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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The type of vanilla grown on Madagascar and asthother locations i¥anilla planifoliaalso
known as Madagascar Bourbon Vanilla. Ab8d% of the world's real vanilla comes from
Madagascar. The best quality Bourbon Vanilla, also called Black Vamitadiiced primarily
aroundAntalaha SambavaVohémar andindapain the northhwest of MadagascarRecent
price riseshave increased opportunities for the predominantly sasalhle farmers who live
in economically challenging rural regions of the country. Vanilla is a labmnsive sector
and there is a longradition of children working on family smallholdings.

In 2017, the US Department of Labor (USDekgrdeda fouryear grant to the International

Labour Organization (ILO) to address child labour in the vanilla sector in Madadzeataers

in this undetaking the ILO/SAVABIBroject, are the National PlatformmVanilla (PNV) and

the Sustainable Vanilla Initiative (S\Bgfore project activity began, a baseline survey was
NEBIljdzZANBR (2 SadAYrdS G4KS LINB@glIfSyO0OS 2F OKAfR
32 communes in the SAVABE region.

The baselia survey conducted in 201&imed:

1 To collect accurately sgmted data on childre, their families, the impact on the
OKA f RNBY Qand &uRilgadmrauki®y yinderstanding of child labour and its
consequencedo contribute to appropriate programme degi and delivery; and

1 Toestablisha set of data thatvould serve as a baseline against which future data
collectioncould be compared in order to evaluate progress or reorient programme
activity.

The surveyollected information on the activities &5 children between the ages of 5 and
17 through section 2 to seicin 3 of the questionnaire. The survey coveraggs limited to
32communes that the ILO/SAVABE project servath a random sample of households
drawn from all four districts (Sambava, Antalallahémarand Andapa).

The guestionnaire of thbaseline study included more than 240 guestions organized in three
sections as follows:

1. Household and housing characteristics
1 The household

1 https://www.madacamp.com/Madagascar_Vanilownloade&l 24 August 2020.

2 SAVABE = Soutenir les Acteurs de la Vanill8énéficedes Enfants Support to Vanilla Sector
Stakeholders t@enefit Childreh

3 The definition used for a household is: The household is a group of people, related or not, who: (i)

usually live together (usually having lunch and sleeping in the same accommodation unit); (ii) recognize the
authority of one and thesame person callediead of househol@ (iii) meet the first two criteria, at least during

the 6 months preceding the intetrew, or is assumed to be, or intends to live there for more than 6 months (in
the case of newborns and new household§his defirtion is taken from the main report on the periodic
household survey 201(@ublished in August 2011, by the National Insttdf StatisticsHousehold Statistics
Department MINISTRY OF ECONOMY, FINANCE AND BUDGET.


https://www.madacamp.com/Antalaha
https://www.madacamp.com/Sambava
https://www.madacamp.com/Andapa
https://www.madacamp.com/Madagascar_Vanilla

9 Description of the household members
1 Education of all household merats 5 years old and over
1 Household charactetti€s
2. Activities of children between 5 and 17 years of age
1 Activity status of all the children of the household (aged between 5 and 17)

during the reference week
1 Usual activity status of all the children of theusehold (aged between
5and 17) during therevious 12 months

3. Knowledge, attitudes and practices on child work
1 Concerning exclusively working children (aged between 5 and 17)
1 Household heagemployer of at least one child aged between 5 and 17

Sectims 1 and 3 were addressed to the most knowledgeable person of the household. Section
1 collected information on socioeconomic and demographic characteristics diotneehold
members,and education and activity status of membeabove5 years of ageSecton 2 was
administered to all household members aged between 5 and 17 and recorded their activity
status in thepreviousweek as well as in thpreviousyear, the characteristics of their work
(number of hours, sector of activity, working conditiomsyenwe) and their household
activities (type and hours). Section 3 consisted in a KAP skimbyledge, Attitudes and
Practices) about working children (existing legislation, awareness of child protection systems,
educational opportunities) together witkome omplementary questions on socioeconomic
status and other characteristics of the household.

SUMMARY OFHNDINGS

It is important to reiterate that the findings below, and the contents of this report, relate to
the data collection zone3@ communes in theSA/A region) only and should not be
extrapolated to the situation of children in Madagascar as a whole nor to any other specific
part of the island.

Children in economic activity

1 21.5% of the children had worked at least one hour inghevious seven dayshus
RSTAYSR a WS@ay MO ISIC23a84\30.8% i@ tugiekicadd G & Q
12 months
On averageeconomically activa5-17 yearolds work 22 hours per week;

Economically activé4 yearolds work an average of 14.2 hauper week \Work by
14 yearolds isallowedwith authorizationon a caseby-case basis

Economically actives-13 yearolds work on average 9.7 hours per weéhot
authorized under any circumstanges

1 Vohémarhad the highest number of economically activéldren between the ges
of 5 and 17 (39%); Sambava had the lowest number (11.8%);



1 51.4% of working children are unpamf;those who are paid7.9%receiveless than
the minimum wage;

1 In the previous 12 monthsl4.0% of economically activehildren (or 42% of total
children) had worked in activitiesvhich were linked directly to theroduction of
vanilla, for example preparing the soil or picking the pods

1 Also nthe previous 12 monthst.1%of economically active childrgior 12% of totd
children* had worked inobswhich, while not directly involved in the production of
vanilla, werendirectly linked tathe sector(for exampletransporting the producé;

1 In the previous 12 monthadditionally, 81.%6 of economically activehildren (or
24.8% of total childre)t had workel in areas not linked to vanilla.

Child labour

1 16.68% ofall the childrenare in child labourg the majority of these are children
between the ages of 15 and 132, ®6)and 14 yearolds working without appropate
authorization (9.20);

1 The majority of chdren in child labour are to be found working in agriculture other
than vanilla $8.6%);

1 However,10.260f children in child labouor 1.7% of totalchildren) areworking in
the vanilla sectar

1 Just under half of the children (48%) work as unpaid fargilmembers;

1 44.2% of the childra are employed by third parties.

Hazardous child labour (WFCL)

1 67.1% of all children in child labour, and 11.1% dffaltiren in the region of interest,
were doing work that is considered hazardous.

1 More than half (51.6%)fahildren considered to be in hazardous work were found in
the agriculture sector (other than vanilld)pwever,a significant 15.2% were working
in vanilla.

1 The large majority of children in hazardous work (75.3%) were classified as such
because of theanditions under which they work. Almost half of the children (45.1%)
work long hours.

1 Boys outnumber girls in hazardous work (17.9% against 8.7%).

Chidren and education

M

68.5% of children in the survey area complete primary educati@iofvthe national
awverage of 73.498;

Under the assumption that missingluas have the same distribution as the npnissing values.
Under the assumption that missing values have the same disiib as the noAmissing values.
Source INSTAT/DSM/EPM 2010.



1 At the time of thebaselinesurvey, school attendance in tlsamplearea was high at
88.3%, and included children who had reachéé minimum working age (MWA);

91.5% of girls go to school, against 85% of boys;
73.1% of the children go techoolexclusively

15.2% go to school but also woand 63% (mostly 18.7 yearolds who have reached
the MWA) workexclusively

 5.4% of the childremreWA Rf SQ>X RSTAYSR Fa YySAGKSNI Ay &
predominantly unemployed 137 yearolds;

1 87.2% of households reported that all the children aged4 in the household had
attended school regularly in the previous six months.

Household profiles
{ Poverty in SAVA is high, at approximat&l§;

1 89.7% of households cited agriculture as theinfary source of income and of these
82.7% owned &anilla farm;

29.0% of householdbhad at least one economically active child
23.5% of households had at least one child in child labour;
16.5% of households had a child or children in hazardous childitabo

The survey of understanding and attitudes coothal among family decision makers
and children demonstrated that there is an urgent need for awaremassng and
education to fill knowledge and understanding gaps related to child labour and work;

Lesghan 4% of heads of household knew what the MW iSladagascar;

A =42 4 =

23.9% of household heads demonstrated a permissive attitude towards child labour;
Only 4.3% of the children could cite tMeVA.

7 Any individual for whom the monetary value of her/his annual consumption is below the threshold of

468,800 Ar (equivalent to 125 USD), relative to the prices charged throughout MadagBssatefinition is
taken from the main report on the periodic housad survey 2010National Institute of StatisticdHousehold
Statistics Departmean MINISTRY OF ECONOMY, FINANCE AND BUDGET, August 201



Infographic summarizing children in economic activity andld labour in the reference
week (N=895, total number of children aged 5 to 17 in the 32 communes of interest in

SAVA region).
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Infographic summarizing children in economic activity and child labour in the previous
12 months (N=895, total number of ciidren aged 5 to 17 in the 32 comunes of interest
in SAVA region)
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| INTRODUCTION

Geography

The SAVA regionf Madagascarmeasures
25,578 squaz kilometersin area and is locatec
in the north-east corner of the island and ha:
some 1,100,000 inhabitants. It i [t
predominantly rural, with only 15%f the
population living in urban centres. TI®2AVA e
region gets its name from its four principe
distrids: Sambava, Antalaha/ohémar and
' YRFELI @ { Yol @l Aa /
and the reception centre for workers semi  Figurel: Map of he SAVA region
seasonal worlpicking vanilla and other loca

products.

G206y

The SAVA region is of significant economic importance to Madagascar becatssexpbrt

2F QOLyAfttlrT O2FFSS YR 22RO LG A &onsbKS &2 NJ
vanilla beng exported in 2017, twice as much as exports of coffee.

Iltis estimated thatsom80: 2 F GKS 62NI RQa @I y A fagascaBbidP R dzO G A
recent price rises have increased opportunities for the predominantly ssoale farmers

who live in eonomically challenging rural regions of the country. Vanilla is a laintemsive
sector and there is a long tradition of children woikion family smallholdings.

Decree 200pco gl & LINRYdzt AF SR Ay wnnt AYy al RI3l
protection from child labour. Since 2018, a new decree has been in place that aims specifically

to address child labour, seen as an obstacleatonal development. Despite these legislative
initiatives, child labour continues to be an entrenched problem actiessountry including

in the SAVA region.

