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50. These data should not be interpreted as evidence that child labour and education are
somehow compatible. While many child labourers go to school, they are still much less likely to
do so than children not working. Evidence presented later in the report shows that child labour
and school attendance are in fact strongly negatively related in most countries. Time spent
working makes it less likely that children are able to draw educational benefit from their time
in the classroom and/or to remain in school long enough to graduate. The use of children’s time
to work both in and outside the home undermines their rights to education as well as to play
and participate in family and community life. In sum, the balance of the statistical evidence is
strongly on the side of child labour and education as substitutes and hardly compatible activities.

S1. Scen another way, Figure 4 provides a look behind the statistics on overall school at-
tendance. It illustrates that the proportion of children able to attend school unencumbered by
the demands of work is often much lower than overall attendance rates. Again, this is especially
the case in Sub-Saharan Africa, but even in other regions high attendance figures can mask
large numbers of children combining employment and schooling. In Peru, for instance, where
97 per cent of 7 to 14 year-olds attends school, only three out of five children are able to do so
without also having to work. This, in turn, raises an important policy consideration: success in
getting children into school is insufficient if they are made ill by work or are too tired or too
stressed to benefit from their time in the classroom, or if they drop out early to devote their
time to work. Being in school is undoubtedly better than being out of school, but is not enough
to guarantee the fulfilment of a child’s right to education. Beyond detriment to education,
children balancing school and work are also clearly too time-constrained to be able to fully
exercise their rights to leisure and rest. The relevance of marginalization in education has also

been highlighted in the 2010 Global Monitoring Report.’

* UNESCO (2009).
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Figure 4.

Children’s activities,
7-14 years age group
(percentage)

Notes: * Refers to 10—14 years age group.

" Refers to 6—14 years age group.

Source: UCW calculations based
on houschold survey datasets
(see Annex IT).





