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AAA, AWAE AdAge] FHE JAGHELS HHAYIE 92 A He
A A ¢1A A (Universal Declaration of Human Rights) & 3l ;‘\_odzg, o7

g7l AFeto] UN AWA G212 Ao @3t =A5+2F(ICCPR
BAAA A A 232 Aol #3 FAGFLFICESCR) & Fd 43S
Ssta ofel xokd e FoE AFHol gk 1Yy H7be] el
gk o] obd ARRI(FAA) & B elell w5k AME, 53] 7|3} el w3
A9 1A NGO & AWIALS| e} SA7|7-59] #4139 &7 Ad 10493
2 AP} S E o] ofyrh vmAY|Ygor dxyEE A4S
o] #AH ol BAAEAA AFH WHHAOE /A=
P H7h AREZE EE gl ol Hol oldd oig e
b2l Ads @] Al&sks dAIQl Zolth &
q717 9 7149 A9E % Zadgast 7y 9 olgAHLE Fa
ol HAAEE] FHANE FAAsE sl ¥ FASE HEte] oA

AF ) H (= HAME AL Due diligence) & F3 Q1AET

2
AWsHe wEe]l AUE gohbin k. 1 Aow AAGFPE
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AbgEolgd @ SH 7 (Human  Rights  Impact  Assessment) 7}
1985 AEEs AoEA oz 7o A A Ao #AAH Fsh
Azt2 2 sE 7hsAdel Ava st a8y gAY Fd A

obd ARG AREAQl A RAME= o 7HA Alefo] A= A=

! International Covenants on Civil and Political Rights
% International Covenants on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights

A = A AF W 2AF AFas
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ARdoltt. TJelEE H Ay vEdY JAGTE s KB

JEFE Fall dofstar ofet JdAFEFH 7k Hlwsks sl dd $4 39

olFd oA Y ANYTS Aol =e] Vgy ARE] @Al ot
q

AAske el F2o] v 53] A9 FrF & 27 ZeEdeast
hol=ekel  AelA 719 E% (Respect) AP T4 Ao A
AZE7] A 212 dep WA k] ol 271G H e Adselet & &
WL AE7E FESA ABGE AA ok auet FAE W ooy T
A ZFArY (extractive industry) o] obd t=A 7o 2= vEH7 HS
AlEshe ZolEz dvlEde] A AlAe]l Fash Aot Vg g-s el
UMl JAAZAZE A7|H= AR 2 <t ¥ i o] Aq-9
W 2ol el A A

1. 719 &A1Y A7

doz Ao d9e A Ed Fed AsE FEPl i8S
FEot AEe Al Wwol anAdEgs 7hest 5

ol&EFES T FAUEY AFAAALL} AR BAYIEH

2 719 AAF R A 9 ARRZAe]l Tl He AT

TREo R AAERE oyt ALS| 9L Tyl F7]4 el

A #AES 2 vk olegst 7Y #EEe Arjse A
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J;
Sl (UN) ket Z2¥ ZIE [S026000 7% °, =24 #xd
OJUMEIE(GRD °, ILO A’ = UN <1d9939 =474
FEH Ay’ @ o)F Hol FRUFHNE] HAv|FE o|yhPR
o Fall oy Feje dAlmol lolsgkth. e o2l st g ¢
Ego] ARNEAY iAo r FalEE ool 9lol VYo EA:
s odel Fojol 3 A o £ gla AlFEE EI HEE 5 gl
AAAQ]  FHAUE P dels  vlEst Asolqdth dA

& g719 Zhd Qg olBAH
olefgt ujelld Aol E 3= ARY FE Tho]=eklo]
EAA HAT= A T

o
27]+= 59 ol (Kofi Anan) AP o]m o 7

=
B AAEZ=ZAEH ) 3 (Special Representative for Secretary General)
55 6o A Syt 1 A2 2008l 71 dES Sst

¥ The OECD Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises (1976)

5 71919 A}El A Aol mES Ay Y8 =4 mF3 7]+ (International Organization for Standards)

A A%

J3ict,

® oA CSR @l Wid EFE FAe geh

" The ILO Tripartite Declaration of Principles concerning Multinational Enterprises and Social Policy

(1977)

® 9199193 (UN Human Rights Commission)i= 1973d¢l] 5899385 7438t 90d 714 #3214
Y o o] Fol A gk

9 UN Global Compact
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A g AT (Framework for Business and Human Right)&
A]retda o5 ol ThseiAl &7l HF FHor T A
o] 31 x] % (Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights)<&
2011dell Albste] fFdl QlAolALR A AE AT olHF FFol
AE 7hest 7tolEEile® o] Qe AL A as) oA Ho]
ARSI AA g &S ol AAorAMo FAUE FAdst= dHol
ek Holth ' OECDYF ILO: E&¢]a 1SO$ HRIAM &9

v 2rle ZHdaae oldAAHES AASAY dA How

I
A3 Qe AR oule] AFo] AXE A Fed A olne

Holzeelon AaHoita ke Weld Mz AL A Aoln

93t Qo] diF o7t meh pAHeR AAd Holeht 4

A% % vk

S AAelA 20149 6 R AolAkgelA /1491
FakE RS WA FEES 2t TANLY PEEAE

WEAE AR olAbEleld WolEQl RomA HTAWR £

7he dell BA glel 7193 1 =9rh JAH 1 Sl Wl &

10 o) fol AAL A A 20008 % Zuhe] AT thEA g 2 71e 71gAe] Ao B
73’ ( ‘Norms on the Responsibility of Transnational Corporation and other Business Enterprises
with regard to Human Rights’ ) 2] A x=go] o)A ols| Al =Fdu2 Fdd Z 2 din gk
2718 zH QA oA el thgt vlAFe] byt 71§1e] AR E APk T (BT
2]7]i= Norm regime?] A 3ol n]Fo] deFxQl Aals glof grk= F-S 19 A4 ( “Just Business” )
oAl ¥s] 3 Slvh

Holt slgd 9wy okt F2W Andae] A9S FHATHE W% Hoh W sk A7
P7b gl ARAA FAYRES AP e TN (nation state) BN FEHA FAUA L WA
of F= T ol EAR B3 FAAAA 9 RFeE wE o nal

12 Aojeto] BRE Y= SO v, Fo FHEvE W g8 F2 g Sol il

aizf 71asksivt. 2R Aojele] Ao HAA AL W= o Aom #5Y

Y3 A EE AEo] ol #]7]19 &% o]dol Amnesty International’s NGOE F2 072 7)¢]x} Q40
)3k o FALES FAStE = A|E2A “Norms on the Responsibilities of Transnational Corporations and
Other Business Enterprises with Regard to Human Rights” (©]3} the “Norms” )E A Q3= =9
o] fralg FUE HUjEATh 28y 71959 R FArE oY U Tt olare FvE #49H
A o2 dEHldA A FE5He] Sl S Ak A dist Aol 2 AU HdW Ao
Bl AXg2 7 Hd SEdisg &% ® #7]% the Normsef djgh REt) Al A S $hef] Qlo] o}
2 w7} AALekA okgkd ol tE $elE ZAE Normd thE Weke] 2 aS 7 AsHA HQich w3k
ol Aelte] tisiME & Z2 A7 EzEE 87t vk v Adst A7) o] AN o] 9l

glth. 1eit of

|o
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4. ZHAYI G olFXH hd wjHH A
Zedeasl oA Ho] wxE F A" H# T HFo] F FALS
ojzlo] 7Y AEAES Axse AT dIdEd ¥

HejFedrk glolth A4 olHd F4L /199 AEA A (CSR)
! g Jllel e S vsels
% zs) goks ol WA wiol 1 uhge] u

9719 ol s TS FxFord HF o B
Aotk Fgoltt. 71glo] CSRE FRswe] AR ALgawA
A Og ogeeE AgE Hol g4 enw uge] 2

gk B St gle golth et oleld Fgel w b ulelA
Aoips @l thet Zolehd vkl BAHS AASE AEzA
e el B 5 o FARNE oM Agstelw A ofmu
FAYS AAsE AEAtE Avuolel @tk o= /149
SEF el o BAA AAE AL FATNA Eupae)
FAFHel AQHelts AAYFAN A% olmz  Fzd

]

A A @AM & o CSRE tijke] F-A1gk Zlo] didoltt,

g 713 Q1] sidBs VIdel ek AEak ARl it
SAY olEWo® FHIsks A AAVE e wAWE Aoleke
A zhe ook 714 1l VA dlE AsEa ddFEe] AR
ARIALS O] 91 a Fwol vk e ER V]I G Qo] ARIALS]
g =AVITE 2eke v oJsPARE . 1S @AY
Aol wFo = W HEES gt 2ol obd AR VIl
efdo]l ZAAY] Tt 2 F Qe HFHL AAV "5

#AF Aolth o2 wlw /93 el HEE AZo] ofe}

Rl
ZIFRstet Ads 28 AFFEATF AT B2 =17 713l
AgE 5 Qe =gEA g79 gf od@ARS ofsEE FHelH

St

A7 Bee

P

oleh Hel BdTIZt 4ue] Qi Ao walth
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siagol s AXFL
Andzs el @ d3e AT golda o AT
QAT 28 @A PAN WHE] AFHI AYHIL Yk Ao
oleld EANA PHE AN Fed wAE AdWbin

Uthi= HoflAq ou| 7} Aty & Aol

=24 Avdae] A3

ole} #es & o ZZAR Aol B ZH ALY olF HS
s e AT SHbE W] i =odk dAH«=
ol T 204171 St Z E2Y (Karl Polanyi) 7F of71 34
AT AAZE ARESE ojuE #AE THAokF sheETE sk =ovt
UAlE dtiFEol 1 HHRl v=4 7Ide] Ved gl AxE L
At WA (embeddedness) &2 XdA Y= AFslet AT HA 9
HAe A= AEEhe Ads B Sl FAlZE a1 _kell AR
7ol SAslo Stk ol A ALl A dojus mhEY WS
ol AR wigtHol Fi IF FAE wAl= Zo] ofyi F9
WAL oWd WMl Ael 2345 o] F=Tt sk oAl =Y 4

Yol gtrii Aol ol oAl Trel Ao o ARAA
AFTAS o ARG AGFY gATEN 2 AP

gEshs gl Ydste o] ohel FFo] FI| 2FUL AX
e (@At 39%) FIWe Ru 28
o) FE W R ojFol WiolMol & Aotk el me )9

olejdt FelTre ddowa AAL ANsm A4
=
AE AQLE] s o] AHA  goldrg Hw ¥
S

el WA HAW AAIFAE /199 qBel FoB

dolHE Algsta 7ol ZHxel Ao A4l RS
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III.

dol71AY RE Auwd BES AFE Addt 4% FRY 2
AUAA HAE T S AR AH FFE Y ol

4
AAApze] wekd Wbl Gefst St e ol 9&

Zolth, maAo] FEE W ARERIe
AR ol A% W 4 gl ARl & 4 Aoy o
wl BAbe BES FAHEl gl wEF AAS ¥ 5 Avs e
F 9 A% Q& 9 st e Yt

2 A7y ARy

o] ATE Fx BAY £A UZd Nestle) FEA AEH 2 B

A7 =95 T3 AFHQch T2 vEde AdAgESEH 7 v
o€} CSV(Creating Shared Value) % 3]A}9] olAFH AAS A}

=
FFAE AR, Pl OB

©

o
r

¢

A5, 719 2 AR Ae Add

Sarres (FAFE 23 84 Fx) =AY Nestle @@
QEH+= AP IGAETISl Yann WysseFe] A FES Aagion,
sheldAA G FHo®E A AE7tE#e] =oE shxbdE Wdstinh
T ofepel A &EHE JAAIEFHE AEE vlwskr] flEl

Y|&d (Nestle) QJAGEH7} AL

qi&d B4 Ales ADFFHIt BASH
HlEd= 20139 71 19370 =7kellA shel == AlFo]l 109
A de i BEE Sn Qb BRAQoRA % AY 1

YA (wellness) ol #HE AFS A8t vk 339 ®Ho] dH&
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AYEo] 867l F7bel] AAYE 4477 FANA detar okt A E

thekd 3 AbAE AT A AR A AAAIAFESY &5 AE (supply

chain)= 7FAa Qi tfiEZ ]l HF AP A (consumer) A S|AFZ A
A

Asts Feel e shu Yok
Doooleld BAke E4e @ sk Weld and BYE olgE
A, 2 JbAsER Fums dFolnAd wzd

A FHAIEL n|RE] WAl AYZets

= =~
AFL FRFE B 2MAE B} BBE] AWHQ FF

AR Evh geEs gateld U @ AR
SAHEA3 B-to—B #Hl Al AR del ARsn AHts
F 5 9E olMAE fA3E ol AA JPBEA YoM Fod

pad
flo
ich
[
Hu
il
P
)
(s
}
o
r
do
o
O
>«
)
|
o
alll

& zad. Adsel At ALY oee
oo AYBEFHE AT Yok 2HEE FEAY v
A2t Holgln st HojA oW Ant MZEAst
EFEoln ANwA P oEAZ 95 Aol AAE

AA7IA7E e vl ExEe]l glerw WA ZReA

jad)
AEEEel teksl AgHR Qo] Apw JEe 2] FE
#golth, 1Bz QABA FAAFe t=A dsd & 9
To] wel AEAe] Egw FeE WEL wepdA Hu A%

uAgol Aeld & Y.