Existinginformation on child labour

Figures from 2007put at 28% the percentage of childrextionally who were economically
active. This represented 1,873,000 children between the ages of 5 and 17. Rigedrchi
(31%)outnumbered urban childre19%)

Of the children economically active, 23.4%r 438,000 childrerg were doing hazardous
work, with boys and girls equally affected (23.1% for boys and 23.8% for @inkslarge
majority of the children in hazardous worK85%) worked in agriculture in family
smallholdings. Mosbf thesewere unpaid, with only 17% receiving some remuneration.

8 https://www.madacamp.com/Madagascar_Vanilownloaded 2 August2020.
° Enquéte nationale sur le travail des enfants & Madagascar, J0BIPEC, Geneva, 2008
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Most children in Madagascar (85%) were reported as performing household. @slss
outnumbered boys across all activities (preparing meals, shopping, washing up, washing

Oft 20 KS&ax t221Ay3 I FUGSNI OKAtf RNBY 2 Mumbé&edd St RSN
girls in only one task: collectirijewood.

ILGIPEC estimated in 20%that one third of children in the 227 age bracket worked in the

vanilla supply chain, but that the large majority of these children were in tRE7l&ge group.

10 Etat des lieux du travail des enfants dans laré vanille dans la régicBAVA 20L1LGIPECGeneva
2012.
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[l MAPPING THE CHARACTERI®RJSIE SURVEYED POPULATION

Methodology

For the2018 survey carried out for the ILO/SAVABE projextg dere collected using mixed
methods and focused on a survey of 525 households in 32 communes in the target area: four
distrids of the SAVA region of Madagascar (see map &8) p.The formula used tcalculate

the sample size is explained in Anriex Each commune is divided into communities called
Fokontmyl Y RX Ay SIFOK 2F (GKS&aS>X Hm K2idar&te f Ra
sampling tools and with the guidance of the statisticians in-FURDAMENTALS.
Betweenl6and 30 June 2018, 895 children between the ages of 5 and 17 were surveyed, as
were the heads of their households.

In addition to the quantitative results bdained from the surveys, qualitative data was
obtained through interviewsand focus group discussions among key informants including
parents, community leaders, teachers, labour inspectors, vanilla producers and judges
specialising in child labour cases.

Training sessions for the data collection personnel took place during é¢nedo 1115
June2018 in Florencia Sambavatel. Interviewers were principally trained in investigation
techniques, processes of filling questionnaires and other tools, suckta®fitasks likely to
be performed by children. In brief, the training inded:

A methodological overview of the study,

A the questionnaire,

A instructions for fillingin the questionnaire with preoded answers to closed
guestions,

the list and compositiolf agricultural activity groups,

an indicative lisof tasks performed by chiren,

classifications of occgions and branches of activity,

maintenance guides for adults and children.

> >y D> D>

A pre-test was conducted on 15 June 2018 in the municipality of Famahdbr half of the
training team, and Nosiarina for the other half. The objectives of thetggewere to test
the wording of the questions, how easy it was for a respondent to understaadjuestion,
the time ittook to adminiser the questionnaire, bw easy it was to fill in the questionnaire
from the point of view of the interviewerand to assess the receptiveness and cooperation
of the respondents.

The data collection used paper quiesnaires and began on 16 June 80Fieldwork was
completed on30 June 208.
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Debriefing sessions wernen conducted from 5 to 10 July 281The teamsworked to
standardize the results and sort theformation obtained for the final exercise.All data
collected were appropriately stored, and access governed bgdit®protocols.

Limitations of theresearch

It is important to note that the study covers only the 32 communes (out of 86 communes in
the SAVA region) in which the project is active. Thereftire results arale factolimited to
these 32 communes and caoinbe extrapolated to the whole SAVA region. Additionally:

A The study was conducted at a time when the political, social and economic situation
in the country in general, and treducation sector in particular, was disrupted by the
strikes of differeh unions and political entities;

A A teachers' strike in public schools affected all regiohthe island, including SAVA
and, & a result, issues related to children's schatténdan@ may be biased;

A The vanilla sector in the SAVA region could present a spémifn of sales contracts,
commonly known as a "flower contract”. This is a sales contract between farmers and
collectors, several months before the vanilla beans reach matBitgh specificity is
an important and determinant aspect of household vulnelialy which could lead
children to engage in child labour, but was not addressed in this study

Composition of the population in the 32 communes of intervention

Thesurvey covered 525 househol|dgith an average 4.4 people per househaiacludingon
aveaage 1.9 children aged between 5 and 17 years Altithe households haldetween one
and sixchildren aged between 5 and 1Vablesl and2 below show the size of h@ehold by
district and the average number of children in thd b age bracket in each tligt:

Tablel: Household sizey district(%}?

Household siz¢ Andapa Antalaha Sambava Vohémar All districts
2-3 people 20.8 29.7 26.9 24.9 25.6
4-5 people 63.2 49.6 56.8 55.0 56.6
6-7 people 11.4 14.8 15.6 17.2 14.7
8-9 people 4.6 5.1 0.6 3.0 3.0

10 peopleor

more 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.2
Total % 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

1 This table presents the average number of people per household in the four districts and for the 32 communes
2F AYyGSNBad o6a!'ftf RAAGNAROGAa¢0d ¢l ofSa m |yR Hf I NB
them in thedistrict thanks to the weighting procedure.

2 Basis of analysis: total number of households per district
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Table2: Average number of children aged 3per householdby district
Andapa 1.8
Antalaha 2.1
Sambava 1.8
Vohémar 2.2
All districts 1.9

Economic profile of the households

Poverty levels are high in the SAVA region at approximatety>> Most households in the
region suffer financial difficulties, with almost 86% having an income below or equal to their
basic needs. Almogtalf (49.7%) consider themselves in difficult cmsances and 35.2%
declare themselves as middling.

The economic profile of the household may be determinant in explaining the work situation
of both adults and children in the family anthyindicate sigs of vulnerability. The indicators
used here areselfreported and includeownership ofcultivable land, livestoglkandpersonal
chattels(TV, mobile phone, bicycle et@nd number of rooms in the dwellingable3 shows

the wealth category of the households by district

Table3: Household wealth by district (%)

Wealth level® Andapa | Antalaha| Sambaval Vohémar All districts
Poorest 55 19.7 28.8 24.1 20.1
Poor 17.4 25.7 14.0 9.6 16.6
Middle income 19.1 22.6 28.7 28.2 24.8
Rich 28.6 13.7 145 13.4 17.7
Richest 294 18.3 14.0 24.6 20.8
Total 100 100 100 100 100

1 Any individual whose monetary value of annual consumption is below the threshold of 468,800 Ar (equivalent
to 125 USD), relative to ¢hprices chargd throughout MadagascaMain report on the periodic household

survey 2010National Institute of Statistieousehold Statistics Department, MINISTRY OF ECONOMY, FINANCE
AND BUDGET, August 2011.

14 Basis of analysis: total number of houseatwlper district (Andapa: 126, Antalaha: 147, Sambava: 147,

Vohémar: 105)

15 As part of this analysis, the wealth of households is understood aswheed assetsdeclared by the

household. Hasehold wealth is reported by quintiles.ista way to look at how wealth is distributed in the 32
O02YYdzySa 2F AyiSNBaidio ¢KS
gSHEGK ljdZAyGAt S

& wekcénKdb Rpiséholds &

0200G2Y ¢SIHfGK

G§KS NAOKS&G wn

dAydAt S

LJ
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Overall, the number of households in the poor/poorest categories $338l7%. Sambava
district 8 K2¢64&8 GKS Y2z2ad SEGNBYS RAFFSNBYGAIFIf AT ¢
households and thiowestnumber2 ¥ WNR OKSa i Qo

Household wealth also differs depending on the sex of the head of the household. Overall,
78.6% of the households had a man as hefdthie household, while only 21.486households

were headed byawomah.¥ G KS WNR OK Q I8l cAtByoried\ a4 6% Beeimtheaded dza S K 2
while only 16.4% were femak S RS R ® /| 2y @SNERStex 2F (GKS WwWLR 2N
household, 58.2% ere femaleheaded compared to just 30.8% mdleaded(Figure 2)

Figure2: Heads bhousehold (male/female) according to wealth stdfus

40.0%
35.3%
35.0%

30.0%

25.49 0
25.0% 22 9% %4.7% 24.5%
20.0%
20.0%
15.9% 14.9%
15.0%
9.3%

10.0% 7.1%
5.0% I I
0.0%

Poorest Poor Middle income Rich Richest

m Female-led households (N=120) m Male-led households (N=405)

Homeownership is also an indicator of standard of living, although the sumgyieged about
ownership and not the quality of the housing itself. The majority of households (93.8%)
owned or ceowned their own homes. Just 3.7% lived in rental accommodation and 2.6%
were provided with free housing.

Very few families have a bank acot{6.5%) or an account with a miefimance institution
(5.6%).

Sources of household income

The overwhelming majdy of the householdg 89.7%cy I YSR WI I NRK Odzf (1 dzZNBQ |
a42dz2NODS 2F AyO0O2YSo ¢tKS NBal ¢S pdateYor jRi8ic dzLd 2 F
sector employee$ n @M 2 0 | Y R (THReEUK SN 6 n ®piz 0

16 Basis ofinalysistotal number of households femaled, and malded
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Table4: Work categries of heads dfiousehold by distriét

All
Activity Andapa | Antalaha | Sambava| Vohémar | districts
Agriculture 92.6 89.3 85.8 93.8 89.7
Freelance/independent 4.4 2.8 9.1 4.5 5.7
Private or public sector employe 2.0 7.5 4.8 1.7 4.1
Other 1.1 0.4 0.3 0.0 0.5
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

As Table 5 show82.7%of the householdseported that they worked in the vanilla sector.

