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Chapter I

Introduction

1.1
Statement of the problem

In Nepal, more than 81% of the population depend on subsistence traditional agriculture. More than 90% live in rural areas and over 45% below the poverty line. Further, the population growth rate of urban Nepal was almost 6% per annum for the intercensal period, 19981-91. Of the total population (18,491,097), the share of child population under age 18
 was almost 48.3% and children between 5 to 17 years were 33.6% in 1991 (CBS, 1991).

Due to the overwhelming traditional agricultural economy, children constitute an integral part of family workforce and they are also engaged in both formal and informal sectors. Many studies found that both boys and girls begin to work around six years of age and surprisingly spend a significant amount of their time in household activities. For instance, in a Nepalese village, a child aged 6-8 spends almost 5 hours, a child aged 9-11 spends 8.4 hours, a child aged 12-14 years spends almost 10 hours in a day for all types of work (Nag et al., 1978:296). They specially help around the home, running errands, helping in farms, animal cares, and taking care of younger children.

Child work in Nepal has been increasing day by day. The rate of increase is 18.1% per year (Pathak, 1999). Child work is not always restricted to the home or without leaving home and parents. By definition, when child work occurs out side home for a wage or a livelihood that is usually regarded as ‘child labour' and this usually facilitates the migration of children.

Studies on migration have largely been devoted to adults as migrating actors, a generally, it is parents who move outside home for family survival by leaving their children at home. However, nowadays, children and youth are also involved in migration, particularly from rural to urban areas, and they leave their parents at home. This is just the other side of the coin.

There are about 500,000 children in Nepal who migrated from rural areas to urban centres. Of which, about 300,000 are involved in different jobs, 5,000 are street children, 40,000 children are working in debt bondage
, 100 in prison, and about 50,000 children are working in the sex industries, this includes children being trafficked into India and elsewhere for this purpose (Pradhan, 1995:43). In urban Nepal, the major jobs they are involved in are: cottage industries, manufacturing industries, domestic servants, selling goods in shops and in streets, manual labourers, tourism and travel industries, ragpicking, prostitution, begging, etc (Sattaur, 1993).

The trend of child migration from hill to Tarai and from rural to urban areas has been increasing day by day, as some preliminary studies (CWD, 1993; CWCD, 1996) have shown (CWCD, 1997). But the migration of children to urban areas compared to hill to Tarai is much pronounced whether the place of origin is rural or urban (KC at al., 1997). In most of the sectors in urban Nepal, the migrant children are predominant (table 1.1). For instance, about 92% of porters, 87% of Temp-khalasis
, 95% of domestic servants, 93% of shoe shiners, and 97% of carpet weavers are found to be migrants in Kathmandu valley.

The migration of children to urban area has been increasing since the last decade. Even though migration existed during the Panchayat system
, the tempo accelerated after the restate of multiparty democracy in 1990. Given this increasing rate of child migration, it calls for interaction from policy makers who face problems mainly from urban agglomerations, especially in Kathmandu Valley, which has been the major migrant receiving area. This is because, being the capital city, most of the opportunities concerning livelihood and most of the developmental infrastructures are concentrated in the Kathmandu Valley City. Given the job opportunities in Kathmandu Valley, children from other areas migrate to this city in increasing numbers.

KC et al., (1997) claimed that the percentage of children who migrated to urban areas was 54.1 irrespective of the place of origin. They also revealed that the percentage of migrants in urban areas among those who originated from rural was 53.8 while for those who originated from other urban areas was 54.8. This indicates that big urban areas, especially cities in Kathmandu valley, are the main child migrants receiving areas and the adjoining peripheral districts are the main children sending areas (Gurung and Hamal, 1998; CWS, 1996). The peripheral districts are mainly Kavre, Sindhupalchowk, Nuwakot, Dhading, and Ramechhap, which have higher incidence of child migration (INSEC, 1996).

There are several factors associated with migration of children from rural to urban. Hardship life in rural areas with poor roads and communications and development initiatives are concentrated only in the Kathmandu Valley (Sattaur, 1993). Extreme poverty and landlessness in rural areas are also fueling migration of children toward the urban centers (CWIN, 1989; INSEC, 1996). Besides, the feudal legacy (employing servants paying substandard wages), socio-cultural background, land distribution pattern, lack of education opportunities have made migration to Kathmandu a way of life of many children in the surrounding districts (CWIN, 1997).

In addition, some studies have been devoted to prove an association among education and child employment and child migration. Some studies have found that the incidence of child labour is intimately connected with non-schooling of children, and the expansion of schooling can reduce the distressing phenomenon of child labour (Dreze and Sen, 1995:14-15). Higher child labour is associated with lower level of educational attainment (Thapa et al., 1996).  However, Boyden (1994), Niewenhuys (1994), and Fyfe (1989) argue that there is little evidence to support the evidence that compulsory education brings an end to child labour. This cannot be explained in all contexts. Universal education is less achieved by compulsory measures than by making schools attractive (Bequele and Myers, 1995). Even if the school is attractive by making more accessible and available to all, some children do work combined with schooling which may be due to poverty or due to the necessity of the mode of production, whereas some do not go to school even they do not need to work.

Therefore, it is important to look at those children who are not necessarily from poor households and not necessarily been to school, but have left home and working in urban areas. Even if they are from poor households and they have dropped out of school, the main reason why they left home may be different from poverty and school dropout. It may be more social which is beyond the poverty and school attainment. Poverty or educational attainment alone cannot explain why some children leave their homes. In this case, children’s families can potentially provide an important key to understanding the phenomenon of migration of children. It is because family is very much a primary and strong unit of social institution. How and in what way a child has grown up depends on how the family is. In this way, even though we cannot deny that the family depends on other socio-economic and cultural contexts and children have their own capacity to decide on their own affairs, one of the factors responsible for children’s decision and actions come from their family situation. It can thus be argued that no matter how children leave home – may be run away or may be with consent of their parents or other relatives or friends. Running away generally must be either due to family problems or due to one’s own misdeed. This misdeed may also come from family problems. Even though children themselves have made a decision to leave home, the decision may have been made by consulting with parents. It can be said that the consultation may facilitate children leaving home as they have their permission from parents. Both are resulted into migration and why they migrate is therefore in one side or another due to family reasons. 

It is very common that most parents do not want their children to leave home and to become child labourers. The expectation of every parent of their children is to have a better future than they have. Parents have an ambition to provide an appropriate base for their children’s better future. But the family may be operating inappropriately, which may be different from the expected and which may be affected by other factors. They are exogenous as well as endogenous contexts that operate in the family. Exogenous refers to the political, socio-economic and cultural environment, where the family can not have control over the situation and endogenous refers to the differentiation and disintegration of the family itself.

Family system has been changing over the time. Before, in traditional society, the mode of production, especially agriculture, was very much labour intensive, which supported to the joint and extended family. The value system was integrative such as family solidarity and harmony. Due to appropriate integration system, mode of production of the household functioned according to cooperation within the family. At that time too, children used to work in the farm. The type of child work was protected by family members on one hand and children did not go far from home for work on the other hand. This type of child work was not exploitative. When family underwent the modernization process, the family system has been differentiated into specific structures. Each member of the family has their own taste. This differentiation affected the family basically in two ways, i) through promoting nuclear families and ii) problem of disintegration. This has been caused by the changing family demography due to structural differentiation (Smelser, 1964). This change affects the family in several ways. Increasing market integration and globalization results into structural changes in the family, which in turn, result into lack of control over their lives forcing many disadvantaged families into situations where personal relations break down under stress; loss of self-esteem both from parents and children, combined with joblessness, substance abuse and despair, are made worse by the fact that poverty also dispossess people of their political as well as their economic rights (Moore, 1994). The problem of coordinating the family institution and the economic institution arose. Children were supposed to go outside the family to find jobs. In this way the child population is one of the victims of this process, today, in most of the poor countries. This has many implications for children’s lives, their involvement in work, and the ways in which we think about these issues (White, 1996:829). These problems are equally present in Nepal, which has undergone a lot of changes over time.

The main component of family affected by crisis is family instability. Family instability has been mainly caused by broken family composition. Broken families can be caused by death of parents or breadwinners or the presence of stepparents in the family. Due to increasing rates of family break up and consequent remarriage, many children face exploitation, beatings, neglect and verbal abuse from their step parent/ other family members (CWD, 1993; CWCD, 1997), children run away to the towns and end up working in some way or another to survive  (ILO, 1995). Another component is family size. Although family is on the way to modernization, the fertility is still high, total fertility rate is 4.6 (MOH, 1997), implying large family size. Large family size contributes to child migration as many parents may face financial difficulties and so are compelled to send at least one child out to work (CWIN, 1993).

In this way, while certainly many other (mainly economic) factors provide an important context for child migration, whether in terms of reason or decision making process family can be seen as one of the core elements immediately responsible for rural to urban migration of children in Nepal.

1.2
Research Questions

This research is about rural-urban migration that is very common not only in Nepal but all over the world. This is a process of urbanisation, modernisation, and ultimately, globalisation. However, this study considers children as the migrating actor, before being mature. Thus the questions arises here is “why these little people move out from home? Or what are the factors associated with the migration of these little people?” This study seeks to explore the reasons related to family system and socio-economic factors and how these factor influence child migration. So, the specific questions to support and clarify in detail the central question are:

· What is the extent and pattern of child migration to urban Nepal?

· What is the role of family system in child migration?

· What other factors influence changes in family systems and child migration?

1.3
Significance of the Study

Since the last two decades, the volume of child labour has been increasing in Nepal, especially, in the urban areas. After they leave home, they go to the urban areas, and work for their livelihood. Today, a number of organizations are working in the field of child labour either to rescue or to rehabilitate them. However, the tendency to migrate or to leave home and to come to the city has not been controlled. This fact indicates that there are some special reasons behind, which are responsible for them leaving home for urban work. This study tries to depict those reasons and the pattern of child migration especially in the Kathmandu Valley, which has academic as well as policy implications.

Most researches carried out, till now, are devoted in demonstrating the nature and extent of child labour and its reasons. The reasons have been focused especially on poverty and education. But, fewer studies are on migration of children and no study has analysed reasons for child migration. One of the most important things to be considered are the reasons for leaving home related to the family factor. While about no study and a very few papers talk about the reasons related to family factors, there is still no study carried out explaining the contribution of the modernization process.

Therefore, this study tries to contribute fulfilling the gap in research on reasons why children leave home particularly related to family itself, on one hand. This would contribute substantially to the policy makers to overcome the problems related to child migration in urban areas, on the other hand. In the case of research, scholars think mostly about studying migration of adults. Considering and being a child is also a social actor, attention should be given to this sector by both academicians as well as policy makers. This study is trying to add a small brick in academic sphere of child migration. Another thing is that the migration of children is a social phenomenon rather than an economic factor because a child is a more social actor than economic. Thus, this study tries to explain the child migration more on sociological ground rather than economic.

1.4  Organization of the Study

This study contains five chapters. The theoretical background is dealt in chapter II by discussing Smelser’s Structural Differentiation approach and Process-Context Approach developed by PRC Groningen as the theoretical framework. Chapter III is about methodology of the study, which deals with the information, methods, and operational definition of terms the study has used. In addition, what are limitations researcher has faced concerning this research. The chapter IV deals with the patterns and extent of migration of children. Several contextual as well as motivational factors within which the migration of children takes place, and reasons for child migration are also dealt in this chapter. Finally, chapter V deals with the summary and conclusions for this study.

Chapter II

Theoretical Foundations for Family and Migration of Children

This chapter deals with the historical and theoretical foundations for the study on family system and migration of children in Nepal. Based on the foundations, the analytical approach will be advanced for this study. A sociological approach, structural differentiation, is adopted for the theoretical foundation, which explains the family systems and reasons why children leave home for urban work in the process of modernization. In addition, childhood socialization and migration and urbanization are also discussed within this framework in the context of modernization process in Nepal, which help to understand what are the factors that stimulate children to leave home.