]
ol 54 Advtetel HAEE wola Wil #He

il
re

" Nestle in Society, CSV 8|ZE (2013)

i

Py yrapAaEste waEd v&wrt ddsks 23 E 170,000/ o2 oo #Huw
5ul wie] o] 2tk dih,
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2)

3)

AHF AZEE =9 ZIdelA ngSd FEE A & ¢ Uk

et F88 £l ANGF B A%How

v&del QAR TFF 7= 7 H7H(doelA el Zgulol, el
»ggat, HAlol,  FHAIE AR, SEEZIAEHE gio
A=t o] FSIE4Good!'® ZAE oFo=7te A EH 7}
oA AFE Aotk olF wWEW, FI, ARY olghu]el,

7| A%k 4@ o] HEV 2015 QAGSFHNFAS EEE A A E o
A

il

4

Yl&de <¢lAHYgekE 7= DIHR (Danish Institute for Human
Rights) ¢} %o % sttt DIHRS AATFAES e Agd
sa7lHorA o wEl JdEAY AALS AT FA

2. Y&d Je gHE 9928 9 74
D AFAFoR vEUs TAJAEE (International Bill of Human
Rights), ILO(International Labor Organization)2 ¥4 7,
16 2 A o] Mol 9li= FAER ulA (responsible investment stock market index) 24 719]¢]
FA7IE T AY e AIEES S JEvtE BT A xo|th
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J8l3 B3 ¢l@e] sl 2010de] UNGP(UN  Guiding
Principle) & 3AF A F o] wkdsidtt. o]+ el@Ay v =Y

B egAe el wRER ot Zow walth ARAa

(1) dl&Ed F3 A W (Nestle Supplier Code)
@ Jv<Ed #FY #A 43 (Nestle Employee Relations Policy)

@) d&Ed 499 g9y 937 (Nestle Management and

Leadership Principle)
4)  d<&d v ==Y 7t (Nestle Code of Business Conduct)
(5) 1A} 2 (Human Resource Policy)

6) d&Ed A U eokd W A% A A (Nestle Policy on Safety

and Health at Work) %

9 vz AR Zease wEeld uwW gen 2
QAR BF 8719 Fo eav) gk vy Bad e ¥
QaBo] TRAAR APHE HPeIM vsde IR Fuy
A% AN ALK mUHE Bd 23S AX

Agtehs HFAdE 4= W Ve st

rlo

o to

>
=
I

(1 JAAAYA 2 (Policies)

2 T olgBARS AAL A% (Engage)
3  JAAE wF 2 T (Train)

4  #AA 249 ok (Evaluate)

5) QAALEH 7} (Assess)

(6) HR Working Group& &3 %4 (Coordinate)

7 AyE g3t FEYA A (Partner)
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8) Ao tigr 2Y¥E 2 1 3 (Monitor and Report)

HEds F71807 8/ F2e45 Afsty Adgstes =19
59 A= CSV(Creating Shared Value)
L T8 84 T oWATE AddE BrrREClolA
At = FrIAeRr BUHE AAE Adgs 7K Sla

20139 % CSV R iAol A&o] yiedxo] it}

87/ Fo849 til WA sFdle AAITFH7HHRIA) = 494
ZZAXE AAH APEY. HY o (Scoping), H7}(Assessing),
Aggat JAF (Acting & Integrating), I#3I REUESY 2T
(Tracking & Communicating) ©] IR o]t}

D W3 (Scoping)
&l dEAgdFH 7 T H7EE gideR AdgEn=
HAutere thal=7le] tist ols| = s o)

RopE solste] Wrbalel @ Joe A Asivd

=
rO
)
Sl
2
N
=
o
-
~
i)
-

A% de TIxAT7E dREHYE did=TE EHEC
ZNzAdgutels A% AEAE B dlsd dA SHETL

BETh BAE QR ok vkt dwslel Qi A sebat

FAL PNt ATE AT PaAE SAslop shid AR

AL B AGAEIL RA4E, DIHR AR 5 $9 75w
Ag7b ok odgel wrh A ) eldlwAA WS NGO, 3

=
B, FAAA®, A, A g 2FEd FAE AL
UEd wEzd, wEwd 9xl, WHO 5 chokst ey

ANGAE A P HAE st Bk A, FR A%
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AlElE Al

FFF7F tdEok= 82 ko] g ¥ Human resource,
73 A Health and Safety, %Al 7] Security arrangements,
T3 A5 Business integrity, A A EE  Community
impacts, 7" Procurement (goods and services), ¥x-A4 Z&
(Sourcing of raw material), 12]31 #AF2 4 2 wiAEHAA
g% Product quality and marketing practices®Z o]
Frrek=l ZF Fobvitk A Aol AA Al ddwE FrieEol
AEsE Hofglth olE S0 4% AdLdFole HEFTU 28],
o, WH7IHAL Tol SerHE AEste] B ttoew

Fds] tidEore] Aol Aol mAlE Il F FlojEE
ot 7jEa Aatel webd AA HA=AF LY otk
[FCellA 2010l 23bsk ddd@&Fg7tel de] 7kel= (Guide to
Human Rights Impact Assessment and Management -—

HRIAM) °fli= 30707} @& AdHol#E 1271 AFgHE=E ol se

2743
B AE7E YERY] AlFskd o] Aol ¥ aEFol 4 9=
7

H7} (Assessing)
7= 8 87 Fok thst HIUMAEAE ZAdste] Aggels 13k
A5 A FS FEskal o] sl AHF

=1

SRS @ 9 Fge SaRow
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Foreword by DIHR

What you're about to read is a breakthrough in the field of
human rights and business. How often have you seen a
major multinational company report publicly on its human
rights impacts - and what it's doing to address them - across
seven countries?

For the Danish Institute for Human Rights this represents a
highlight in more than a decade of work on human rights and
business.

In the late 1990’s, we became one of the first human rights
organisations to engage directly with companies. We did this
based on a belief that the human rights community and the
business community could be turned from adversaries into
allies. This white paper demonstrates how effective such a
partnership approach can be in protecting and promoting
human rights. It shares the findings, outcomes and lessons
learnt from human rights impact assessments in seven Nestlé
subsidiaries.

Human rights impact assessments are an emerging science.
No one knows quite what they are or should be. By sharing
the lessons we have learnt we hope to move practice
forward. What we have done is by no means perfect and
there will be things that we may have missed. Human rights
is a moving target and corporate human rights due diligence
must evolve along with it.

It's a fact of life that speaking openly about your problems
makes them easier to solve. For most companies, the really
big human rights challenges can only be solved if you have
the trust of others: workers, consumers, communities, civil
society, business partners and governments. Corporate
transparency and accountability of the type shown in this
paper is a prerequisite for establishing this trust.

There are about eighty thousand multinationals in the world,
but according to a survey, less than four hundred of them
have a human rights policy. A realistic guess is that less than
fifty of these have done a human rights impact assessment.
We still have a long way to go.

Nestle 53

Whereas corporate human rights impact assessments are yet
a rare best practice, publicly sharing the results takes it one
step further. Nestlé deserves a lot of credit for being perhaps
the first multinational company to take this step. We need
more companies that walk the talk — and talk about it too.

We welcome your comments to this paper at
business@humanrights.dk.

VA

Allan Lerberg Jorgensen,
Director for Human Rights and Business,
Danish Institute for Human Rights
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Foreword by Nestlé

We started our human rights walk in 2008 when we asked
the Danish Institute for Human Rights (DIHR) to conduct

a human rights gap analysis of our corporate policies and
procedures. It proved to be a resource-intensive exercise but
it set a solid basis for what was clearly going to be a long
journey.

Drawing on the results of this gap analysis Nestlé and the
DIHR decided to continue working together by signing a
partnership agreement that made our collaboration more
strategic. We carried out our first Human Rights Impact
Assessment (HRIA) together in 2010. Since then we have
covered 7 country operations in various regions of the world.
This involved engaging with a multitude of employees,
contractors, suppliers, farmers, local community members
and external stakeholders to better understand the scope and
magnitude of the human rights impacts resulting from our
business activities.

The time has come now to talk about this human rights
journey, sharing the lessons we have learnt along the

way. Every year we report on our overall human rights
performance as part of the Nestlé in Society Report. This
paper goes a step further as it proposes a deep dive into the
way we have assessed and managed human rights impacts
both at the corporate and country operations levels.

HRIAs are a fundamental piece of our 8-pillar Human Rights
Due Diligence Programme. As this paper suggests they
have posed a number of challenges that have made the
overall process and outcomes more resilient over the years.
Companies may find a variety of reasons not to engage

in such a challenging and daunting process. However

this report shows that the added value of HRIAs largely
overcomes the drawbacks. What matters most is to start the
journey and be ready and willing to learn from experience.
We hope this paper will encourage other companies to take
the path we engaged in some b years ago.

Our human rights walk is far from over. As a company, our
ambition is to be an acknowledged leader in business and
human rights. As we roll out our Human Rights Due Diligence
Programme further and strive to continuous improvement in
this area, our ability to engage in a thorough and constructive
discussion with our stakeholders will be an important driver
of our success. This paper is not an end in itself but rather

a tool that will help us engage in more in-depth discussions
with a broad range of people and organizations. Therefore
we will take forward the lessons learnt compiled in this paper
and include them in the various stakeholder consultations we
will be carrying out in the future.

In the meantime, please do not hesitate to contact us should
you have questions or comments: humanrights@nestle.com.

Christian Frutiger
Deputy Head, Public Affairs
Nestlé S.A.

Enrique Rueda
Head, Compliance and Security
Nestlé S.A.

Christian Frutiger and Enrique Rueda are co-Chairs of the
Nestlé Human Rights Working Group.



Executive summary

In 2010 the Danish Institute for Human Rights (DIHR) entered
into a partnership with Nestlé to support the company in its
commitment to respect human rights as stated in the Nestlé
Corporate Business Principles. As part of this commitment
Nestlé has developed and implemented an 8-pillar Human
Rights Due Diligence Program’, in which Human Rights
Impact Assessments (HRIAs) play a pivotal role.

This paper describes the steps that Nestlé has undertaken
together with DIHR to assess and address its actual and
potential impacts in 7 country operations. It first explores the
methodology that was applied to the overall HRIA process. It
then presents the aggregated HRIAs findings and the actions
taken by Nestlé at the country and corporate levels to address
them. Finally, a number of lessons learnt drawn from the
HRIA process and outcomes have been included throughout
the paper.

Methodology and process

According to the UN Guiding Principles on Business and
Human Rights? (UNGPs) companies are required to assess
their human rights impacts, as an integral part of human
rights due diligence. Nestlé has chosen to undertake
stand-alone HRIAs in the form of facilitated assessments
coordinated by a DIHR and Nestlé HQ team (HRIA team).

Each HRIA goes through a 4-step process for which specific
tools have been developed:

1. Scoping human rights risks at the country level: As
part of the preparation phase, country risk briefings and
scoping questionnaires are compiled by the HRIA team
to identify the rights holders that will be interviewed, the
Nestlé facilities and sourcing areas that will be visited, and
the external stakeholders that the HRIA team will engaged
with.

2. Assessing actual and potential human rights impacts:
This is the actual assessment phase during which the HRIA
team conducts on-site interviews and visits. The interviews
with Nestlé local management are guided by a set of self-
assessment questionnaires (one for each of the 8 following
functional area: Human Resources, Health and Safety,
Security Arrangements, Business Integrity, Community
Impacts, Procurement, Sourcing of Raw Materials and
Product Quality and Marketing Practices). More specific
questionnaires are developed for rights holders (factory

! http://www.nestle.com/csv/human-rights-compliance/human-rights
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and farm workers, trade unions’ representatives, local
community members, etc.) and external stakeholders
(local or national authorities, NGOs, trade associations,
international organizations, etc.)

3. Integrating and acting upon the findings: Based on
the findings, DIHR prepares a draft HRIA report. The
report is divided by functional area and describes the
baseline situation of all the Nestlé sites included in the
scope of the assessment, the findings of the HRIA team
and input from external stakeholders on the specific
human rights topics relevant to the functional area. For
areas where remediation actions are needed to address
adverse impacts identified, DIHR provides a number of
recommendations. The draft report is then shared with the
country team for input and clarifications. Once the country
team, Nestlé HQ and DIHR agree on the content of the
report, the report is considered final.

4. Tracking responses and communicating how impacts
are addressed: The final HRIA report forms the basis
for the HRIA action plan. Once all parties have agreed
on the content and recommendations of the action
plan, a timeline for implementing the recommendations
is determined by the country team. For every action
a designated person is appointed who is in charge of
ensuring that the action is taken in a timely manner.
Nestlé HQ fulfills the role of monitoring the follow-up
of the actions at the country operation level.

Outcomes

The findings of the HRIAs have triggered a number of
concrete actions implemented by Nestlé both at country
operations and corporate levels. The section below presents
one issue per functional area. For more examples, please
consult section 5 of the full report.

Human resources: living wage

The HRIAs have shown that in all countries where a HRIA
has been performed, Nestlé is considered among the top
employers. The salaries of Nestlé employees are above the
minimum and living wage levels. HRIAs have also revealed
that the salary of third-party and temporary staff working in
Nestlé factories is in line with the national minimum wage
(when applicable) but usually below the living wage level. To
address this issue, a number country operations conducted
living wage surveys in various urban and rural regions where
they operate. At the corporate level, a pilot project on living
wage was initiated in 6 country operations, applying to Nestlé
employees and temporary staff hired by Nestlé.

2 http://www.business-humanrights.org/SpecialRepPortal/Home/Protect-Respect-Remedy-Framework/GuidingPrinciples
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Health & safety: road safety

The application of strong health & safety procedures has been
observed consistently in all Nestlé facilities, resulting in a low
lost time injury frequency rate. Safety has been identified as
an issue for business activities taking place outside Nestlé
facilities. In the countries covered so far, a high risk of road
safety related accidents among Nestlé and Nestlé suppliers’
drivers has been identified. This is a key issue for Nestlé as
transport is used in a number of business activities to carry
raw materials from collection centers to factories and finished
good from factories to distribution centers, and ultimately to
customers. In order to address this risk, country level training
for drivers on road safety has been conducted in a number

of country operations. In addition, at the corporate level road
safety has been identified as a priority issue leading to the
appointment of a new Road Safety Manager.

Security arrangements: human rights training

Nestlé's exposure to security and human rights risks is limited
compared to other industry sectors. However, HRIAs have
identified a lack of reference to human rights standards, and
to the use of force in particular, in contracts between Nestlé
and its security providers in all countries under review. In
certain countries, specific human rights training for security
forces was missing or inadequate. In terms of remediation,
some countries have now included human rights principles
(such as the use of force) into renewed contracts with
security providers. Some countries initiated specific human
rights training to security personnel provided by qualified,
third-party organizations. At the corporate level, a security
and human rights standard and training are being developed
and will be rolled out in country operations in 2014.