Table5: Households with at least one memkh
owning a vanilla farrf

No. %
Andapa 105 86.5
Antalaha 126 87.2
Sambava 126 84.2
Vohémar 73 69.3
All districts 430 82.7°

17 Basis of analysis: total number of households per district (Andapa: 126, Antalaha: 147, Sambava: 147,

Vohémar: 105)

18 Basis of analysis: total number of houséts per district

19 There are 430 householdsinweighted) with at least one member owning a vanilla farm, over the 525
households (unweighted) in total. Once the households are weighted, the proportion of households with at least

one member owning a varallfarm becomes 82.7%.
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1]l ACTIVITIES PERFORMED BY CHILDREN

Children’s engagement in economic activities

Of the 895 childrensurveyed 21.5% were economically active, defined as working at least
one hour in the seven days preceding the survedys shown in Figure, Zis age increases
OKAf RNBY Qa esoyofig actyviedalSoyincreasas, relatively more for boys. Overall,

a largerpercentage (25.5%) of boys in the sample are economically axiivgared to girls
(17.6%).

Figure3: Percentage of economically active children by sex and age in the 7 days preceding
the survey(%¥°

70.0 N=174
600 57.3
50.0 46.0
400 N=92 N=895
' 087 32.7
30.0 : 24.4 25.5
N=629 19.9 17 621.5
200~ 14.213.313.7 :
- gun A i
0.0
5 to 13 years-old 14 years-old 15to 17 years-old Total

m Males mFemales m Total

Figure4, below, shows thalVohémarhas more economically active childréetween the
ages & 5and17 yearghan the other four districts, well above the overall average.

20 Basis of analysitotal number of children per age group
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Figure4: Percentage of economically active childrendistrict over the previous 7 days (%)
preceding the survéy

50.0 44.7 N=207

45.0
N=261 39.0 B
N=895
o N=206 :
’ N=221

30.0 25. 7 255

25.0 21.5
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15.0 4Lt 8

10.0
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0.0

Andapa Antalaha Sambava Vohemar Total

m Males m Females m Total

There is a markedifference between the results relating teevendays preceding the survey

and 12 monthswith the 12month rate significantly higher than theday rate (Figure 5)
While 46% of children in this age groug(having reached the MWAwvorked in the week
before the data was collecte&7.1% worked inlie 12 months preceding data collet. This
difference can be explained by the fact that the week of reference came before vanilla harvest
time, andmany peoplegemporarily join the labour force for vanilla harvesne.

Figure5: Percentage of economically active childgnsexage group and reference peritsd

60 N=92 N=174 S7.1
50 46.0

bTly
40 bTl ci

30.3

30

215
20 137
10
0

5to0 13 years-old 14 years-old 15to 17 years-old Total

m Employed last week ® Employed last 12 months

2! Basis of analysis: total number of children per district
22 Basis ofinalysistotal number of children per age group
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Children seeking work

No children were reported as looking for a job in the week preceding the survey. However,
Fgure 6below shows the number of children who reported that they were actively seeking
work in the12 monthsbefore the survey. The largest percentage of childseaking jols

were in the 1417 age group, children who had reached the MWA or were able to undertake
light work with appropriate authomation. More girls were seeking work than bdgs5%
against 0.2%)

Children looking for work may have increased vulbéity to accepting uauthorizedor
inappropriate work and may therefore be at risk of child labour.

Figure6: Proportion of norworking children seeking work by sex, age group @asttict (12
months preceding the survéy)
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8.00% 2 10
. 0
7.00% 6.8%
6.00%
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1.00% 0.7% 0.8%
0.2% 0.0% 00% | []
0.00% ==
Boy Girl 5-13 14 15-17 AndapaAntalahé&Sambav&ohémar
Sex Age group District Total

School attendance and educational status

School attendancéin the SAVA regiois relatively high{88.3%) evenfor childrenwho
have reached the MWA (67.9%). More gittend school than boy$91.5% against
85.0%)

23 Basis of analysis: number of children who did not work in the last 12 months, per sex, agauuadiptrict
24 Defined as having attended school at any time during the previous school year.
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Figure7: Current school attendance by sex, age group and district (N2895)
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Household chores by children

The majority of children (93.8%) satflat, in addition to attending schoothey also did
housework, primarily shopping, cleaning, cooking avashing. Both boys and girls work
around the home, although girls outnumber boys marginally in every categdrgusiehold
choreSEOSLII WS | daFiguiel)y ¢ NB LI A NJ

Figure8: Household chores by sex, age group and district (N=8%5, %)

100.0% 92.3% 95.2% 91.4% 99.3% 99.0% 93.4% BTE% 97.1% 95.9% 93.8%
90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%
0.0%

Boy Girl 15-17 andapaantalahasambavaohémar
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25 Basis of analysis: total number of children, per sex, agepgamal district
26 Basis ofinalysistotal number of children, per sex, age group and district
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Figure9: Involvement of children aged1¥ in household chores by typehafusehold chore
and sex (N=895, %)

Shopping for household

83
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Figure 10 shows that children spendetweentwo and 42 hours per week doing household
chores. Some 50% bbys and girlslo more thansixhours weekly20% ofboys and girlsio
more than 1L and 12 hoursrespectively.

27 Basis ofinalysistotal number of children
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FigurelO: Cumulative percentage distribution of hoursiousehold chores per week over the
previous 7 days by sex for childrettByears oléf
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Children grouped by activities performed

While 731% of children reported thizthey go to school and do not work, P86 said that they
juggled schooling anavork. 6.3% of children, primarily in the 115 age group, were
exclusively engaged in working and this age group also had the highest percentage of children
who 4 SNBE  @é RditteQin work nor education)suggesting a modest youth
unemployment prokem (Figure 11 and Table 6 belaw)

28 Basis ofnalysistotal number of children (when the number of hours in household chores was specified in
the database)

26



Figurell: Distribution of children aged-57 by activity status in the 7 days preceding the
survey (N=895, %)

= Working only = Studying only = Combining work and school = Idle

Disaggregating by age groupssignificant 8162% of children in the 83 age bracket were
engaged in study to the exclusion of work, and children aged6B491%)also were

predominantly studying. Perhaps surprisinglymost half (46.78%) of thehildren who had

reached the MWA and were in the 115 age groupexclusivelystudiedwithout being involved

in any economic activity

Table6: Distribution of children aged-57 by activity status and age in the 7 dg
preceding the swey (%)
Agegroups
Activity All age
5-13 yrs 14 yrs 1517 yrs groups
N 629 92 174 895
Working only 0.72 6.17 24.91 6.3
Studying only 81.62 68.91 46.78 73.1
Combining work andtudy 13.00 18.22 21.08 15.2
Idle 4.66 6.7 7.23 5.4

2% Basis ofnalysistotal number of children
30 Basis ofinalysistotal number of childen, per age group
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IV CHARACTERTICS OF CHILDREN IN ECONOMIC ACTIVITY

Legally working children

Approximately 77 % ofeconomically active childrel.6% of total childrenare considered

Fa afS3Arftte g2N] Ay3 OKA(SeBANGRY )X The répOredNcRsksa® (2
all from the 1517 age category as no chidoh was reported to have receiveauthorization

from the Labour Inspector. However, this result should be interpreted with cautioim as
216unweighted cases of children workin§j27 did not provide any information oithe

guestions about Labour Inspectie authorization

Number of hours worked

Figure 12 illustrates the average number of hours children worked in the seven days
preceding the survey. Itis noticeable that working hours increagie child gets olde®.7,

145 and 22.0 hourper week for children in the-23, 14,15-17 age categories respectively

There is also a significant difference in the average hours worked by children who work
exclusivelyandthose that juggle work andtudy(29.8 hours against 10.1 hours)

Figure12Y /| KAt RNByQa | gSNI IS ydzYoSNJ 2F g2NJ Ay 3
survey by age and sex (N=2316)
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years-old years-old work and

school
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Figurel3 gives a clearer idea of the distribution of working h&u For exampleég0% of the
children in econmic activity worked for rare than eight hours per week, and 20% of them
worked more than 24 hours per week.

31 Basis ofinalysistotal number of workingchildren (in the last 7 days), per age group and activity
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Figurel3: Cumulative percentage distribution of hours in employment pekveer the 7
days preceding the survey feorking children 517 years old (N=216, %)
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Sector of activity and vanilla

Of the 895 children aged-®/ in the sample, 216 were economically active in the seven days
preceding the survey21.56) Among econmically active children12.0% worked inthe
vanilla sectorwhich corresponds to 2.6% of total childrevhile the overwhelmingly majority

of children work in the agriculture sector other than vanilla production (61 6%ure 14

Figurel4: Children aged-A7 economiclly active by branch of economic activity over the
preceding 7 days (N=216,%%6)

Services an
transport
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12.6%

Construction\
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Manufacturing_/
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32 Basis ofinalysistotal number of working children (in the last 7 days)
33 Basis ofinalysistotal number of working children (irhe last 7 days with sector of activity specified in the
data ®t)
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In some instances, children who were not working in the vanilla sector nevertheless worked
in activities relevant to vanilla, for arple transport or commercef products likely to be
used in the different phases of vanilla productionhis is illustrated ifiable7 andFigure 5,
below.

Table 7: Linkages to vanilla sector of branches of economic activity thee 7 days
preceding thesurvey (%6}
Main sector of activity N Directly linked to | Indirectly linked Not linked to
vanilla (%) to vanilla (%) vanilla (%)
Agriculture other than vanille 136 2.0 3.0 95.1
Manufacturing 1 0 0 100
Construction 5 0 0 100
Commerce 29 0 4.5 95.5
Services and transport 15% 8.1 0 91.9
All sector¥ 2078 14.4 2.5 83.1

As noted earlier, an estimate®% of economically active children were working in the vanilla
sector. If children working directly and indirectly for the \H@an$upply chain are taken into
account, the proportion of children working in a vanilidated job among worikg children
increases td.6.9% (corresponding to &% of all children)

Of 2B children working over the 12 months preceding the sunagyy 32reportedthat they
were working in the vanilla sector, which corresponds, once weightsapplied,to 13.6%.
However, some childresaid that they weravorking in other sectors but weralsoinvolved
in a vanillarelated job(Hgure 15).

The majorityof economically active childre@1.9%93° worked in areas with no link to vanilla;
149%°2F (KS OKAf RNBYyQa ¢2N)] ¢ a RBENBaOindrét t Ay 1 S
links to vanilla.