Family system explains the change in the family over the period under the modernization process in Nepal. It provides some insights regarding family system before and after underwent structural differentiation. This helps us to understand that the family system is responsible for child migration. Childhood socialization explains the changing concept of childhood and youth in Nepal, which refers to differences between before and after the family system underwent the structural differentiation in the process of modernization. This provides some insights to advance definition of children, child work, and child labourer, which are made in chapter III. In addition, this provides some insights to understand the gap between the generations before and now in terms of socialization process of childhood, so that we could find out the reasons why the definition of childhood socialization is moving away from classical ones. Another component discussed in this section is migration and urbanization. This provides an insight of the processes of migration that contributes to urbanization and basic theories related to rural-urban migration in Nepal. These theories help to conceptualize the rural-urban migration of children as adult migration under the process of modernization.

The Process-context approach is adopted as an analytical framework for this study to understand those contexts, which are responsible for family system as well as migration of children as a process. This approach helps to explain the argument made under the structural differentiation that migration of children is a process within the limiting contexts of modernization.

2.1 Family System and Structural Differentiation Approach

A family is a primary unit of social organisation. It is made up of individuals who pass through a number of life stages, each one of which will be closely connected to ideas about what is expected of them and what is due to them (Moore, 1994:3). In some respects, family and households seem to be similar. But, they are not the same in most contexts depending up on histories of communities and societies. Family members may be spread across several households, and household units can contain individuals who are not part of the unit comprising the conjugal couple and their children (Moore, 1994:2).

A family is located at local level of culture and society. The local transformation is as much a part of globalisation as the lateral extension of social connections across time and space (Giddens, 1990:64). Transformation of family system depends on social connection across time and space. To explain the transformation of family system from traditional to modern ones in Third World countries, Smelser (1964) introduces a sociological approach under the modernization perspective, as part of globalization process. This approach is the structural differentiation approach. According to this approach, in the past, the traditional family had a complicated structure with large and multigenerational relatives living together under the same roof (So, 1991:26). It was multifunctional and responsible not only for reproduction and emotional support, but also for production (the family farm), for education (informal parental socialization), for welfare (care of the elderly), and for religion (ancestral worship). In addition, in the traditional family system, mutual self-help and reciprocity were vital for carrying out many subsistence tasks, and frequently exploitation of natural resources occurring through co-operation by relatives.

In the modern society, the family institution has undergone structural differentiation. It is small and has become nuclear with simpler structure. It has increased the functional capacity of institutions. Smelser further argues that it has created the problem of integration, that is, of co-ordinating the activities of the various new institutions. The traditional family institution, for instance, was largely spared the problem of integration. Many functions, such as economic production and protection, were carried out within the family. The children worked on the family farm and were dependent upon the family for protection. However, after the family underwent structural differentiation, integration problems arose in the modern society. Now there is the problem of co-ordinating the family institution and the economic institution, for the children need to go outside the family to find jobs. There is also the problem of co-ordinating the family institution and the protective institution, for the family can no longer protect family members from injustice in the workplace. In these respects, structural differentiation has created problems of integration (So, 1991:27).

Using this framework of structural differentiation, problems of integration, and social disturbances, Smelser shows that modernisation is not necessarily a smooth and harmonious process, which are so common in the Third World (So, 1991:28). Nepal is not an exception where the family system is in the transitional stage, under the structural differentiation as a process of modernisation. The details are in the section of analytical approach.

2.2 Childhood Socialization and Modernization

Defining childhood is complex. Sociologists have defined it in several ways, which have generated a great debate. Most of the definitions of childhood are based on global model ignoring local and cultural contexts that determines the period and nature of childhood. Ennew (1994:11) describes how international legislation is developed around a version of childhood that is based on “middle-class children in the north (and the south) who do go to school, play, live in increasing private families and are assumed to helpless and not able to carry out adult tasks”. Boyden (1990:184) indicates that official versions of childhood are based on the ideology that childhood is demarcated by a series of biological and psychological attributes, as opposed to social and cultural diversity in which they live. He contrasts Britain and Peru as an example:

“In the former, it is illegal to leave infants and small children in charge of juveniles under the age of 14. In the latter, on the other hand, the national census records a significant group of 6 to 14 year olds who are heads of households and as such are the principal breadwinners in the family, sometimes even the sole person in charge of the care of younger siblings” (Boyden, 1985 cited in Boyden, 1990:198).

This exhibits the differences in competencies and incapacities associated with childhood in different societies and often imply contradictory conceptions of the child (Boyden, 1990:198) and the limitations of the global model defining childhood. Ennew (1994) further points out that there are different stages in childhood and that these are affected by the age a child starts to work and the type of work they do. Bista (1991) identifies the process of childhood development in traditional society of Nepal, which more than 90 per cent of the total population belong to is:

“At four or five, the child begins to work and then starts its separation from the mother. It either has to look after a younger child, especially if female, or herd the family’s sheep and goats following the advice of an adult in charge, meaning the 8-10 years old who trains the youngster. … At about eight or nine, daughter becomes assistant to mother and son to father. By this time, they can work independently too. Then, they are more likely to have the rights and the responsibilities of adulthood, particularly the responsibilities of contributing to the economic sustenance of the family. As such they are expected to work early and, in many cases, are needed as workers for the survival for the family. … Characteristically, an excessive adulation develops for the father, based mostly on the observation of his activities connected with work. It is common to hear Nepali boys make great claims for their fathers, who assume almost superhuman dimension. Father symbolizes the ultimate in achievement” (Bista, 1991:66-69).

The childhood socialization outside home depends on peer group. Growing up and the development of children depend on how the peer group is. The peer group usually forms when they go to farm work, to cattle grazing, to fetching grass and water, and schools and games. They learn many things from the peer group in this age. Whether a child is involved in bad-habit, like drinking liquor or playing cards, which are supposed to be morally prohibited at an early age, or in good habits, that are called “Sangat Gunako Phal”, which conveys the influence of peer group and how strong it is. This implies that children will result as they have a friend.

However, under the modernization process, rapidly growing urbanization and western style democratization in Nepal, rapidly growing economic liberalization, and rapidly growing computerization (electronization) have influenced the Nepalese society and pushed towards a modern one. Family thus undergoes structural differentiation. It is now in the transitional stage that on the way to modernization. However, it created a generation gap that is between parents and children, in terms of the way of thinking and the expectations of life. Parents could not provide appropriate facilitation for their children’s development. The parents failed to provide appropriate socialization for childhood, what they need according to time-change. This is because the parents don’t know about modern world. The way they think is still traditional. They are not able to meet what their children want. Because their children want different things than they want. For example, they want their child, particularly male child, to continue the family name and parent’s occupation. But, the child does not want to do that. They are curious about city life – cinema, fast foods, new fashions, motorcars, etc. They want to have separate and new life. They do not see their future as safe with their parent’s assets and occupation, which is not sufficient and not fit for them. At a result, children are seen as having much more active roles in constructing their lives as well as their own social worlds. In this case, peer group becomes influential from which they can have support to their ideas and activities. 

The peer group is strong when the association between parents and children is weak and when the family, especially parents, is relatively weaker to provide appropriate socialization and guideline for children as they expect. The association between parents and children and the family are seen to be weaker when there is a wide gap between the generations.

2.3 Migration and Urbanization

The city is the centre of power and privilege. It exerts its influence in charting the direction of the country’s political, social, and economic development. It has disproportionately high share of consumption as well as investment in the urban sector (Gugler, 1988). These situations are even more prevailed in the case of national Capital City. Consequently, people from rural as well as small urban peripheries tend to migrate into those urban cities to grasp the opportunities for livelihood. This proceeds, ultimately, to rapid urban growth in the third world resulting by inflow of migrants exceeded outflow.

Neo-classical economists believe that migration is the outcome of human choice whether to migrate or not. Michael Todaro (1969) is the principle founder of this neo-classical approach of migration. His approach is called “expected income” model, later on, Harris and Todaro (1970) extended it as two sector model. According to this model, migration proceeds in response to urban-rural differences in expected rather than actual earnings (Todaro, 1976:28). The fundamental premise is that migrants consider the various labour market opportunities available to them, as between the rural and urban sectors, and choose the one, which maximizes their ‘expected’ gains from migration (Todaro, 1992:236).

This model emphasises the individual’s choice or decisions for migration. This is less concerned with the processes that lead to these decisions. For making choice or decisions to migrate, chances of getting job differ substantially from person to person for reasons that are social rather than random. The choice and decision are not under the control of individuals in all cases. In some societies, the freedom of women to migrate is conditioned strongly by social acceptability. For young woman to migrate alone in search of employment is still unacceptable. Similarly, migration can be seen in different types with differing demographic characteristics. Many women migrate to cities for marriage reason. In these cases, the idea of a ‘choice’ to migrate becomes questionable.

Arthur Lewis was the first who developed a structural approach in 1954 to explain the process of rural-urban labour transfer. In 1961, Fei and Ranis formalised and extended it as a general theory of development. This theory says the labour from the predominantly rural primary sector (e.g., agriculture) would migrate to the urban, secondary or tertiary sector (i.e., manufacturing and services). This process would continue until all ‘surplus labour’ is removed from agriculture and labour, and therefore population, transfers from rural to urban locations as part of a process of capitalist development. This is necessary to the system. It is not the outcome of incidental choices about where to live (Crook, 1997). 

However, both approaches see the migration as an economic matter only. There are also some other factors beyond economic, that is social factor, which also determine whether migration takes place or not. Child migration is also a part of this process. Child migration is another side of the coin, which has been increasingly experienced in the third world in present days.

Main stream thinking on child migration say that the child labour migration process and decision making normally involve the child’s family. Parents or households make decisions about the use of their children’s time allocation between school and work. They decide whether their children should migrate or not. However, children themselves are social actors having capability to build their own universe. They can decide themselves what to do or not to do. They are involved in the process of migration by their own decision not only by family’s decision. However, considering the family as a primary unit of the social institution, family is an undeniable factor, which contributes to children’s decision to do or not to do something. A family may not decide their children to leave home, but can be responsible for their children to leave home. Regarding these issues, many migration scholars agree that the family or household is the basic unit of analysis in migration research (Harbison, 1984; Hugo, 1995; Zlotnik, 1995, cited in Camacho, 1999:58).

2.4 Process-Context Approach: An Analytical Framework

Process-context approach is a theoretical framework developed by Population Research Centre (PRC) Groningen and worked out in detail by Willekens (1990; 1992) and de Bruijn (1992; 1993; 1998), which has been used by several research projects (Hutter, 1998). This approach is adopted in this study by considering the migration of children as the outcome of a process that involves a series of individual decisions and actions taking place within a social, economic, ecological, and cultural context. Migration of children is determined not only by contemporary factors but also by living conditions, events and behavioural factors and patterns of migration in the past
.

This study is based on the assumption that in addition to other contextual factors the family system is also a responsible factor for migration of children. In order to explain those ideas within the given contexts, the structural differentiation approach has been used and the Process-Context approach is considered as an analytical framework for this study. This helps to explain the association of migration of children with family system under the modernization process in Nepal.

Families in Nepal tend to be nuclear (Bista, 1990:61). It has been differentiated into specific and simple structure that was complicated, before. It has also lost some properties that were very much positive for the individuals. It had an integrative value system. As noted by Smelser, economic production and protection were carried out within the family and children worked on the family farm and were dependent upon the family for protection (So, 1991). But now, the family is in transition, just rooted out from the traditional values system and approaching to so-called modernized values. This movement has brought significant changes in the family system of Nepal.

In effect, the migration of children has occurred which is one of the outcomes of the process of differentiating family system accordingly due to the problems of integration. This result has been experienced within the changing social, economic, ecological, and cultural context that contributes children to leave home. The destination of migration is no doubt urban area is preferable as survival strategy where the possibility of getting opportunities for betterment as well as for livelihood is higher.

