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9. TSHM (Background)

STFIHIE favafaamerder dwt W § &l 3%
A T Aifaferdl (S T T arvher
fe=r gam T, TETHTeRT HEShTIET ‘T YaTE:
TETHT BRI ERHT T T a7 Hheari-
HTE 0¥ HT T RT | AT TavT (F8ufs
T LT R02% W) 9HT fSTeatren! diHaer
mfed — amrarT, fotmdteat T swamEET
TTTCThT o | T STEeRT e 3e¥d uEl
TSTeetTeRT ST-UERT TTTSHHT JaTH Hralelt
giere T rfecieht yafeehT S el Setey
TR TR | Tt STEE R02y o e
Y313 AT AR FeTEehT JTHTISTeh, AT
TS STET SIAEEATS THT YATEHehT TTaT=T
T et S | 79 NdIEer SETEmT miewHeht
SIS U TehNeEaTs HHSIeRT aTer
FTIRIHAT STTAR TR SHUAT 2022 &I
TATHEEATS T THIH! B |

The University of Oxford, in collaboration
with the Centre for the Study of Labour and
Mobility (CESLAM) and local partner Divya
Youth Club, Parsa, conducted a census entitled
‘Labour Migration: Impacts on Households in
Parsa’in February-March 2014. The principal
objective of this census (hereafter, Parsa Study
2014) was to provide information on the
history and current trends in the migratory
process in three VDCs in Parsa district—
Bagwana, Biranchibarwa and Jhauwa Guthi.
Parsa Study 2014 thus provides a general
overview of migration with information
ranging from reasons for migration, occupations
in the country of destination and channels

of remittance transfer to the different socio-
economic impacts of migration. This report
also discusses the findings of the study as

they pertain to Bagwana VDC and, where
comparable, refers to the data from the
National Population and Housing Census 2011

to present a more time-sensitive depiction of

the VDC.



R. HLIU TWHT T (Study Site)

AT MiaE gat ferearenT IT-TeT 9T T
R TSTeetteh! ST I4e | et 3T
T T gt SeSieg STRE, TTv=rauT HYa"
HoaTe Miad T vt gXq Miad & | a7
e gdt el TeHT furseme
R, TR 21eT B T ITahT &%
3%.¢% FTRATT & | A7 9T fefeatrent
AT MAEEETEITT U6 |° STTaT 3ifaet
hele TEEh! I FSTearen! SAq asTR
ISR YUTer AT IA-UTy=m MieHesesT SAThT
STATIGR &g ai & |

et T ST ATTEE T TR TR
T SAATEHT & TTehT TATHRIEERT 9118 & |
T 2ey (Ta.d. gcw?) T AuTe-3Te ISt
ST T 3fveAT FHEIIRT BISTATS Tt ST
T ITIAT UshehTed ITT T ST3hT UfaaTiash
TR B | FHISATIHR Ai~eT JGehT FHIT & | Fouia
STERT T ITHT HTTEEST SHASTTS ST T
TRETId SRTEHT SFTs T Maforyg fashe
e feraterr & fauart foa |

ufeerT-ufedT a8 ST o STTfashT STgeadr
ot T wwRrE gfeorare meEf T e
TETS HoTohT HTEEE T6 STSHT ST oTel | It
JTTSEECT STTH UITEd HUHT SATHTER
TREANEETE ZHT-ZSHT ST T |
S | MTSRHT HUHT STTHTHE €0t BT
Qe TaTelt TRUHT & 9 22 THTHT WAITAT
THUeRT & | o SRYNATEHT S 9T arafT
TS JTETSIIAehT ST 20 HIITH=T HH 3 |

Bagwana VDC is located in the north-central
area of Parsa district. It borders the Parsa Wild
Life Reserve to the north and east, Madhuwan
Mathwal VDC to the west, and Harpur VDC
to the south. It lies at a distance of 22.7 km
from the district headquarters of Birgunj and,
with a total area of 35.86 sq km, is among the
largest VDCs in the district.! Since Bagwana
is close to Jeetpur, a growing market centre of
Bara, it has become a market centre for VDCs
to the northwest.

According to local accounts, Bagwana was
named for the tigers that used to be found in
the area. The place played a key role in Nepal’s
national history as the location where the
Nepali forces held their ground against the East
India Company during the Anglo-Nepali War
of 1814-16, a fact marked by the Koilabhar
Mandir. The territory of Bagwana was given
as birta to Ranjit Chaudhari by King Girvan
Yuddha Bikram Shah for Chaudhari and
his people’s contribution in defending Nepal
against the British.

Historically, the village’s majority population
was Tharu. But, over time, the area experienced
in-migration of Madhesi populations from the
south and Pahadi groups from the north, with
the newcomers buying land piecemeal from the
large landowning families.

The majority of households in the VDC
work in the agricultural sector. Of the total land
in the VDC, 606 hectares is cultivated and 112
hectares is not cultivated. All households own

some land though, with about a half owning



R0 JfauTdeh! 22-%o 3T T 4 Ufasrae! <o
I3V Fal ST & |°

T q@tenT Hate &7 5 3 AT 0 |
gl fSTdeht T oI grar Hferem aur
et JehT (THTer) o Totaent for |

less than 10 kattha, 20 per cent owning 11 to 60
kattha, and only 5 per cent owning more than
60 kattha.?

Bagwana lies in Parsa’s Constituency
Number 3. The Nepali Congress won that seat
in the first Constituent Assembly (CA) election
while the CPN-UML emerged victorious in
the second CA election.

fr 9: qrrarEn, s fee
(Figure 1: Parsa District with Study Sites)

Source: Adapted from http://un.org.np/resources/maps/pptmap



3. FYifer® aae (Demography)

Tqieant a0 @uge Teargehy fshy aem
AR T SHEEITH! T 3EES | TH
FSTEET AfiTehehT Tewmerer MRURT ST
T TTTerehT STEaTEEehT 3T THE Hvaeft
SR Ui 3uetse TRITH! & |

This section of the report presents the findings
of the study vis-a-vis household and population
composition. It also provides gender-
disaggregated population count at the ward
level and information on the age composition
of the residents of the VDC.