Business integrity: anti-corruption

HRIAs have demonstrated that Nestlé policies and training on
anti-corruption are in place and effective. However he level of
awareness and capacity of some high risk functions on this
issue was rather low. As a consequence, an anti-corruption
training tool was developed at the corporate level and rolled
out in all country operations. In addition, Heads of Legal in
country operations are developing an enhanced in-person
training on anti-corruption to be launched in 2014.

Community impacts: grievance mechanism

The Nestlé factories visited by the HRIA team were very often
located in industrial zones, several kilometers away from
where local communities live, limiting potential negative
impacts such as pollution, smell or noise. This coupled

to the fact that Nestlé employees are usually members

of the local communities surrounding the factories make
Nestlé reputation positive and strong. Nonetheless, HRIAs
have shown that dedicated grievance mechanisms are

3 http://www.nestle.com/csv/responsible-sourcing

not available to local communities. As a result, a Nestlé
external grievance mechanism, Tell us, is currently under
development. In addition, a set of Community Engagement
Guidelines is currently being developed in order to align
Nestlé operations with best practices in this area.

Procurement

The HRIAs allowed Nestlé to identify additional direct
suppliers that had not been covered through the Nestlé
Responsible Sourcing Audit (RSA) Program? even though
they were presenting risks of non-compliance in areas such
as working conditions and health & safety. As a result,
additional RSAs were conducted by Bureau Veritas, Intertek
and SGS to cover these high-risk suppliers identified through
HRIAs. In addition, the corporate Procurement team has been
working on a revised version of the Nestlé Supplier Codethat
includes a specific section on human rights and will be
released by the end of 2014.

Sourcing of raw materials

It is clear from the HRIAs that overall Nestlé has had a
positive impact on farmers’ livelihoods through the delivery
of training on good agricultural practices (GAPs) and
material, and by making access to international markets
easier. However, at the farm level a systematic monitoring of
human rights and labour standards was lacking. This is true
in particular for commodities outside of the Nestlé Cocoa
Plan, Nescafé Plan and Farmer Connect Program (dairy). In
order to respond to this gap, Nestlé has developed specific
Responsible Sourcing Guidelines* for high-risk commodities
that include explicit human rights and labour requirements.

Products quality and marketing practices

HRIAs confirmed that strong policies and procedures are

in place regarding product quality and safety, marketing

to children and consumer privacy. This is also the case
regarding consumer privacy, an area in which strict rules

are in place. In country operations where there is a risk

that underage workers could be engaged in the informal
distribution of Nestlé products, the country operations have
agreed to further investigate this issue. With millions of small
retailers selling Nestlé products in the upstream supply chain,
the challenge is daunting.

Lessons learnt

The process of conducting the 7 HRIAs has been a highly
valuable exercise. They have proved to be a fundamental
aspect of Nestlé's commitments to respect human rights by
providing Nestlé with an overview on all the different human
rights aspects that are relevant in its business activities, both
at the operations and supply chain levels.

4 http://www.nestle.com/asset-library/documents/library/documents/corporate_social_responsibility/nestle-responsible-sourcing-guidelines.pdf




More importantly, the HRIAs have offered practical solutions
to issues that can sometimes be complex (working time)
and helped engage a thorough and constructive dialogue on
human rights with the of country management teams, at the
same raising their awareness and developing their capacities
in this area.

The HRIAs have not come without challenges: one has
been the development of the methodology. The HRIA

team has adapted its tools for conducting the HRIAs over
the past years. From adaptation of the tools to the food
and beverage sector and the country context to changing
questions from closed to open questions; it has been a long
process of continuous improvement. Another challenge
has been to address the difference between HRIAs and
audits to the country operations. HRIAs are more complex
and comprehensive than audits due to the nature of human
rights which cut across a number of different issues and
functions. They have helped Nestlé uncover more areas for
improvement.

Engagement with stakeholders, including local communities
is one of the value added aspects of the HRIAs. External
stakeholders provide relevant and useful information on
certain human rights issues relating to Nestlé operations. In a
number of countries engagement with external stakeholders
through the HRIAs has helped to start a dialogue. In

other countries the relation with local communities has
improved considerably. In general the implementation of the
remediation actions by the country operations has been a
relatively smooth process. However, where external parties,
such as government entities or suppliers, were involved it has
proven to be a bigger challenge to follow up on the actions as
set out in the HRIA action plans.

An important outcome of the HRIAs has been the aspect of
capacity building and awareness-raising on human rights at
the country operations level. The HRIAs have been a driver for
the country operations to conduct the Nestlé human rights
training. While in the past they could not link issues such as
holidays, corruption and security personnel to human rights,
though the HRIAs Nestlé staff at the country operations level
now better understand what human rights are and how they
apply to the different functions within the company.

Lastly, the HRIAs have helped Nestlé to mainstream human
rights into its existing corporate policies and procedures. The
findings of the HRIAs have been fed into a number of Nestlé's
policies (Employee Relations, Policy on Conditions of Work
and Employment, Nestlé Supplier Code, etc.) and procedures
(Human Rights Risk Assessments as part of the corporate
Enterprise Risk Management system, CARE external audit
program, Responsible Sourcing and Traceability Program,
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etc.). The outcomes of the HRIAs have also contributed to
the development corporate commitments on Child Labor in
Agricultural Supply Chains and Rural Development.

Looking forward

Nestlé and DIHR will continue working together to carry

out HRIAs in all FTSE4Good countries of concern where
Nestlé has a significant involvement by 2015. During this
phase, Nestlé will continue to demonstrate transparency with
regard to the HRIAs and aims to make public the findings of
future HRIAs while still ensuring confidentiality towards the
participating Nestlé country operations.

In the future DIHR's role in the HRIAs will be of a different
nature. After 2015, Nestlé aims to further internalize the
HRIA process into its existing procedures and management
systems. DIHRs role will shift more towards training

of relevant Nestlé personnel in conducting the HRIAs
themselves and ensuring follow up of HRIA action plans.
Country operations teams’ capacity in this area will be
strengthened, allowing them to become more independent
and making Nestlé’s overall approach to human rights more
sustainable.
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Introduction

This paper presents the findings and lessons learnt from 7
Human Rights Impact Assessments (HRIAs) facilitated by
the Danish Institute for Human Rights (DIHR) of Nestlé’s
country operations. It looks at the steps taken by Nestlé
towards its commitment to respecting human rights in line
with the United Nations Guiding Principles on Human Rights
and Business (UNGPs). The paper focuses in particular on
the assessment of actual and potential human rights impacts
resulting from Nestlé’s business activities, both in its own
operations and along its supply chains.

Nestlé is the world's largest food and beverage company.
More than 1 billion Nestlé products are sold every day. It
operates 468 factories and employs 339000 people in over
150 countries. Nestlé interacts with some 165000 direct
suppliers and cooperates directly with over 690 000 farmers
worldwide. With the magnitude of Nestlé relationships and
its area of business, the activities of the company make an
impact on the everyday lives of millions of people.

Since 2008, the DIHR and Nestlé have entered into a
collaboration to strengthen Nestlé’s approach to human
rights at the policy and procedures levels. In 2011, the roles
and responsibilities of companies in relation to human rights
have been clarified at the United Nations (UN) level through
the adoption of the UN Guiding Principles on Business and
Human Rights, a framework developed by Harvard Professor
John Ruggie. The United Nations Human Rights Council
unanimously endorsed the Guiding Principles for Business
and Human Rights, making the framework the first corporate
human rights responsibility initiative to be endorsed by the
United Nations.®

UN

Guiding Principles
on Business & Human Rights

Protect
Respect
Remedy

UN Human Rights Council

UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights

Ruggie’s Framework rests on three pillars:

|. The State duty to protect: States must protect against
human rights abuses by third parties, including business
enterprises, through regulation, policymaking, investigation,
and enforcement.

Il. The Corporate responsibility to respect: Businesses have
to act with due diligence to avoid infringing on the rights of
others and to address negative impacts with which they are
involved. This pillar describes a process for companies to
‘know and show' that they are meeting this responsibility,
by which they become aware of, prevent, and address their
adverse human rights impacts.

I1l. Access to remedy: The third pillar addresses the state’s
responsibility to provide access to remedy through judicial,
administrative, and legislative means, and the corporate
responsibility to prevent and remediate any rights violations
that they contribute to.

The corporate responsibility to respect means that businesses
should have a human rights due diligence process in place

to identify, prevent, mitigate and account for how they
address their impacts on human rights. Ruggie has defined
the implementation of due diligence to identify, address and
mitigate human rights impacts as:

e Assessing actual and potential human rights impacts

® [ntegrating and acting upon the findings

e Tracking responses and communicating how impacts are
addressed.®

This paper looks at the steps Nestlé has taken to implement
the above requirements through the assessment of its human
rights impacts. Chapter 1 provides an overview of Nestlé's
approach to human rights with a specific focus on Human
Rights Impact Assessments (HRIAs). Chapter 2 describes
the methodology and the process applied by the DIHR and
Nestlé to assess human rights impacts. The next 4 chapters
presents in details the 4-step that we've applied to all HRIAs
as well as the main outcomes in terms of: how human rights
risks are identified as part of the preparation for the HRIA
(chapter 3); how actual and potential human rights impacts
are assessed (chapter 4); how HRIAs finding are integrated
and acted upon at the country operations and corporate
levels (chapter 5); and finally how remediation actions are
tracked and communicated internally and externally (chapter
6). The paper concludes on how the HRIAs have helped
Nestlé to mainstream human rights into its systems and

the way forward for Nestlé with regard to assessing and
addressing human rights impacts (chapter 7).

5 U.N. Human Rights Council, Resolution 8/7: Mandate of the Special Representative of the Secretary General on the issue of human rights and transnational
corporations and other business enterprises, June 18, 2008. See: http://ap.ohchr.org/documents/e/hrc/resolutions/A HRC RES 8 7.pdf

5The UN Guiding Principles of Business and Human Rights. See: http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/GuidingPrinciplesBusinessHR_EN.pdf




1. Nestlé’'s approach
to human rights

1.1 Nestlé’s corporate commitments

Nestlé has made a number of commitments towards human
rights. Back in 2010 Nestlé recognized its responsibility to
respect human rights by incorporating the UNGPs in its
Corporate Business Principles. These Business Principles
constitute Nestlé's overarching policy framework, and
contain 10 overarching principles of business operation
that are spelled out in a number of other Nestlé policies,
guidelines and standards such as the Nestlé Supplier Code,
Nestlé Employee Relations Policy, Nestlé Management and
Leadership Principles, Nestlé Code of Business Conduct,
Human Resource Policy and Nestlé Policy on Safety and
Health at Work and many more.”

Nestlé's objective is to be exemplary in human rights and
labour practices and an acknowledged leader in this area.

In order to do so, it has committed to comply with all
national laws and respect internationally recognized human
rights standards as set out in the UNGPs, the International
Bill of Human Rights and the Core International Labor
Organization (ILO) Conventions. Furthermore, it has stated its
commitment to frameworks such UN Global Compact, the
OECD Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises and the ILO
Declaration on Multinational Enterprises 2006.

While human rights due diligence is a simple concept, it is
more challenging to implement. It requires clear objectives
and key priorities, strategic direction, dedicated resources,
and a high level of coordination across the company. In order
to deliver on its commitment to implement human rights due
diligence and to meet the expectations of its stakeholders,
Nestlé has developed and implemented its own human rights
due diligence programme.

1.2 Nestlé’'s 8-pillar Human Rights Due Diligence
Programme

The 8 pillars of Nestlé’s Human Rights Due Diligence
Programme (HRDD) aim to make Nestlé's approach to
human rights strategic, cross-cutting, comprehensive and
coordinated.

Nestle 59

Nestlé's
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Nestlé’s 8-pillar Human Rights Due Diligence Program: video®

The Programme covers the following issues:

1. Integrating human rights into new and existing policies

2. Engaging with stakeholders on a wide range of human
rights issues

3. Training employees on human rights and developing their
capacity on human rights

4. Evaluating risk assessments across its activities

5. Assessing human rights impacts in high risk operations,

6. Coordinating human rights activities through the Nestlé
Human Rights Working Group

7. Partnering with leading organizations to implement its
human rights activities and

8. Monitoring and reporting on its performance.

Each year, Nestlé reports on its performance against each of
the 8 pillars, as well as against all Global Reporting Initiative
(GRI) Human Rights Indicators as part of its online Creating

Shared Value (CSV) Report.®

Nestlé and the Danish Institute for Human Rights (DIHR)
have been working together since October 2008 on a number
of activities, including human rights aspects of the new
Nestlé Corporate Business Principles; and a comprehensive
human rights gap analysis of Nestlé's corporate policies and
systems across eight functional areas which was concluded
in November 2009. In July 2010 Nestlé and DIHR committed
to a two-year partnership that was extender for another two
years in 2012.

7 Nestlé’s Corporate Business Principles. See: http://www.nestle.com/aboutus/businessprinciples

8 http://vimeo.com/63250161

9 For more information see: http://www.nestle.com/csv/human-rights-compliance
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1.3 Pillar 5: Human rights impact assessments

Under Pillar 5 of Nestlé's Human Rights Due Diligence
Programme, the company has committed to carry out
Human Rights Impact Assessments (HRIAs) in all FTSE4Good
countries of concern where it has a significant involvement
by 2015.7° As the first and only infant formula manufacturer
to achieve inclusion in FTSE4Good, the Financial Times

Stock Exchange responsible investment index, Nestlé has
committed to meet specific inclusion criteria covering areas
such as breast-milk substitutes, the environment, human
rights, and supply chain.™

Lesson learnt #1: Setting priorities — theory and
practice

Value added: For companies operating in a number of
countries with extended supply chains it may be difficult
to decide where to go first. Such a decision should be
based on risks to rights-holders but it is not always easy
to establish such priorities as data on specific human
rights issues, commodities and countries are often
missing. The FTSE4Good list of countries of concern has
proved to be a useful starting point for Nestlé in order to
prioritize the countries of intervention.