2.4.1 Individual Behaviour

Differences in behaviour of a group of individuals are ‘explained’ by differences in background characteristics of these individuals (Hutter, 1998:9). Behaviour of individual refers to migration of children or leaving home by children in this study. Different background characteristics are the contexts where the individuals live. To understand the variation in migration of children and their background, personal characteristics (age, sex, education of children, etc.), appropriate cross tabulations are made along with the information obtained from different micro-level surveys, which are described in methodology.

Motivation of behaviour Children typically decide and act to leave home based on the information they derived from the context in which they live. People are goal-oriented and they deploy their strategies in an environment of opportunities and constraints (Greenhalge, 1989 cited in Hutter, 1998:9). The goal of children here is better life (but goal will not be analysed due to lack of data). Hence, the strategy to achieve this goal is to migrate to the city and find a job. This strategy is motivated within this limiting context.

With the availability of the information, some motivational factors are assessed in this study. They are in three layers. First, examination of association of migrant children with parents/stepparents, other relatives, neighbours and villagers; second, behaviour of parents/stepparents, other relatives, neighbours and villagers towards migrant children; and third, reasons for leaving home. These are the main motivational factors obtained directly from the response of children.

2.4.2 Context

Children typically decide to migrate to urban area based on the limited information, which they derive from the contexts in which they live. The contexts may be political, social, cultural, ecological, and economic ones.

Political context Political context refers to existing political system and its changing paradigm in the process of democratisation as part of modernisation. This can help to understand how the changing political system affect the process of child migration as rules and regulations in terms of both legal and norms and values.

Immediate social context and social status The immediate social context in which people live is assumed to play a crucial role as most people are more inclined to gather information in their immediate environment rather than elsewhere and will sooner consult sources of information which are easily accessible (Willekens 1990 and 1992, cited in Hutter, 1998:13).

Status of migrant children and their relationships with other members of family and neighbours are defined within the society. These are determined by the childhood socialization process in which situation they have been grown up and which is, in turn, determined by cultural meaning system. Status of children and relationship with others can be identified in terms of personal characteristics and presence/absence of the parents or stepparents, size of family, composition of the family members, and age/sex structure of family, which are either immediate contexts or macro-context. Population pressure in the area of origin is also important as social context for children to migrate.

Cultural meaning system Culture is defined as a cultural meaning system through which people adapt to their environment and structure interpersonal activities (d’Andrade, 1984 cited in Hutter, 1998:15). This meaning system depend the value systems established in the society. The value systems are derived especially from religions as well as political ideologies.

Economic and ecological constraints These are considered as facilitating factors, which contribute to children whether or not to leave home. These contribute in both ways either hindering or facilitating children to leave home. Economic, especially, consists of poverty in terms of landholding, food sufficiency, and type of occupations as well. Ecological directly means here is accessibility to the city. The accessibility is distance, geographical complications (remoteness), and availability of roads connected with the city and transportation.

Urbanisation and rural-urban mobility Urbanisation process and pattern of past rural-urban mobility are also important macro-level contexts for migration of children, especially at the side of destination. These contexts help to provide information, which motivate to decide to leave home for urban work.

Education and information and communication system Education and information and communication system is another important context, which is determined by political, geographic, economic, and cultural values in the society. This system motivates the individuals to change their attitudes and behaviour, which is operated by several institutions like schools, government, and people living the village society themselves.

2.4.3 Interaction between Individual and Context

Individual behaviour is influenced by the contexts where they live. The contexts include both institutional and cultural contexts. Thus, individuals and contexts are interdependent by nature. The stronger the relationship between a particular meaning system and the institutional context, particularly when they become manifest in formal constraints (laws, rules, and constitutions) and are reinforced by social pressure and sanctions, the stronger their influence can be on individual behaviour (Hutter, 1998:16).

In the case of this study, children are also active actors in the society. They do not just follow the regulations, they try to change the constraints imposed by institutions and the cultural meaning system: they are not just submissive but also try to manipulate information from the contexts (Strauss, 1992 cited in Hutter, 1998).

Figure 1 summarizes the factors included in the theoretical framework for family situation and migration of children in Nepal. All the factors mentioned in the model are analysed empirically in this study. These include contextual and motivational factors. Contextual factors are family dynamics, political economy, education, information and communication system, ecological factor, population pressure, and urbanisation and migration in Nepal. Also the motivational factors like, association of children with their parents/step parents, other relatives, neighbours and villagers and their behaviour towards migrant children are analysed. These motivational factors are influenced by those contextual factors on one hand and they also work as contexts for the family factor and then for children leaving home on the other hand. Family situation is analysed as the outcome of all contextual and motivational factors and is also analysed as the contextual factors determining for migration of children. Personal characteristics are examined to understand the situation of the migrant children. Childhood socialization as discussed in theoretical chapter is the foundation of child migration but is not explored separately because of the unavailability of data. It is discussed only along with other factors depending on its relevancy. Finally, this study seeks to find out reasons from and within the contexts and the reasons obtained by asking question directly to children in the survey.


Chapter III

Methodology

This study is based on secondary information from both literatures and data set, which are fit to it. For literatures, both gray and published materials produced by various nationals and international organisations are used. In the case of data, sets of original data previously collected by some organisations are used.

3.1 Literatures

As this study is based on secondary information, one of the sources of information is literature survey. Literatures relevant to migration of children, child work and child labour, and its reason are used. They are mainly published documents - books, reports, and articles –and other relevant gray materials (unpublished documents) like research and project reports produced and documented by several national and international organisations.

3.1.1 Published documents

A number of published documents have been used, which are especially monographs, reports, and articles in journals. Among them, some, which have been used very much in the analysis of this study, are briefly discussed here. The studies are mainly carried out by Child Welfare Society (CWS), Centre for Women/Children and Community Development (CWCD), and Child Workers in Nepal (CWIN).

3.1.2 Gray Materials

A number of gray materials related to migration of children and child labours are used in this study. They are mainly project reports, and convention reports made by social and development organizations in Nepal. A brief introduction of mostly used documents in the analysis of this study is made. A significant number of documents are used which are from CWIN. Other organizations are mainly Agroforestry, Basic Health and Cooperatives (ABC/Nepal), Informal Sector Service Centre (INSEC), Department of Population Studies, Tribhuvan University, and others. Some of them are based on primary and some are based on secondary information with both qualitative and quantitative in nature. Primary information was obtained from micro-level surveys.

3.2 Data set

In the case of data, both qualitative and quantitative data are used. Qualitative includes mostly case histories obtained from the anthropological literatures both published and unpublished ones. Quantitative includes two original sets of data and tables from some reports. A brief introduction of these data sets and review of methodologies used is described, which helps to understand the validity of the findings is associated with what type of methods the research has used. They are as follows.

Survey on Migrant Working Children in Kathmandu Valley
 CWIN/Nepal carried out this survey in 1998 in Kathmandu Valley. The survey interviewed 303 migrant children aged 5-16 years working in Kathmandu City in several informal sectors. The sample was taken purposively (see Gurung and Hamal, 1998) covering almost all sectors where children work. The procedure of selection of children was so-called “snowball sampling method”. This means the interview was taken only when a child wants to and can respond to the questionnaire. This method allowed the researchers to have flexibility in conducting the interview and minimized the problem of non-response. The method of interview was structured using pre-coded and a few open-ended questionnaires. Based on observations from the questionnaire interview, some children were selected for a further in-depth interview to obtain their case history.

Survey on Bondage, Exploitative Employment Relations and Debt Situation in Nepal with Reference to Migrant Children. Agro-Forestry, Basic Health and Cooperatives (ABC/Nepal) carried out this survey in November 1998 in Nuwakot District. This survey was a part of an action program run by ABC/Nepal and to provide sufficient basis for formulating action program in the future regarding rehabilitation of migrant children. For this purpose, five Village Development Committees (VDCs) were purposively selected, based on the action programs were running in those VDCs. The total household covered was 92, from which 110 migrant children aged 5-17 were identified for the study. For data collection, interviews were divided into two phases. Phase I was for household survey to identify migrant children as those who have left home for the purpose of employment. In phase II, the migrant children currently working in Kathmandu were visited to obtain information on their personal characteristics as well as the nature and condition of work they are involving in
. In-depth interviews were also made to obtain some qualitative information, like case histories of the children and the condition of their family. 

3.3 Method of analysis

Although this study is based on secondary information obtained from different sources, the original data sets are used for the analysis. Both types of information, qualitative and quantitative, are used which have been obtained from different sources. The method of analysis is basically descriptive. Case histories of the children are used as qualitative and numerical data are used as quantitative information. Frequency tables and cross-tables are made to support this study. Chi-square has been used to ascertain the association between variables used in the tables. The Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS/PC+) has been used for processing the original set of data. Identification of both dependent and independent variables has been made together with the analytical framework in the last section of previous chapter.

3.4 Operational definition of terms and variables

This section defines terms and variable used in the study. These definitions are based on various theoretical as well as laws and constitutions existing in the country and reports on various international conventions.

Children Minimum Age Convention No. 138 (1973) set working definition of “child” as a person below the age limit of 15 years. Later on, the UN Convention of Child Rights (1989) set a wider limit of the age of “child”, as up to 17 years. Nepal has ratified both conventions and on the basis of which “Labour Act 1991” and “Children’s Act 1992” have been adopted. Children Act defines a “child” as every human being below the age of 16 years and prohibits the employment of children below age 14 years; Labour Act 1991 defines a “minor” as a person between 14 and 18 years of age, which prohibits employment of children below age 16 years, which is likely to be harmful to their life and also prohibits persons below 18 years of age in certain specified jobs (ILO/IPEC, 1995). In addition, various Acts for various purposes like marriage, sexual consent, legal ownership contract, consumption of alcohol, testimony in the court, Evidence Acts define the age of the children as 16 years (CWCD, 1997).

The above definitions from different acts and conventions indicate that there is some flexibility in defining children based on the contexts. Most likely, the definitions used by different studies in Nepal may also be different in terms of age. For instance, KC et al (1997) ABC/Nepal (1998) have used the upper limit of age of children as 17, whereas CWIN (1998) and CWS (1996) have used 16 years. There are also some studies that have used age range 5-14. Consequently, as this study is based on secondary information from all those sources, the definition on children used here is not strict in terms of age. Therefore, the definition in terms of age here is below 18 years.

Child Work and child labour There is always confusion in defining and differentiating child work and child labour due to the overlap. It is better first to clarify the concept and definition. This is a too simple dichotomy between neutral ‘child work’ (to be permitted or at least tolerated) and detrimental ‘child labour’ (to be prohibited and eradicated) (White, 1997:15).

Child work has existed throughout history, which has been considered a potential learning experience or apprenticeship for the child and therefore not harmful (ILO/IPEC, 1995:1). Schildkrout defines child work as  “… any activity done by children which either contributes to production, gives adults free time, facilities the work of others, or substitutes for the employment of others” (Nieuwenhuys, 1991:15). Child work concerns the activities of boys and girls relating to the livelihood of the household (Johnson et al., 1995:44). The age of children who work can be adopted as discussed above.

Child labour is considered as those who go outside the household and are under any type of contact with the employer (Johnson et al., 1995:44) for wage in terms of cash or kind or food and clothes only for those who have to pay back loans such as bonded labour. This can be differentiated from child work as being exploitative by nature and detrimental to the child’s growing process, depriving the child of the rights to survival, development, protection, and participation (ILO/IPEC, 1996:1).

Migration, Migrant Children, and Migrant Child Labour Migration is simply the movement of people from one place to another by changing residence for a specific period of time. In this study, migration is concerned with children, which has already been defined above. So, the definition of migration of children is desired. The migration refers here to those children who are below 18 years of age and who have left home or move out from home for urban work and currently living in urban area, especially in Kathmandu City.