3.9 TR T ST § e (Household and Population Composition)

THT STETIT 02 STFHR AT MERT &
F2T FSMT 2320 ST Wbt & | (TS evTehT
SHUHT 2% STHEEAT dloT ST Tsar |F)
TTereehT ST TRATETEhT HEAT T & ST
T Tl |

qEl ST R02% o T HAGUHT TR hT
SEEAT 0REW Teeh! ToaT 1 JEHT 2003 T&

Parsa Study 2014 counted a total of 1210
households in Bagwana, spread over the 9
wards of the VDC. (The enumerators found 14
households locked at the time of enumeration.?)
The average household size of the VDC is
approximately 6.

The total population documented by Parsa
Study 2014 is 7265, with 3702 males and 3561

WSHT 9: WY T TIEED FAEGE
(Table 1: Household and Population Composition)

Parsa Study 2014 Census 2011

Ward
‘ Households Female Total ‘ Households Female
1 73 249 250 499 63 191 203 394
2 87 282 261 543 82 248 229 477
3 138 426 420 846 171 405 462 867
4 152 474 455 929 144 391 382 773
5 91 260 P55 5ill5 85 251 255 506
6 35 100 104 204 37 124 114 238
7 155 443 418 862" 155 434 410 844
8 174 523 518 1042 198 447 508 955
9 305 945 880 1825 331 990 920 1910

* There was one individual in ward No 7 for whom information on gender was missing.



T 3w <2 Hfgar el fg | g87 2 T AT An,
HiEATEEh! SHHEAT TETeEH-aT T&T TWehl Udsh
T2 AT qUehT T | I TSRt e BT
At et % ST wiectr-gew g eedt
TohT B | STETThT AfiTeh STUTd Tt STeara
R0%% IFIAR 20% el B W TNST SFRTIHT
2022 (Ro%¢ fa.d.) T 200 Iooia & 3lq,
TR 200 HigAATHT ATHT 20 &, THT STETTH
R02% AR I 200 &Y LT SHIVHT 022
SR B |

FSTH. ¥, ¢ T} AT dATeeh ST=HT S T
STEEIT 9T ST 02% T TS ST
022 &< T &l Seeh! UTSUhT & | JST .
¥, ¢ TR I SEEAT TSR Fgohl 0T 3T
TTHT TS TRT &l |

females. It is interesting to note that Wards
Number 1 and 6 are the only ones where the
female population is higher than the male
population. There are 78 households with
female household heads and 4 households with
both males and females as heads of household.
The gender ratio recorded in Bagwana is 104 in
Parsa Study 2014, i.e., there are 104 males for
every 100 females. Census 2011, on the other
hand, gives the gender ratio to be 100.

Except for Wards 4, 8 and 9, the number
of households and population in Parsa Study
2014 and Census 2011 are comparable, with
a modest growth recorded. The decline in
the number of households and population in
Wards 4, 8 and 9 can possibly be attributed to
outmigration from the VDC.



3.} SAY HE JTE sAEE [4a<ut (Population and Age Distribution)

STTETHT TTTEHT ¥ & UfqTay=aT Jet % TowaT
F IHT GUEHR! SHHEAT B | 4 oG AT
TeATEEh SIUEAT FHite  FiawTd Wehl & T by
FET HTTERT SHEEIT 8 W & | T4 Miaeeh
FA STHHEIATTE 4-R% TH IHT THEeh! STHEAT
o FTARTAN=T SET Wbl © | W T I T
(24-4_) ST SHHEAT &2 Ufaerd T 3-feenrtyr
TP SHEAT 2% UTawTd el & | AT
& QW AHwaT GiaRT T 4R THaT HTTrRT
SHEEITATS TR & | AT STHITUET 2022
T T T&T IFTETThT 3HT FHgeh! SIEEATHT
QT g ST 3fae |

Over 45 per cent of Bagwana’s population is
below 25 years of age. Children below the age
of 5 years account for approximately 9 per cent
of the total, while the population above 75
years is merely 1.13 per cent. The age group
5-24 constitutes more than 40 per cent of the
total population of the VDC. The working-
age population (15-59) is 61 per cent while

the dependency ratio is 39 per cent, wherein
dependency ratio is defined as the population
younger than 15 and older than 59 in relation
to the working-age population. The age
demography in Bagwana has not changed much
in Parsa Study 2014 compared to Census 2011.

ASH : TIHEH SR IJARDT fFaRoT
(Table 2: Age Distribution of Population)

Parsa Study 2014

0-4 336 9.08 311 8.73 647

5-9 425 1148 385 10.81 810
10-14 413 11.16 402 11.29 815
15-19 390 10.53 413 11.6 803
20-24 346 935 409 1149 755
25-29 353 9.54 350 9.83 703
30-34 287 775 274 7.69 561
35-39 251 6.78 213 5.98 464
40-44 183 494 173 486 356
45-49 171 462 154 432 325
50-54 137 370 120 337 257
55-59 105 2.84 92 2.58 197
60-64 102 2.76 102 2.86 204

65-69 81 2.19 63 1.77 144
70-74 66 1.78 65 1.83 131
751+ 50 1.35 32 0.90 82
Missing 6 0.16 3 0.08 11

Census 2011

| Female | Total | Male | Female | Total |
.| % |Pop. | % _Pop.| % | Pop. % _Pop. | % | Pop. | % |

891 | 328 942 29 849 624 8.90
11.15| 434 1246 427 12.26 861 12.30
11.22 | 413 1186 397 11.39 810 11.60
11.05| 384 11.03 462 13.27 846 12.10
1039 | 308 8385 369 10.59 677 9.70

9.68| 269 773 275 7.89 544 7.80

7.72| 215 6.17 243 6.97 458 6.50

6.39 | 245 7.03 231 6.63 476 6.80

490 | 193 5,54 184 528 377 5.40

4.47 | 193 554 168 4.82 361 5.10

354 141 405 122 3.50 263 3.70

2.71| 120 3.45 91 261 211 3.00

2.81 94 2.70 77 221 171 2.40

1.98 63 1.81 66 1.89 129 1.80

1.80 40 1.15 39 111 79 1.10

1.13 41 1.17 36 1.03 77 1.10

0.15| N/A N/A  N/A  N/A N/A N/A
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¥. THTSR-ATAE @C=AT (Socio-Economic Composition)

TG WUSHT STIASTTd, ST T, TATHEhdTehT
STETAT, eTiHeR STTEAT, STTASTIehT Taq
FffentoT, Satesh feufa, Sifees feufa ¢
TScTeeehT g YHTa SR faguant & |
JEHT SR NERERT TRt &iee gt afT
SRR fagusht & |

This section of the report presents information
on the macro-ethnic composition of the
population, caste and ethnicity, religious
affiliation, marital status, primary activity of
the population, educational attainment, place
of birth and citizenship status. It also presents
information on ownership of household assets.