34 Basis ofnalysistotal number of working children (in the last 7 daysith sector ofactivity andlinkage to
the vanilla sector specified in the data set)

35For example, Jatropha plamare commonly used to facilitate vanilla culture, as JatrophatsCand branche®
structure and properties helpanilla plants to grow. Some agricultural workptant Jatropha exclusively for the
purpose of sellingt to vanilla farmers

%Amongthe 24zy 6 SAAKGSR Ol aSa 2F OKAf RNBRIZNGZNBAYIA2NE 2K$ ea|
provided information on the linkage of their work with the vanilla sector.

37 Including the working children working in the vanilla sector

38 207 working childrener 216 reported whether their work was linked with the vandéstor.

3924.8% of all children

404.2% of all children

411.2% of all children
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Figurel5: Involvement in the vandlsector of children economically active over the previous
12 months (N=298, %)

Figure 15a Children aged-87 economically | Figure 15b: Linkages to vanilla sector of
active by branch of economic activity over th| children economicallgictive over the
previous 12 months previous 12 months
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The survey identified4 unweightedcases of childremlirectly working with vanilla in the

12 months preceding the survey. The majority of these (88%) worked in preparation for
planting. Preparation for plarnihg includesweeding, plaghing the land andrrigating. This

activity is done by hand using dangerous cutting tools, such as machetes, hoes or spades.

' yadzZzZJSNIPAASR dzaS 2F GKSasS Gz22ta Frtfta Ayidz
Pollinationwas the second most frequent activity anatking vanilla pods third. Some of the
activities described also fall into the legal definition Wazardou® scalding(which uses

boiling liquids) night surveillancg(outside acceptable hours of workjrangort (heavy
equipment)and parboilinghot and dangerous liquids’ The various areas of work of thé 3
children is illustrated in Figureébelow.

42 Basis of analysis: total number of working children (in the previous 12 months)
3 These activities are includédy G KS G20 KSNE OIF GS3I2NE 2F CAIdzNB mc @
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Figurel6: Children 517 years old working in vanilla by activity over the presi©2 months
(N)44 45

| Preparation for planting e 0 O
Pollination Nessssssssssss———— | S
Picking e———————— 5
Drying esss—— 7
Scalding G 4
Night watch services ki 3
Transport T 3
Parboiling ‘3
Other - ?

Sizing/sorting JiEm 2
Conditioning Il 1

N=34 Note: these 34 children are assessed for each of these activities (they
not mutuallyexclusive).

Other characteristics

When the children were asked about their feelings about the work they did, there was a range

of answers. Less than 5% of the children in both time periods described their work situation

a4 WOSNBY SFIROMMIS ¢EASE | OOdzydz | tSa G2 Ffvyzal
lfy2ad cm>r 2F (0KS OKAfRNBY O2yaARSNBRa GKSAN
significant percentage, almost 28% of the childréid not want to talk about their situation.

This is illustrated in Figurg?7, below.

4 The «other» category includes activities such ssalding night watch servicestransport, parboiling
sizing/sorting conditioning
45 Basis ofinalysistotal number of children performing a job directly linkadth vanilla
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Figurel7: Perception of own work situation for children agetiByears (98}
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The majority of theworking children (51%)were not paid for the work they didFig. 18)
suggesting pé¢ I LJa (G KI &G GKS&@ @gSNBE aSSy Fa tSyRAy3a
Out of thosechildrenwho were paid the majoritywere paid for individual tasksarried out

(59.0%) and approximatelyl3.1% were paid on a daily basi$.7% monthly or8.7 % on a

piecework basis.

The overwhelmingmajority of children(97.9%)receive less than the minimum wage of
170,000 Ar épproximatelyUS$6) a month around one third of the childrenvho are paid
receive only ondenth to onequarter of tis amount, andone ffth receive less than
20,000Ar (approximately US$503 (Figure 18)

However, this low salang not entirelyexplained by the number of hours in economic activity
per month which in average2.6 timeslower than the number of hours an adult would
usudly work(40hours).When wages are calculated on an hourly spatdéddren who are paid
work for 41.5Ar (US$001) to 9,302 Ar(US$250) per hour.Some85.3% of them are paid
under the minimum hourly wage of162.8 Ar (US$0.31).

46 Basis ofanalysistotal number of working children (in the last 7 days and in the previous 12 months, who
NBLR2NISR 2y GKSANI GLISNDSLIIAZ2Y 2F 26y 62N)] aAldzZ GA2yE(

33



Figure 18 Monthly earnings of children in economic activity during the reference week
(CurrencyMalagasyAriary (1 Ar - 0.00027 US$=153*'
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The economic status of thBousehold as reported in the survey, does not seem to be
determinant in the likelihood that a child imnese communes ofSAVA will enteeconomic

activity. It should be noted, however, that no strict fil@tion for the wealth categories was
ALISOATASRY a2 GKIG WNAOKSalQ K2dzaSKz2f Ra Ay
Across all levels of wealtkported, the proportionsof working childenare similar20.8% for

the poorest families22.9% for poor families; 20.4% for middheome families; 22.5% for
wealthy households; and 18.2% for the richest families.

[e=tN

Table 8: Proportion of children in economic activity|
reference week, by income quinfité®
N Economéally active(%)

Poorest 164 20.8

Poor 149 22.9
Middle-income 221 20.4

Rich 166 22.5

Richest 181 18.2

47 Basis ofanalysis:total number of working children (in the last 7 days, wieparted information on their

earnings)

48 As part of this analysis, the wealth of households is understood as the owned assets declared by the
household. Household wealil reported by quintiles. It is a way to look at how wealth is distributed in the 32
2YYdzySa 2F AYyUiSNBadod ¢KS o02G02Y gSIHEGK ljdZAyGAt S at 221
ST UK ljdAyGAEtS awAOKSadeholdh.a GKS NAOKSad wn LISNOSyid 2
49 Basis ofanalysis: total number of working children (in the previous 7 days with information on income

generated by the household in the data set)
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The makeup of thehouseholddoes, however, seem to have an impact on likelihoodthat

a child may work, with clear indications that childremire-parent familieq29 6% of children
workingin the previousweek/42.5% of children workingp the previousl2 months)or in
homes with no parent (orphaned, abandaf)eare more likely to be in work than children in
homes where both parents live togethefl94% of children workingthe previous
week/30.3%of children workingthe previous12 months), whether inside or outsie the
household

Table9: Economically active children in the previous 7 days and in t
past 12 months by faily status®>!
Children in
Children in economic activity
Total economic activity |  past 12months
children last week (%) (%)
Two parents living in the
household 686 194 30.3
Two parents living togethe
outside thehousehold %6 8.8 46.6
One parentonly living in the
household? 92 296 425
One parentonly living outside
3
the household 28 6.8 506
Child isorphaned 292 327 475
Child has been abandoneloly
both parents 7 39.8 39.8
Adopted child 37 17.2 21.7
Child is a mother 6 355 42.7
Child is lbusehold head 0 - -
Doesn't know 5 0.0 0.0

50 One child can be in more than one categorye Eategories are not mutually exclusive. For example, a child
can be adoptd and be a mother at the same time.

51 Basis of analysis: total number of children by family status

52 Including children from divorced parents, widow(er)s, unknown fathers or childrem households
abandoned by one parent, with the remaining parent livimghe household

53 Including children from divorced parents, widow(er)s, unknown fathers or children from households
abandoned by one parent, with the remaining parent living ailgghe household
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\% CHILD LABOUR

Child labour
For the purposes of thproject, children are considered to be in child labafur

- they are involved in the worst forms of child labour

- they are working for a period of 12 consecetivours without a daily rest

- they are under the age of ¥4and engaged in aeconomic activitycreating a good or
service for external consumptionarried out for more than one hour per day

- they are under the age af4 or agedl5-17 and engaged in dangeus or abusive
household chorgsactivities

The survey shows tha6.6% oftotal children are irchild labour While thehighest proportion

of child labour is amonghildrenwho areabove the MWA, suggesting that it is the nature of
the work they do that pwt them in the child labour categor¥igure19 also depictsa
significantproportion of children aged 14 years child labou. Thismay be because of the
low numbers of emjpyers who had obtained authoation for the children to work,
automatically puttng this work in the child labour category.

The nature of the work that is determinant in cldgsig a child as in child labour or indeed
hazardous child labour includes those activities outlined above in Figure 16,
including:weeding, ploughing the landnd irrigating, which are done by hand using
dangerous cutting tools such as machetes, hoespades. Unsupervised use of these tools
Frtfta Ayd2 GKS RSTAYAGA2ZY 2F WKEFT FNR2dza 62 NJ
scalding (which uses boiginliquids), night surveillance (outside acceptable hours of work),
transport (heavy equipmengnd parboiling (hot and dangerous liquids)

Substantial differences exist by district, withild labourranging from 9.9% in Sambava to
26.1% in Vohémar

5414 yearolds must obtain authorization to work. Light work is not definesisuch, since the authorities issuing
the permits judge each case on its merit.
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Figue 19: Proportion of children in CL by age group, sex and distrielsafence during the
reference week (N=895, %)
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Almost half of the children identified as being in child labour work as unpaid family workers
(46.0%), while asignificant number were employed44%%) as shown by Figu20.

Figure20: Children aged-47 in CL by employment status over the preceding 7 days (N=129,
%)56 57

/

0.8%

= Employee = Own-account worker = Member of a cooperative = Unpaid family worker

%5 Basis ofinalysistotal number of children, by sex, age group and district

56 Among the 166 unweighted cases of children in child labour, only 129 of them provided infonoatistatus
in employment.

57 Basis ofinalysistotal number of children in child labour who reported their status in employment
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Figure21: Children aged-47 in Clby banch of economic activity over the preceding 7 days

(N=166, 965 5°
2.8%—/
0.9%
= Vanilla sector = Agriculture other than vanill= Manufacturing
= Construction = Commerce = Services and transport

The majority of the children in child labous8.8%4 or 9.7% of total childreh work in
agriculture other than vanilla, while a significai®t 5% (or 1.7% of totalchildren)work in the
vanilla sector.