Challenge: FTSE4Good list of countries of concern
have been selected based on human rights analysis and
consultation of reports by Freedom House, Amnesty
International and Human Rights Watch, which mainly
focus of civil and political rights. However, economic,
social and cultural rights have not been taken into
consideration equally (see also “1.3 Pillar 5: Human
rights impact assessments”). For a company like

Nestlé a human rights risk ranking taking full account
of economic, social and cultural rights would be more
appropriate, as the current list reflects only some of the
highest human rights concerns of Nestlé. In the future,
Nestlé's corporate Human Rights Risk Assessment
should play a more prominent role in the selection of the
countries where a heightened level of human rights due
diligence is required.

Nestlé and the Danish Institute for Human Rights have

been collaborating since 2010 in conducting these HRIAs.
The objective is to assess the actual and potential impact
Nestlé’s business activities (operations and supply chain)
have on the human rights of employees, third party staff,
suppliers’ employees, consumers and local communities.
So far, assessments have been carried in 7 countries:
Colombia, Nigeria, Angola, Sri Lanka, Russia, Kazakhstan
and Uzbekistan. Five additional countries (Vietnam, Pakistan,
China, Saudi Arabia and Egypt) will be covered by 2015.

- )
P

@ countries in which
assessments will
be carried by 2015

@ countries in which
assessments have
been carried

“The Human Rights Impact
Assessments have led to increased
thinking within the company on its
impact on the society as a whole.”
Claus Conzelmann

Head, Safety, Health and Environmental
Sustainability, Nestlé HQ

10 FTSE4Good List of Countries of concern is developed by EIRIS and uses the latest Freedom House list of ‘not free’ countries to identify those with significant
levels of corporate investment and then amends that list in the light of further information such as annual reports from Human Rights Watch and Amnesty

International.

" FTSE4Good webite. See: http://www.ftse.com/Indices/FTSE4Good _Index_Series/Downloads/F4G_Criteria.pdf




2. HRIAs methodology
and process

2.1 Aligning with the United Nations Guiding
Principles

According to the UNGPs companies are required to assess
their human rights impacts, as an integral part of human
rights due diligence. It is important to acknowledge that

the UNGPs do not specify what type of assessment
companies are required to undertake, therefore it can be a
range of assessments, e.g. integrate human rights in other
assessment process such as social impact assessment,
early due diligence risk assessments or undertake stand-
alone human rights impact assessments (HRIAs). Whatever
form is adopted, according to the UNPGs assessment of
human rights impacts should include a number of aspects:
companies should assess actual and potential impacts,
impacts the company has caused or contributed to or is
linked to, engagement with rights-holders and other relevant
stakeholders, including vulnerable groups, in an appropriate
and meaningful manner and include all relevant international
human rights as a reference point.'?

Nestlé has chosen to undertake stand-alone HRIAs in the
form of facilitated assessments coordinated by a DIHR team.
Assessments are conducted by a joint DIHR-Nestlé team
consisting of 1 or 2 DIHR members and the Human Rights
Specialist of Nestlé International Headquarters (Nestlé HQ).
The assessment is carried as a facilitated self-assessment,
where DIHR plays a coordinating role and Nestlé provides
company specific input.

“The Human Rights Impact
Assessments have demonstrated
the importance of bringing different
partners together to address human
rights issues.”

Christian Frutiger
Deputy Head, Public Affairs, Nestlé HQ

12 See table Annex 4
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2.2. From scoping risks to tracking remediation
actions: The strength of the DIHR/Nestlé partnership

The HRIA 4-step process is a collaborative process of the
DIHR assessment team, Nestlé HQ and the Nestlé country
team. While DIHR has predominantly developed the HRIA
methodology and is the one in charge of the overall HRIA
process, Nestlé has played a major role in adapting DIHRs
HRIA methodology for the Food and Beverage sector and
more specifically for the various Nestlé country operations.
Nestlé HQ plays another crucial role and that is being

the liaison between DIHR and the Nestlé country team
throughout the process.

Nestlé HQ conducts an introductory call with each country
team to inform them about the HRIA in general, what the
difference is between an HRIA and an audit, the process and
the rationale behind the HRIA which will be conducted in
the country operation. Following the introduction, DIHR and
Nestlé HQ informs the country team of the entire process

on an ongoing basis with detailed briefings and information
throughout the preparation phase. The Nestlé country team
plays an important and active role in the preparation phase.
A HRIA focal point is identified in every country operation
that serves as the primary contact person for the assessment
team and acts as the lead of the process from the country
operation side. The HRIA focal point is in charge of ensuring
that the HRIA process goes smoothly in the preparation
phase, during the in-country assessment and during the
follow-up phase. The focal point is charged with sharing
relevant information with the assessment team, completing
the scoping questionnaire, identifying the interviewees at
the country head office, factories and distribution centers,
the logistical arrangements including security, interpreters
and transport, and most importantly ensuring that the

HRIA self-assessment questionnaires are completed. The
questionnaires are completed by the various functional
experts at the country operation level. These could include HR
managers and officers, SHE managers, the company’s legal
counsel, procurement officers, persons in charge of public
affairs persons in charge of marketing, etc. The assessment
team aims to interview the same people who have completed
the self-assessment questionnaires during the country visits.
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Lesson learnt #2: HRIAs are not audits

Value added: The baseline against which HRIAs are
performed (international human rights standards)

is much more comprehensive than audits’ (usually
focusing on compliance with company’s policies and
national laws). This has helped the company uncover
more areas for improvement compared to audits. This
can also be explained by the fact that audits are usually
presented and seen as a way of verifying that there is no
non-compliance, while HRIAs are a process that aims
to uncover areas for improvement as a way to improve
Nestlé's overall human rights performance at the
corporate and country operations levels.

Challenge: One of the challenges with HRIAs relate

to the very nature of human rights which cut across
many different issues and functions and the entire value
chain, which make HRIAs more complex and harder to
understand by the country operations.

Audit vs. HRIAs

Baseline Company policies and national laws

Objective Compliance by Nestlé facilities

Procedure

Scope Different audit protocols apply to specific elements
of the value chain

External N/A

stakeholders

engagement

Nestlé HQ fulfills the role of monitoring the follow-up of the
actions at the country operation level. In 2011 the Human
Rights Working Group, a cross functional coordination
structure at Nestlé HQ was set up with the purpose

of improving the coordination of human rights related
activities and initiatives within the company. The Human
Rights Working Group includes representatives from the
relevant functions such as Risk Management, Legal, Human
Resources, Safety, Health and Environment, Compliance,
Security, Procurement, and Public Affairs. Since 2012 the
Human Rights Working Group is fully operational and
convenes on a regular basis.

International human rights standards

Continuous improvement at the corporate and
country operations levels

Audits protocols verified by external audit companies Self-assessment questionnaires filled by local

team, with the support of DIHR and Nestlé HQ

HRIAs cover the entire company’s value chain
in a specific country (360 degrees overview)

HRIAs are informed by inputs from civil society
organizations, academics, trade unions,
government and UN agencies, business
associations, etc.

After every 2 HRIAs, a presentation is held by DIHR to the
Human Rights Working Group to present the findings of the
HRIAs and the agreed country operation action plans. This
allows for more adequate follow up of actions at the HQ and
country level.

Regularly Nestlé HQ follows up with the country team on
actions undertaken, to discuss challenges the country team
faces in addressing the impacts and issues in the action plan
and to provide support to the country team where needed
and once all actions have been implemented the process is
completed.



3. Scoping human rights
risks

Every HRIA typically goes through a 4-step process. Each
step involves specific tools and resources, as presented
below:

HRIA 4-step process, tools and resources
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Acting & Tracking &

communicating

integrating

* HRIA Report
e HRIA Action Plan

e HRIA Action Plan
* HRIA « White Paper »

HRIA steps Scoping Assessing
HRIA tools e Country briefing ® Self-assessment
e Scoping questionnaires
questionnaire * [nterview
e Stakeholder questionnaires
mapping
Resources DIHR + Nestlé HQ + Nestlé country operation
involved

In the following 4 chapters the 4-step HRIA process is
described in detail.

3.1 Understanding country-level human rights issues

During the preparation phase a country risk briefing is drafted
by DIHR based on the DIHR Human Rights and Business
Country Guide methodology.' This briefing builds on publicly
available sources such as reports by non-governmental
organizations, UN agencies, and governments, media articles
as well as reports by sector and issue experts. The briefing
forms the basis for understanding the potential human rights
impacts and risks that companies and Nestlé in particular
may face in the country. The briefing also aims to identify

the legal framework in the country, the potential vulnerable
groups and relevant stakeholders the assessment team

could engage with. The drafting and finalizing of country

risk briefing is an ongoing, iterative process. As more
stakeholders are identified during the preparation phase,
telephone and email conversations are conducted with issue
and country experts. WWhen more relevant country and Nestlé
specific information is obtained, the country risk briefing

is updated. The desktop research is complemented with
company-internal country specific Nestlé documentation
received from Nestlé HQ and the country team. Together this
briefing informs the assessment team on the human rights
context before the in-country HRIA commences.

Wherever possible the assessment team works with local
consultants during the HRIAs. The DIHR assessment team
consists of one or two DIHR staff members who are Human
Rights and Business experts and 1 DIHR country expert or
an in-country based expert who is known to DIHR through
its extensive worldwide network of national human rights
institutions, civil society partners or individual human rights
experts.

Nestlé Lanka buys 80 per cent of its daily milk requirements
—a total of 147,000 kg each day— from 18,000 farmers
in Sri Lanka.

'3 The Danish Institute for Human Rights is launching the Human Rights and Business Country Guide at UN Annual Forum on Business and Human Rights in
Geneva in December 2013. More information can be found here: http://www.humanrights.dk/news/news?doc=22517
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Local experts are an important part of the assessment team
during the preparation phase due to their local human rights
knowledge, understanding of the legal framework, culture
and customs and local language skills. One of the roles of

the local consultants is the verification of the information in
the desktop country risk briefing. They also understand the
sensitivities around human rights language in the specific
context. In certain countries the terminology ‘human rights’ is
too sensitive and may require the assessment team to adapt
its methodology and assessments questionnaires by using
wording such as ‘sustainability assessment’ instead of human
rights impact assessment or ‘social and/or environmental’
impacts instead of human rights impacts.

3.2 Identifying Nestlé’'s business activities

To get a better understanding of the scope of Nestlé
operations at country operation level, DIHR sends a scoping
questionnaire to a designated appointed person in the Nestlé
country office where the HRIA will be conducted.' This
scoping questionnaire includes questions on the number

of employees at the country head office, factories and
distribution centers, disaggregated by job-type, number of
female employees, trade unions, unionized employees, night
workers, third party staff, the security situation, if land has
been purchased or leased, if any construction or expansion
of factories is taking place, the distance from the nearest by
community, the commodities that are locally sourced etc.
Secondly, there are a few questions included about sourcing
of raw materials. This could be about the number of farms
Nestlé directly or indirectly sources from, the number of
farmers Nestlé sources from, and logistical questions such
as the distance from the head office to the sourcing areas.
The questionnaire concludes with a number of questions on
Nestlé's Creating Shared Value (CSV) programme and the
CSV projects related to water, nutrition and rural development
that are carried out in the country of assessment.'

4 See Annex 1

When the HRIA was carried out in Angola (2011), the first
Nestlé factory in the country was being built.

Once the scoping questionnaire is completed by the Nestlé
country team it is shared with the DIHR assessment team in
order to decide which sites and commodities will be included
in the scope of the assessment. In some country operations
there are more factories and distribution centers than the
assessment team can visit and therefore a representative
selection has to be made. Sites with a larger number of
employees of different job types and grades are more likely
to be included in the assessment than sites with a limited
number of staff. However, the assessment team equally
looks at other factors in terms of selecting the scope. On the
content side, the assessment team includes factors such as
potential and actual human rights risks, Nestlé's footprint in
the country, geographical spread, and the presence of ethnic
minorities. On the logistical side, the assessment team also
decides on the scope based on factors such as the national
security situation, distances and transport.

> Nestlé’s Creating Shared Value Programme is Nestlé's approach to doing business in ways that both deliver long-term shareholder value and benefit society.
Nestlé is best positioned to create shared value through interventions in three areas: nutrition, water and rural development. For more information see:

http://www.nestle.com/csv/what-is-csv/csv-explained
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3.3. Mapping external stakeholders

Through desktop research and existing country knowledge
and contacts external stakeholders are identified by the
assessment team with whom they aim to engage during
the country visit. External stakeholders are engaged before,
during and after the assessment. The purpose of these
meetings is to gain a better understanding of the local human
rights context in general, as well as on specific issues in
direct relation to Nestlé operations. The external stakeholder
meetings also serve as a validation of human rights impacts
or issues that are identified through the country research or
through the assessment itself.

Key external stakeholders include civil society organizations,
government agencies, national human rights institutions,
academics, trade unions, UN agencies, including local UN
Global Compact networks and individual issue or sector
experts. The external stakeholders are identified based on
their expertise on relevant issues, for example, labor rights in
general, trade union rights, child labor, or the implementation
of the World Health Organization (WHO) International Code
of Marketing of Breast-milk Substitutes in the country in
question.'® The assessment also seeks input from the Nestlé
country team on the external stakeholders. The team tries

to interview stakeholders that have had previous interaction
with Nestlé at the country-level and therefore can elaborate
more on Nestlé's activities and actual and potential impacts.

e A

Nestlé milk collection centre, Sri Lanka.

The HRIA team observed increased economic opportunities for
dairy farming families in various parts of Sri Lanka, including in
former North-Eastern confiict areas.

'6 See http://www.who.int/nutrition/publications/code_english.pdf
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4. Assessing actual
and potential human
rights impacts

The second step in conducting human rights due diligence for
a company is to identify and assess the nature of the actual
and potential adverse impacts with which the company may
be involved. Once these human rights impacts have been
assessed, this step informs subsequent steps in the human
rights due diligence process."” The below chapter describes
how Nestlé has assessed actual and potential human rights
impacts of its country operations in the 7 aforementioned
countries. At the time of the HRIA in Angola (2011), 64 people were
working on the Nestlé construction site.