¥.q ST J8d R {1w<0T (Macro-Ethnic Category)

STTEHT TTiaEehT SRSTET TN Ue Hfawra
FRITERET STHRATS Tt 9T FoTT o =%
AT ERYNETeT TeTe qeIT 2¢ WfasTd sRaiamer
HTEEE HERT T IETe g TUE! are | forfieesn
STTTeRIST o T | S0, ¢ TfqeTa Tt STTReTTs
HEfT =T FoAT 9 2.y UfdeTaer TEe T 32.%
TiqeTdeT g3 THUHT ST |

In Bagwana VDC, the majority of households,
i.e., 58 per cent, identified themselves as
Madhesi, 24 per cent as Pahadi, and a
significant 18 per cent as neither. The last group
were nearly all Tharus. In all, 67.1 per cent of
Tharus identified as Madhesi, 1.4 per cent as
Pahadi, and 31.4 per cent as neither.

R 2 qod IR RURIR faaRor
(Figure 2: Distribution of Household by Macro Ethnic Category)

Others (18%)




%.R ST (Caste and Ethnicity)

THT ST R02¥ STFHAR AFTAHT TTTerewr
HEATRT HTHTT &1 ATE SATTh! aTgeadr

«R UiAITH=<T &t Tohl & | STTASTTIdh]
fereqa faraor atferent 3 AT faguanr & | vt
I R09% o Tl T gletde® T a9
TS fedeEars T et Teh! 3 | fafuet
ST Ae%eh! SHEEATATS Gl T+ e JefT
STTUHT R02¢ TUHT STEAT R08% AT 3T
STTASTTiaeEeh! STHHEATT ot fR=rar Sfauenr
D | 9ET TEAT R02% AT qUE STTd HH &7 W
SRTUMT 028 AT qU8 &feld i & |

Parsa Study 2014 recorded Tharus as the
numerically dominant caste/ethnic group with
over 52 per cent share of the population in
Bagwana VDC. The detailed caste and ethnic
breakdown is provided in Table 3. It should be
noted here that Parsa Study 2014 grouped all
Madhesi Dalits as one category and likewise
with Pahadi Dalits. The population of various
caste/ethnic groups are quite comparable
although there are slight discrepancies between
Parsa Study 2014 and Census 2011 such as
fewer individuals of the Tarai Castes recorded
in Parsa Study 2014 whereas fewer Tarai Dalits
were recorded in Census 2011 than in Parsa

Study 2014.



ASHT 3: ATTSAIIDT SERAT ST fIaRor
(Table 3: Distribution of Population by Caste/Ethnicity)*

T R R R A
Hill Caste 1089 14.99 Hill Caste 1028 14.76
Bahun 687 9.46 Bahun 635 9.12
Chhetri 393 5.41 Chhetri 393 5.64
Sanyasi/Dasnami 9 0.12
Tarai Caste 613 8.43 Tarai Caste 681 9.78
Mallah 194 2.67 Mallah 249 3.57
Koiri/Kushwaha 126 1.73 Kurmi 118 1.69
Kurmi 108 1.49 Koiri/Kushwaha 108 1.55
Bin 41 0.56 Teli 51 0.73
Hajjam/Thakur 36 0.5 Bin 50 0.71
Sonar 27 0.37 Hajjam/Thakur 36 0.51
Teli 24 0.33 Kanu 36 0.51
Kanu 22 0.3 Sonar 19 0.27
Yadav 12 0.17 Brahman-Tarai 14 0.2
Brahman-Tarai 12 0.17
kalwar 6 0.08
Rajput 5 0.07
Hill Dalit 153 2.1 Hill Dalit 170 244
Kami 106 1.52
Sarki 40 0.57
Damai/Dholi 24 0.34
Tarai Dalit 1030 14.18 Tarai Dalit 893 12.82
Musahar 570 8.18
Chamar/Harijan/Ram 261 3.74
Dusadh/Paswan/Pasi 62 0.89
Hill Janajati 469 6.46 Hill Janajati 385 5.52
Tamang 334 4.6 Tamang 267 3.83
Newar 76 1.05 Newar 86 1.23
Magar 44 0.61 Magar 32 0.45
Other Janajati 9 0.12
Bhujel 6 0.08
Tarai Janajati 3833 52.76 Tarai Janajati 3704 53.18
Tharu 3778 52 Tharu 3704 53.18
Majhi 55 0.76
Others 71 0.98 Others 55 0.79
Muslim 71 0.98 Muslim 48 0.69
Missing/Not Stated 7 0.1 Others 7 0.0




¥.3 & (Religion)

ATTATTRT SATereRisT SRARET 31 < ¥ Hiaerd
forg 7 | 7T g5 o A v wfawrd, sea
e T U WTa9Ta Teeht S T ThivaaT o
T~ SRYTER gEaeT HTS Lol TTgaT | % oK
TRERERT GTfHeh ST Teh fohfawanT eht T
Tl AT SHeTs 3 IRt deeesat
STYATUSRT ITET |

¥.¥ et feafd (Marital Status)

aTfetert ¥ HT TETET STTAR 37 T TR

I HEHT %o Hfawd SEe faanfed forw |
22 SHTeRT fodTe WeEehen! at T Sifeht ekl
fordlT | 7/ 3BT TERT 3% ufdwrd sifaarfed @
T | R0 THIT WY I HYEATS ST AT
&1 9 AT 20 TiawTd AT &7 T3S | ST
! HTSTHT STiaeh TFeTweT STthel UhT UTUGhT
T — ¢ STl Hra-afaeed et T 2% ST 3TelT
FOHRT B | T T e ST Fereran/ fae wehT T
2%, SHTeT SgiaaTe el 9 TTgaT |

The vast majority of the households in
Bagwana VDC, 94 per cent, identified
themselves as Hindus. Buddhism is the religion
of 4 per cent of the population while Islam is
followed by only 1.25 per cent, and Christianity
by less than 1 per cent (that is, by only two
households in the VDC). The religious
composition within all the households in the
VDC is homogeneous with all the household

members following the same religion.