As required by study, the way they leave home is not as important as that whether they have left home with or without consent of their guardians. However, an important thing is to capture those children who have left home and who are working in the city and living without their parents. This means the family of migrant children is living at the place of origin. In this way, the definition of migration of children adopted in this study is, those children who are aged less than 18 years, who have left home and who are working and living independently in urban areas, especially in Kathmandu valley. The upper limit of age is considered as 18 because the migration of children is usually related to exploitation and hazardous work and which has been prohibited (ILO/IPEC, 1995:2).

Child labour is very much concerned with migration. As it has been defined above, child labour means a child working outside the home or for others. The outside home is preferably urban area where the possibility of getting job is high and where the informal sectors are a lot. In this context, the migrant child labour is a child who is working in urban Nepal (especially, Kathmandu valley, Capital City of Nepal), which is different from their place of origin. Their status of working and living in current residence must be independent. It must not be family migration. So, by definition, migrant children, children leaving home and migrant child labourer are used synonymously in this study (see Box 3.1).

Family As the notion of the study is to identify why and how the family is one of the responsible factors for children leaving home, it is necessary to define the family. It is because, sometimes, the meaning and the function of a family and household may be confusing or overlapping. But, actually, they are not coterminous, nor do they overlap completely. Family members may be spread across several households, and household units can contain individuals who are not part of the unit comprising the conjugal couple and their children (Moore, 1994:2).

Family in this study is concerned with the structure, which has been differentiated over the time period. Structure particularly refers to size and composition or say combination. Family size is taken in terms of number of members in the family. Composition of family is concerned with the combination of family members in terms of relationship and not in terms of sex and other factors, such as with biological or stepparents families. Family stability refers particularly to broken or not broken families. Broken families are those which has either stepparents or absent of parents in the family.

3.5 Limitations of the study

This research is basically about why do children leave home. It does not give reasons of adult and family migration. Even in the case of reasons, the study focuses only on how and why the family and other factors contribute to children to leaving home for urban work. The explanation will be along with the process of modernization as part of globalization, which in turn may contribute to family and society are indifference to children and facilitate their migration.

This study is first of this kind in the case of Nepal. Even if a very few related articles can be found, they are only partially related to this study. So, the related literatures are lacked and the result can not be compared with others to understand the robustness of the study.

This study adopted structural differentiation approach as a theoretical foundation under the modernization perspective. This study carries the negative impact, like family disintegration, of structural differentiation on family and society, even though there are a number of positive impacts. So, the study is itself limited and does not cover the various reasons other than it intended to do.

For the analytical framework, this study adopted process-context approach as outlined in the previous chapter. Both structural differentiation and process-context approaches are related to time and they require historical as well as life course information. These aspects are addressed in this study, because information used are secondary and quantitative in nature. So, the study does not go up to historical and life course perspective.

The study needs more explanation from social and cultural contexts, because both theories are based on the changing context of society and culture under the process of modernisation. But, there is no information representing changing contexts and this study can not be explained in this way, which is the limitation.

This study is based on secondary data and inadequate literatures. They were made for different contexts and for fulfilling different objective using different methodology by different organisations. Data generated by CWIN (1998) provide information is children’s view, whereas the ABC/Nepal represents the view of parents or head of family at the place of origin. In this case, results may lead sometimes to a different direction and sometimes results from two data sets may be inconsistent. The sample size is relatively small for both sets, which may not represent all the issues appropriately. Therefore, regarding these situations of both data and literatures, the study has limitation in generalizing the results. Another very much important limitation of this study due to using secondary data is that it has no data on migrant and non-migrant, which could be used to better understand variation in migration of children according to contextual factors.

Chapter IV

Process and Contexts: Family and Child Migration in Urban Nepal

This chapter is divided into three parts. The first part deals with the nature and extent of child migration, the outcome of the process that are children’s as well as family decision and behavior. The second part deals with the contexts within the limit of which migration of children and the family decisions to let their children to leave home occur. Migration refers here to those destined to the urban areas, especially the Kathmandu Valley, irrespective of the place of origin, even though most of the migrants originate from the rural areas. The last part deals with the motivational factors, which include association and behaviour of families and society towards children and reasons for migration reported by children. These motivational factors are treated in two ways. They function in the process of decision making for children to migrate for urban work on the one hand and they function as the contexts within which migration of children takes place on the other hand.

4.1 Nature and extent of migration of children

This section deals with the nature and extent of rural to urban migration of children, which is considered to be the main event occurring as an outcome of the process. The nature and extent of migration are discussed along with some of the migrant’s personal characteristics, like age and sex, which provide a brief scenario of profile of what type of children who usually migrate. Personal characteristics are important because migration varies with these characteristics.

Migrant children
 in Nepal are estimated to be 120 million
 irrespective of whether they destined to urban or rural area and the rate of migration is 1.6% of total child population aged 5-17 years (KC et al., 1997:18) (Table 4.1). ABC/Nepal (1998:25) estimated this rate for children aged 5-17 who left home for the purpose of employment from Nuwakot district to be almost 1.7%, which seems to be consistent with the rate estimated by KC and others. But the rate estimated by ABC/Nepal is based on rural (Nuwakot) to urban (Kathmandu valley) migration, whereas by KC and others consider the nation as a whole. The age pattern indicates that the migration is increasing as age increases. However, the variation in rates by age is relatively wider for KC and others than that for ABC/Nepal.

Table 4.2 shows the age and sex composition of migrant children. Both data sets show that migrant children are predominantly boys. It may be due to the fact that boys are expected to become independent and it is socially acceptable for them to leave home but not for girls (CWS, 1997:93). ABC estimates female migrants are about 30%, whereas those obtained by CWIN indicate less than one-fifth of the total migrants. Even all age categories are considered, the pattern is found to be similar. The variation in proportion of female migrant children is attributed to the fact that ABC dealt with the migrants from the Nuwakot district only. This is the adjoining district of Kathmandu valley, which has good access to transportation. On the other hand, CWIN dealt with all those migrants who came from several places of origin, including adjoining districts. Anyway, data clearly show that the concentration of children is high in age group 10-14 years. Child migrants aged 10-14 years are estimated to be 65% and 51% by CWIN and ABC respectively. The median age is 14 for both sets indicating the majority of migrant children in Kathmandu are aged around 14 years.

4.2 Contextual factors

This section deals with the contextual factors within which the family system functions and then consequently the migration of children takes place. The contextual variables considered here are socioeconomic, cultural, political, demographic and geographic ones. These are responsible for influencing the family system through letting their children to leave home on the one hand, and a direct cause of children leaving home on the other hand. Contexts are discussed in terms of family dynamics and others. Family dynamics include size and composition of the family of migrant children, presence and absence of parents and stepparents in the family. In addition, socio-economic conditions including land-holding situation, main family occupation, and education of the family members, especially of the parents, are also discussed. Other contexts are cultural and institutional factors, which are considered to influence both family system and child migration, for instance, socio-cultural, political, geographic, and demographic factors. Socio-cultural factors include education and information and communication systems, which explain changes in the society as well as the influence in changing the socio-cultural contexts in due course.

4.2.1 Family dynamics

i. Size and composition of family

Size and composition of the migrant’s family are examined in this section. Table 4.3 shows the overall family size found by ABC/Nepal to be 6.5 in Nuwakot district from where the children migrated to the Kathmandu City. CWIN found this to be 5.7, slightly less than that of ABC. However, the family size is around 6. The table also depicts the percentage of migrants by family size from two sources, ABC and CWIN. The observations show that the association between family size and children leaving home is positive. In other words, the larger family size is associated with higher percentage of migrant children and vice-versa. The smoothness of the progression of percentages is relatively better for ABC than for CWIN.

ii. Combination of family members

The combination of family members is an important factor for family stability. It is examined in terms of presence or absence of parents and stepparents in the family at home. CWIN found that the percentage of migrant children who have no father is 29.4 and who have no mother is 25.7 (table 4.4). The children who have no father are more than those who have no mother. Overwhelming majority of the children have brothers and sisters in the family at home. The migrant children who have stepmother (13.5%) at home are relatively more than those who have stepfather (4.6%).

iii. Family occupation

By tradition, the majority of Nepalese do not have many job choices since occupation is determined by birth. People are not accustomed to thinking to a choice of profession but learn, from generation to generation, the same professions from elders within the family (Bista, 1991). It is difficult to find alternative professions outside of those prescribed by the circumstance of birth. There is a tendency that the son of a tailor will be a tailor and the son of a farmer will must likely to be a farmer.

Industrialization in Nepal is far behind. Modern technology is insignificant and not successful to influence the occupations. Occupations are labour intensive. The idea of occupational mobility is still not strongly internalized (Bista, 1991), whereas the majority are engaged in agriculture. For instance, agriculture contributes more than one-half of the household income and provides employment to 80% of the population in Nepal (NESAC, 1998:13). But agriculture is still traditional and static with no use of modern technology, except some chemical fertilizers
. This occupation is mostly in subsistence level and even insufficient for survival. Mobility to alternate is scarce in the rural area. In this case, parental occupations are frustrating for both parents themselves as well as children. This is a contributing factor for children to leave home for urban work.

Some issues on occupation can be observed from two micro-level surveys. ABC found that more than 92% of the migrant’s families are involved in agriculture, whereas CWIN found that it relatively less (74.4%) (table 4.5). This variation in proportions may be due to variation in sample size and using different respondents in different two samples. However, both source found manual works stand as second position, which include manual labour, stone quarry, painting & carpentry, shoe repairing, carpet weaving, domestic servants, fuel wood cutting and selling, etc and professional works as the last position in which migrant’s families involved in, which includes service, tailoring, driving, priest, small business, etc.

CWIN provides additional information on occupation that 63% of the migrant’s family can not survive throughout the year with primary occupation (table 4.6). If so, what do they do then? They go for secondary occupation that is manual work (61.4%) (table 4.7). Agriculture still occupies second position (14.2%) among secondary occupation. The professional works are not common even as a secondary occupation. This indicates migrant children are predominantly from agricultural background whether it is sufficient for surviving throughout the year.

v. Land holding of the family

Because land is the primary productive asset, a source of economic as well as political power, patterns of land ownership shape (and are shaped by) the patterns of social relations in the process of production and consequently poverty (Eckholm, 1979, cited in Shrestha, 1990:95). As a general rule, the larger the land holding, the greater the economic viability and power base and conversely, landlessness and nearlandlessness are both a cause and effect of poverty in agrarian society (Shrestha, 1990:95).

Table 4.8 shows that 12% households have no land at all. Among those who have land, the percentage of households is negatively associated with the size of landholdings. More than half of the households (50.6%) have less than 0.25, about 80.2% have less than 0.50, and almost 94% have less than 1 hectare of land. The national estimate shows about 69% of landholdings are less than 1 hectare in size (NESAC, 1998:117). This indicates that the migration of children is significantly associated with families having less as well as no land at origin.

CWIN (1998) provides information on landholding in different way that is in terms of sufficiency for survival throughout the year (table 4.9). More than one-fifth (20.5%) have no land at all. Among those who have land, the majority of the migrant children (57.7%) reported that the land they have is insufficient to survive for the whole year. Slightly more than quarter reported that they do survive with their land (25.7%). This indicates the migration of children is significantly associated with the insufficient land.

vi. Another poverty factor (Need of cash-money)

In addition to occupation, landholdings, and food sufficiency, there is also another factor that indicates poverty, a contributing factor for children to leave home. This factor is cash money. In traditional society, it was easier that people did not need money. They used to acquire goods through the exchange of goods (barter system). Nowadays, due to domination of trade, everything has been monetized. Money is essential to get each and every thing. People living in rural area with subsistence agriculture have no cash money, yet they need it everyday. Whatever they produce from their land is only for surviving not for making money. This situation stimulate parents to send their children in the cities for work, expecting cash money, even if they can survive for the whole year with their own agriculture production.

These days, most villages have at least one small shop with manufactured goods like chocolates, biscuits, readymade noodles (chou-chou), etc. Children who are from village elites and from those who have money buy those things and enjoy them. Children from families with no money also learn and want to enjoy those goods. But they have no money to afford it. As a result, they leave home expecting and having sweet dream in the urban lives.