When the working hours of children who are in child labour are added to the hours they are
also spending doing household chores, it becomes very tl@aamany of the children have

no time left in the day for studyplay or rest Figure22 below shows that 50% of the children

in child labour work more than9lhours, and 20% of them work more thd@hours (including
householdchores).

59 Basis ofinalysistotal number of children in child labour
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Figure22: Cumulative percentagéistribution of hours in child labour and usehold chores
per week over the previous 7 days for children agéd & child labour (N=16%)
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Hazardous work
(hildren are inhazardou<hild labour if theyare:

A Working at night

A Working for long hours

A Working under hazardous conditidiis

A Workingin the mining and quarrying indusgs.

In addition to the long hours worked and the absence of time for study, play andbie$tp
of the childrenin child labouy and 11.1% of all children in theegion of interestwere doing
work that is considered lmardous(see above, [86). Indeed, this movesll these children
into the category of worst forms of child laboaccording to the project definitian

50 Basis of analysis: total number of children in child labour

51 These conditions relate to avk performedin high places (such as tall buildings), underwater, in confined
spaces, in public and private slaughterhouses, mative establishments (such as those involving a danger of
contagion or infection), in sharpérg or drypolishing metal objects and glasses or crystals, in threshing er dry
scraping carbonated leadin dirty environments, using heavy machinery, toolghicles and gears and
equipment likely to cause accidergxposed tdlammable materials or togisubstancedo biological agents etc.
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Figure23: Proportion of children in hazardous work by age group, sex aadéresidence during the
reference week (N=895, %)
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m Hazardous work including hours performing household chores

m Hazardous work excluding hours performing household chores

More thanhalf 61.6%) of the children considered to be in hazardous work were found in the
agriculturesector (other than vanilla)However,a significant 5.2% were working in vanilla.
Based on tadl number of childrenthe proportion of children in hazardous work and in the
agriculture sector (other than vanilla) is7%, and the proportion of children in hazardous
work and working in vanilla & 0%.

62 Basis ofhinalysistotal number of children by sex, age group and district
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Figure24: Childrenaged 517 in hazardous work by branch of economic activity over the
preceding 7 days, (N=108,%%)

2.20% /

1.3%

= Vanilla sector = Agriculture other than vanilla
= Manufacturing = Construction
= Commerce = Services and transport

Children in this survey can be identified as children in hazardous work accordfngrto
criteria: their branch of economic activity, the conditions tHage at work, the number of
hours they work, anavhetherthey work at nightThe largemajority of children in hazardous
work (75.3%) were classified as such because of the conditiadsr which they workAlmost
half of the children (8.1%) work long hors.

Figure25: Conditions in which children in hazardous wamékengaged (N=108, %)

Night work = 0.0%

Long hours N <5..%

Hazardous conditions [ 75.3%
Mining & quarrying = 0.0%

0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0% 40.0% 50.0% 60.0% 70.0% 80.0%

63 Basis ofinalysistotal number of childrerin hazardous work
64 Basis ofhinalysistotal number of children in hazardous work

41



Figure 26 shows that boys outnumber girls in both child labour (25.9% against 17.4%) and
hazardous work (WFCL) (17.9% against 8.7%). Thgrage with the highest number of
children in both child labour and WFCL is thel¥5ag group (39.1% of boys and 27.8% of
girls).  Almost half (41.3%) of the boys were counted in the Vohémar district.
Figure27 illustrates the sectors in which these kehien were to be found: half of them (50%)
were in child labour in agriculture other than vanilla and 13.5% were in child labour in the
vanilla sector in the reference week. In the preceding 12 months (Figuré&@8&yo of the
children were in child labauin agriculture other than vanilla, while the percentage in the
vanilla sector in the previous 12 months falls to 12.9%.

Figure26: Proportion of children in child labour and hazardmask by age group, sex and district of
resdence during the previous 12 months (N=898° %
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m Child labour m Hazardous work

65 Basis ofinalysistotal number of children, by sex, age group and district
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Figure27: Children aged-&7 in hazardous work by branch of economic activity over the previous 12
months, (N=131, %5)

= Vanilla sector = Agriculture other than vanills Manufacturing

= Construction = Commerce = Services and transport

Figure28: Children aged-47in CL by branch of economic activity over the last 12 mohtH16,°”
%8

= Vanilla sector = Agriculture other than vanill = Manufacturing

= Construction = Commerce = Services and transport

66 Basis ohinalysistotal number of children in hazardous work in the last 12 months

68 Basisof analysistotal number of children in child labour
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The percentage of all children in child labour or hazardous work in the 12 months preceding
the survey is summarized in Taldl@, below.

Tablel0: Quildren in CL and hazardous work by reference period (N=895, total ni
of chidren aged 5 to 17)
In the preceding | In the preceding 7
12 months days
In child labour and working in the vanil 3.4 1.7
sector
In hazardous work and working in the véan| 2.7 1.7
sector
In child labour and working in agricultu 13.0 9.7
other thanvanilla
In hazardous work and working 6.6 5.8
agriculture other than vanilla
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VI EDUCATIONAL CHARACTERISTICS

A 2010 survey showed th#&0.4% of the population of theA¥A regionhad completed
primary school, and 10.7% secondary school. More than a quarter of the popuaitie%o
--wasunschooled and just 1.4% has completed tertiary educdifon.

Literacy© rates in the SAVA regiamere nevertheless marginally higher thdor the country
as a whole:

Tablell: Literacy rates of individuals aged 15 and above

Area Sex
Urban Rural Male Female Average
SAVA 85.3% 76.4% 81.5% 73.4% 77.4%
Madagascar 83.7% 67.8% 74.9% 68.0% 71.4%

(SourceINSTAT/D@S/EPM 2010)

The current baseline survey showed thatver childrer! in the 32 communes of interest
complete primary education compared to the national average (68.5% compared to 73.4%).
A slightly higher percentage of children in the 32 communes atteecbndary school
compared to the national average (25.5% against @3, Asile a smaller percentage of
children attend high school compared to the national averdg@% compared to 6.3%)

Survey results indicated that economic activity does not preckadwol attendance in the
32communes of interestindeed, almost 95%f children aged 5 to 13 who are economically
active also attend school. This falls to just under 75% of 14o0lday suggesting school drop
out as children attain the age at which themay work (subject to authorization).
Nevertheless, of the childresged 14 who are not economically active,94 attend school.

When children reach the working age of 15, 86.6% of those not working are still in education,
while some 49% are both econdeally active and at school.

69 INSTAT/DEM/EPM 2010.
0 dLiteracy is a process by which one expands one's knowledge of reading and writing in

order to develop one's thinking and learning for the purpose of urstanding oneself ad the
world.€ www.encyclopedia.com8 Jan. 2020

* Among children aged 14 and older
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Figure29: School attendance by working status for childreti75years old (%%)

N= 629 N=92 N=174 N=895
o, 94.6994.7994.6% 05 10
188'80//2 9L1% g7 194 86.6% 88.3%
09 74.7%
38'8;0 67.9% 70.7%
. 0
60.0%
50.0% 45.8%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%
0.0%
513 14 15-17 Total

m Not Working children m Working children m Total

Child labour is also linked to the likelihood that datimay drop out of school, temporarily or
permanently and dildren may have to repeat classesgradesin order to make up for lost
time or poor performance This is illustrated in Figuse80 and 31: children in economic
activity in the 513 and 14 age categorieshow repetition rates of48.1 % and 56.9%
respectvely, whereas children not performing any economic activity depict lower rates, at
31.8% and 40.1%.

Figure30: : Reetition rates in the previous 3 school years among childri $ears old by working
status and age group (%)

N=629 N=92
0 56.9%
60.0% 48.1% os
40.1% '
40.0% 31.8% 0.3
0.0%
5 to 13 years-old 14 years-old
m Not working children ®m Working children m Total

Figure31 shows that although children in the 32 studied communes of the Sava regame
high school attendance ratder the current school yeain the year 201617, 10.7% of them

2 Basis ofnalysistotal number of children working and not working, by age group
73 Basis ofinalysis: totahumber of children working and not working, by age group
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attended fewer than 90 days okchool.Neverthelessthe overwhelnmmg majority (76.7%)
attendedschool for 150 daysr morein the 20162017 school year. Fe@conomically active
children, the number of days of school attendance vgdsbally lower: 23.7% of them
attended forfewerthan 90 days (again3t1%of childrennot in economic activity), and%2%
attended for 150 days or more (agair&t.(6 for childremot in economic activity).

Figure31: Days of school attendance during the school year 201G by working status farhildren
5-17 yearsold (%)*
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76.7%

1.2%

150to 180 days 135to 150days 120to135days 90to 120 days less than 90 days

® Non-working children (N=679) m Working children (N=216) Total (N=895)

The childrerwho do not attendschoolreported various reasons for thaiThe largest number,
some one in fivg20.4%) said that thg got bad marks at schodah the pastor were not
interested. These reasons are frequigngiven by childrewho are also working and are
either not doing well in school because they are tired or distracted, or who see no value in
school when they are able to work and potentially earn money. Often, also,amiidno are
working in family sareholdings may refkct the view held by their parents/siblings that, since
they have work available in the family business, they do not need to go to sdlm@osecond

and third most reported reasons for not attending school were that they could notdaffe
school feesX4.5%) and that they were too young (14.2%).

More than onein 10(11.0%) children saithey were not going to schodbecause ofliness or
disability. Approximately onen 10 children (9.5%) explained that they were missing school
because they were learnga job.