As shown in Table 4, 60 per cent of the
population over the age of 10 are married. Only
21 people reported being married without yet
having performed gauna.® While a significant
proportion of 34 per cent from that age group
reported being single, while considering the
population above the age of 20, only 10 per
cent are unmarried. There were a few cases of
unsuccessful marriages recorded, i.e., 8 divorced
and 14 separated. There were 267 cases of

widows or widowers, and 19 cases of polygamy.

afodr v: Jafted Rt (SR 90 9§ a1 71fY) &1 MR THE@d fAaRon
(Table 4: Distribution of Population by Marital Status [aged 10 years and above])

Marital Status

No. %
Single 1073 36.55
Marriage without gauna 13 0.44
Married 1732 58.99
Divorced 4 0.14
Separated 7 0.24
Widowed 94 3.20
Polygamy 12 0.41
Missing 1 0.03

. Male | Female [ Total |

No. % No. %
899 31.41 1972 34.00
8 0.28 21 0.36
1763 61.60 3495 60.26
4 0.14 8 0.14
7 0.24 14 0.24
173 6.04 267 4.60
7 0.24 19 0.33
2 0.06 4 0.07

* There was one individual for whom information on gender and marital status was missing.

10



.4 e dar/fafafyr (1o aw ar drweet adt SATH) (Primary Occupation/
Activity [age 10 and above]) Occupation/Activity)

aqTfeTerT @ o ST TIfaEehT ATiEeT e Table 5 shows the primary occupation/activity
TS AT | TV SIHEEATERT 32 TfawTaer of the people of Bagwana VDC. The primary
ivity of the male population of Bagwana

T YT STOTTHT B 9 w2 wiawd Afgeres VYO pop v

0 o i—[{w i (% is farming (31 per cent) while 59 per cent of
wfaerd) 7 1 1 AT B T JETEEH! He proportion of 24 per cent students among both
Jeeied Toh! B | & Hiqwrd Jeuee SIS &1 males and females. A significant number of
FIRT ST fore | people are employed in the private sector, and 6

per cent of males are unemployed or are looking

females are housewives. There are an equal

for a job.

afedr 4: geg Jar/ IR smRAT SHEEe faver (do 9§ a1 \rwaT 96
(Table 5: Distribution of Population by Primary Occupation/Activity [aged 10 years and above])

Female

Primary Activity

Housewife 12 0.41 1694 59.19 1706 29.41
Student 697 23.74 693 24.21 1390 23.97
Farmer 918 31.27 187 6.53 1105 19.05
Private sector employee 453 15.43 32 1.12 485 8.36
Self-employed (non-agriculture) 158 5.38 20 0.70 178 3.07
Government employee 31 1.06 18 0.63 49 0.84
Retired 2 0.07 0 0.00 2 0.03
Unable to work 94 3.20 109 3.81 203 35

Unemployed/Looking for work 178 6.06 13 0.45 191 3.29
Other 391 13.32 95 3.32 486 8.38
Missing 2 0.06 2 0.06 5 0.08

* There was one individual for whom information on gender and primary activity was missing.
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¥.¢ difer feafa (L o a1 &@Y) (Educational Attainment [aged 5 and above])

T 3 o WM TiiaEenT Siferer feafasam Figure 3 presents data on the educational
ST TEUT & | Uier auHTReT %20 attainment in Bagwana VDC. Of the 6610
SIS R030 ST (32 HTawTd) Thel FHieed individual aged 5 and above, 2030 (31 per cent)
> have never attended school and cannot read and
g TRt R T SEve T Ui geee | gEt
Roy o R TCHT as ‘no schooling but literate’. Only seven

T HTE SHEAT FHEHT < Fiawrd (Uco SH) people (0.01 per cent) have received madrasa
Teeh! TEAT | JWETe e farer e e education.

0.0? FTqeI & | HISHT HUHT Hehel TEIT IHT

L RE RGN IS EIRE

write, and 8 per cent (580) have been classified

o 3: WERAT®! SERRN JFJARD! SEEA AR (4 I§ a1 Whrer A1)
(Figure 3: Distribution of Population by Literacy Status [aged 5 and above])

Master’s (MA, MSc, etc) or higher § 31 (0.4%)

Bachelor's (BA, BSc, etc) 156 (2.36%)

Grades 11 to 12 [ 291 (4.4%)
Grades 9 to 10 [N 701 (10.61%)
Grades 6 to & ([N sss (13.43%)

Below grade 1 . 104 (1.57%)

Madrasa | 7 (0.01%)

No schooling/Literate _ 580 (8.77%)
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¥.\o fiferr feafa (4 ad a1 @rweeT adl) (SERTUMT R099)
(Educational Attainment [aged 5 and above] [Census 2011])

ot % o SmTaTT Miaeehr Siferes feurfaen
FRAT SFTUMT k022 3l T2ARATS SR S |
SRR ITEeh T8 T TEhTeTs HTS qHIh!
B T Ui TohfamehT Thet TTUHTeTTS Sreh!

T | die SUHITehT T R I WTetshT Tqat
TTUShT, STHT SEEATe Ureifies @8, 3¢ Hfasrder
frermeataes, 2o ufarder ATeafie T < ufdsrder
THUSTHT T TREAT S | Aier 71 oo farer
ETheeT TRt & |

Figure 4 presents data from the Census

2011 on educational attainment in Bagwana
VDC.The Census provides data on the levels
completed only and omits the population who
never went to any kind of school. Of the 3684
individuals above the age of five who received
schooling of some kind, half have completed
primary education, 21 per cent have completed
lower secondary, and 10 per cent secondary,
and only 6 per cent SLC. Higher education
has been received by less than 7 per cent of this
population.

o ¢: WERATH! SEReN IJFUR SEE fadaRer (4 ¥ a1 wewT AWfY) (SFROFT Q0499)
(Figure 4: Distribution of Population by Literacy Status [aged 5 and above] [Census 2011])

Level not stated . 40 (1.08%)
Non-formal education . 69 (1.87%)
Others |4(0.11%)

Post Graduate & equi. I 12 (0.32%)

Graduate & equi. . 58 (1.57%)

Intermediate & equi. - 188 (5.1%)
sLC & equi. [ 231 (6.27%)
secondary (9-10) | 375 (10.18%)