4.2.2 Political economy

Situation of political economy of Nepal helps to understand some basic political and economic contexts of Nepal existing now and before, which has been undergoing towards the process of modernization. This, in turn, helps to understand how the children leave home for urban work within these contexts.

Before 1990, Nepal had party-less Panchayat System
. Late King Mahendra coined and adopted this system for the country in 1961 by collapsing and banning the multiparty democracy established in 1951 after downfall of the autocratic Rana rules (a duration of 104 years). Under the Panchayat, the mixed economic system was adopted. Due to active monarchy system, the king as a feudal was directly accountable and credible to each and every progress as well as regress on the one hand and the king was considered as god on the other hand. In 1990, Nepal had a political upheaval, which restored multiparty democracy. Consequently, today Nepal is experiencing multiparty democracy as a global wave of democratization.

Even under the Panchayat system in the 1980s, globalization entered into the country with the IMF sponsored stabilization program in 1985, World Bank guided Structural Adjustment Program (SAP) in 1987-89, and again the IMF financed Structural Adjustment Facility (SAF) for 1987-1990 (Dahal, 1998:55). It was to cure the existing economic ills - macro economic instability caused due to low growth, growing fiscal deficit and declining international reserves. Along with the democracy, in order to accelerate the process of economic liberalization and globalization, democratic government enacted the Privatization Act 1991 including the regulations and guidelines. But as a result, the process of globalization has led to negative impacts on various sectors. Privatization drive has led to the exploitation of the people (consumer, voters, women, poor, and workers) (Dahal, 1998:57). The levels of globalization have failed to break the monopolistic control over the goods and services. It is mainly because, the democratic government has not been success to breakdown the feudal legacy, which controls over the mode of production as well as distribution serves for elites and feudals. Another thing is that there is no situation of perfect market competition due to such a distribution system and lack of multiple producers and distributors. This situation has been more advantageous for those who have money and power. The process of economic globalization has thus widened the rich-poor disparity in the Nepalese society (Dahal, 1997; Dahal, 1998).

Not only the political and economic situation, but also the social life has been undergoing towards modernization, globalization along with the democracy. The expectations of the people increased and tended greatly towards globalization. It has especially been started from the trade, that is Indianization and from tourism, trades of electronic goods like television that is westernization. The notion of using both Indianization and westernization is same, both are in a way of globalization. The only difference is that India has dominated the trade and business of Nepal. In addition, people expected more after democracy. Such as, there would be no poverty and no hardship in the life. They would have better employment, better income, and consequently better life. It was natural that people could easily expect those things because political activists convinced them against the then panchayat system by promising that those aspirations would be guaranteed after the current democracy. However, the conditions of people have not been changed even after democracy. It is rather worsened and complicated day by day. Most of the development activities and infrastructure are still concentrated in the urban areas, especially in Kathmandu City. The possibility of most kinds of opportunities, especially employment (both formal and informal), is high in Kathmandu.

Besides, social life in Kathmandu is being opened with a taste of western life. As Liechty (1995) states, Kathmandu is a city undergoing a speedy initiation into the late twentieth-century world of international aid, global trade, mass tourism and electronic mass media. People are enjoying public education, communications and information like travel, trade, books, cinema, television, etc (Liechty, 1995). These types of sources of modernity have also been spreading up throughout the country. The effect is relatively more in the adjoining districts of Kathmandu Valley and in other urban areas (see table 4.10).

All kind of effects influenced people’s lives mostly in the rural areas. The situation in which children have been stimulated to leave home and family let their children to leave home for urban work has been created.

4.2.3 Education, information, and communication systems

Though Nepal made impressive progress in literacy during the past four decades, the basic education is not yet universal. The Education Act 1992 has made provision of gradual free education up to secondary level (Subedi, 1998). The education system is still influenced by the British education system, which produces clerks, administrators, and politicians. Technical education lags far behind what is necessary for the country to meet its developmental goals. Passing grades in the school in a larger part of the country is considered more important than acquiring skills or knowledge, which is, actually handful only for the elites who have influence and high level connections maintained especially by birth (Bista, 1991). In other words, education is non-responsive to current market needs and it has no connections with occupations people are involved in. Actually, the education system lacks the right orientation. The education system makes children root out from the village life and takes them no where. Principally, education is supposed to lead one to work, but in rural Nepal, this is not the case. Those who have some education are not supposed to work in homes or villages. If they worked that would be considered shameful. Having some education is considered to be either an administrator or politicians. In this way, education in Nepal is not appropriate for building an individual and social life but appropriate for learning city life, western especially.

Information and communication system has been improving even in rural areas. Before, there was only radio. Now, there are televisions where the electricity is available. Telephone sets have been established in each Village Development Committee (the lowest level of administrative unit) even where there is no electricity. There are cinema halls in most of the small emerging towns, operated with diesel-generator even if there is no electricity. In most of the areas, from where children migrate usually, we can not find books and cloths but we can easily find film magazines. In most areas, even it is irregular the transportation facilities have been improving.

In this context, every teenager sees the film magazine. They do not know the name of ministers of the country, but they know well the film heroes and heroines. They go to cinema even it is far from home. They even come to Kathmandu to watch the cinema from surrounding districts by spending some money and one day time. In this way, the education and information and communication system is very much catalytic for penetrating globalization not just into the urban areas but also into remote villages as well. The impact has been more intense and deep on the younger generation than the older, for instance, indigenous groups, such as the Thakali youths, speak English fluently but not their own mother tongue, Thakali; similarly, the Limbu and the Gurung youth, have no interest in their own cultural traditions such as “yalangba” (traditional dance) and “ro dhin” respectively (Bhattachan, 1998). 

These situations have created frustration with education and village life and attraction of bright-light life in the city. Both contribute migration of children to the city.

4.2.4 Ecological factor

One of the limiting or facilitating factors is geography itself and the transportation between the area of origin and the destination for migration of children. Both factors are considered as accessibility to the urban city where migrant children destined. As shown in table 4.10, majority of the migrant children come from adjoining districts of Kathmandu valley, namely Kavre, Nuwakot, Dhading, Sindhupalchowk, and valley districts
 itself. Other hills are mostly the neighboring districts like, Ramechhap, Sindhuli, Dolakha, Gorkha, etc. In all districts, transportation facilities with motorable tarmac roads to join their district headquarter with Capital City, Kathmandu are available. Even though, roads do not go to all area of the districts, it takes no more than one day to reach Kathmandu valley from those areas. For Tarai districts too, no more than one day is needed to get to Kathmandu valley.

KC et al (1997:20) estimated the migration stream of children to urban Nepal
 that is 40% from both rural and urban and 38.2% from rural areas only. About 90% of migrant children working in Kathmandu valley originated from rural areas and only 10% from urban areas (Gurung & Hamal, 1998, table 2.5). Table 4.10 shows 39.3% of migrant children are from adjoining districts of Kathmandu valley. Among adjoining districts, valley districts out of town alone account for the share of almost 11%. This is followed by Kavre (8.6%), Nuwakot (7.3%), and Dhading (7.3%). Other hill districts are also significant for sending child migrant to the valley, which has 39.3% of share. They are mostly the neighbourhoods
 of the adjoining districts of Kathmandu valley. Tarai is sending relatively less share of migrant children to Kathmandu valley, that is, only 21%. This may be because of the Tarai is bit far and there are a number cities in the Tarai, which the migrant children absorbs.

4.2.5 Population pressure

Population size and composition in peripheral districts of Kathmandu valley is also an important push factor for migration of children. The national average of the family size is 5.6 (CBS, 1991) which in Nuwakot is 6.5 (ABC, 1998) and 5.7 (CWIN, 1998). For Dhading, Kavre, Sindhupalchowk, it is 5.4, 5.7, and 5.1 respectively (CBS, 1991). The proportion of children population aged 5-17 in Nepal is almost 34% while it is 33.3% in Nuwakot, 33.0% in Dhading, 34% in Kavre, and 32% in Sindhupalchowk (CBS, 1991). Nuwakot, Dhading, Kavre, Sindhupalchowk districts are of high fertility regime with increasing proportion of children and decreasing proportion of women in the population (Subedi, 1998). When we look at the population density,
 it is 232.3 for Kavre, 218.8 for Nuwakot, and 144.4 for Dhading, which are much higher than the national average, that is 125.6 persons per square km. (CBS, 1991).

From the sample survey carried out by ABC/Nepal, we can see age and sex structure of the population (table 4.11). The population is obtained from sample household from where the migrant children were picked up for the study. The proportion of child population aged 5-17 is almost 51% indicating the pressure of child population is high.

Dependency ratio
 is another important indicator of examining of population pressure. For Nepal, the dependency ratio is 93%, which is almost 96% for Kavre, 96% for Nuwakot, 97% for Dhading, and 93% for Sindhupalchowk (CBS, 1991). These adjoining districts have even more dependency ratio than national average. ABC/Nepal shows it is 100% with 92.3% of child dependency and 7.7% of old age dependency ratio (table 4.12). In other words, each working person has to take care of one dependent. This indicates the population pressure, especially of children and elderly, is contributing factor for children leaving home for urban work.

The observations clearly show that population pressure in the area of origin of the migrant children, especially adjoining districts of Kathmandu valley, is relatively high, which is one of the factors contributing migration of children.

4.2.6 Urbanization and Migration in Nepal

The urbanization process is new, even though the history of Kathmandu Valley City is long in Nepal. During the last three decades, the urbanization in Nepal has been increasing significantly. Among the Asian countries, Nepal is notable for the fact that large differentials between urban and rural population growth rates were sustained through out these three decades (Hardoy, 1992:32). The percentage of urban population in 1971 was 4.0, which increased to 9.2 in 1991 and the growth rate of urban population was 3.2 for the period 1961-71, which increased to 5.9 for 1981-91 (Bastola, 1995:248). In the case of Kathmandu valley, Capital City, the rate of growth was 3.8 for the period 1971-81, which increased to 5.1 for the period 1981-91 (KC and Suwal, 1993:13). In terms of urban places in Nepal, it was 16 until 1971, which increased to 23 in 1981, 33 in 1991, and 38 at present (Bastola, 1995:248).

Internal migration began significantly from 1951 onwards, after the downfall of the autocratic Rana rule. Before, the migration was basically vertical, from hills and mountain to tarai. Migration to urban areas began significantly only since 1970s, after saturation of settlement in tarai. Migration of children is even more recent. It begun when the magnitude of child labour increased by increased informal sectors like garment and carpet industries were massively established in urban areas contributed by rapid urbanization like Kathmandu valley (Pradhan, 1995:42). Nowadays, it has been increasing tremendously.

4.3 Motivational factors

This section deals with the motivational factors that stimulate children themselves to migrate and stimulate family and society to let children to migrate for urban work. In other words, motivational factors help children to decide to leave home and help family to let children decide to leave home. Among the motivational factors, association of children and behaviour of family members and society towards children, which are formed within the limit of those contextual factors, are analysed. These are discussed here in two ways: first is association and behaviour of family and society towards children and second is the reason why children have left home.

4.3.1 Association and Behaviour

In principle, the association and behaviour are determined by various social and cultural beliefs on the one hand and these also play an important role as the context for determining migration of children on the other hand. These can be seen as both outcome and contexts for the process of migration of children. In this study, the association and behaviour are examined in two levels, that is family and social levels. 

i. Family level: Association and behaviour

The argument is that the children leave home because the parents have not carried out their responsibilities of taking care of their children. Lack of parental care and guidance is certainly one of the important reasons why children leave home (CWS, 1996:89). Association and behaviour of father/step father, mother/step mother, and other relatives and neighbours and friends towards migrant children are examined here to understand how they decide for leaving home.