“The best way to know what impacts

a company has on human r/'ghts /s to 4.1 Assessing human rights impacts through eight
. functional areas

get out there to see by yourself and

learn from all relevant stakeholders. 8 Functional areas are covered in the HRIA: Human

Resources, Health and Safety, Security Arrangements,

This is what we have been dO//’]g with Business Integrity, Community Impacts, Procurement,

DIHR for the last 4 years” Sourcing of Raw Materials and Product Quality and
Marketing Practices. The assessment is centered around
Yann Wyss these 8 areas as outlined in the table below:

Human Rights Specialist, Public Affairs, Nestlé HQ

Overview of the scope of HRIAs by functional area

areas

Human Working conditions Head office Nestlé Human Resources Manager
Resources Working hours Nestlé Human Resources assistant(s)
Wages Factories (including Factory level Human Resources
Living wage construction sites if relevant) Managers and Human Resources
Benefits assistant(s)
Leave

Nestlé employees: male/female;

Breaks unionized/non-unionized
Non-discrimination Third party staff

Freedom of association and
collective bargaining
Privacy

Grievance mechanisms

Trade Union representatives

Distribution centers (DC) DC Human Resources Manager and
assistant(s)
Employees at DCs
DC employees: male/female; unionized/
non-unionized
Third party staff
Trade Union representatives

7 http://www.nestle.com/csv/human-rights-compliance/human-rights
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areas

Health and Workplace health and safety Head office
Safety Health & safety training Factories (including
Personal Protective Equipment construction sites if relevant)
(PPE) Greenfield Sites
Access to medical services Distribution centers
Personal Protective Equipment
SHE training
Occupational illnesses
Night work
Security Security situation and Head office
Arrangements management procedures at Factories (including
Nestlé sites construction sites if relevant)
Security guards Greenfield Sites
Security training Distribution centers
Recruitment process
Business Processes on bribery and Head office
Integrity corruption
Bribery
Corruption
Lobbying
Complicity
Community Community engagement Factories (including
Impacts Access to water construction sites if relevant)
Environmental impacts Greenfield Sites
Land rights

Distribution centers

Farms/ Plantations
Processing mills

Procurement Procurement of goods and Head office
(goods and services by Nestlé (including
services) Contractual arrangements,

Working conditions, Health Suppliers’ facilities
and safety, Security and
Community impacts)

Sourcing of Working conditions at Head Office
Raw Materials plantations/processing mills/ Plantations
farms Farmers
Working hours
Living wage
Non-discrimination
Freedom of association and Farms/Plantations
collective bargaining Processing mills
Grievance mechanisms
Child labour

Forced labour
Health & safety

Product quality Products safety and quality Head office
and marketing Products marketing and
practices advertising

Use of social media for
marketing purposes

Nestlé Safety, Health and Environment
(SHE) Manager, SHE Officers,

Nestlé employees: male/female;
unionized/non-unionized

Security Manager and Officers
Security contractors
Security guards

Legal Counsel
Corporate and External Affairs Manager

Nestlé factory Manager

Nestlé Community Affairs Manager
Nestlé Corporate Affairs Manager
Nestlé CSV Officer

Local community members

Local community members

Nestlé Procurement Manager and
Officer(s)

Suppliers’ workers

Procurement Officer(s) various raw
materials

Where relevant:
Farm/Plantation owners
Farm/Plantation workers
Processing mill owners
Mill workers

Local communities

Nestlé Brand Managers

Nestlé Manager Infant formula

Nestlé Health Nutrition representative(s)
Nestlé Medical representative(s)

Nestlé Marketing Manager
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Machine operator, Nestlé factory, Nigeria

The country level HRIAs are guided by a set of self-
assessment questionnaires developed by DIHR in
collaboration with Nestlé HQ. The self-assessment
questionnaires are based on DIHR’s Human Rights
Compliance Assessment Tool (HRCA), a comprehensive tool

designed to detect human rights risks in company operations.

The tool covers all internationally recognized human rights
and all relevant stakeholders, including employees, farmers,
local communities, customers and host governments.®

During the first HRIAs which were conducted in 2010-2012
the assessment team worked with two separate tools, the
HRCA, complemented with another tool developed by DIHR,
the so-called Human Rights Impact Scenario Tool, which
consists of a set of potential human rights scenarios. But
during the course of the 7 HRIAs, DIHR and Nestlé have
adapted the HRIA methodology and have merged the two
tools into one set of self-assessment questionnaires.

Lesson learnt #3: The evolvement of the HRIA
process and methodology

Value added: Nestlé S.A. was the first non-extractive
company for whom DIHR developed a facilitated HRIA
process and conducted HRIAs. The collaboration
between DIHR and Nestlé has provided both parties a
lot of experience in operationalizing human rights in the
corporate sector. Throughout the years DIHR and Nestlé
have worked closely together to develop and amend the
HRIA methodology. Initially the HRIAs focused primarily
on labor issues in Nestlé operations and its contractors.
During the course of 7 assessments more emphasis
was put on areas such as security and the supply chain.
In particular progress was made on the integration of
the raw material supply chain into the scope of the
assessments.

Challenge: The HRCA is a very comprehensive tool.

In this respect it is probably unmatched by any other
tool for assessing human rights impacts of commercial
operations. However, it is also a heavy tool and may
be too comprehensive to pursue each issue into the
necessary detail for understanding how to adjust
discovered problem areas. To ensure that more
qualitative data was gathered through the HRIAs, DIHR
and Nestlé made amendments to the self-assessment
questionnaires. The two separate tools have now been
merged and made into one operational tool which
focuses on the 8 functional areas. Instead of closed
(yes/no) questions as in the former HRCA Tool, the
updated version describes a potential human rights
scenario and each scenario has a number of open
questions regarding country operation policies and
practices on human rights that needs to be answered
by the country team.

An example of what a section of the updated self-assessment
questionnaire looks like can be found in annex 2.

The self-assessment questionnaires are adapted to the
country context and the scope of the assessment. Through
the country risk briefing issues are identified that may of
particular relevance and importance for the Nestlé country

in question. Therefore it could be the case that the self-
assessment questionnaires for a HRIA conducted in a conflict
context will include more questions on security, whereas the
questionnaires in a country where Nestlé sources multiple
commodities the questionnaires may focus more on the
sourcing of raw materials section.

'8 For more information on DIHRs Human Rights Compliance Assessment Tool: http://www.humanrightsbusiness.org/compliance+assessment
9 See Annex 2 — HRIA self-assessment questionnaire (extract: Workplace Health and Safety)




4.2 Covering Nestlé’s facilities and supply chains

In-country, the assessment starts with a kick off meeting at
the head office for the Management committee introducing
the content, process and scope of the assessment. The
assessment team provides a brief introduction on human
rights and business and how the HRIA fits into Nestlé's
overall commitment to respecting human rights and
exercising due diligence. After the kick off session the various
management representatives who are in charge of functional
areas such as HR, Health and Safety, Security, Business
Integrity, Community, Procurement and Marketing, are
interviewed.

Depending on the number of Nestlé factories in the country,
distances and infrastructure, the assessment team visits

2-4 factories during each assessment. At the factory level,
the assessment again starts with a short introduction
explaining the purpose, followed by a tour through the
factory to see the operations and interviews with the

Human Resources manager, the health and safety manager,
the security manager and security company in charge of
security arrangements, and if there is a designated person
for community relations. An important part of the factory
assessment is the workers’ interviews. \Workers are chosen
at random from lists that are provided to the assessment
team. Interviews are held through small focus groups of 4-5
employees. They include white and blue collar staff, women,
men, unionized and non-unionized and third party staff. If
there is a trade union at the factory, the team also speaks to
the trade union representative. During the interviews with
employees, they receive an explanation about the HRIA
process; answering questions is voluntary; and workers are
free to stop whenever they want. The team also explains that
any information provided by workers during the focus group
will remain anonymous in the HRIA reports. The interviews
with workers take place without the presence of local Nestlé
representatives. The assessment team also asks if there are
any objections if a Nestlé representative is present during
the focus group interviews. If there are, the representative of
Nestlé HQ does not participate.

“The HRIA made us aware that Nestlé
is @ company that does not only care
about its own employees, but also

of those third parties with whom the
company cooperates.”

Maxim Logvin
Nestlé Eurasia
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View over the industrial zone where the Nestlé Timashevsk
factory is located, Russia

At Nestlé distribution centers the assessment team focuses
on human resources, health and safety, security and
community impacts. Interviews are held with management,
HR managers, Health and safety managers, security
managers and with distribution center employees. The team
also speaks to relevant suppliers such as third party transport
staff.

During every HRIA the assessment team also assesses
Nestlé's supply chain. These could include high risk suppliers
such as transport providers, security providers, construction
companies, canteen and cleaning services. Furthermore,
during every assessment one raw material of Nestlé's supply
chain is included within the scope of the assessment. In

the past 7 HRIAs the commodities have included coconuts,
coffee, maize, milk and sugar beet. The assessment team
conducts visits to farmers, farm workers, processing mills,
farmer cooperatives and local communities to assess Nestlé's
potential and actual human rights impact on farmers, farm
workers and communities.

The HRIA team visited two sugar beet plantations in Russia.
This one is located near Krasnodar, about 1,400 km south of
Moscow.
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Lesson learnt #4: HRIAs are valuable but resource
intensive

Value added: HRIAs are presented as a 360 degrees
overview covering all human rights and all relevant
stages of the supply chain that has helped Nestlé make
a number of improvements (see “5.2 Remediation
actions implemented at the country operations and
corporate levels”)

Challenge: However, visiting a large number of Nestlé
sites and suppliers in a 2-week assessment has been
one of the main challenges in terms of coverage. In
each country operation the assessment team covers
the Nestlé Head office, 3-4 factories in different parts of
the country, 1-2 distribution centers, a number of high
risk suppliers, a deep dive into one commodity, which
includes farms, cooperatives and mills when relevant,
and lastly approximately 10 external stakeholders. Long
distances, a weak infrastructural system and a lack of
understanding of the country context further challenge
the assessment team to cover all the above in 2 weeks.

Therefore the HRIAs provide the assessment team
with a bird'’s eye view of the situation rather than a full
picture and not everything can be discovered through
the HRIAs. To address this during the past HRIAs the
assessment teams have split up in two teams to be
able to cover more ground and spend more time at
every site. Another suggestion that has come from
the country operations is consideration to conduct a
preparation or reconnaissance visit before the actual
assessment, to get a better understanding of the
country context, infrastructure and stakeholders.
Another suggestion was to spend more time on the
ground in order to take a deeper dive into certain Nestlé
sites, issues, suppliers and other actors.

However, some country teams expressed their concerns
that 3 weeks would cause too much pressure on

them in terms of preparation and availability. Country
operations are already overwhelmed with a large
number of others audits and visits and the presence

of the HRIA team puts extra pressure on the country
operations.

4.3 Engaging with rights-holders and stakeholders

During a Nestlé HRIA various people, groups and
organizations are interviewed and consulted, with a particular
focus on impacted rights-holders. The assessment team
further distinguishes between rights-holders who are internal
to the company (e.g. workers) and rights-holders who are
external to the company (e.g. local community members,
consumers, contracted workers in the supply chain, farmers,
etc.). The various stakeholders are selected for inclusion in
the impact assessment through stakeholder mapping and
analysis undertaken by the DIHR-Nestlé assessment team
prior to the assessment.

“External stakeholder consultations
were an added value of the HRIA
process. It allowed us to demonstrate
and convince stakeholders that we
are addressing certain challenges.”

Marie Owoniyi
Nestlé Nigeria

Stakeholders Map

National Human
Rights Institutions

Business and
trade associations

Nestlé management

and employees

Civil society
[ organizations

agencies

International
organizations

Rights-holder and stakeholder engagement undertaken

as part of the assessment comprises a variety of methods
including: management interviews, focus group interviews
and one-to-one interviews with contractors and suppliers.
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Examples of how human rights apply accross Nestlé’s business activities (extract of the Online Training Tool for Nestlé Employees)

Right to just
and favourable
conditions at work

Right to
freedom

Right to health
(consumers’ health)

Right to education

Within Nestlé's own operations meetings are held with

the Nestlé country management team. At these group
meetings an introduction to human rights, human rights
and business and the UN Guiding Principles is given. The
assessment team then also interviews the various managers
individually or together with colleagues from the same
business unit, focusing on questions and topics specific to
their management function (e.g. human resources, security,
procurement, etc.).

Employees in the Nestlé factories and distribution centers are
interviewed through focus group interviews. Small groups
of 4-5 employees with similar characteristics (for example

a group of women, or a group of unionized employees)

are asked open questions in order to allow the employees
to speak openly about human rights impacts and issues
they experience.?® When speaking to women employees
the assessment team tries to have a female assessor who
conducts the focus group to ensure that women can freely
speak about gender-specific issues. Employees are selected
according to random selection.

Right to health (safety
and health at work)

Right to
freedom
from child
labour

Right to water

The HRIA team conducted a number of interviews with
contractor’s workers at the Nestlé factory construction site,
Angola factory construction site, Angola

20 An open question is a question that cannot be answered with a yes or no, but requires a developed answer. A closed question can only with yes, no or | don't

know.
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During every assessment a number of Nestlé contractors
and suppliers are also interviewed. Contractors can be onsite
at Nestlé premises including the Head office, factories and
distribution centers as well as offsite. During the 7 HRIAs
undertaken to date, the assessment teams have interviewed
security companies, canteen providers, construction
companies and transport companies onsite and logistics
providers and customs officials’ offsite.

“Thanks to the HRIA Nestlé Colombia
was able to further improve its
relations with external stakeholders.”

Ricardo Echeverri
Nestlé Colombia

Local communities living in the vicinity of Nestlé operations
fall within the scope of are the assessment as well. These
include urban communities living close to Nestlé factories
that may be negatively or positively impacted by Nestlé’s

operations as well as rural communities where Nestlé sources

raw materials and may be affected.

Lesson learnt #5: The challenge around local
community consultations

Challenge: Consultations with local community
members have posed a challenge during the HRIAs.
Some of the factors that have made this process a
challenge are language barriers and the challenge to
organize ad hoc meetings with community members.
In the countries where the assessment team worked
with local consultants who knew the area, it has
proven easier to meet with communities living around
Nestlé operations, highlighting the importance of
local knowledge in the HRIA process. Whereas the
assessment team always aims to work with local
consultants, it has not been possible for each HRIA. In
those countries where there was no local consultant
present, it was very difficult for the assessment team
to speak to local communities. This has led to the
confirmation that in future assessments every team
will include a local consultant. Another challenge
includes ensuring the participation of diverse groups
in the consultations. Women, elderly, disabled people,
migrants and children all experience adverse impacts in
a different way and consultations need to be conducted
in a manner that addresses their vulnerability as well.
However, the assessment team does not always
manage to consult these groups as part of the HRIAs.