Lower Secondary (6-8) | 796 (21.61%)
primry (1-5)

Beginner l 42 (1.14%)

1869 (50.73%)
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¥.5 AT T AR ATemTAT fHRerart a¥ (4 a¥ T /1) Illiteracy Rate by
Caste and Ethnicity and Gender [5 years and above])

ATfeTeRT € o ST MTererehT T Table 6 presents data on the educational
STTasTTTasRT SYfereR Teurfaent sET S@TUHT & | attainment of various caste/ethnic groups of
T 3092 FT SO AT 2 S Bagwana VDC. Census 2011 recorded 43 per

i : cent illiteracy in Bagwana VDC which appears
T ST 024 T T 3¢ to have declined significantly to 31 per cent

3 T D | TR 7 Tt at the time of Parsa Study 2014.° Among the
ST U STTASTTideh! SHEHE Sal {-ar caste/ethnic groups with a population size
(wy. % yiqerd) weeft gfad T @euis qeare larger than 100, Madhesi Dalits have the

(%2 qﬁ-]'sr(-r) quqqﬁ =l highest illiteracy (54.44 per cent) followed by
Mallah (49 per cent).
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afedr §: Sraenfa ¥ fETE muRAr fAReRard ) (4 9§ T AIRY)
(Table 6: llliteracy Rate by Caste and Ethnicity and Gender [5 years and above])

Gty | Male [ remale | Tom | |
s/ m—m—m—

Tharu 374 21.33 37.99 1029 29.59
Madhesi Dalit 213 47.75 274 61.16 487 54.44
Mallah 32 39.02 52 57.78 84 48.83
Bahun 27 8.46 57 17.48 84 13.02
Pahadi Chhetri 23 12.17 47 27.32 70 19.39
Tamang 28 17.72 38 26.57 66 21.85
Pahadi Dalit 23 27.05 21 30.80 44 28.93
Majhi 13 0.50 20 86.97 B8 67.35
Kurmi 9 0.18 21 0.50 30 32.6

Koiri 8 12.50 16 31.37 24 20.87
Bin 8 38.09 7 50.00 15 42.86
Newar 2 4.76 8 25.50 10 13.51
Hajam 2 9.52 8 61.53 10 29.41
Muslim 1 3.22 8 30.77 9 15.79
Teli 3 25.00 5 50.00 8 36.36
Magar 3 15.79 4 20.00 7 17.94
Yadav 2 40.0 2 28.57 4 33.33
Sonar 2 13.33 2 16.66 4 14.81
Kanu 1 11.11 2 16.67 3 14.28
Madhesi Rajput 1 50.00 1 50.00 2 50.00
Kalwar 1 33.33 1 33.33 2 33.33
Other Janajati 1 25.00 1 25.00 2 25.00
Brahman-Tarai 0 0.00 1 33.33 1 8.33
Bhujel 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
Sanyasi 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
Missing 1 33.33 1 33.33 2 33.33

15



¥.% ST &I (Place of Birth)

et fers « =71 2@y AR SECIEICT Q\;ﬁ As seen in Figure 5 below, the vast majority, 85
fem (e wfaer) Tt fefeamaT STy per cent, of the population was born in Parsa
AR | i district, 14 per cent was born in another district

of Nepal while only 1 per cent reported his or

MUREESLE & =ie her birthplace as India. Only one instance of
WTCHT STHehT Rt FLITHS SEEIER birth outside Nepal or India was recorded.
ARASTEeh 3T TIFHT STHhT 9T & |

A 4 9 e YR Seee faaRer
(Figure 5: Distribution of Population by Place of Birth)

Total Male Female
!71.7%

—0.3%

M Parsa [ In another district within Nepal India

Note: 3 missing/unstated values.
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¥.90 ARTIHATRT SAFEAT (9% a6 ar @rweat /1t (Citizenship Status [aged 16

and above])

ARTRGRAT 9TC TRt ATHT T qeeehent siqeear  Out of the total 4814 individuals (66 per cent)

¥ (S5 TATT) WEY 3023 SR JuTelt eligible for citizenship, 3712 (77 per cent)
TR ST ® WY 33 SR m have Nepali citizenship papers while a sizeable
ro0s 22 per cent (1079 individuals) do not. Of the

eligible population who have not applied for

fewart ®:F[ | TR SETOT fere e ot citizenship, 68 per cent are female and 32 per
SHTOTIS THUSHTHEAT &< Hiqerd Afgar T 23 cent are male. There are 10 residents with
yiaera &Y Torw | Y& I 20 SHRAT 9 YRashl  Indian citizenship.

ARTHERT forT |

fr & TRBam® smuReT SeeEn faaver (g 9§ a1 | A7)
(Figure 6: Distribution of Citizenship of Individuals [aged 16 and above])

3712

2094
1618
1079
736
343
3 7 10
Male Female Total
B Nepali I Indian No citizenship

Note: 13 missing/unstated values.

17



¥.99 SUaTRT et i (Ownership of Household Assets)

STTETHT TTTTEHT T equT THUshT 2320
FRARETHE Sck BRATER (4o wfaer) &1
@t ™ ST Ry w7 v 3 wfgeadT gdiEr
ST ToITT | cew (103 Tidaera) sRafEmET
ey gl (Faser T e @mE go)
W, o’ TN (o Fiderd) ST drgehet
AU T ¥ ¢ TSI STARTSIT et uTea |
FIT UEHT 9 3.4 Hfaerd a1 forw |

Of the 1210 households enumerated in
Bagwana VDC, even though all households
own a minimal amount of land, only 685 (57
per cent) households own agricultural land,
which means that a significant 43 per cent
do not have agricultural land. A considerable
885 (73 per cent) households have telephone
connectivity (which includes both mobiles and
landlines), 809 households (67 per cent) have
bicycles, and 41 per cent of households have
televisions. Ownership of a computer is only

among 3.5 per cent of the households.

fr o: uRaR®! Trfmr Wi (SRURIRS! <w=)

Figure 7: Ownership of Household Assets [Number of Households])

868
810
688
506
239
105 97
Q o o] E o w 9] =
= c = > g
3 S & z 9 2 2
2 € g 3 s
o S s)
5 £ = N °
< g
5 )
) <<
@
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Y. 9@ T AT (Migration and Remittances)