Table 4.13 presents the association of migrant children with father/stepfather in the family. The overall result indicates that the majority of children have normal association with their father (72.2%). The lowest proportions have bad relationship with father (12.3%). It is because the share of children having stepfather is very small, only 6.2% of the total children in the sample. If we see the association according to status of having father, the result significantly demonstrates that having stepfather meant the association of children is bad. For instance, majority of the children reported that they had normal association with their father (75.6%) among those who have their own father in one hand and majority of the children had bad association with their stepfather (71.4%) who have not their own father in the family on the other hand.

Table 4.14 presents the behaviour of father/stepfather toward migrant children before leaving home. Association between behaviour and having or not having stepfather seems to be significant. We can see that having father or stepfather is meaningful for the behaviour toward children. It is clear that as they have stepfather the behaviour with them is bad (71.4%), whereas as they have their own father the behaviour is normal (73.7%). In other way round, the percentage of children whose stepfather’s behaviour was good is the lowest (7.1%) among those who have stepfather and the percentage of whose father’s behaviour was bad is the lowest (12.7%) among those who have their own father.

Table 4.15 depicts cross-classification between association with and behaviour of father/ stepfather. The result indicates that the association of children is significantly responsive to behaviour of father/stepfather towards them. For instance, children who have good association with father have the highest percentage of those whose fathers behave well (71.4%). Similarly, 90% of the children have been treated well by their father because they have normal association with them, and almost 93% have bad association with their father because their fathers are also behaving them badly.

In the same way, we can also see the association with and behaviour of mother towards children. The association with mother and having or not having mother is even more sensitive to the children than having or not having father in Nepal. We have a popular Nepali legend, a child would be orphan only when his/her mother dies, not father, which explains and emphasizes more on mother than on father for the childhood.

The overall result shows that the association of children with their mother/step is significantly associated with having or not having mother/step mother (table 4.16). The highest percentage of children reported that their association with mother is normal (71.4%) which is followed by association as good (20.6%). The relative magnitude of good (21.3% as against 17.1%) and normal (75.4% as against 51.2%) association with mother is higher among those who have mother (or not step mother), whereas bad association with mother (31.7% as against 3.4%) is higher among those who have stepmother in the family.

The behaviour of mother toward migrant children is also significantly associated with having or not having mother/stepmother (table 4.17). More children who have their own mother reported that they have been treated either well (27.1 as against 12.2%) or normally (68.1 as against 43.9%), whereas more children who have stepmother have been treated badly by their step mother (43.9 as against 4.8%).

Further, cross-classification between association and behaviour indicates that the association of children significantly determines the behaviour of mother/step mother towards them (table 4.18). As noted above, association and behaviour clearly depend on having a biological or stepmother. For instance, behaviour of mothers to their children is good when the association of their children with them is good (78.4%). Similarly, mothers are treating normally their children when the association of children with them is normal (82.5%), and they are treating their children badly when the association of children with them is bad (80.0%).

In addition, analysis of association of children with and behaviour of other relatives may be more helpful for investigating the situation of migrant children within the family. Overall observation shows that the behaviour of other relatives to migrant children is normal, which has been reported by almost 80% (table 4.19). But, when we see it with having or not having stepparents, the result seems to be even more meaningful, especially among those who have stepparents. For example, proportion of children being treated badly by other relatives is significantly higher among those who have stepparents compared to those who have their own parents (18.9 as against 0.6%). This indicates that having and not having biological parents or stepparents does have meaning for behaviour of other relatives to behave the migrant children.

ii. Social level: Association and behaviour

For social level, association of children and behaviour towards children are important for socialization of childhood and which in turn responsible for children leaving home. Here, social includes neighbours or other villagers. This section tries to indicate the social indifference towards children’s lives, which is important for children leaving home and its exploitation. Child work outside home is more exploitative, but it has been happening which the society knows well and keeps silent. The problem then arises with the insensitivity of the society as a whole towards a plight of children and with the ignorance (Pradhan, 1994). The poor parents send their children to the city because they do not have any alternative that society provides for them and they do it because the society lets them (Pradhan, 1994). In this case, the problem of child labour is very much of social consequence.

The social association and behaviour depend on how the families like. Table 4.20 shows that the behaviour of neighbours/ other villagers is normal (82.5%), which is significantly associated with having or not having both parents. Relatively higher proportion of children, who have both parents, reported that behaviour of neighbours/ villagers was either normal (eg. 86.2% as against 71.7%) or good (eg. 11.9% as against 9.4%) than those who have stepparents. And, the proportion of children among those who reported the behaviour of neighbours and villagers is bad is higher (18.9% as against 1.9%) among those who have stepparents. 

4.3.2 Reasons for Children Leaving Home

This section deals with the reasons for children leaving home for urban work. It is another way to understand motivational factors, which led children to decide leaving home, directly by asking question to the children. Open-ended question was administered and the responses were recorded according to the main three reasons. This study analyzes only the main first reason. These reasons are the motivational factors, which are determined within the context of social and cultural beliefs. In this case, they are outcomes. But, in the case of migration of children, they are contexts as well, by which children are motivated to act their decision.  

This section is divided into two sections, reasons according to age and sex and reasons according to contexts. Only the selected contexts are described here along with the reasons for children leaving home.

i. Patterns of reasons by gender and age

As migration is age and sex selective, reasons may also vary considerably by both gender and age. So, reasons are analyzed here according to gender and age composition. For the sake of convenience, reasons are further regrouped into desirable ones. Reasons about insufficient food and in search of work are put together as the poverty reasons. Others include the reasons that children left home to visit and to study in Kathmandu. 

Table 4.21 presents the reasons for children leaving home by gender. Poverty is the main reason why they left home (31%) and this is followed by parents’ suggestion (22.8%). Domestic violence stands at third position (15.5%) and reasons on friend’s advice and dislike of village life are also meaningful for children leaving home. Table clearly shows that variation in proportions according to gender is observed for reasons on parent’s suggestions, domestic violence, and dislike of village life and others. The percentage reported parent’s advice as the reason is almost 26% among females, which is only 22% among males. On the other hand, the percentage reported domestic violence is 16.3% among males compared to 12.1% among females. Similarly, more males reported disliked village life as the reason why they left home, whereas more females reported that they come to Kathmandu to visit and to study, compared to their counter part. However, gender variation in response of reasons can not be seen so clearly when we compare with aggregate result. It may be due to small sample, that is, total number of cases is only 58 for females.

Table 4.22 presents reasons for migration according to age of children. The tendency of children leaving home due to poverty and domestic violence is increasingly associated with age. Proportions increase as age increases. However, proportion of children reporting parent’s suggestion as the reason for leaving home is decreasingly associated with age.

ii. Reasons according to contexts

Depending up on the availability of data, reasons are examined also according to some contexts, which are discussed in this sub-section. Table 4.23 presents the reasons for children leaving home according to family size at origin. For both types of family, the picture is similar to the total. However, the variation in proportions of reasons according to family size is also observed. The poverty and domestic violence reasons are more important among children from small family, whereas parents’ suggestion and friend’s advice are more important for those who are from large families than their counter parts.

Table 4.24 presents the reasons for leaving home according to status of having own parents or stepparents. Reasons are well associated with having own or step parents. Percentages of children reported that they left home due to poverty (28.3%) and parent’s suggestion (27.7%) are more among those who have their own parents than those who have step parents. On the other hand, percentage of those reported their reason for leaving home as domestic violence (35.8%) is more among those who have stepparents than those who have their own parents (8.2%). 

Table 4.25 depicts the reasons according to primary occupation of family of migrant children at origin. Occupations are classified into agriculture and non-agriculture. The percentage of children who migrated due to parent’s suggestion and friends’ advice is higher for those who are from agriculture background than those from non-agriculture. Whereas, the percentages migrated due to poverty and domestic violence are higher among those who are from non-agriculture than those from agriculture background.

Landholding is also an important context, which may contribute to vary the reasons for leaving home for children. It is natural that poverty reason is effective for those who have no land at all (table 4.26). Domestic violence also follows the same pattern. However, parent’s and friend’s advice are more effective for those who have some land. 

The analyses indicate that the poverty is an undeniable factor for child migration for urban work. It has been interestingly demonstrated that the parent’s suggestion is the second most important reason for children leaving home. It may be attributed that the family may have livelihood or/and domestic problems, so parents send their children for work outside home. The problems may be related to poverty or other social factors. The third main reason children reported for migration is domestic violence.

Gender variation in reasons is not observed for poverty. However, parent’s advice is more prevalent for females while domestic violence is an important reason among males. Age seems to matter for reasons for children leaving home. Increased age is meaningful for children to understand poverty and domestic violence, whereas parent’s suggestion is important for leaving home for younger children. Family size is not much meaningful for variation in response. However, having own or step parents is much important for children leaving home. Domestic violence seems to be important reason for children leaving home for those who have stepparents. Similarly, poverty and domestic violence are more important for children leaving home for those who are from non-agriculture background and who have no land, whereas parent’s and friend’s advice are important for those who are from agriculture and who have some land.

4.4 Some selected case histories

Some selected case histories are presented in this section, which help more intensively to understand the contexts as well as reasons why children leave home. A separate section for case histories has been made because they are not specifically related to particular context and reason. These case histories support the study in general.

A case about migrant children’s parents, reported by a mother in Nuwakot is presented here. The migrant children are working in Kathmandu who have been sent by their parents because of economic insufficiency for survival.

One son and two daughters of S. Bhattarai of Chaughada, Nuwakot have been working in Kathmandu for some years. She has six children. Mrs. Bhattarai says, “up to now her family has been able to earn only two ropanis of land. Produce of land is not sufficient for my family. I do not have other sources of income than agriculture. I can not keep my children at home because I can neither provide them food nor clothing nor afford schooling. I can not afford food and clothing if they come back home”.

(ABC/Nepal, 1998:33)

This shows the parent’s suggestion is also because of the economic insufficiency, but this is not all the time. There may also have some different situations why parents advice their children leave home.  In addition, domestic problem is also important for leaving home. A case says - 

Buddhe, 17 years old, lives near Teku dump, in the southwest of Kathmandu. Buddhe was born in Nepalgunj, 300 kilometers west of Kathmandu. Buddhe ran a way to the capital city. 

Buddhe liked playing in the forest near his home and would sometimes sleep there. His mother, however, was unhappy with his behaviour and whenever she complained about Buddhe to his father, there would be trouble. Buddhe’s father was a rickshaw driver and he was often drunk and violent. “I got tired of all those beatings”, Buddhe says, “so I ran away with a man from my village who said he was going to the city. I still hate my father. I still have a scar on my forehead from one of his blows…”.

(CWIN, 1990 cited in Sattaur, 1993:23)

Sunil, 13 years old, native from Trishuli, Nuwakot, is the youngest son of a four children family. His father is a farmer and mother is a housewife. Sunil left home because of domestic squabbles. His father, fond of drinking argued with his mother who he accused of having extramarital affair. The daily arguments got into the skin of the young boy and it prompted him to leave home, three years ago.

At first, Sunil worked in a small hotel but left soon following maltreatment by the employer. Then one day he met somebody from his village who took Sunil under his wings and helped him to start job as a street vendor. … When he saved Rs. 500 from street vending, and went back home, his father treated him well until the money was there.

(CWIN, 1999:4).

A case of migrant child who has stepmother at home - 

“I ran away from home because my stepmother wouldn’t tolerate me and my father was helpless. I am here (in Kathmandu), the family is good and I cannot think of leaving them. They are like my own parents, sisters and brothers,” says Ram Bahadur.

(Shrestha, 1994).

A case of migrant child who has sufficient economic condition but left home because of father’s ill behaviour – 

Bikash Karki, from Itahari, Sunsari, 15 years old, works as street vender in Kathmandu city. He has mother, father and two elder sisters in home. He ran away from home with his two friends. Even though the economic condition is sufficient for family, he left home because his father had beaten him several times when he takes alcohol.

He sales news papers on the footpath of Ratnapark. He earns Rs. 100/- per day, on the average. At the beginning, he experienced some difficulties in selling newspapers because he had no idea about account of money and people tended to disregard him due to he is ignorant. But, now a day, he is clever enough and has no problem at all. He sometimes sends money to home and goes home 3-4 times a year.