74 Basis ofinalysis: totahumber of children working and not working
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Figure32: Reasons for not attending school for childreh75years old (%)

Bad school results/No interest in schooling———————————————— 2 (0.4%
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Family did not allow schooling——— 6.5%
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N=110
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5 Basis ofhinalyss: totalnumber ofchildren not currently attending school (school year 2@0218)
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VIl PARENT'SUNDERSTANDINGTTITUDES AND ACTIONS RELATED TO CHILD LABOUR

Questions relating to understanding, attitudes and actiomgegard to child labour were

asked of both heads of household (adult or child) and of children in general, although the
information sought was not extly the same. The two tables that followgfijedlight on the
understandingof heads of householdtypicallythe family decisiormakersc concerningchild

labour and their attitude towards it; and (grovidel y ARSI 2F OKAf RNBy Qa
they feel about their situation and whether they know how to seek help if they need it

Theresultsre@ A y3 (G2 (GKS K2dzaSK2(t RdeKafid aBtiarg, regmtédS NB& G |

in Tablel2, point to an urgent need for expanded awareness raising as part of broader efforts
aimed at keeping children in the classroom and out of the workplace, at leastheyihtave
completed compulsory schooling and readithe MWA.

Less than 4% of household heads know that children are legally obliged to attend school up
to the age of 4, and an even smaller share, 1%, are aware of the system to helpoditsp
re-enter theschool system. Just half of household he&t6%)indicatethat they intendto

enroll their children in school the next school year, although this figure misludesthe
households with older children who may have already completed compulsory satpoAtin

the same time, less than half of househdldads (463%) know the minimum legal working

age and only one in foR5.8%)s able to name at least three worst forms of child labour.

A lack of awareness or understanding of the negative consequencesildflabour also
appears widespread. Indeedearly onequarter (23.9%) of household heads demonstrate a
permissive attitude towards child labour. On a more positive noée®o of household heads
demonstrate at least some knowledge of child labour, arsimilampercentagg75.2%know

of the Commitee for the Protection of Children.

Tablel12: Indicators of understanding, attitudes and actions related to child labour,
and educatior(N=507}¢

Indicators Value
% of househols intending toenrolltheir children in school the next year 49.6
% of heads of household who know of the existence of a system to help ch 1.0

who have dropped out of school tosenter formal education

% of heads of household who know that childr@re obliged to attad school 3.5
to the age ofl4

% of heads of household who demonstrate a permissive attitude tow| 23.9
various types of child labour

6 Basis of analysis: total number of households

49

d



% of heads of household who employed a child agdd %n the 12 monthg 0.0
preceding the survey angtho know atleast three of the documents require

by the labour inspectorate for such cases

% of heads of household who answered at least three questions on child [ 76.9
correctly

% of heads of household who could name at least three forms &LWF 25.8
%of heads of household who know the minimum legal age for work 46.3
% of heads of household who know of the Committee for the Protectio 75.2
Children

% of households with at least one child ageti/sdoing domestic work 0.8
% of householdemployingone or more domestic workers age€l% 1.4
% of households employing one or more children agdd  the preceding 11 1.4
months

| KAt RNBYQa 26y 1y2¢6fSR3IS 2F AadadzSa NBfFGAy3
shownin Table B, just 43% are aware of the minimum working age and less than 1% are

aware of any official requirements that employers must satisfyrder to employ them.

Equally concerning, children appear almost completely unaware of services designed to
support and progct them. Only 0.5% of children indicate understandifigr having used the

child protection system and just 0.1% know of at léhste sources of help if they are abused.

Among working children, only.9% indicate benefiting from social services.

Chiblren do not, however, view their work in strictly negative terms. Indeed,%8f working

OKAf RNBY O2y aiRSNI ( knfy/Anedo doashdr it disagiebdbiBowevér,S ¢ & K A
AYVTF2NXYEGA2Y O2yOSNYyAy3a OKAf RNBY RdpretdddSvREIO S LIG A 2
OldziA2yd ¢KS adlidAadAdoad 2y OKAf RNByQa LISNOSL
child labour, hazardous childbour or other permissible forms of work, nor dogeseflect

possible differences in perceptions between younger ahdler children. More broadly,

feedback from children can be strongly influenced by the phrasing of questions and the
context and mannemi which they are interviewed.

Tablel3: Indicators of understanding, attitudes and actioetated to child labour, wor
and education (children aged1¥)’”

Indicators Value

% of children who go regularly to school or sontieer form of education 76.7

"7 Basis ofinalysisall children aged 87 (N=895) except for the followirigdicators:

« % of children 8.7 who work and2 y & A R S NJ i XNXBi Silaeidfieddwen 87 who work but consider
0KSANI g2 NJ »@ril A% df chidiersL7 aviioSverk and benefit from social serviceshere the basis
of analysis is working children (N=216).
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% of children 8.7 who are unschooled and would like to go to school 3.4

% of children 8.7 who have employed other children 0.6

% of children who have sought help or used the services of a child protg 0.5

committee or unerstand the system

% of children 8.7 who know the minimum legal age for work 4.3

% of children 8.7 who know that ammployer must submit documentation t 0.5

the labour inspectorate to employ a childly

% of children 8.7 whoworkand2 Yy a A RSNJ G KI 4 62 NJ 53.1
% ofchildrenButT K2 ¢2N)] odzi O2yaARSNJI 17.2
% of children BL7 whowork and benefit from social services 0.9

% of children 8.7 who know at least three sources of help if they are abug 01
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VIl GORE INDICATORS FOR MONITORING AND EVALUATION

Values for the core monitoring and evaluation indicators for the taeget are reported in
Table ¥ below.”® As shown, the prevalence of child labour is relatively high. Nearly one in
five (16.6%) of all children in the target arésin child labour, and 1.1% of all children are in
hazardous child labour. Twentyne per@nt of allhouseholdsvith children inthe target area
have at least one child in child labour.

School attendance rates are also high in the target area, but attendance is by no means
universal.Eightysevenpercentof households had all of theghildren in the age range for
compulsory schaoling (.e. 6-14 years)attending school regularly during the six months
preceding the survey.

A juxtaposition of the prevalence of child labour and the rate of school attendance makes
clear that a large share of thesn child labour combine schoahd work.

Tablel4: Values for the core monitoring and evaluation indicators

Core Indicator

Value of Core Indicator (%) No.
Reference Reference
period: previous period:
week previous
12
months

HH1. Estimated percentage ¢
households in target area wit
working children. 29.0% 38.1% 507"°

Unit: Household*

HH3. Estimated percentage ¢
households in target area tha
have children Bl7, with at 23.5% 28.9% 507
least one child engaged in chi
labour8°

8 The reference period wabe week precedinghe interviews, hence, a the interviews were carried out from
June 16 to June 30 2018, the reference week was the period from June 09 to June 23 2018.

7 Among the 525 households which were selected, 18 households were lost in the wiiddéedatacolledion
process

80 As only households with children aged ® were interviewed, this proportion is equivalent to the percentage
of households in the target area with at least one child engaged in child labour (HH2).
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Unit; Household

HH4. Estimated percentage ¢
households in target area wit
children in hazardous labol 16.5% 19.7% 507
(HCL).

Unit: Household

HHS Estimated percentage (
households in target area wit
all children of compulson

school age (6-14) attending 87 22 507
school reguldy®® during the '
pastyear.

Unit: Household

CL1. Estimated percentage @
legally working children it 1.696°
target area. 2.0964 895

Unit: Children

CL2. Estimated percentage @
children in target area engage
in child labour. 16.6% 21.5% 895

Unit: Children

CL3. Estimated percentage @
children in target area engage
in HCL. 11.1% 13.2% 895

Unit: Children

81 The term\egularhhere refers to children who attended school at least 135 days over the 180 days of the
school year.

82 The data does not permit to distinguish betweeryéarolds and 6 yeaolds. Therefore,this proportion is
potentially underestimatedsinceit correspordsto the proportion of households having all their children aged
5-14 atterding school regularly in thpreviousyear.

83 This result cannot be interpreted due to the number of ra@sponses on labour Inspectorate authorization
guestions

84 This result canot be interpreted due to the number of neresponses on labour Inspectorate authorization
guestions

53



IX CONCLUSION

Perhaps the moshotable results of the survey are those that show that a large number of
children in the survey zone attend school (8@). Of these, 91.5% of gigs toschool, against
85% of boys. However, only 130 of the children go to schoelxclusively; others juggle
school and work (12%).

While 6.3% of the children said they workckisively (mostly 187 yearolds who have
reached the MWA), 5.4% reported they do nothing (predominantly unemployed
15-17yearolds). This suggests a neex rmonitor youth unemployment levels, singggh
unemployment rates among children who have reackelMWA frequentlymasis the fact

that underage children are being put to wot& save money or provide more malleable
labour. More study is needed on the asons why 187 yearolds are not employed and
whether they were previously employed as child labers but were replaced with underage
workers once they reached the MWA.

Children who work exclusively or who work and also go to school make up a relaigkely
21.5% ofeconomically activehildren (defined as having workedt least onehour in the
previous seven days). The majority of these (76%) have reached the MWA of 15 and are thus
working legally. On average they work 22 hours a week.

Many of thel4 yearoldswho work (average 14.2 houjswvere not aware that they need to
have authorization fromhte labour office to work, so many of these children may be working
without the necessarpermit. Children aged®-13 yeas, who are under the WA, reported
that theywork on average 9.7 hours a week.

More than half of the economically active childré&si¢9 receive no pay. Of those that do,
the vast majority(97.9% are paid less than the minimum wage.

Of economically active childrefi4% had waoked in activities directly linked to vanilla in the
previous 12 months4.1% had worked in jobs indirectly lintkeo vanilla é.g.transport);and
81.9% had worked in areas not linked to vanilla.

Almost one in five 16.6%) of the children may be considered to be in child labquihe
majority of these are children between the ages of 15 and3Z #6) or are 14 yeawlds
working without appropriate authorizationl@.20. 11.1% of the surveyed children are in
hazardous chil labour, generally because of the conditions in which they work.

The majority of children in child labour are to be found working in agricallather than
vanilla 68.6%);however,10.3% of children in child labour are working in the vanilla sector

Just under half of theeconomically activehildren(44.24 are employed by third partiebut
most children (48%) work as unpaid family membersideed, 89.7% dhe households cited
agriculture as their primary source of income andlude 82.7% owned\anilla farm.

Almost a third 2999 of households surveyeldad a child orchildren workingand 23.5% of
households had at least one child in chdtdour. 16.%4 of households had a child or children
in hazardous child labour.