T GUEHT T ST FeTaeiier e equr
TTRUERT ERANEERT 5 IT TEET FH IiT T,
& 9T AR STTIRT ATHT Shel TUHT (TR
AT STE A g4), ufeet AT SAfeet FaTEAT Tusht
TR TEeIeEaTs geiehd Teht T |
T STTUHTRT YaTEHehT AT < AfeaT srefe
STATERrT Teg T TTferdl STt TUehT g
ST TRehT 9T ATII T STEIT R02% of 9
JGehT HHT dishen! & |

T ST 0% o “F FURER STHaTe
Teh SHT I HT qf JSTEHT el a1 5 el
TR STUHT AT ST NARATS FaTet Eafam
T qieTTid TeRT @ 17 2R20 SRETE
IS Lok EANER (¥ W) &8 vara
BRI T el JaTe SHEEIT ¢33 (22.%¢

JiaeTe) Teh! UTUehT & |

The migration section of the Parsa Study
questionnaire started by listing the names of
each family member of the surveyed household
who had left the house for any amount of time
and gone elsewhere (internally, externally or
both), either in the past or currently. It should
be noted here that Parsa Study 2014 did not
place any time limit for movement away from
the VDC to count as migration unlike the

six months’ absence required by the national
census. Parsa Study 2014, thus, defined a
migrant household as a household which
has/had at least one migrant at any point of
time and a migrant as someone who has/had
migrated away from the VDC at any point of
time. Accordingly, of the total 1210 households,
the study counted 505 (42 per cent) as migrant
households with a total migrant population of

833 (11.48 per cent).

TGP §: YaRI ERURGR T S
(Table 6: Migrant Households and Population)

Migrant Households
Migrant Population
Male

Female

505
833"
706
126

* There was one individual for whom information on gender was missing.
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¥.9 gaTEt ¥ fegaret aafat faa<et (Migrant and
Non-Migrant Households)

qTeTRT ¢ o AT TiaEehT aST FIER garEt Table 7 looks at the state of migrant households
SIS SWTUSHT & | TRUTHeT 218 STTeTSrar of Bagwana VDC by ward. The results show
EI'{‘H'@W e e = that almost half the households have had at

> > 33 > oy least one migrant at some point of time. Wards
S et ® 1 gt Number 4 and 8 stand out with more than 50
T ¢ 1T Ko gfaeray==r YT FUER S |

per cent migrant households.

TSI ©: JIRP! IAGRRAT FJER ERYADT faawor
(Table 7: Distribution of Households by Migration Status)

53 20 73

1 271,35
2 75 12 87 13.79
3 91 47 138 34.05
4 65 87 152 57.23
5 64 27 91 29.67
6 25 10 35 28.57
7 95 60 155 38.71
8 81 93 174 53.44
9 156 149 305 48.85
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YR ST STETRAT TETE SFEEn (Migrant Population by Gender)

qTieTRT ¢ F AT TiaEehT IS8T FIER ey Table 8 shows the migrant population of

SHEITATS SWTUSHT & | TSTEET SATiTeh T Bagwana VDC. It is clear that migration is a
dered phenomenon wherein males comprise

Weh! T 2REURT | TITHAAT STHEEHT Jeuehl 50" p p

IS T ST ek 5 85 per cent of the migrant population. The

<\ UTdqeTd @ehl & | Miagsne
TATEHT ST JEuaEaR! ST 3 IR a9 & T
AfgaTen! 2¢ a9 B |

average age at first migration for males is 22

years while for females it is 18 years.

afeer ¢ Jat X IRUERT ERgADT dfehie
(Table 8: Migrant Population by Ward)

Total
Female .
_ Number | Percentof population

1 30 10 40 8.0
2 13 2 15 2.8
3 70 10 80 9.0
4 148 45 193 21.0
5 38 7 45 8.7
6 10 0 10 5.0
7 77 4 81 9.0
8 120 25 146 14.0
9 200 23 223 12.0
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Y.3 JAE=ERT FRUT (Reason for Migration)

e SIS FTEAT ST Fe HRT
USTTRY 9UeRT ST | crefes fre T arfement
AT TET-THT TTURT I1gAT | SR FHeT AT et
T T 3o STSEHRT ATHT FTHTHT STTFeRT
T T W FIT | 8T TeehT &7 ST A
TR FeTer YATEHT ST & T

Employment is found to be the main reason

for migration with nearly three quarters giving
this as the reason for migration, followed by
education and training. Very few give the search
for high salaries or a better standard of living as
the principal reason for migration. There are 10
migrants who specified family pressure as the

primary reason for migration.

AGDT R: JATDI THE HRUEH
(Table 9: Primary Reason for Migration)

Employment

Higher salary/Income
Marriage

Better standard of living
Better infrastructural facilities
Education/Training
Family/Peer pressure

Other

Missing

623 74.82
10 1.2

0.84

0.72

0.72

112 13.49
10 1.2

29 3.49

30 3.49
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Y. qatadent afget e (First Migration Destination)

STSITT TTTeReeRT 42 WasTe Sarefiesent afeer
TS ATty TorRT | e EehT 25/ 2%
TfaTaeT W SR T HATGRIT TsTehl ST |
SCAGHIT SHEAT =1TE TiaeT Fae T=eareht
FHT WG SRTEECTS UsTohT T1AT |

For 51 per cent of migrants from Bagwana, the
first destination of migration was within Nepal,
followed by India and Malaysia with 16 per
cent each. A good number also reported their
first migration destination to be countries in the

Middle East.