(Gurung and Hamal, 1998).

According to the case histories, it can be said that the poverty or economic insufficiency is the unanimous cause for children leaving home in either way. Cases show that the poverty is seen not only as the reason, but also as the context for children leaving home. In some cases, poverty is found to be the strong background for migrant children’s family, like Mrs. Bhattarai’s family. This also provides a message for large family size that exists also in the background. Then, other reasons come as the consequence of poverty. Such as, Mrs. Bhattarai sent her children to work because of economic insufficiency. In addition to economic insufficiency, the domestic conflict is also common for children leaving home. However, this is not only associated with the situation where the stepparents exist in the family. It is also common for the normal family, but the reason why the normal family has internal conflict is unclear.

Chapter V

Summary and Conclusion

This study is about family and migration of children aged 5-17 years who destined to urban Nepal. The main objective of the study was to identify the reasons why these little people migrate for urban work. Structural Differential approach has been adopted as the theoretical heritage to explain family and migration of children in the context of modernization process, as part of globalization. Process-Context approach has been adopted as analytical approach to explain migration of children as outcome of the process of decision making and behaviour of the family and children within the contexts. Original data collected by CWIN (1998) and ABC (1998) have been used as quantitative information. Case histories and some other information from published and unpublished literatures were used as qualitative information.

5.1 Summary of findings

5.1.1 Nature and extent of child migration

· Irrespective of whether they destined to urban or rural area, the estimated migrant children in Nepal is 120 million. Among them who destined to urban, the rate of migration is about 1.7% from rural areas, particularly Nuwakot district. Even though the median age is 14 years, the migration of children seems to be relatively more in the later ages and who are predominantly males.

5.1.2 Contextual factors affecting migration of children

· The migration of children is found to be positively associated with the family size. The larger family size means the higher percentage of migrant children and vice-versa.

· The percentage of migrant children among those who have no father is 29.4 and among those who have no mother is 25.7. In addition, the percentage of children who reported that the presence of stepmother at home is 13.5, and the presence of father is only 4.6%, whereas the overwhelming majority of migrant children have brothers and sisters in the family at home.

· More than 92% of the household heads are involved in agriculture as primary occupation, which is more than national average (80%). About 63% of migrant’s family can not survive throughout the year with primary occupation. As a result, 61.4% of them are involved in manual works as secondary occupation.

· The migration of children is negatively associated with the size of landholdings. Of the total, 12% have no land. Among those who have land, almost 94% have less than 1 hectare of land. In terms of sufficiency for survival, almost 58% of t migrant’s family can not survive whole year with the land they have. In addition, people also need cash money everyday because everything has been monetized.

· Since the last decade, Nepal has been experiencing multi-party democracy in the political sphere and economic liberalization in the economic sphere. Under these circumstances, particularly trade and tourism seem to be the important components. These lead to emergence of informal sectors which absorb the migrant children on one hand and these create complication in social lives and the family lives which again lead to the migration of children on the other hand.

· Education lacks right orientation, the way where to go. It is non-responsive to current market needs and they have no connections with occupations people are involved in. The education system is making children root out from the village life and takes them no where.

· High fertility, large family size, high dependency ratio, and high population density indicate that population pressure in peripheral districts of Kathmandu valley is an important push factor for migration of children.

· About 90% of migrant children working in Kathmandu valley originated from rural areas. Among them, the majority are from neighboring districts which have transportation facilities to join their district headquarter with Capital City, Kathmandu.

· The urbanization in Nepal has been rapid during the last three decades. This is found to be one of the important factors in the demand side of child migration, which creates a number of informal sectors to absorbing child labour.

5.1.3 Motivational factors

· Association of children with their parents is significantly related with the behaviour of parents toward them. Association of children as well as behaviour toward children are significantly associated with having parents/stepparents. In addition, having or not having biological parents or stepparents also does have meaningful association with behaviour of other relatives as well as neighbours and villagers indicating social indifference is also related to family situation. In this way, the tendency of children leaving home is associated with how the situation of family.

· In the case of reasons, the poverty is undeniable which stands at first position. Parent’s suggestion to leave home poses second position. But, what would be the parent’s suggestion mean? It may be that family may have livelihood problems or/and domestic or/and social problems, so parents send their children for work outside home. The problems may be related to poverty or other social factors. The third main reason children reported for migration is domestic violence.

· Gender variation is not found for poverty reasons. However, parent’s advice is more prevalent for females while domestic violence is important reason among males. Increased age is meaningful for children to understand poverty and domestic violence, whereas parent’s suggestion is important for leaving home for younger children. Domestic violence seems to be important reason for those who have stepparents. Similarly, poverty and domestic violence are more important for those who are from non-agriculture background, whereas parent’s and friend’s advice are important for those who are from agriculture.

· Case histories also demonstrate the poverty or economic insufficiency has been a unanimous reason for children leaving home. This exists even as a strong background of the migrant children’s family, so that it would consequently lead to other subsequent reasons. In addition to poverty, the domestic conflict is also common and it is associated with both types of family, that is, broken and normal.

5.2 Conclusions

Inspite of the limited information from literature and data with limited scope from a relatively small sample, which was collected in rather different contexts, this study is able to depict some results addressing the research questions made in the outset. Based on which the following conclusions are made.

Migration of children in urban Nepal especially in Kathmandu Valley has been increasing tremendously day by day. The place of origin is mainly the rural areas from neighborhood districts. The migrant children are predominantly males and their median age is 14. The transportation facilities, which join the district headquarters with Kathmandu valley, seem to be important for migration of children.

The society in Nepal has started to struggle for modernization, which has influenced the lives and livelihood of family, adults, as well as children. The most vulnerable sector is the children. There are several contextual factors that influence family and children, especially in two ways. First, these influence the family that has been differentiated and disintegrated which motivated children to leave home. Second, it directly influences the children’s lives in terms of development and livelihood. Both contribute to the migration of children. Effect on family and adults again translated into children’ lives. As a result, children decide to leave home for their livelihood, for their development, and for their future. The preferred destination is urban areas where they can achieve their goals as they expected. It is because the urbanization has been rapid during the last three decades and where the informal sectors have been increasing, which has capacity to absorb the children.

The contextual factors are mainly family dynamics, political economy, landholdings, education and information and communication system, and ecological factors are found to be important for migration of children. Among family dynamics, larger families, families with stepparents and families without land are associated with the migration of children. Family occupation is also important. Main occupation in rural areas is agriculture, which is very much static on one hand and subsistence in its nature and not sufficient for surviving on the other hand.

Even though the majority of migrant children have been treated normally by their parents, other relatives, and neighbours, it was significantly related to association of children with them and family situation. The association of children with their parents also depends on the family situation (having/ not having stepparents). If they have stepparents in the family, the association of children with them is not good and consequently the behaviour from the stepparents toward children is also not good, and social indifference is also prevailed. In this way, the tendency of children leaving home is associated with how the situation of family.

Poverty, parent’s suggestion, and domestic violence are the main reasons why children leave home. Poverty is sometimes even more important as a background for creating other subsequent reasons for migration of children. Females leave home due to parent’s advice and males leave home due to domestic violence even though the poverty is equally important for both sexes. Increased age is meaningful for children to perceive poverty and domestic violence, whereas parent’s suggestion to leave home is important for younger children because they are more dependent to parents by nature. Mostly those children who are from the family with stepparents have left home due to domestic violence/conflict. But, sometimes, domestic conflict is also connected with the normal families having no stepparents. Similarly, poverty and domestic violence are more important for those who are from non-agriculture background, whereas parent’s and friend’s advice are important for those who are from agriculture. In this way, results in terms of reasons could not go beyond the economic reason, which is completely undeniable. Other notable reasons are parent’s suggestion and domestic violence. Domestic violence is straightforward family reason, but parent’s suggestion is not clear. This must have some background reason behind it, which may be both or one of both, economic or social/family factors. So, it can not be concluded that this reason is related to something unless it is investigated further.

This study has been carried out with a relatively small sample and a very limited information, which were collected for different purpose of this study. Regarding this, for some more insight on this area, it would be better when we have in-depth field study. Anther thing is that this study lacks the in-depth study of younger children. It is because children aged 15-17 years are almost adult who are predominant in the sample while the important issue about migration of children is the migration of younger children. In other words, “why do children leave home in their younger age?” is important for the further research.
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Table 4.21


Reasons for children leaving home by sex�
�
Reasons�
Sex of Child�
�
�
�
Male�
Female�
Total�
�
Poverty reasons�
31.0�
31.0�
31.0�
�
Parent's suggestion�
22.0�
25.9�
22.8�
�
Domestic violence�
16.3�
12.1�
15.5�
�
Friend's advice�
12.2�
12.1�
12.2�
�
Dislike of village life�
11.4�
8.6�
10.9�
�
Others�
6.9�
10.3�
7.6�
�
Total�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
�
N�
245�
58�
303�
�
Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.26


Reasons for children leaving home by landholdings�
�
Reasons�
Have land�
Total�
�
�
Yes�
No�
�
�
Poverty reasons�
27.8�
43.5�
31.0�
�
Parent's suggestion�
25.7�
11.3�
22.8�
�
Domestic violence�
14.5�
19.4�
15.5�
�
Friend's advice�
13.7�
6.5�
12.2�
�
Dislike of village life�
10.4�
12.9�
10.9�
�
Others�
7.9�
6.5�
7.6�
�
Total�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
�
N�
241�
62�
303�
�
Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.25


Reasons for children leaving home by family occupation �
�
�
Occupation�
�
�
Reasons�
Agri-


culture�
Non


-agri�
Total�
�
Poverty reason�
27.9�
35.8�
31.0�
�
Parent's Suggestion�
27.3�
15.8�
22.8�
�
Domestic violence�
12.6�
20.0�
15.5�
�
Friend's advice�
14.8�
8.3�
12.2�
�
Dislike of village life�
10.4�
11.7�
10.9�
�
Others�
7.1�
8.3�
7.6�
�
Total�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
�
N�
183�
120�
303�
�
Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�









Table 4.24


Reasons for children leaving home by having parents/stepparents�
�
Reasons�
Own


parents�
Step


parents�
Total�
�
Poverty reasons�
28.3�
20.8�
26.4�
�
Parent's Suggestion�
27.7�
18.9�
25.5�
�
Domestic violence�
8.2�
35.8�
15.1�
�
Friend's advice�
13.8�
13.2�
13.7�
�
Dislike of village life�
13.2�
7.5�
11.8�
�
Others�
8.8�
3.8�
7.5�
�
Total�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
�
N�
159�
53�
212�
�
Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.23


Reasons for children leaving home by family size at origin�
�
Reasons�
Family Size�
Total�
�
�
0-5�
6 +�
�
�
Poverty reasons�
39.0�
27.1�
31.0�
�
Parent's suggestion�
19.0�
24.6�
22.8�
�
Domestic violence�
18.0�
14.3�
15.5�
�
Friend's advice�
10.0�
13.3�
12.2�
�
Dislike of village life�
12.0�
10.3�
10.9�
�
Others�
2.0�
10.3�
7.6�
�
Total�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
�
N�
100�
203�
303�
�
Source: CWIN survey 1998.�
�






Table 4.22


Reasons for children leaving home by age�
�
Reasons�
Age group�
Total�
�
�
<10�
10-14�
15+�
�
�
Poverty reasons�
26.7�
28.9�
36.3�
31.0�
�
Parent's suggestion�
33.3�
25.4�
15.4�
22.8�
�
Domestic violence�
13.3�
15.2�
16.5�
15.5�
�
Friend's advice�
6.7�
12.7�
12.1�
12.2�
�
Dislike of village life�
13.3�
10.7�
11.0�
10.9�
�
Others�
6.7�
7.1�
8.8�
7.6�
�
Total�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
�
N�
15�
197�
91�
303�
�
Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.20


Behaviour of villagers/ neighbours toward migrant children�
�
Beh-


aviour�
Both parents�
Parents with step�



Total�
N�
�
Good�
11.9�
9.4�
11.3�
24�
�
Normal�
86.2�
71.7�
82.5�
175�
�
Bad�
1.9�
18.9�
6.1�
13�
�
Total�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
212�
�
N�
159�
53�
212�
-�
�
Note: (2=19.92; df=2; and p=0.000.


Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.19


Behaviour of other relatives in family towards migrant children�
�
Beh-


aviour�
both parents�
Parents with step�



Total�



N�
�
Good�
15.1�
15.1�
15.1�
32�
�
Normal�
84.3�
66.0�
79.7�
169�
�
Bad�
0.6�
18.9�
5.2�
11�
�
Total�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
212�
�
N�
159�
53�
212�
-�
�
Note: (2=27.144; df=2; and p=0.000.


Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.18


Behaviour of mother toward migrant children in response to their association�
�
Beh-�
Association�
�
�
�
aviour�
Good�
Normal�
Bad�
Total�
N�
�
Good�
78.4�
11.9�
-�
24.6�
61�
�
Normal�
17.6�
82.5�
20.0�
64.1�
159�
�
Bad�
3.9�
5.6�
80.0�
11.3�
28�
�
Total�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
248�
�
N�
51�
177�
20�
248�
-�
�
Note: (2=200.31; df=4; and p=0.000.


Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.17


Behaviour of mother toward migrant children�
�
Beh-


aviour�



Mother�
Step Mother�
Total�
N�
�
Good�
27.1�
12.2�
24.6�
61�
�
Normal�
68.1�
43.9�
64.1�
159�
�
Bad�
4.8�
43.9�
11.3�
28�
�
Total�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
�
�
N�
207�
41�
248�
�
�
Note: (2 = 52.47; df=2; and p=0.000.


Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.16


Association of migrant children with mother/step mother�
�
Asso-


ciation�
Mother�
Step Mother�
Total�
N�
�
Good�
21.3�
17.1�
20.6�
51�
�
Normal�
75.4�
51.2�
71.4�
177�
�
Bad�
3.4�
31.7�
8.1�
20�
�
Total�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
248�
�
N�
207�
41�
248�
�
�
Note: (2 = 37.133; df=2; and p=0.000.


Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.15


Behaviour of father toward migrant children in response to their association�
�
Be-�
Association�
�
�
�
haviour�
Good�
Normal�
Bad�
Total�
N�
�
Good�
71.4�
3.0�
-�
13.2�
30�
�
Normal�
28.6�
90.2�
7.1�
70.5�
160�
�
Bad�
-�
6.7�
92.9�
16.3�
37�
�
Total�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
227�
�
N�
35�
164�
28�
227�
-�
�
Note: (2 = 255.67; df=4; and p=0.000.


Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.14


Behaviour of father toward migrant children�
�
Beh-


aviour�
Father�
Step Father�
Total�
N�
�
Good�
13.6�
7.1�
13.2�
30�
�
Normal�
73.7�
21.4�
70.5�
160�
�
Bad�
12.7�
71.4�
16.3�
37�
�
Total�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
227�
�
N�
213�
14�
227�
�
�
Note: (2 = 33.33; df=2; and 0.000.


Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.13


Association of migrant children with father/step father�
�
Asso-


ciation�
Father�
Step Father�
Total�
N�
�
Good�
16.0�
7.1�
15.4�
35�
�
Normal�
75.6�
21.4�
72.2�
164�
�
Bad�
8.5�
71.4�
12.3�
28�
�
Total�
100.0�
100.0�
100.0�
227�
�
N�
213�
14�
227�
�
�
Note: (2 = 48.24; df=2; and p=0.000.


Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.12


Dependency ratio, Nuwakot, 1998�
�
Dependent population�
Ratio�
   N�
�
Child dependants (0-14)�
  92.3%�
275�
�
Old dependants (60+)�
    7.7%�
  23�
�
Working age (15-59)�
-�
298�
�
Total Dependency ratio�
100.0%�
596�
�
Source: ABC/Nepal survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.11


Age and sex structure of sample household population, Nuwakot, 1998�
�
Age Group�
Male�
Female�
Total�
N�
�
< 5�
4.2�
3.7�
7.9�
(47)�
�
5 to 17�
30.0�
20.8�
50.8�
(303)�
�
18 +�
22.5�
18.8�
41.3�
(246)�
�
Total�
56.7�
43.3�
100.0�
(596)�
�
Source: ABC/Nepal survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.10


Place of origin of migrant children�
�
Place of Origin�
N�
%�
�
Adjoining Districts�
119�
39.3�
�
	Valley districts�
33�
10.9�
�
	Kavre�
26�
8.6�
�
	Nuwakot�
22�
7.3�
�
	Dhading�
22�
7.3�
�
	Sindhupalchowk�
16�
5.3�
�
Other Hills�
120�
39.6�
�
Tarai districts�
64�
21.1�
�
Total�
303�
100.0�
�
Source: CWIN Survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.9


Landholding in terms of food sufficiency throughout the year�
�
Land sufficiency�
N�
%�
�
Have land�
241�
79.5�
�
No Land�
62�
20.5�
�
Among those who have land�
�
Sufficient�
62�
25.7�
�
Insufficient�
139�
57.7�
�
DK�
40�
16.6�
�
Total�
241�
100.0�
�
Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.8


Landholding of migrant’s family at origin (in hectare)�
�
Landholding�
HH�
%�
Cum.


%�
�
No land�
11�
12.0�
-�
�
Have Land�
81�
88.0�
-�
�
Among having land�
�
< 0.25�
41�
50.6�
50.6�
�
0.25-0.49�
24�
29.6�
80.2�
�
0.50-0.99�
11�
13.6�
93.8�
�
1 & more�
5�
6.2�
100.0�
�
Total�
81�
100.0�
-�
�
Source: ABC/Nepal survey, 1998.


Note:	Household (HH) and family are taken as a


		same unit for landholding.�
�






Table 4.6


Sufficiency for survival by primary occupation �
�
Response�
%�
�
Yes�
37.0�
�
No�
63.0�
�
Total


N�
100.0


(292)�
�
Source: CWIN survey, 1998.


Note: Table include (292) only those 


	who reported their occupations.�
�






Table 4.7


Secondary occupation when the primary is not sufficient for survival�
�
Occupations�
%�
�
Agriculture�
14.2�
�
Manual labour�
61.4�
�
Professional work�
12.4�
�
DK�
12.0�
�
Total       (N=184)�
100.0�
�
Source: CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.5


Primary occupation of migrant’s family at origin�
�
Occupations�
ABC�
CWIN�
�
Agriculture�
92.4�
74.4�
�
Manual work�
5.5�
12.4�
�
Professional work�
2.2�
11.0�
�
Total�
92�
292�
�
Source:	ABC/Nepal survey, 1998;


		CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.4


Percentage of migrant children by family members at home�
�
Family members�
%�
N�
�
No father�
29.4�
89�
�
No mother�
25.7�
78�
�
No brother�
11.9�
267�
�
No sister�
20.5�
241�
�
Have step-father�
  4.6�
14�
�
Have step-mother�
13.5�
41�
�
Total no.of cases   (303)�
�
Source:	CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.3


Percentage of migrant children by family size�
�
Family size�
ABC�
CWIN�
�
Less than 3�
  1.0�
  7.9�
�
3-5�
33.6�
39.2�
�
6 & above�
65.4�
52.9�
�
Overall size�
  6.5�
  5.7�
�
N�
(110)�
(303)�
�
Source:	ABC/Nepal survey, 1998;


	CWIN survey, 1998.�
�






Table 4.2


Age and sex composition of migrant children in Kathmandu Valley�
�
Age �
Sex�
Total�
�
Group�
Male�
Female�
%�
N�
�
I	    5-9�
3.6�
1.3�
5.0�
(15)�
�
	10-14�
54.5�
10.6�
65.0�
(197)�
�
	15-16�
22.8�
7.3�
30.0�
(91)�
�
Total�
80.9�
19.1�
100.0�
(303)�
�
All age�
Median age = 14.0�
�
II	    5-9�
1.8�
1.8�
3.6�
(4)�
�
	10-14�
33.6�
17.3�
50.9�
(56)�
�
	15-17�
34.5�
10.9�
45.5�
(50)�
�
Total�
70.0�
30.0�
100.0�
(110)�
�
All age�
Median age = 14.0�
�
Source:	 I. CWIN (1998), table 2.2.


	II. ABC/Nepal (1998), table 4.2, p.24.�
�






Table 4.1


Rate of migration of children by age�
�
�
Migration rate (in %)�
�
Age Group�
ABC/Nepal�
KC et al�
�
< 10�
0.14�
0.16�
�
10 - 14�
2.30�
1.09�
�
15 - 17�
4.44�
5.33�
�
Total�
1.69�
1.58�
�
Source:	ABC/Nepal (1998:25), table 4.3; 		KC et al (1997:18), table 2.3.�
�






Box 3.1


Concept used in the working definition of migrant children





Migrant children (Urban)


Migrant children working in various informal sectors


(But they are living & working inde-pendently or without family in urban)





Migration


Children leaving home for urban work


 The way that they leave home is


   -  With consent of parents/guardians


   -  Ran away





Children 


Between


Age 5 to 17


years











Urbanization & History of Rural-urban Mobility





Childhood Socialization





Personal Characteristics





Figure 1: The Process-Context Approach to Family and Child Migration in Nepal
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Table 1.1


Percentage of migrant & non-migrant children involved in various sectors in Kathmandu valley city�
�
Area


of child labour�
Mi-


grant�
Non-migrant�
Total�
�
Porters�
92�
8�
100�
�
Tempo-khalasi�
87�
3�
100�
�
Domestic service�
95�
5�
100�
�
Shoe shining�
93�
7�
100�
�
Carpet industries�
97�
3�
100�
�
Source: CWIN, 1998 (Table 6.1).�
�









�	The upper limit of age is considered here as 17 based on the Minimum Age Convention (1973) No. 138 and Child Rights Convention (1989). (see Chapter III on Methodology).


� “Notwithstanding the constitutional provision, bonded labour still exists in different parts of Nepal. For instance, Kamaiya system has still deep roots in the society in some parts of Western Nepal, where a person with his family is forced to work without wages in lieu of debt they have incurred. There are also cases of whole families bonded for generations due to their inability to pay off their debts” (ILO/IPEC, 1995).


�	Tempo is an autorikshaw (small automobile) that is used for carrying passengers and popular in Kathmandu valley. Khalasi is a helper in tempo conducting.





�	Panchayat System is a no party political system with active leadership of monarchy. Late King Mahendra had established this system in 1961 by banning the then multiparty system.


�	Life course perspective and historical context (time) are not included in the study.


�	For CWIN survey, I was one of two consultants and I worked for whole period of research from survey and questionnaire design to report writing.


� This study did not use information from phase II survey.


�	The definition adopted refers to migrant children as those who moved independently for economic reasons and those who moved also for non-economic reasons but were involved in economic activities after and before moving.





�	Estimation is based on the survey data carried out in 1996 by Central Department of Population Studies, Tribhuvan University.


�	Imported chemical fertilizers are insufficiently available and supply is also irregular, so people can not rely on fertilizer for agriculture in Nepal.


�	Panchayat system was a system based on village to national panchayat as a ladder of the political and administrative unit. It was actually party-less system with active monarchy. It was so-called party-less panchayat democratic system.


�	Valley districts are Kathmandu, Lalitpur, and Bhaktapur.


�	Urban include in this case is not only Kathmandu Valley but also other urban areas of Nepal as designated by constitution.


�	Neighbourhoods of the adjoining districts of Kathmandu valley are Makawanpur, Sindhuli, Ramechhap, Dolakha, Gorkha, Rasuwa, etc.


�	The population density is defined here as the population per square kilometer.





�	Dependency ratio is defined as the persons under age 15 and 60 years and above per 100 of working age population aged 15-59.
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