It is clear that a lack afnderstanding of the nature and consequences of child work and child
labour contributes to these numbers. Fewer than four in 10 heads of hous&hels what
the MWA is in Madagascar when asked. Almost a qua2B8%) demonstrated a permissive
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attitude to child labour. Children were similarly uninformed about the MWA and services
available to them.

There isclearlyan urgent need for awarenesaising and education to fill knowledge and
understanding gaps related to child labour and work.
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XANNEXES

Annex 1: Relevant legislatiorand legal definitions in Madagascar

Madagascar has ratified a number of international conventions relevant to assiscuof
child labour, including:

91 ILO Forced Labour Convention, 1930 (No.29) in 1960,

UN Convention on th&ights of the Child (1989) in 1991,

ILO Minimum Age Convention, 1973 (N0.138) in 2000,

ILO Worst Forms of Child Labour Convention, 1999 (No.12Ppih

ILO Domestic Workers Convention, 2011 (No.t8&MNters into force in June 2020.

= =4 =4 A

It is useful to notehe following definitions of terms used during data collection and analysis:

Legal minimum age for work (MWA)n line with the Minimum Age Conveati, 1973
(No0.138), Madagascar has fixed the MWA at 15 years (Law@B038 July 2004).

Economically active childrenChildren who receive a wage/salary, who work independently
or as family workers in any activity includedtie SNA regardless of th¢ime they spend

in this activity. Essentially these activities are any that are paatmioduction process, that
Aa OGKIFG NBa#A G Ay I WLINRPRAzOUGQ®

Legally working children
C2ft26Ay3 alRIFI3IFLAaOINIflIgx WEtSaALtte g2NJAy3 C
Children 14 yearsld who:

1 Have finished compulsory schooling and are executing light work with exceptional
authorizationo @ GKS [F02dzNJ LYyalLISOUu2N®» ¢KS F2ff 2¢
2Nl Q F2N) OKAf RNBYY

- Work that does not pose the threat of danger (Art. 15, 16,118, 1920, 21 and 22).
Potentially dangerous work includes:

o Work in a construction site or using mobile vehicles and gears and equipment
likely to cause accidentsin particular, lifting appliances such as lifts, hoists,
and cranes, as well as motorchgeneratng machinery (Decree No. 20863,

Art. 17).

o Work involving the use of machines or mechanisms in motion that are likely to
cause an accident in particular, sewing machines (peehiven or with
electric motors) and machines for beating, grimgli calendring, cutting,

85 System of National Accounts
86 b23S GKIFIG GKA& RSTAYAGAZ2Y RAFFSNE FTNRY G(GKS L[ hQa
available for vark but unemployed. For clarity, the Madagascar legal definition is used throughout this report.
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crushing, chopping, laminating, kneading, mixing, squeezing, sawing, slicing, or
grinding (Decree No. 206663, Art. 18).

0 Work that is unlikely to harm their health or physical, mental, spiritual, moral,
or social development (ArtL1-14).

0 22N)] VYSAGKSNI AyOf dZRSR Ay GKS ftAald 27F
Wg2NRG F2N¥a 2F OKAtR fl o2d2NRo

0 22N] y2G ftA&aGSR a WKIFTFNR2dza OKAEtR f1I
fl02d2ND (2¢ad8S HEKDt REFIRGkHIdZ § dzZRB  &KF 6 2 d
Code, Art. 101; Art. 19, 21, 22, 23 (all new)).

Children at least 15 years old (referring to Article 102 of the Labour Code and Article 6 of ILO
Minimum Age Convention, 1973 (N0.138)) meeting the following conditions:

- Children 15 tal7 yearsold who are not in school, conducting any economic activity
y2i RSaA3aYyI 4GSR Fa WKITIFNR2GA AOKR)Br I 02d
FY20KSNI Wg2NERG T2N)Y 2 7T-563KAMI1R2) fotupt®eghd) 05 S
hours a day or 40durs a weé (Labour Code, Art. 101).

@

Children at least 15 years old who perform work that does not exceed their strength (work
that does not involve carrying, dragging, or pushing loads that exceed specified weights (Art.

8)).

Child labour: This includeshildrent 3SR p (G2 mTt K2 | NB Sy3ar3asSR
2F OKAfR I 02 dA6RADBUSIONS SA YyAfbdzZRMyid WK T I NR2 dza
No. 2007563, Art. 1722). In addition, children are considered engaged in child labour if they

are:

Chidren aged 5 to 13 engaged in:

1 Economic activity creating a good or service for external consumption, carried out for
more than one hour per day (Project definition).

1 An activity that is part of the household economy (paid or unpaid) suttoasshold
chores, for his or her own household or for another household, that is considered
dangerous or abusive (Labour Code Art. 83, Decree No-26®,7Art. 4, combined,
Decree No. 201809, Art. 23 (new)).

Children aged 14 engaged in:

1 Anactivity that ispart of the household economy (paid or unpaid) such as household
OK2NBXaz OFNNASR 2dzi F2NJ 6KS OKAfRQa 24y
considered dangerous or abusive (Labour Code Art. 83; Decree No5@80Art. 4,
DecreeNo. 2018009, Art 23 (new); Project time threshold).

57



o This specifically includes work between 6 p.m. and 6 a.m. for more than one
K2dzNJ 6aSS (GKS GSN¥Y WY KAftRNByYy Sy3lF 3SR
AyOfdzZRAY3a AlGa RSTAYAGAZ2Y 2F WyA3aKOG ¢2N

Children agd 15 to 17 engagein:

T !yée SO2y2YAO I OGADAGE y 2 RSaA3ayl 4G4SR
(DecreeN0.2007-563, Art. 1ZH H 0 2 NJ | Y20 KSNJ Wg2NRBR O F2NY 27
2007563, Art. 1122) performed for more than eight hours a day or 40 hours a week
(Labour Code, Ar101).

1 Work without a daily rest period of 12 consecutive hours (Labour Code, ArL0Z)1

Hazardous workThis includes children aged 5 to 17 who are engaged in work carried out
between 6 p.m. and 5 a.m. (Labour Code, Art. 101; é@etdo. 2004563, Art. 4; ILO
Convention No. 138, Art. 7; project time threshold) or who are engaged for at least one hour
in one of the following, unless there is special mention:

1 Work that exposes children to the risk of physical, psychological, or salzuse. An
exampe is fieldwork without proper supervision by an adult in the family (ILO
Recommendation 190, 3.a).

91 Children under 15 engaged in work that interferes with compulsory schooling by
depriving them of the opportunity to attend school, obligittgem to leave siool
prematurely, or requiring them to attempt to combine school attendance with long
and heavy work (ILO Convention No. 138, Art. 7; prajegeloped definition), which
includes:

o Inaschool day, work for three hours or more;

0 In a schooleek, work for Z hours or more;

o In a nonschool day, work for eight hours or more; and

o In a nonschool week, work for not more than 40 hours.

1 Children engaged in the following types of work:

0 9FFSOGADS 62N] O2YyRdzO( SRK F&NA | 2 IR daN2 NJA G
(Lébour Code, Art. 83 & 101; Decree No. 2@®8, Art. 4; ILO Convention
No.138, Art. 7):

A More than one hour a day for children under 15 with@uitthorization
of the Labour Inspector.

A More than eight hours a day or 40 hours a week for children aged 14
or 15who obtainedauthorizationof the Labour Inspector.
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A More than eight hours a day or 40 hours a week for children above age
15.

o0 Work at a construction site or using mobile vehicled gears and equipment
likely to cause accidentsin particular, liftingappliances such as lifts, hoists,
and cranes, as well as motor and generating machinery (Decree No58B07
Art. 17).

o Work involving the use of machines or mechanisms in motiondhatikely to
cause an accidengin particular, sewing machines (peediven or with
electric motors) and machines for beating, grinding, calendaring, cutting,
crushing, chopping, laminating, kneading, mixing, squeezing, sawing, slicing, or
grinding (Deree No. 200563, Art. 18).

o Work in a place where flammable materials tmxic substances such as
chemicals and pesticides are handled; in a workshop intended for the
preparation, distillation, or handling of corrosive substances, poisonous
substances, ah those which emit deleterious or explosive gases; or in a
workshop whereharmful dust is released (Decree No 26853, Art. 19).

0o Work that exposes children to physical effects that are harmful to health,
including ionizing radiation; work involving harrhfexposure to radiation;
work undertaken in extreme heat, cold, or huntydior work exposing children
to extreme shaking, vibration, or noise (Decree No. 2008, Art. 19, Point 4).

0 Work exposing children to biological agents, toxic agents, or carcisogen
dangerous to health; or work involving a significant risk of fire, asiph,
accident, illness, or poisoning (Decree No. 2008, Art. 19, Points 5 & 6).

o Work requiring operating any heavy vehicle, including tractors; work in
artisanal fisheries in dgewater or the high seas or industrial; work involving
the handling of hint instruments or sharp or piercing machines or objects;
work cleaning vehicles on public roads; work making earth bricks and charcoal;
and work such as customer service and roonviserin hotels and restaurants
(Decree No. 201809, Art. 19, Points 9 &4).

o Any type of work based on and measured in terms of pieces produced or tasks
performed regardless of working time, which, by experience, is very restrictive,
especially piecavork (Decree No. 201809, Art. 19).

o Work involving picking toxic or dangemwlants (Decree No. 20663,
Art. 20).

o Work exceeding their strength in hotel and restaurant industries; portering
and handling; and agriculture such as exploitive or abusivdyamork that is

87 Loads that exceed the following weights:
Boys aged 15 to 17: 20 kilograms
Girls aged 15 to 17: 10 kilograms
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likely to hinder their attendance at school or their paipation in vocational
training programsg; these include activities such as rice farming, whether or
not they are salaried (ploughing, sowing, transplanting, weeding, and
harvesting (Decree No. 201809, Art. 19, Point 3).

o Work in high places (such adltauildings), underwater, in confined spaces, in
public and private slaughterhouses, in curative establishments (such as those
involving adanger of contagion or infection), in skpening or drypolishing
metal objects and glasses or crystals, and in ghieg or dryscraping
carbonated lead (Decree No. 20683, Art. 21).

o0 Work sorting used materials such as paper and cardboard, as well as dirty and
non-disinfected laundry, horsehaipig bristles, and skins; work requiring the
use of a steamer; and worlequiring exposure to agents that cause genetic
damage that is transmissible or that is harmful to unborn children (Decree No.
20180009, Art. 21 (new)).

o Children may not be recruitefdr any mining or quarrying work, such as stone
mining by digging undergumd tunnels, artisanal goldanning, or breaking
and handling operations on stone (Decree No 2663, Art. 22;
DecreeN0.2018009, Art. 19).