¢ varEe 9wl T
(Figure 8: First Migration Destination)

Qatar (5.3%)

Saudi Arabia (5.7%)

India (16.0%)

Note: 24 missing/unstated values.

e

Others (1.7%)

Within Nepal (52.5%)
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Y4 T T tfecr Tetersht 94T (Migrants and Occupations at Last Destination)

SATTATHTERT STTIRIIT YaTeies (3% g'[‘?mﬁ) o The majority of migrants from Bagwana
TeTTEToRT ST SEIRTe &5 ST e R | worked in the industrial sector (35 per cent) in
T = SepeT ‘31T the last destination of migration. More than
E = ; © half selected ‘other’ in response to the listed
Eﬂ—g CER for | e 23 fields of employment. Of the 23 individuals
RIS Eﬁ—ﬁ ATHGTLERT TIHT 21 LRI SATUShT who reported their occupation as domestic

T | ZrEmT & ST =i Atear e | work, 9 were female.

o : aiffd A U

(Figure 9: Occupation at Last Destination)

Construction (1.5%)
Domestic Work (2.9%) ‘ —_
U Agricultural (1.0%)

Driving (6.9%)

NA (0.9%)

Others (52.2%)
Factory (34.6%)

Note: 37 missing/unstated values.
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¥.% YfWEawa & (Remittance Amount)

JATEHT TTUSHT <33 L ¥ 9o («& gfaem) i Of the 833 migrants, 470 (56 per cent) sent

Yfrrear= ToTueT frw o 332 (wo Hfaw) remittances while 331 (40 per cent) never

3 Y wﬁsrrw‘s‘ e e sent any money to their households. Almost
) 83 per cent of the remitters transferred in the

Y3TTA | Eh—ﬁ_d A ‘J‘fﬁfﬂﬁﬁ 20,000-%0 000

. range of NPR 10,000-50,000 or less in one
RAATHRT Teh A TeTesHT T | 2% wifa el transaction. Only 14 per cent remitted NPR

40,000-%,00,000 FHRIT T 0 ST Roo,000 50,000-100,000; there was only one remitter
FOGTICT &t TohH Tiaueeh I3TUshT fIT | who transferred more than NPR 200,000 per

transaction.

aifedr qo0: IeaTId HH
(Figure 10: Amount Remitted)

Amount in NRP Number of Remitters m

Less than 10,000 153 32.53
10,000-20,000 139 29.57
30,000-50,000 98 20.85
50,000-100,000 66 14.04
100,000-200,000 11 2.34
More than 200,000 1 0.21
Missing 34 7.23

25



Y.\ Yfaaaet @iegw (Channels of Remittances)

Ao uatsT fafa=T @reteht ATeadesent yanr  Various channels were used for remittance

feuenT fory ST ¥R AfaRTder HiT ST transfer of which 42 per cent reported money
R CHOE W SATRT T BT Y tran.sfer agencie:1 a.s tfhe r.rll.ediun}l1 ior selndli;g

Sy remittances to their families, while on

e S ST | STIEHRT HIT (34,04 per cent reported using banks. A signif}i]cant

EIRNEY ém SIRICIRINERLIET] proportion (25 per cent) sent remittances

YSTTHT T 2R iwTdet AT Tehal HiT fefet through friends or acquaintances and 12 per

SATTRT T | cent brought back money with themselves upon

their return.

A qo0: Ycarad ArgH

(Figure 10: Channels of Remittances

Others (1.1%)

/\

Relatives (1.1%)

Money Transfer
(41.8%)

—

Friends/Acquaintance
(25.1%)

Note: 33 missing/unstated values.
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Y.z IfHeaT FETaCuTR! aTTRAl (Frequency of Remittance Transfers)

AT TBTUaRT ¥ vo YaEHE 2% Hfasrder Of the 470 migrants who sent remittances, 39

3 ofear o< ufasrder € "I =T T 20 per cent used to send money intervals of three
, hs, 16 per cent sent it every six months
yfrETeer 9 ST AR GSTCh Ty | o 0P Y ’
f : EGE S and 30 per cent sent money whenever funds

were required and this was predominantly the

case with internal migrants.

oA q9: eI TR IRERA

(Figure 11: Frequency of Remittance Transfers)

Others (5.8%)
Yearly (3.8%)

Upon return (4.7%)

Once every three
months (38.9%)

Whenever required
(30.3%)

Note: 32 missing/unstated values.
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%. FATEART HTSHR-IATIF THTEEE (Socio-Economic Impacts
of Migration)

T RT I9 GUSHT YaTETh] THTSTh- ATl This section of the report discusses the findings
TWTETeRT ST < TTRUEHT & | F6er AT of the study with regard to the socio-economic
> O Pt impact of migration. It presents findings on
' income sources, expenditure patterns, and
TITeRATeRT HEEI-HHT UG TeIRETS helTUahl
| T GUST AT TR HTHATIST T This section also presents the findings on some
FRAT I1 @rSfHITa Tl 3 | of the social impacts of migration.

healthcare preferences in migrant households.

%.q TR AT I9E (Impact on Source of Income)

YaTaTe Tel SR T FUIETEhT Tefear et Dependence on the household head as

TTTHT 2T SRausT RRET | vETEas T ¥ &R o breadwinner appears to decrease slightly with

ey (2% W) AT g EIT‘:[\?ﬁ the incidence of migration. A total of 462
household heads, 96 per cent, were the main

Forw o yareaTs A7 w3 (<3 ufae) @r

ST B | FATHATe ARt Hf i that declined to 443, 87 per cent, after someone

P
Tkt EGHT (2 NG ¢ Tlaere) Teehl wrga | from the household had migrated. Adult

children as a source of income also increased

source of income prior to migration, a figure

after migration, from 3 to 8 per cent.

ST 99: J&I FFIFD i (Ve aAfy 3 uf)

(Table 11: Primary Source of Income Pre and Post-migration)

Source of Income Pre-Migration Post-Migration
Head of household 462 443
Spouse 9 14
Adult children 15 39
Sibling 1 1
Other Household Member 8 3
Interest/Investment/Loan 1 2
Other Missing 0

28



%.R TAEAH @=AT A1 (Impact on Household Expenditure)

TR dTfeTehTel ENTNENehT JaTa-3T T qfseh! The table below lays out the expenditure

Geh! H=HTATS SEIUhT B | ATETHIH patterns of migrant households before and after
ayfrerisT fewaT =T, fere, e T fmfomr migration. For most households, the highest
e tﬂ%?ff | AT AT proportion of their income is spent on food,

; A > A - education and healthcare. After migration, the
o= il ’ N proportion spent on food went down while
SQehT ITSAT |

increases were seen in the share spent on

education, health and construction.