Lastly, the assessment team holds meetings with external
stakeholders who are identified through desktop research,
the assessment teams' network and through input from the
Nestlé country office. They are selected on the basis of issue
and/or context and country expertise.

“The HRIA gives a greater
understanding of elements of human
rights and contributes to the company
Journey by bringing views of different
Stakeholders.”

Irina Sitdikova
Nestlé Russia

Coconut processing mill, Sri Lanka.
This where the coconuts paring and hatcheting take place
before being transported to the Nestlé factory.



Lesson learnt #6: Dilemmas around external
stakeholder engagement

Value added: As part of the HRIAs, Nestlé and

the assessment team engage with a wide range of
international and local stakeholders. The team aims to
meet relevant external stakeholders who can provide
relevant and useful information on certain human rights
issues relevant to Nestlé operations. These stakeholders
are identified based on desktop research but also
through existing contacts. Stakeholders with whom
Nestlé already has relationships are consulted as well.
The team engages with national and local government
entities, industry and trade associations, national human
rights commissions, trade unions, UN agencies and
international and local non-governmental organizations,
academia and individual experts (see also 4.3 “Engaging
with rights-holders and stakeholders”).

External stakeholder engagement has yielded a number
of positive results for the country operations. It has
helped them to open up and start a dialogue with
various stakeholders. In one country operation the
HRIA report was shared with the labor union and this
has led to improved relations between the country
operation and labor unions. In other country operations
the relation with local communities has significantly
improved as a result of the external stakeholder
component of the HRIA.

An example of ongoing stakeholder engagement as
part of the HRIAs has been with the International Union
for Food Workers (IUF). IUF requested DIHR to provide
information related to its work with Nestlé and since
2012, the DIHR assessment team consults with IUF
before an assessment and with IUFs local affiliates on
the ground where needed, in order to better understand
trade union issues and concerns at the country level.
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Challenge: Governments are considered the primary
duty-bearers under international human rights law.
Therefore the assessment team tries to meet relevant
government officials as part of the HRIA stakeholder
outreach. This has not been without challenges. In
country operations where the public governance system
is weak, HRIAs are often negatively perceived by the
authorities. They may feel that the assessment team is
assessing human rights policies and practices of the
country rather than Nestlé's policies and practices.

In other cases the assessment team did meet with
government representatives, and where these meetings
often serve as a courtesy call and are important for
relationship building, they have proven to be of little
added value in terms of obtaining valuable information
for the purpose of the HRIAs. Therefore it has been
decided to limit the government stakeholder meetings
to a minimum and rather focus on stakeholders

with expertise that adds value. However, given the
importance that HRIA places on ensuring accountability
through recognizing the roles and responsibilities of
both government and companies towards human rights,
it may be desirable to continually evaluate this approach
going forward, with the aim of identifying alternative
strategies that facilitate the meaningful inclusion of
government stakeholders with the HRIA process.

“The highest benefit of the Human
Rights Impact Assessments has

been an increased awareness of
human rights at the country level.

The findings have also been most
usetul for us at the international
headquarters in order to better assess
the impact / likelihood of human
rights risks at the corporate level.”

Marc Schaedeli
Head, Group Risk Management, Nestlé HQ
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5_ Integ ratlng and actlng functlona! area gnd descr.lbes the baseline situation of all
the Nestlé sites included in the scope of the assessment,
upon the flndlngs the findings of the assessment team and input from external

stakeholders on the specific human rights topics relevant
to the functional area (e.g. security: security management,
private security arrangements, public security arrangements).

P , . . For areas where remediation actions are needed to address
Nestle is a decentralized company adverse impacts identified, DIHR provides a number of

where country operations enjoy a recommendations. The draft report is then shared with the

country team for input and clarifications. Once the country
/arge degree of freedom. The HRIAs team, Nestlé HQ and DIHR agree on the content of the

are a tool to make a case that country report, the report is considered final.

operations have to take action on

s,oec/f/'c issues.” 5.1 Best practices and areas for improvement
identified

Benjamin Ware
Manager, Responsible Sourcing, Nestlé HQ

“The Human Rights Impact

Assessments have helped us to
At the end of the country-level HRIAs the assessment team

presents its preliminary findings to the Nestlé in-country find opportunities of Improvement
management team based on an aggregate assessment and that were not part of our traditional

analysis of all the assessment interviews that have been J tandi fh oht
held. The analysis is carried out for each functional area and unaerstanaing or numan rignts

then the findings are aggregated per topic. The findings are issues.”

complemented by relevant external stakeholder input. For

each functional area the strengths, improvement areas and Enrique Rueda

best practice opportunities are presented. The debriefing Head, Compliance and Security, Nestlé HQ

session where these findings are presented provide the
country team with the opportunity to give feedback and to
clarify any issues arising.

The tables below summarize the positive and negative trends
Based on the findings of the HRIA, the assessment team that have been identified though the 7 HRIAs carried out so
prepares a draft HRIA report. The report is divided by far for each functional area.

Overview of the HRIAs findings by functional area

Best practices Areas for improvement Corresponding human right(s)

e Salaries of Nestlé employees are e Third-party and temporary staff does ® Right to work and to just and
above minimum wage and living not receive salaries in accordance favourable conditions at work
wage?' with living wage levels * Right to adequate standard of living

e Nestlé is often considered among the e The definition of maximum working e Right to work and to just and
top employers in the country hours differs from one country to favourable conditions at work

e There is a good gender balance another ® Right to rest and leisure

e Efforts are undertaken to employ e Nestlé factory employees often work e Right to work and to just and
vulnerable groups such as disabled overtime favourable conditions at work
people ® There is limited awareness regarding ® Right to rest and leisure

¢ |n many factories direct employees internal grievance mechanisms * Right to freedom of association
are unionized * There is a low rate of unionization * Right to fair hearing

among temporary staff (The right to
freedom of association)

21 A living wage is a wage level that should be earned in a standard working week (no more than 48 hours) and allow a worker to be able to buy food for him or
herself and his/her family, pay for rent, healthcare, clothing, transportation and education and have a small amount of savings for when something unexpected
happens.
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Health and safety

Best practices Corresponding human right(s)

e Nestlé has strong health and safety e There is a risk of road safety related ® Right to work and to just and

systems in place through policies, accidents among Nestlé and Nestlé favourable conditions at work
regular training and strict safety suppliers’ drivers ¢ Right to adequate health
signposting e Effects of night work and working

e The Lost time injury - frequency long hours in hot environments may
rate is very low.? Often only first aid pose a potential human rights risk to
incidents occur and none or minimal factory workers

large incidents are reported

Security arrangements

Best practices Corresponding human right(s)

e Transport is provided for all e There is a lack of reference to human e Right to freedom from torture, or
employees to and from the rights standards and the use of force degrading treatment or punishment
workplace in evenings and nights in contracts between Nestlé and its * Right to life, liberty and security of
and sometimes during day as well security providers person

* In a few countries there is limited
training for security personnel on
human rights issues

Business integrity

Corresponding human right(s)

e There are strong Nestlé policies on e There is limited internal awareness e Right to take part in government
anti-corruption in place on issues related to corruption,

bribery and facilitation payments

e There is limited training to high
risk functions within Nestlé on
corruption, bribery and facilitation
payments related issues

e There is limited awareness of which
contractors pose a higher risk in
terms of corruption and bribery

e There is limited communication on
Nestlé's position on anti-corruption
to these contractors

Community impacts

Best practices Corresponding human right(s)

e Nestlé's factories are often located e There are limited formal grievance ¢ Right to freedom of expression
in industrial zones, thus limiting their mechanisms are in place for * Right to fair hearing
impact on surrounding communities communities to express concerns e Right to access to information
e Nestlé has a strong reputation in the regarding Nestlé operations
communities in which it operates, e Nestlé's Creating Shared Value (CSV)
including support to vulnerable interventions are not based on the
groups through CSV projects community’s human rights and

human development needs

22 The lost-time injury frequency rate (LTIFR) is the number of lost-time injuries within a given period relative to the total number of hours worked in the same
period.
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® There is a strong dissemination of ® There is limited systematic e All rights
the Nestlé Supplier Code among monitoring of human rights and labor
suppliers standards of higher risk suppliers

such as construction, cleaning and
transport providers

Sourcing of raw materials

Best practices Corresponding human right(s)

e There is strong dissemination of e There is limited systematic e Allrights
the Nestlé Supplier Code among monitoring of human rights and labor
suppliers of raw materials standards at the farm level, including

e As the first food and beverage in processing mills of raw materials.

company Nestlé is partnering with
the Fair Labor Association to address
labor issues in its hazelnut and cocoa
supply chain?

e Through training and provision of
materials Nestlé has contributed
to the improvement of farmers’
livelihoods

Products quality and marketing practices
Best practices Areas for improvement Corresponding human right(s)

e Nestlé has strong policies and ® In country operations where there is ¢ Convention on the Rights of the
procedures in place regarding a high prevalence of child labor, there Child (1989), ILO minimum age
product quality, safety and consumer is a risk that underage workers are conventions
privacy engaged in informal distribution of

e Nestlé has a strong implementation Nestlé products

of the WHO International Code of
Marketing of Breast-milk Substitutes

Coffee picking, Colombia.

Nestlé is a member of 4C, a multi-stakeholder platform aiming
to improve the economic, social and environmental conditions
of coffee farmers.

2 Nestlé becomes first food company to partner with the Fair Labor Association, 28 November 2011. See http://www.nestle.com/media/newsandfeatures/
fair_labour_association




Nestle 77

5.2 Remediation actions at the country operations The final HRIA report forms the basis for the HRIA

and corporate levels action plan. Once all parties have agreed on the content
and recommendations of the action plan, a timeline for
implementing the recommendations is determined by
the country team. For every action a designated person is
appointed who is in charge of ensuring that the action is

Lesson learnt #7: Compliance vs. continuous . .
taken in a timely manner.

improvement

Nestlé HQ fulfills the role of monitoring the follow-up of the
actions at the country operation level. On a regular basis
Nestlé HQ follows up with the country team on progress on
actions undertaken, to discuss challenges the country team
faces in addressing the impacts and issues in the action plan
and to provide support to the country team where needed
and once all actions have been implemented the process is
completed.

Value added: In terms of addressing the actual and
potential human rights impacts at the country operation
level, the country teams have found it a relatively
smooth process to implement the actions they have
committed to. In general, all country teams have

been able to follow up on the actions as set out in the
action plan that lay within their control. Issues related
to practices and policies within Nestlé operations,
factories and distribution centers haven been easier to
remediate and have been followed up well by all country
operations.

Beyond the HRIA Action Plans themselves, the results of

the HRIAs have also proven useful to identify trends among
different country operations that had to be addressed at the
corporate level. The table below summarizes the actions that
have been taken both at the country operations and HQ levels
based on the areas for improvement identified through the
HRIAs.

Challenge: HRIAs action plans had to be made more
flexible than audits, in particular in terms of the time
requested to close gaps. This is particularly important
in order to address effectively some human rights
issues that require considerable changes in the way
the business activities are structured (e.g. restructuring
of the production line in the case of excessive working
time; change of the payroll to ensure a living wage for
all employees).

Actions that involved local authorities or external entities
have posed a bigger challenge. For example in certain
countries the labor practices are such that it is difficult
to change practices without breaching national laws
(freedom of association) or upsetting the labor unions.
In certain context addressing issues with the authorities
related to corruption has been a major challenge. In
other instances it has been difficult to change practices
which are related to contractors and suppliers. In some
countries Nestlé is a small player compared to other
multinationals and does not have much leverage to
change the practices of contractors that work with other
multinationals. All country operations expressed that

in order to address issues involving non-Nestlé actors
time is needed for the third party to understand Nestlé’s
position and to build trust.

Another challenge is DIHRs lack of involvement in the
follow up of the remediation actions implemented by
the country operations. Currently this responsibility lies
solely with Nestlé HQ. However, in the future DIHR aims
to play a larger role in the follow up of actions plans by
supporting the country operations in the improvement
areas by providing human rights expertise.
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Areas for improvement identified

Human Resources:

e Living wage

e Working hours

e Grievance mechanism

e Unionization of temporary staff

Health and Safety:
e Road safety of Nestlé and Nestlé
suppliers’ drivers

¢ Night work and hot environments in

factories

Security arrangements:

¢ No reference made to human rights
and use of force in contracts with
security providers

e |ack of human rights training to
security personnel

Living wage surveys have been
conducted in some urban and rural
regions where Nestlé operates

Working Conditions Action Plans are
being implemented and include a
timeline to work towards the reduction
of working hours to 60 hours/week

Country level training for drivers on
road safety have been conducted in a
number of country operations

Extra health check-ups for night
workers are provided in a number of
country operations

During the hot season extra water and
ventilation has been provided and in
some cases the production line has
been stopped due to the heat

Human rights principles (such as the
use of force) have been included into
contracts with security providers in
some countries and specific human
rights training has been provided to
security personnel

Remediation actions implemented by Nestlé
Country operations

A pilot project on living wage

has been initiated by our Human
Resources Department in 6 Nestlé
country operations, applying to Nestlé
employees and temporary staff hired by
Nestlé

The implementation of the Working
Conditions Action Plans in all Nestlé
country operations is coordinated by
our Human Resources Department

The Integrity Reporting System,
Nestlé's internal grievance mechanism,
is coordinated by our Compliance
Department. It has been introduced in
90% of our country operations?

