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Attachment 1:

Criteria for Assessing whether New Programming Should Count
Toward Industry Commitment

Funding committed to the ILO-IPEC Program, as specified in the Framework of Action
which accompanies the signed Declaration, is considered to be within the Framework and
does not require further review described in this section. Notwithstanding, the ILO-IPEC
Program should provide its final project document to the CLCCG, indicating how it will
promote a coordinated strategy for combating the WFCL in cocoa growing areas.

Before any determination may be made by the CLCCG on whether to consider individual
company investments in company specific projects or investments made by companies in
support of relevant Trade Association or Foundation programming as part of the new
resources committed to by the International Chocolate and Cocoa Industry under the
Declaration, the following criteria must be met:

1. As a general principle, given funding commitments must not have been
undertaken prior to the signing of the Declaration on September 13, 2010.
However, each company working within the Framework of Action will be given
the opportunity to discuss specific circumstances of programming that were
planned after discussion began on the Concept Paper issued by USDOL in June
2010. A company must have notified the CLCCG of its intent to bring it forward
such a proposal by December 31, 2010. The CLCCG will review such projects
intended to be implemented under the Framework and issue a determination on
whether such projects meet the timing exception.

2. The funding must represent an increase in industry’s overall commitment for a
given program; and

3. The funding must represent an increase in a given company’s commitment over
the previous calendar year’s baseline funding of the identified program.

Once the factors above have been confirmed, the CLCCG shall use the following
questions to help guide their determination as to whether an individual investment or
proposed investment in programming will be considered part of the new resources
committed to by the International Chocolate and Cocoa Industry under the Declaration:

1. Would a proposed new program or a proposed new investment in an ongoing
program support the goals outlined in the Framework, including promoting a
coordinated strategy for combating the WFCL in cocoa growing areas? This
should be demonstrated by addressing at least the following for one or more of the
identified categories:
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a. For livelihood, education, and social protection projects: Would the given
program target the withdrawal from, or prevention of, children in the
WFCL?

b. For livelihood, education, and social protection projects: Would the
program target households of working children or children at risk of the
WFCL?

c. For livelihood, education, and social protection projects: Would the
program direct resources to remediation for households of children
withdrawn from the WFCL, including as a result of CLMS referral
efforts?

d. For capacity building projects: Would the program work with the relevant
Government agencies and ILO to promote implementation of the CLMS in
cocoa-growing areas?

e. Would the program direct resources to raise awareness or provide
sensitization on the worst forms of child labor, including for social
partners?

f. For infrastructure projects: Would the program direct resources for
infrastructure improvements, which would improve the situation of
children so as to promote access to schooling or otherwise contribute to
the reduction of the worst forms of child labor?

g. For education projects: Would the program assess impact on children in
terms of educational participation and work status?

h. For livelihood projects: Would the program assess impact on children’s
households in terms of income and sustainable livelihoods?

2. Would a given program target specific gaps in current services and support
relevant national plans in the country where the interventions would take place?

3. Would a given program prioritize target areas to consider one or all of the
following:

a. based on areas of greatest need for remediation of children in WFCL? (For
example, areas selected based on the results of surveys or information
collected by the GCLMS or child protection committees.)

b. based on support national plans that will contribute to a reduction of the
WFCL in cocoa growing areas?
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c. in a way that supports the coordinated approach to combating the WFCL
in cocoa growing areas outlined in the Framework?

4. Would a given program be sustainable?

5. Would the project promote and sustain good practices linked to reducing the
worst forms of child labor, including by the assessment of impact and the scaling-
up of efforts?

6. Would a given program seek to coordinate with other efforts under the
Framework (including the relevant IPEC projects: (1) Eliminating the Worst
Forms of Child Labour in West Africa and Strengthening Sub-Regional
Cooperation through ECOWAS; (2) Towards Child Labour Free Cocoa Growing
Communities through an Integrated Area Based Approach; and (3) the designated
Industry-IPEC Private-Public Partnership Program) in order to leverage resources
and enhance short term and long term impact of these efforts?

7. Would a given program be willing to work with the CLCCG to incorporate
common indicators into its monitoring, evaluation and reporting framework?

8. Would a given program make available to the CLCCG and the public
information, on funds allocated for the project, project target areas, regular
progress reports, updates on funding expenditures, and evaluation reports?