WSHT 92: Y= ¥ ufs ERURIRS g7 wad oo
(Table 12: Distribution of Households by Primary Expenditure Pre- and Post-Migration)

Primary expenditure

Number of Households Per cent Number of Households Per cent
Food items 389 77.03 422 83.56
Education 77 15.25 48 9.50
Health care 30 5.94 24 4.75
Construction 1 0.20 1 0.02
Land purchase 1 0.20 0 0.00
Repaying debts 1 0.20 0 0.00
Luxury goods 1 0.20 0 0.00
Marriage/Funeral 0 0.00 2 0.04
Other 5 0.99 4 0.79
Missing 0 0.00 4 0.79
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%.3 FaTHT aufart T dar yrafaeRdt (Healthcare Preferences of

Migrant Households)

aeren TesTel Yamet T et SR fEret S
T ATT STTURT F T T leh TaRehT
@R B | FaTeT SRR arigiishiehet
ST ShH 9 = TUTTeA I2ehT 18U |

The figure below shows that there has not
been much difference in the health-seeking
behaviour of migrant households before and
after migration. There was, however, a nearly
four-fold decrease among migrant households
seeking the help of faith-healers.

e 9?: yarl RuRaR®! w@rRe wrifwar (Ve i ¥ uf)

(Figure 12: Primary Healthcare

306
241
131
I 107

Preference Pre- and Post-Migration)

B Post-migration Pre-migration

97
31
20 26 18
4 8 3 2 0
Local Pharmacy Health Post Government Ojha/Dhami/  Private Hospital Community Others
Hospital Jhakri Healthcare Worker

2 missing/unstated values pre-migration; 14 missing/unstated values post-migration.
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€. ¥ TS TLhT AT THTERT Hedied (Assessment of the Economic

Impact of Migration)

TATE SRUNERATS SehT Ush TE& Jariad
&aT TR TEIeT 1 T BTSh! T 9T
T THUsRT TR | & ufqeTay=aT St Tare
SRARETT TEQT THUhT SdTT | SRANEREhT HE&T
JETEHT U Ui ST ITETdTel | h1H T
BIehT FaTy | e ggor Tefe STawehar [
YUSHT T, 37eh! Ueh ST ShT hTHRT a1
IfTTERTCT T 37 g8 ST 37T TR Taf ufees
TR T STSHT FATT |

YTl SRANETCAT 37eh @ietehl SATRiH
TS Ui IRePT B | 2% UTGeTd STardier
e SRARERHAT TR ATl omer ot
TS ICH YUehT FdTUhT T | wee i =g
JTLETAT (U3 ST AT wo Ufaqerd) of HAferehia
T S TR THTE TR a1 W ©R ST
(2% TfaTd) e TN THEhT STES |

Migrant households were asked whether the
migration of a member of the household has
resulted in members of the household having
stopped working. More than 96 per cent of
the migrant households reported that was not
the case. Only five respondents reported that
they had quit working because of a member’s
migration of which two reported that was
because the financial needs had now been
fulfilled, one said that the household work
burden had increased while two provided other
reasons.

There are other economic impacts of
migration as well. Approximately 14 per cent
of the respondents think that migration of a
member from the family has had a positive
impact on their household. Nearly three
quarters (253 or 70 per cent) think that the
impact has been positive while 72 (14 per cent)
believe it had had no effect.

A 93: yare ey weeied

(Figure 13: Self-Assessment of Economic Impact of Migration)

283
72 70
56
Slightly No effect Very Don't know  Slightly Very
positively positively negatively negatively

16 missing/unstated values.
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%Y Afgen agwitar T fufaar gam@aet 991 (Impact of Migration on
Female Participation and Decision Making)

TATE AT kT T JaTfad gar
HTeISTIeh ST AlecTeh! TEATHTATATS T
et R T fore v we af arfaenr
R | SETETET MfEEET 3% (¥4 Hfawrd) ST
HHNTeHF I faU 9 %% (w3 ulaera) of H¥
Tiard TIUhT FATT | Tk ST 3TLETdTel 9
eWTRTATHT AT SR SHTT |

FATRT 93 ITEETEE (%R Uidqwrd)
FRYNATehT TEe FaTiad §aT SR
Heetreht fofer e T g Yot 3res
O ek (Wy Tfaerd) of e afEd TR
STHTURT & |

Respondents from migrant households

were also asked whether the migration of a
household member had had any effect on
women’s participation in the public sphere.
In Bagwana VDC, 225 (45 per cent) of the
migrant households reported in the positive
while 266 (53 per cent) reported no change
at all. Only one respondent reported reduced
participation.

Similarly, 213 respondents (42 per cent)
thought that migration of a household member
had increased women’s decision-making within
the household and 275 (54 per cent) reported
no change.

= ay: gaE ¥ RuRaIRE Afterd ol

(Figure 14: Migration and Women'’s Decision-making within Household)

Decreased (43%)

14 missing/unstated values.
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%.% JEIGEEHT TaEAHT 9 (Impact of Migration on the

Elderly Population)

ERUTETRERT HERT FaTHHT TaT THSRT
HiecTe®eh! TRITHTAT T fHuTierek areamr
HHNIHR TITE LRI T qTafT JaTeer
FEIETATS W WIS fauart 3 | aEramT
TTferEeRT 3R (% UfaeTd) ITETATRr HIS Jard-el
TSI ST TRRTHF THTE THEhT FATC 9 20 (R
TTqeTe) & TRRICHe: TS TahT 9 T ¥R (<%
iaerd) =1e TEIETh! AT FH THEd
FATTRT 3TE |

Unlike the somewhat significant positive
changes in women’s participation in the
community and household decision-making,
elderly members of the households did not
benefit much from the migration of a family
member. In Bagwana VDC, only 32 (6 per
cent) respondents reported that migration has
had a positive impact on the elderly, 10 (2 per
cent) thought it had affected them negatively,
and 424 (84 per cent) believed it had had

no impact.

A qy: gEgEEET TaNT®l gWE
(Figure 15: Impact of Migration on Elderly Population)

Negative (2%)

Positive (7%)

Note: 39 missing/unstated values.
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1. Mega Publication and Research Centre, Village Development Committee and Demagraphic Profile of Nepal
2013. Kathmandu: Mega Publication and Research Centre, 2013.

2. Parsa DDC, VDC Household Survey, 2067. Birgunj: Parsa DDC.

3. A household was termed as locked if the enumerators visited three times during the enumeration and
found it locked on each occasion. These households are not included in any of the calculations.

4. Sharma, Pitamber, Some Aspects of Nepal’s Social Demography: Census 2011 Update. Kathmandu: Social
Science Baha and Himal Books, Kathmandu, 2014.

5. 'The final part of a marriage ceremony performed to officially send the bride to live with the groom’s family,
which usually occurs about a couple of years after the wedding.

6. ‘Illiterate’ denotes those who cannot read and write.
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