CARE, Nestlé's auditing tool apply to
all Nestlé facilities every 3 years. It
has been revised in 2012 and includes
a separate Human Rights and Labor
Practices section, which allows for
better monitoring of human rights and
labor issues

While road safety issues were already
on the radar within Nestlé before the
HRIAs, the HRIA outcomes reinforced
that there was a need to take action

on this issue. A designated person

has been appointed within our Safety,
Health and Environmental Sustainability
Department on a special assignment as
Road Safety Manager and road safety
has become a priority issue for Nestlé

Two dedicated persons have been
assigned at Nestlé HQ who are in
charge of respectively machinery and
process safety

Contractors and Construction have
been identified as a key risk area. For
every new major construction project
dedicated resources for health and
safety management are allocated

A new security and human rights
standard and training are being
developed by our Security and Public
Affairs Departments

2 The Nestlé Integrity Reporting System is Nestlé's internal, confidential whistleblowing system that provides employees an independent mechanism to raise
concerns relating to any of Nestlé's policies and procedures. See: http://www.nestle.com/asset-library/Documents/Creating%20Shared%20Value/CSV_at
Nestle/EN integrity%20reporting%20system%20prov.pdf




Areas for improvement identified

Business Integrity:

e \Weak internal awareness within
Nestlé country operations on
corruption, bribery and facilitation
payments

e No training to high risk functions

e |ack of awareness of high
risk contractors and lack of
communication to these contractors

Community Impacts:

e |ack of grievance mechanisms for
potentially affected communities

e Nestlé’'s Creating Shared Value
programmes are not based on
community needs

Procurement:

* Weak systematic monitoring of
human rights and labor standards of
high risk suppliers

Sourcing of raw materials:

* Weak systematic monitoring of
human rights and labor standards at
farm level

Product quality and Marketing practices :

e Risk that underage workers are
engaged in informal distribution of
Nestlé products

Country operations have committed
to better communicate Nestlé's
expectations with regard to anti-
corruption to high risk contractors and
suppliers

Country operations have committed to
better assess the needs of communities
when implementing CSV projects,

for example through community
consultations and collaboration with
local NGOs

Country operations have agreed to
include high risk suppliers such as
construction companies, cleaning
companies, printing companies, etc. in
the next round of supplier audits
Country operations have committed

to include high risk suppliers of raw
materials identified through the HRIAs
into Responsible Sourcing audits

In country operations where there is

a risk that underage workers could be
engaged in the (informal) distribution of
Nestlé products, the country operations
have agreed to further investigate this
issue
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Remediation actions implemented by Nestlé
Country operations

* An Anti-Corruption training tool has
been rolled out in country operations
by our Legal and Group Compliance
Departments

e Heads of Legal in our operations are
developing an enhanced in-person
training on anti-corruption to be
launched in 2014

e Nestlé's Chief Legal Officer has
joined the UN & OECD sponsored
B20 Task Force on Improving
Transparency and Anti-Corruption.
The task force is working on Possible
Regulatory Developments to
enhance the role of the private sector
in the fight against corruption in a
global context

A Nestlé external grievance mechanism,
Tell us, is currently under development
by our Compliance and Public Affairs
Departments

A set of Community Engagement
Guidelines is currently being developed
by our Public Affairs and Safety, Health
and Environmental Sustainability
Departments

Our Procurement Department has de-
veloped a revised version of the Nestlé
Supplier Code that includes a dedicated
section on human rights requirements

The Nestlé Responsible Sourcing
Guidelines, that are built on the revised
version of the Nestlé Supplier code,
have been rolled out in high risk
countries and commodities by our
Procurement Department. They include
human rights requirements that have
been identified as material for each
commodity

In 2012, Nestlé has entered into

a partnership with the Fair Labor
Association to address labour issues in
its hazelnut and cocoa supply chains
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Strong health & safety procedures and performance were

observed in all the Nestlél facilities visited by the HRIA team.

“The HRIA visit raised the awareness
on human rights issues, increasing
our focus on them within what are
our priorities.”

Maria Rosario Vilhena

previously with Nestlé Angola, now with Nestlé

Continuous Excellence Regional Implementation,
Support team, Zone Europe

“We have learnt to appreciate human
rights in a larger perspective and

we have sensitized ourselves in
approaching human rights in a more
supportive, practical and positive
manner.”

Enoca Sirimanne
Nestlé Lanka

Production line operator, Nestlé Flowergate factory, Nigeria.

Lesson learnt #8: HRIAs are important drivers
to develop employees’ capacities and increase
awareness

Value added: Nestlé has trained some 30000
employees on Human Rights through its online human
rights training tool. In principle the training focuses

on high risk countries, but also includes relevant
corporate departments at the Nestlé HQ. The HRIAs
have proven to be an excellent opportunity to push
country operations to conduct the human rights
training, which is a corporate target for end 2015. In
the lead up to the HRIAs, it proves easier to motivate
country operations to conduct the human rights
training. By helping employees in the country operations
to better understand human rights, it allows them to
better participate in the HRIA and the follow up of
actions. Through human rights training of the younger
generation Nestlé employees at the HQ and in the
country operations, Nestlé prepares its future leaders,
who will one day be in decision making positions and
will then already have this awareness on human rights.
Combining these two efforts has been effective in
helping Nestlé employees understand the importance
of human rights and how they can apply it to their daily
business activities.

One of the biggest outcomes from the HRIA process
for the country operations has been the awareness
raising element. For most country operations the
HRIAs have been an eye opener on the topic of human
rights. The HRIAs have confirmed that Nestlé country
operations are well aware of potential human rights
issues, in particular in the area of labor rights. Other
issues however, such as holidays, security personnel,
corruption and marketing are not always considered as
obvious human rights issues. Human rights training and
inclusion of these topics in the HRIAs and explaining
why these issues are relevant from a human rights
perspective, has been an eye-opener for many country
operations.

The understanding of human rights differs from one
country to another and therefore certain country teams
have benefited more from the HRIA process than
others. For some the HRIAs confirmed that they were on
the right track in terms of respecting human rights, for
other country operations the HRIA made them realize
there were some issues they had to further address. The
HRIAs have also been a warning that potential issues
could occur in the country operation but if timely action
is taken these could be avoided.



5.3 Country-specific case studies: Focus on Nigeria
and Colombia

While in many things can be said about the various country
operations where the HRIAs were conducted, a number of
best practice cases are worth mentioning. Below two cases
from Nigeria and Colombia are highlighted.

Another case that deserves mentioning is Nestlé Lanka and
the development of milk districts in the North East region, an
area that was affected by civil conflict. In September 2013
the United Nations Global Compact (UNGC) publication on
“Responsible Business Advancing Peace”?® was launched at
the UNGC Global Leaders” Summit. The publication features
best practices from different companies operating in conflict-
affected environments, among which a case study on Nestlé
Lanka . This case study was triggered by some of the findings
of the HRIA which was carried out in 2011.

Nestlé Nigeria: Consulting local communities

In January 2011, the Danish Institute of Human Rights (DIHR)
conducted a human rights impact assessment at Nestlé
Nigeria. The same year, Nestlé Nigeria Plc. decided to build a
new manufacturing plant in Ogun State and commenced the
construction of the Nestlé Flowergate factory located in the
Flowergate Industrial Estate, Owode Egba.

The Nestlé Flowergate factory was not included in the initial
scope of the DIHR human rights impact assessment. However,
through interviews with Nestlé Nigeria management teams and
community leaders around Flowergate factory, the assessment
team obtained information about the situation around the factory.
The assessment team recommended Nestlé Nigeria engage with
communities living around the Nestlé factories on issues related
to water and land.

The human rights impact assessment was an eye opener

for Nestlé Nigeria. The process served as a catalyst for the
company to take action on community relations. Recognizing
that there was a need to involve the local community, Nestlé
Nigeria decided to undertake a number of activities around the
Flowergate factory. Nestlé initiated close engagements with the
Orile Imo community, a community of about 3000 people which
is located close to the factory.

In September 2013 Nestlé Nigeria's Flowergate Factory signed

a Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) with the Orile Imo
community via Owode Egba, Ogun State. The MoU between
Nestlé and the Orile Imo community was based on a community
needs assessment carried out through a combined human rights
and human development approach. Nestlé held consultation
meetings with 11 representatives of the Orile Imo community.
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Members included a traditional leader, the village chief, the head
of the Christian Council and others. Community needs were
assessed based on the needs of the community in line with
government priorities. The 11 community representatives were
invited to the Flowergate factory and were asked to share what
activities they would like Nestlé to conduct in their community. A
number of issues were identified, including security, education,
water and healthcare.

Based on the consultations, Nestlé decided to provide 2 new
Toyota Hilux patrol vans for the local police and renovated two
blocks on 6 classrooms at the only nursery and primary school
in the village. Nestlé is currently assessing whether or not to
renovate the local healthcare center and implement hand pump
portable water supplies for 10 villages.

To ensure the sustainability of the projects, a management
committee has been put in place to take responsibility and
ownership of the school project. Members of the committee are,
amongst others, the school head master, the Orile Imo Social
Club, the traditional leader of the village the Head of the Christian
Council. The ownership of the proposed water and healthcare
projects will also be at the local community level to ensure
sustainability.

The Nestlé Flowergate factory has been a large creator of job
opportunities in the community. While everyone can apply for
jobs at Nestlé Flowergate, Nestlé likes to promote jobs from
within the community in which it operates. To ensure placement,
Nestlé publishes job ads in the local newspapers and gives
special consideration to skilled laborers from the community.

Today, there are plans to replicate the model of the Flowergate
factory in other locations. The Nestlé Nigeria Abaji Greenfield
Water Factory is currently being built, where Nestlé is conducting
a community consultative stakeholders’ forum based on the
model of Flowergate factory.

The Nestlé Flowergate factory in Nigeria was inaugurated
in February 2011.

% http://www.unglobalcompact.org/docs/issues_doc/Peace_and_Business/B4P_Resource Package company.pdf (see p. 45-48)
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Nestlé Colombia: Security and Human Rights

The topic of security is highly relevant and important for
Nestlé Colombia. Nestlé Colombia has a number of own
and contracted security personnel. To ensure that security
personnel is well-trained and aware of human rights issues
and the use of force, Nestlé Colombia decided to provide
online and classroom training on human rights to all own
and contracted security personnel and the drivers. Nearly
100 staff members have been trained in total. In all cases the
training sessions were delivered by an external specialized
and recognized NGO. The NGOs were the local NGOs
Arcéangeles, La Red and Victor Braun Foundation.

Depending on the position of the persons, each person
received between 4 and 20 hours of online and classroom
training. The Security Management Department conducted
a risk analysis of all Nestlé Colombia sites to identify specific
security issues that may affect the safety of its employees.
Based on the identification of these risks, a training plan
was developed and the persons who would be trained were
identified.

The training topics focused on: physical security at the
workplace, security at home, safety on the street, road safety,
how to handle cases of assault, safety when using banks and
ATMs, safety while traveling and legal procedures that must
be followed by Nestlé staff in cases of threats and attacks.

Nestlé Colombia has been the only Nestlé Market that

has conducted such an extensive human rights training
programme for all its security personnel, which include
Nestlé and contracted security guards. The training has
been much appreciated by security personnel as well as
Nestlé employees, particularly acknowledging the fact that
the training has been conducted by an independent expert
organization.

—
Nestlé distribution center, Colombia.
Nestlé products are transported here by truck before being
distributed to customers.



6. Tracking responses
and communicating how
impacts are addressed

6.1 HRIAs Reports and Action Plans

At the end of the country-level HRIAs the assessment team
presents its preliminary findings to the Nestlé in-country
management team based on an aggregate assessment and
analysis of all the assessment interviews that have been
held. The analysis is carried out for each functional area and
then the findings are aggregated per topic. The findings are
complemented by relevant external stakeholder input. For
each functional area the strengths, improvement areas and
best practice opportunities are presented. The debriefing
session where these findings are presented provide the
country team with the opportunity to give feedback and to
clarify any issues arising.

Based on the findings of the HRIA, the assessment team
prepares a draft HRIA report. The report is divided by
functional area and describes the baseline situation of all

the Nestlé sites included in the scope of the assessment,

the findings of the assessment team and input from external
stakeholders on the specific human rights topics relevant

to the functional area (e.g. security: security management,
private security arrangements, public security arrangements).
For areas that require remediation actions by the country
team to address adverse impacts identified, DIHR provides a
number of recommendations. The draft report is then shared
with the country team for input and clarifications. Once the
Nestlé country team, Nestlé HQ and DIHR agree on the
content of the report, the report is considered final. The report
remains confidential to Nestlé.

The final HRIA report forms the basis for the country
operation action plan. Once all parties have agreed on the
content and recommendations of the action plan, a timeline
for implementing the recommendations is determined by
the country team in collaboration with Nestlé HQ. For every
action a designated person is appointed who is in charge of
ensuring that the action is taken in a timely manner.
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6.2 The challenge around communication of HRIA
results

“Being more transparent on the
findings of the HRIAs and actions
taken will make Nestlé more
credible.”

Duncan Pollard
Head, Stakeholders Engagement in Sustainability,
Nestlé HQ

Currently the HRIA process and outcomes including the HRIA
reports and action plans have been an internal confidential
process and the HRIA findings have not been shared outside
the assessment team, the respective country operations

and Nestlé HQ. Since 2012 summaries of the findings have
been shared with the Nestlé Human Rights Working Group

in order to allow for better follow up by the various corporate
functions, as well as with Zones Management who is invited
to the HRIA debriefing sessions.

Confidentiality has been an important element to build

trust among the assessment team and with the country
operations. It has helped make the country operations
under review more open to share sensitive issues with the
assessment team in view of finding a practical solution. This
paper is a first step towards increasing transparency and
disclosure of Nestlé’'s HRIA findings and it aims to continue
to do for all future HRIAs.
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7. Mainstreaming human
rights into Nestlé’'s
policies and procedures:
the way forward

While the 7 HRIAs that have been conducted so far have
come with challenges, they have clearly added value to
Nestlé's overall human rights performance, both in terms

of the HRIA process and outcomes for Nestlé HQ and the
Nestlé country operations. The outcomes from the 7 HRIAs
have directly fed into the various Nestlé policies, procedures
and management systems. Since 2010 Nestlé conducts
human rights risk assessment (HRRA), as a requirement for
the FTSE4Good application. The HRRA is conducted through
a top down approach, which is the same method as all
other Nestlé risk management assessments (Enterprise Risk

Management). Issues that have been identified as a corporate

human rights risk for Nestlé in the HRRA have been fed into
the HRIAs. Vice versa, through its participation in these risks
assessments DIHR ensures the inclusion of issues that were
identified through the initial country level HRIAs into the
HRRA. In 2011 and 2012 Tier 1 suppliers, upstream suppliers
including farmers and local communities were included into
the corporate HRRA, which were identified as human rights
risk areas through the HRIAs.