Worst forms of child labourUsing sevel legal standardg Law No. 9821 (authorizing the

ratification of ILOConvention No. 138), Decree No. 260P3 (ratifying ILO Convention No

182 on the worst forms of child labour), Decree No. 2663, Art. 1016, and
DecreeN0.2018009, Art. 10 (newq this term applies to children aged 5 to 17 years who are
engagedinth&?g 2 NEG F2N¥a 2F OKAfR flFo0o2dz2NR 620 KSNJI
are defined as immoral labour and forced labour.

22N)] O2yaARSNBR WAYY2NMHes: f 1 02dz2NR dzy RSNJ G KS f

1 Making, handling, or selling printed matter, posters, drawingssaviggs, paintings,
emblems, images, films, compact discs, and any objects for which sales, offering,
display, or distribution are punishable by penal laws or whictcargrary to morality.

It is also prohibited to employ children in locations where ahyhese activities are
performed (Decree No 200563, Art 11).

1 Employing children in bars, discos, casinos, gambling houses, cabarets, nightclubs, and
dance halls, as Wleas any other closed or open places where there are usually or
occasionally eventskiely to undermine their moral or physical integrity. The use of

Transport on wheelbarrows outside of minasd quaries:
Boys aged 15 to 17: 40 kilograms
Transport on threeor four-wheeled vehicles outside of mines and quarries:
Boys aged 15 to 17: 60 kilograms
Transport on hand carts outside of mines and quarries:
Boys aged 15 to 17: 60 kilograms
Transport ortricycle carrier:
Boys aged 15 to 17: 75 kilograms
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children for external displays in the vicinity of these places is forbidden, as well as for
any other puliic places where alcoholic beverages are consumed. The use of children
in massage parlas is strictly forbidden (Decree No. 20089, Art. 12 (new)).

1 Recruiting, supplying, or using children for the purpose of prostitution, the production
of pornographicY G SNA I = 2NJ O2YYSNOAILf &aSEdzt §)
exploitation, supply, #R dza S 2F OKAf RNBYyQ YSIya lye | (
any sexual activity and the transfer to another person or group of persons of
remuneration or promisedf R@I yil 38 2F Fyeé (1AYR gKIGaz2S¢
OKAf R &SEdzZ f AEVIStG2AAYTSIal AOA VG SOR fYBORK A £ R LINE & i
a child for the purpose of sexual activity for remuneration or other form of benefit.
¢KS GSN)XY WORAKE RYSUIZ/NY 2FIWNS LS LINSASY G GA2Y
engaged in explicit actual or sinateéd sexual activity or any representation of the
sexual organs of a child for primarily sexual purposes.

1 Recruiting, supplying, or using children in the production rafficking of narcotic
RNXz3ad® ¢KS GSN)Y WRNUzA G NI Fdiskiddte, brpkaselly S|y a
deliver in any capacity whatsoever, dispatch, ship, transport, purchase, possession, or
use of drugs.

1 Using, procuring or offering a childrfillicit activitiesg in particular for the production
or trafficking of drugs as deled in the relevant international treaties (e.g.,
ILOConvention No. 182, Art. 3.c). Vanilla theft and illicit transactions involving vanilla
fall under this categoryDecree No. 201809, Art. 10 (new) & 23 (new))

Forced labourforced labours definal as (Decree No. 206663, Art. 15 & 16):

1 All forms of forced or compulsory labour, including the sale and trafficking of children,
the use of children as a pledge pay the debt of the family, slavery, and forced or
compulsory recruitment of children farmed conflict.

1 Compulsory recruitment of children into the armed forces.
f WeKS SYLX 28YSyld 2F OKAftRNBY Ay R2YSAGA0 ¢
couldhaN\)y G KS KSIfOGK YR LKeaAOltz YSydrf Iyl
I RRA U A Beyeindlofndet of $hildren as domestic servants or housekeepers, employees

2N F2NJ YFAY(iSylryOS 2F GKS FlLYAf& K2YS 2F I R
(Decree No. 201809, Art. 10 (new) & 23 (new))
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Annex 2: Sample design

Sample sizeThe sample size for the survey was 525 households, and was determined by
applying the following formuf&:

5 (1)

Where:

A ¢ is the required sample size (in number of households)
A i is the predicted vale of the percentage of childrenb7 years old who are engaged
in activities defined as child labour in the 32 communes of interest of the SAVA region
A 'O'Q " ®dhe design effect
A 4 is the roundedactor used to achieve the 95e6nfidence level (the rouret value
of the Normal N(0,1) quantile z=1.96)
A 0 Cis the specific margin of error 86%confidence level
A 6 0 'Q'0%the average number of children1¥ years estimated to be in each
household
A Y ¥s the expected response rate of the survey

For thecalculationi A & | 4adzYSR (42 06S wmMmE:® LYRSSR>Y GKS
202S0GATa Rdz YATESYIFIANS L}R2dzNJ £ S nRABZ2EIB 2 LILIS Y S
showedthat the proportion of children in child labour among children agetirfSvas 2.2 %

in the S\VAregion. Taking into account the fact that the BLS was conducted during the period

of pre-campaign of the vanilla sector, the expected premakewas raised to 14%.

The value 0D 'Q "Was taken as 4 based on estimates from other suregyshild labouf®

The margin of error(( ‘Q which is a value chosen to reflect the required precision of the
survey estimate was set 5%.

The average numlveof children 517 years old that can be found in a given household
(0 U Q"Oi@s estimated frm the 2008Enquéte Démographique de SarfiéDS) to be 1.613.

The response rateY("Y which accounts for the possible noasponse of selected households
dueto absence after repeated visits of the interviewers or due to refusal to participate in the
survey is estimated to be 91%

The resulting number of households generated from the above formula was

8 8

€ 5 5 5 U ¢ lbouseholds in total.

88 |LOIPECInteractive Sampling Tools No.clSample size and margin erroriternational Labour Office,
International Program on the Elimination of Child Labour (IPB€heva: ILO, 2014

88 INSTAT/ENSOD20122013

89INSTAT/ENSOMD 2062213
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Sample allocation across stratihe sampling frame was initially stratified by diggidVithin
each stratum, the aticated number of primary sample enumeration areas was selected with
probability proportional to the size, measured in terms of numbeFakontany,

For the first stageFokontanywas proportionally allocated to the 4 distisc(strata), using the
tool for sample allocation into strata recommended by FUNDAMENTALS and the data from
EDS 2008 (INSTAT 2008).

The number ofokontany(PSUs) per district (stratum) s can be derived from the following
formula:

UQCUB

Where:

A 0 isthe size of the district s (stratum, in terms of population)

A B, U-ds the total population over the communes of the four districts

A ¢ us the total number ofFokontanyto select in order to have the needed sample size
of 525 households

This led to the selection of 2Bokontanyspreadacross22 different communes (over the
32communes of the BLS Sampling frame).

The chief of théokontanyhelpedin elaborating the lisbf households containing a child aged
between 5 and 17 years. A fixed number of 21 househaigsselected in eaclirokontany
(PSV), to achieve a total number of households of 21 x 25=525.

Sampling weightsThe probability of seleaty aFokontany(PSUD is:

6 o - 3)

Where:

A "Qis the number of selecteBokontany(PSUSs) in district (stratum) s
A 0 j is the size oFokontanyu in the district s
A 0 isthe size of the district

For example, the probability of selecting tieokontanya [ | @ NR 22§ gAft o0SY
~. Up POTT

Q — v — b
v xcc&mpﬁtx
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The probability of selecting a specific household (given Hukiontanyu has been selected)
in district s ofFokontanyu is:

0 &QIQ; (4)

Where:

A £Q is the number of selected householdsRpkontanyu. This value is set to 21 for
anyFokontanyin the study.

A 0°Q; is the total number of household with at least one child aged between 5 and
17 available inFokontanyu.

For example, the probability of selecting a specific household giverfrtlamntanyd [ @1 NB 2 2 ¢

has been selecters:
£Q ¢ p

— uoUL b
0y ¢cpp

Thus from (3) and (4), the probability of selecting a specific houseimoREU u of stratum s
is:

0 0 Q QI - (5)
Hence, the household weights are calculated as falow
0’0 h (6)

For example, th@robability of selecting a household in Lavarojo will be:

P
p@XP wv P

w &

File description

There are twalatafiles for the baseline survey on child labour in the Sava region 2018. The
first, concerning households, contains 5@bBservations(houséholds)and 6,285 variables.
The second, on children, comprises 895 observatfohgdren)and 556 variables.

The NCLS data is in SPSS (.sav) format.
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Annex3: Coverage of the surveyDistribution of communes by district

Districts

GCommunes

SAMBAVA

1. Ambodiampana
2. Bemanevika

3. Tanambao Daoud
4. Nosiarina

5. Anjanggpveratra
6. Farahalana

7. Amboangibe

8. Marojala

9. Maroambihy
10. Andrahanjo

ANTALAHA

11. Andampy

12. Ambalabe
13.Sarahandrano
14. Marofinaritra
15. Antsambalahy
16. Antombana
17.Lanjarivo

18. Ampohibe

19. Antsahanoro

ANDAPA

20. Ambalamanasy
21.Tanandava
22.Ambodiangazoka
23.Ambodimanga
24.Doany
25.Belaoko Lokoho
26.Marovato
27.Ankiakabe Nord
28.Andrakata

VOHEMAR

29. Antsirabe Nord
30.Belambo
31.Milanoa

32. Ampanefena
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