradication of Child Labor in Gravel $584,918 2001 9/01 — 11/04 ILO/IPEC
Production in Retalhuleu, Guatemala

Haiti National Program to Eliminate Child Labor and an Action $1,223,535 1998 1/99 — 12/02 ILO/IPEC
Program to Combat Child Domestic Service

Honduras Elimination of Child Labor in the Melon Industry $792,240 2000 10/00 — 3/03 ILO/IPEC

Jamaica National Program for the Elimination and Prevention of Child $562,687 2001 10/01 —9/03 ILO/IPEC
Labor, including a Statistical Child Labor Survey

Nicaragua Combating Child Labor in the Production of Basic Grains & $681,021 1999, 2000 4/00 — 9/02 ILO/IPEC

Farming/Stockbreeding
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COUNTRY

PROJECT

AMOUNT

FY
FUNDED

PROJECT
TERM

GRANTEE

Elimination of Child Labor at La Chureca Garbage Dumpsin
Managua

$1,133,830

2000

10/00 — 6/03

ILO/IPEC

Central America

1. CostaRica

2. Dominican Republic
3. El Salvador

4. Guatemala

5. Nicaragua

Combating Child Labor in Central America and the Caribbean:
Multiple Countries and Activities

$1,000,000

1997, 1998

(completed)

ILO/IPEC

Central America

. Belize

. CostaRica

. Dominican Republic
. El Salvador
Guatemala

. Honduras

. Nicaragua

Panama

ONOUTAWN P

SIMPOC - Child Labor Statistical Survey

$2,210,173

1999

10/99 — 12/03

ILO/IPEC

Central America

1. CostaRica

2. Dominican Republic
3. El Salvador

4. Guatemala

5. Honduras

6. Nicaragua

Regional Program to Eliminate Child Labor in the Coffee Sector
in Central America and the Dominican Republic

$6,112,187

1999

9/99 - 3/03

ILO/IPEC

Central America

1. Dominican Republic
2. Guatemala

3. Honduras

4. Nicaragua

Combating Child Labor in Commercial Agriculture in Central
America and the Dominican Republic -Management and
Coordination

$1,122,501

2000

4/00 — 3/03

ILO/IPEC

South America
1. Bolivia
2. Ecuador

Combating Child Labor in the Small-Scale Traditional Minesin
South America

$2,859,123

1999

5/00 — 7/02

ILO/IPEC
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FY PROJECT
COUNTRY PROJECT AMOUNT FUNDED TERM GRANTEE
3. Peru
South America Combating Child Labor in Domestic Service in South America $4,672,104 2000 1/01 - 3/04 ILO/IPEC
1. Brazil
2. Colombia
3. Paraguay
4. Peru
South America Combating Child Prostitution in South America $1,995,464] 2000 1/01 - 8/04 ILO/IPEC
1. Brazil
2. Paraguay
EUROPE AND THE MIDDLE EAST
TOTAL FUNDING: US $2.9 MILLION
Romania National Program to Eliminate Child Labor in Romania $586,168 1999 9/99 — 12/02 ILO/IPEC
SIMPOC - Child Labor Statistical Survey $288,647 1999 10/99 — 9/02 ILO/IPEC
Ukraine National Program for the Prevention and Elimination of the Worst $627,979 2001 4/01 - 3/03 ILO/IPEC
Forms of Child Labor in Ukraine
Yemen National Program to eliminate child labor in Y emen $1,401,538 2000 10/00 - 11/03 ILO/IPEC
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FY

PROJECT

COUNTRY PROJECT AMOUNT FUNDED TERM GRANTEE

WORLDWIDE

TOTAL FUNDING: US $16 MILLION

Worldwide Support Efforts of the Global March Against Child Labor at the $174,178 1996 (completed) ILO/IPEC
Country Level and at its Culmination in Geneva.
IPEC Global Campaign to Raise Awareness and Understanding $1,243,000 1999 3/00 - 12/02 ILO/IPEC
about the Worst Forms of Child Labor
Amendment to Global Campaign $175,150 2001 9/01 - 2/03 ILO/IPEC
Publication and Presentation Materials for The Global Campaign $236,825 2000 (completed) ILO/IPEC
Against Child Labor Conference: Washington, D.C.
Design and support to the implementation of National Timebound $4,766,549 2001 1/01 —9/03 ILO/IPEC
Programs to Combat Child Labor
Preparation and design of IPEC project documents $1,203,467 2001 2/01-7/02 ILO/IPEC
SIMPOC - Child Labor Statistical Survey $1,489,395 2000 11/00 — 12/02 ILO/IPEC
Project Implementation Technical Support $852,800 2000 10/00 - 8/02 ILO/IPEC
Project Implementation Technical Support $297,015 2001 1/01 - 3/03 ILO/IPEC
Improving data collection, analysis and dissemination of $5,403,225 2001 4/01 - 3/03 ILO/IPEC
information and research on child labor, especially its worst
forms - Child Labor Statistical Survey (SIMPOC)
Asia and Pacific Economic Forum (APEC) Awareness Raising $240,305 2001 9/01 —11/02 ILO/IPEC
Campaign: Eliminating the Worst Forms of Child Labor and
Providing Educational Opportunities
Indicator Workshop $45,065 2001 completed ILO/IPEC

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of International Affairs, Office of the International Child Labor Program.
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Table 4. Estimates of Economically Active Children in 2000
(in thousands)

Age Group & Region NCl:Jrrlri]ltélerrer?f Nuvr\?gﬂ( at Work Ratio (%)
5-9Years
Developed Economies 59,600 800 14
Transition Economies 27,700 900 31
Asia& the Pacific 335,400 40,000 12.3
Latin America& the 54,400 5,800 10.6
Caribbean
Sub-Saharan Africa 88,800 20,900 23.6
Middle East & North Africa 44, 200 4,800 10.8
10-14 Years
Developed Economies 59,400 1,700 2.8
Transition Economies 34,700 1,500 4.2
Asia& the Pacific 329,700 87,300 26.5
Latin America& the 53,700 11,600 215
Caribbean
Sub-Saharan Africa 78,100 27,100 34.7
Middle East & North Africa 43,700 8,600 19.6
15-17 Years
Developed Economies 36,700 11,500 31.3
Transition Economies 20,600 6,000 29.1
Asia & the Pacific 179,500 86,900 48.4
Latin America & the 31,200 10,300 35.0
Caribbean
Sub-Saharan Africa 40,300 18,100 48.4
Middle East & North Africa 23,700 7,500 318

Source: ILO, Every Child Counts: New Global Estimates on Child Labor.
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