Issues identified as human rights concerns at Nestlé HQ,
such as working hours in Nestlé factories and living wage
have been further highlighted during the country level HRIA.
This has led to the inclusion of provisions on maximum
working hours and living wage in the new Nestlé Policy on
Conditions of Work and Employment. Through the first series
of HRIAs, DIHR identified that Nestlé faces a number of
human rights challenges in its rural supply chain. However,
this is also the area where Nestlé has the potential to have
large positive human rights impact. Both these outcomes
have contributed to the development of the two Nestlé
commitments on Child Labor in Agricultural Supply Chains
and Rural Development. To address labour issues in its
hazelnut and cocoa supply chain, Nestlé entered into a
partnership with the Fair Labor Association (FLA) as the first
food and beverage company.?

At the supply chain level Nestlé’s Responsible Sourcing Audit
Programme verifies compliance against Nestlé's Supplier
Code. The new version of the Code (to be released soon) has
been reviewed by DIHR and input has been provided based
on outcomes and findings from the country level HRIAs. In

% See: http://www.nestle.com/media/newsandfeatures/fair_labour_association

Nestlé’s upstream supply chain, the Responsible Sourcing
Guidelines (RSGs) include human rights requirements that
have been identified for each commodity. Where relevant,
commodity specific findings from the HRIAs, for example
related to sourcing of coffee, have been fed into these RSGs.
Issues identified through the HRIAs have also been fed into
the revision of CARE, Nestlé's independent audit programme.
CARE applies to Nestlé sites including head offices, factories
and distribution centers and now includes a stand-alone
section on human rights.

- ] N s,
Farmers delivering coffee to a collection center, Colombia.
The Nescafe Plan aims to boost farm productivity and incomes
through the distribution of high-yield plantlets and technical
training to farmers.

Going forward the HRIAs will continue to feed into Nestlé’s
policies and procedures to help Nestlé strengthen its
commitment to human rights.

At the moment the HRIAs are an external process carried out
by DIHR, in collaboration with Nestlé. It is envisaged that in
the future the role of DIHR in conducting HRIAs will become
of a different nature. After completion of the 12 HRIAs from
on the FTSE4Good ‘countries of concern’ list, the aim is

to integrate and internalize the HRIA process into existing
Nestlé management structures. Through simplification of the
HRIA methodology by DIHR, Nestlé should then be able to
carry out the HRIAs independently. This could for example
be done by integrating the HRIA methodology into Nestlé's
existing procedures such as CARE for Nestlé’s own facilities
and the Responsible Sourcing Audits for Nestlé's supply
chain. By integrating the process within Nestlé's existing
management systems, the ownership will lie with Nestlé and
it will be easier to escalate human rights issues identified
through the HRIAs to the highest level within the company.
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DIHR will continue to collaborate with Nestlé on the HRIAs
by providing training to relevant Nestlé staff to conduct

the HRIAs, by providing practical guidance and giving its
independent expert human rights view and by following

up on the implementation of improvement actions by the
country operations. DIHR will also remain involved in HRIAs
in specific challenging environments where the Institute has
existing experience and country expertise.

Last but not least, it is Nestlé’s vision to report publicly on the
outcomes of each HRIA and actions taken to its stakeholders,
including rights-holders, while still ensuring confidentially as
agreed with the participating country operations.
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Annexes

1. Scoping questionnaire

2. Self-assessment questionnaire — snapshot of Health & Safety section
3. List of interviewees

4. How does Nestlé implement Principle 18 of the UNGPs through the HRIAs?
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Annex 1: HRIA scoping questionnaire
(extract: Head Office)

Scoping Questionnaire for Nestlé [Country operation]

This scoping questionnaire is intended to get a better idea of the sites, activities, products, raw materials etc. for the purpose
of the Human Rights Impact Assessment at Nestlé [country operation]. The questionnaire contains a number of basic
questions for each facility. If there are questions you find irrelevant for the market, please briefly explain this.

Head Office
Site information

1. Name of site
2. Address of site

3. Ownership: Is the site fully owned,
majority shareholder or minority
shareholder?

4. Description of business areas and
activities:

5. What are the main Nestlé products
produced and/or sold in [country operation]

Human Resources Context

6. No. of white collar staff

7. No. of blue collar staff

8. No. of third party in-premise staff

9. No. of trade unions at workplace

10. No. of unionized staff

11. No. of female staff

12. Are there young workers under 18?
13. Are there night workers?

14. Is there company housing?

Security Context

15. Name of security provider

16. Number of security guards

17. Are the guards armed or unarmed?

18. Security provision by police or military?
R&D Activities

19. Product development

20. Product tests using human subjects
21. Outsourced tests using human subjects

Market Priorities

22. Which factories are a market priority in
terms of social risks?
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Annex 2: HRIA self-assessment questionnaire
(extract: Workplace Health and Safety)

Below you can find a part of the self-assessment questionnaires DIHR uses for the management interviews on workplace
health and safety.

HRIA SELF-ASSESSMENT QUESTIONNAIRE - WORKPLACE HEALTH AND SAFETY

The function of Health and Safety is an integral part of company management processes, cross-cutting through various
department and various locations — human resources, supply chain management, both nationally and internationally.

A safe working environment with proper and hygienic equipment, safety information, health care, freedom from harassment
and coercion, besides complying with international and national standards, affects positively the human rights of employees
of keeping sound health and not risking their safety while performing working duties (injuries, bad health and stress, hazards
and dangers, infective diseases).

Issues in the field of Health and Safety that could be a risk in country XX are the lack of personal protective equipment in
factories and distribution centers and the use of heavy equipment and pesticides without adequate protection in coffee
plantations.

Human rights Controls in place: | Occurrence: Reporting: Remediation: Prevention:

risk Which policies Has this risk If yes, how If yes, how How would
and/or procedures | materialized in the | were the cases were the case(s) Nestlé XX
(including last 3 years? uncovered or addressed? respond should
training) address reported? such a situation
this risk? materialize?

Occupational Health & Safety
“Everyone has the right to just and favourable conditions of work.” (UDHR, Art.23)

In terms of workplace health and safety this includes:
- protection from sickness, disease and injury arising from their employment
- adequate training and provision of protective equipment

1. Employees
are not afforded
safe, suitable and
sanitary work
facilities (With

as a minimum
potable drinking
water, adequate
sanitation,
emergency

exits, essential
safety equipment
and access to
emergency
medical care)
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Human rights Controls in place: | Occurrence: Reporting: Remediation: Prevention:

risk Which policies Has this risk If yes, how If yes, how How would
and/or procedures | materialized in the | were the cases were the case(s) Nestlé XX
(including last 3 years? uncovered or addressed? respond should
training) address reported? such a situation
this risk? materialize?

Occupational Health & Safety

“Everyone has the right to just and favourable conditions of work.” (UDHR, Art.23)
In terms of workplace health and safety this includes:

- protection from sickness, disease and injury arising from their employment

- adequate training and provision of protective equipment

2. Employees are
not supplied with
the protective
equipment
necessary to
perform their
tasks safely

3. Employees
are not supplied
with the training
necessary to
perform their
tasks safely

4. Employees
cannot safely
report concerns
about unsafe or
unhealthy work
processes

5. Employees do
not get adequately
compensated

for injuries

or long-term
health problems
caused by their
employment

6. Housing
provided to
Nestlé Vietnam
employees

is not safe
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Annex 3: Table of interviewees for this document

Nestlé HQ Nestlé country operations

Yann Wyss, Human Rights Specialist, Public Affairs
Enrique Rueda, Head, Compliance and Security

Christian Frutiger, Deputy Head, Public Affairs

Claus Conzelmann, Head, Safety, Health and Environmental
Sustainability

Marc Schaedeli, Head, Group Risk Management

Benjamain Ware, Manager, Responsible Sourcing

Duncan Pollard, Head, Stakeholders Engagement

in Sustainability

HRIA focal points:

Ricardo Echeverri, Nestlé Colombia

Marie Owoniyi, Nestlé Nigeria

Maria Rosario Vilhena, Nestlé Angola

Enoca Sirimanna & Shanaka Wijeweera, Nestlé Lanka
Irina Sitdikova & Elena Demina, Nestlé Russia

Maxim Logvin, Nestlé Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan
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Annex 4: HRIAs and the UN Guiding Principles on
Business and Human Rights

The UN Guiding Principles set out a set of requirements when assessing and addressing human rights.
The below table describes how Nestlé has tried to incorporate these requirements during the HRIAs.

Requirements of UN Guiding Principle 18 How is the Principle implemented in Nestlé's HRIAs?

Draw on internal and/or independent external
human rights expertise

Involve meaningful consultation with
potentially affected groups and other relevant
stakeholders

Pay special attention to any particular human
rights impacts on individuals from groups or

populations that may be at heightened risk of
vulnerability or marginalization

Bear in mind the different risks that may be
faced by women and men.

Understand the concerns of potentially
affected stakeholders by consulting them
directly in a manner that takes into account
language and other potential barriers to
effective engagement

Undertake assessments of human rights
impacts at regular intervals

Include all internationally recognized human
rights as a reference point

Nestlé has engaged with the Human Rights and Business Department
of the Danish Institute for Human Rights to conducts the HRIAs. DIHR
is a leading organization in the field of human rights and business. As a
National Human Rights Institution DIHR is an independent entity.

As part of the HRIAs the assessment team engages with stakeholders.
Internally Nestlé employees and third party employees are consulted
and externally employees of suppliers and contractors, as well as
communities are interviewed.

During the country risk research that is conducted in the preparatory
phase of the HRIA, potential vulnerable groups are identified. These
vulnerable groups could be women, migrants, young workers etc.
Based on this identification, the assessment team includes questions
on these groups in the assessment questionnaires.

During the assessments women and men are interviewed. Where
appropriate, women are interviewed separately from men and if the
composition of the assessment team allows, the assessor is a women
to allow them to speak openly about gender-specific impacts.

The assessment team works with local consultants who understand
the country context, culture and speak the language. This allows for
the assessment team to conduct interviews with stakeholders in an
effective manner.

So far Nestlé has only carried out one HRIA per country. In most cases
the business activities were ongoing. In a number of country operations
new activities were being set up, such as the construction of a factory.
Here the assessment team has been able to assess potential human
rights risks.

The framework of the HRIAs is based on the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights,
the International Covenant on Social, Economic and Cultural Rights
and ILO Core Conventions. Other relevant human rights standards such
as the Convention on the Rights of the Child and soft law instruments
applicable to the area of human rights and business have been used as
a reference point.
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Nestlé is the world’s leading Nutrition, Health and Wellness company. Our mission of “Good Food, Good Life” is to
provide consumers with the best tasting, most nutritious choices in a wide range of food and beverage categories and
eating occasions, from morning to night.

At Nestlé we believe we can make an important contribution to society, not only through corporate social responsibility
programmes but by going a step further to create value both for our shareholders and for the communities in which we
operate. For Nestlé the commitment to Creating Shared Value, Sustainability and Compliance is non-negotiable.

The Danish Institute for Human Rights (DIHR) is Denmark’s National Human Rights Institution. DIHR has a legal
mandate to protect and promote human rights in Denmark and internationally. This includes a mandate to work with
private actors in addressing their negative as well as positive impacts on human rights.

Principle author:
Tulika Bansal, Advisor, Danish Institute for Human Rights

Co-author:
Yann Wyss, Human Rights Specialist, Nestlé HQ

With thanks to:

Nora Gotzmann, Allan Lerberg Jorgensen (DIHR),
Samuel Adenakan, Aude Bertholet, Claus Conzelmann,
Ricardo Cortes-Monroy, Elena Demina, Ricardo Echeverri,
Christian Frutiger, Maxim Logvin, Marie Owoniyi,

Duncan Pollard, Enrique Rueda, Marc Schaedeli,

Enoca Sirimanne, Irina Sitdikova, Maria Rosario Vilhena,
Benjamin Ware, Shanaka Wijeweera, (Nestlé) for their
contributions to this white paper.



For more informations please visit:

www.nhestle.com/csv
www.humanrights.dk

THE DANISH
INSTITUTE FOR

© 2013 HUMAN RIGHTS







OH 2171

O IV LTE Il AISIF — NestleE FTAICE -
4 N
| 21292 | 20149 129
| wraiel | 2014 12€
[ ZaA | 71BN L3] 1A A=)
[ 5 21100-842 A&A] S5 Fusd 41 wA71dd
http://www.humanrights.go.kr
| Zo1 48} | Q@A AT} 02)2125-9826
|FAX|02)2125-0918
| Al = | dEoo]7T] AlE] 02)738—2821
o J

ISBN : 978-89-6114-387-5 93330 H|oHZ



	I. 서론
	II. 연구배경: 인권영향평가의 필요성과 현주소
	1. 기업 문제의 제기
	2. 기업이 초래하는 문제점의 파악과 다양한 해결노력
	3. 존 러기의 프레임워크와 이행지침
	4. 프레임워크 및 이행지침에 대한 비판적 시각
	5. 글로벌 거버넌스의 관점
	6. 인권영향평가의 정의
	7. 본 연구의 진행방법

	III. 네슬레 (Nestle) 인권영향평가 사례
	1. 네슬레 회사의 개요와 인권영향평가 관련특성
	2. 네슬레 내에 확립된 인권문화 및 규범
	3. 인권영향평가의 4단계 프로세스
	4. 네슬레 인권영향평가의 의미

	IV. 채굴산업의 HRIA 전개노력과 시사점
	1. 대상이 되는 인권 문제
	2. 객관성과 전문성
	3. 결과관리
	4. 이해관계자 및 NGO

	V. 한국기업환경과 인권영향평가에 대한 시사점
	1. 외부 환경의 조성상태
	2. 회사내부 요소
	3. 인권영향평가 수행의 주체
	4. 방법론의 확립
	5. 평가의 활용
	6. 인권영향평가의 정례화

	VI. 결론
	참고 문헌
	부록
	인터뷰 노트 / Yann Wyss
	Talking the
Human Rights Walk




