
 

" ;fIf/tf g} dfgj lasf;sf] k"jf+wf/ xf] ;fIf/tf g} dfgj lasf;sf] k"jf+wf/ xf] ;fIf/tf g} dfgj lasf;sf] k"jf+wf/ xf] ;fIf/tf g} dfgj lasf;sf] k"jf+wf/ xf] " 
;fIf/tfsf] k|ult cjnf]sg ;ldlt;fIf/tfsf] k|ult cjnf]sg ;ldlt;fIf/tfsf] k|ult cjnf]sg ;ldlt;fIf/tfsf] k|ult cjnf]sg ;ldlt    

a'n]l6g g_- !) 
laleÌ hglaleÌ hglaleÌ hglaleÌ hg––––hfltdf lg/If/tfsf] ;d:of chfltdf lg/If/tfsf] ;d:of chfltdf lg/If/tfsf] ;d:of chfltdf lg/If/tfsf] ;d:of c _s, @)%^ h]i7_s, @)%^ h]i7_s, @)%^ h]i7_s, @)%^ h]i7 

 
LITERACY WATCH COMMITTEE OF NEPAL 

BULLETIN NO. 10 
Special Issue on Problem of Illiteracy Among Ethnic Groups 

1999 June 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Editor-in-Chief: Mr. T. M. Sakya 
 



Editorial              ;DkfbsLo;DkfbsLo;DkfbsLo;DkfbsLo 
 
      Nepal is a multicultural, multi-ethnic and multi-
lingual language country. According to the National 
Census of 1991 about 48 % percent of the Nepali 
people speak their mother tongue, a language 
different from the Nepali language. But Nepali 
language is the medium of instruction in schools and 
in literacy classes. According to various researchers 
and social thinkers, this is one of the most serious 
reasons why the literacy rate is so low among the 
non-Nepali speaking population of Nepal. Those 
who are illiterate are also those living below the 
poverty line. The government of Nepal has set goals 
to alleviate poverty through its Ninth Five-Year 
Plan. These objectives cannot be achieved if we are 
unable to educate people, to train them and build 
their self-confidence. For these objectives to be 
achieved, there must be a concerted effort in 
providing a level of education in the various ethnic 
groups’ mother tongue. One of the basic principles 
in education theory is that people learn better and 
faster when taught in their mother tongue. After 
initial education in the mother tongue, people can be 
gradually provided education in the official 
language, the Nepali language. Adopting the use of 
teaching ethnic groups in their own languages before 
they learn in the Nepali language medium, will be 
one of the most effective ways to indirectly alleviate 
poverty in Nepal. I hope this issue of the Bulletin 
will encourage policy makers, leaders and 
administrators to consider this very significant issue 
of ethnic languages and it’s role in education and 
poverty alleviation in Nepal. 
 

 

    g]kfn ax'–;fF:s[lts / ax'–eflifs 
b]z xf] . @)$& ;fnsf] hgu0fgf cg';f/ 
s/Lj $* % k|ltzt hgtfx?sf] 
dft[efiff g]kfnL xf]Og . t/ xfd|f :s"n 
sn]hdf g]kfnL efiff afx]s c? lzIf0fsf] 
dfWod 5}g . o;n] ubf{ hghfltx?nfO{ s] 
s:tf dsf{ kl//x]sf] 5 / lzIff kfpg 
g;s]/ pgLx? s;/L ul/jLsf] r+u'ndf 
kml;/x]sf 5g\,  of] s'/fsf] ulDe/tfnfO{ 
o; c+sn] b]vfpg vf]h]sf] 5 .  
 
    o; c+sdf efiff, ;fIf/tf / ul/jL 
;DjGwL cg';Gwfgx? pNn]v ul/Psf 5g\. 
o;sf] d'Vo p2]Zo b]zsf /fhg}lts 
g]tfx?, of]hgfsf/x? / k|zf;sx?nfO{ 
efiffsf] ;d:of a'emL plrt gLlt lgod 
agfpg d2t ug'{ /x]sf] 5 . cfzf 5, o; 
a'n]l6gn] ;a}nfO{ ;fIf/tfsf] :t/ / 
ul/jLsf]  ;DjGw a'emfpg] 5 . ;fy} 
dft[efiffdf l;sfpFbf ;fIf/tfsf] sfo{qmd 
a9L ;kmn x'g] s'/f a'emfpg] k|of; klg 
o; a'n]l6gn] u/]sf] 5 .  
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Literacy Status among Various Ethnic Groups 
 

Landlocked Nepal is divided into 
three geographical regions, the 
mountains, the hills and the plains 
(Terai). Only 25 percent of Nepal's lands 
are cultivable, the rest are mountains and 
hills. In Nepal, the Government spends 
about 14 percent of its budget raising 
taxes from the poors for Education, but 
the result is very dismal. 
  Nearly 60 percent of the 
country’s 20 million population are still 
illiterate. The literacy rate in the rural 
areas is generally even lower. In rural 
areas, the literacy rate in 1991 was 37, 
and 67 percent in the urban areas.  
Similarly, the literacy rate is lower in 
areas where the majority of ethnic 
minorities live, mostly in the mountain 
and Terai regions.  

Nepal's population consists of 
multiple languages and ethnic groups. 
According to the 1981 census, about 56 

different dialects are spoken in Nepal. 
Although the official Nepali language is 
not the mother tongue of about 48 
percent of the population, it is still the 
only medium of instruction in primary 
and other levels of education. Other 
literacy programs are also mostly 
conducted in Nepali language.  

Many enlightened people and 
researchers are of the opinion that  this is 
one of the most serious reasons why 
illiteracy and poverty persists in Nepal. 
The so-called high caste people and 
other fortunate groups enjoy higher 
educational and higher income, while  
keeping the majority of the population 
under the yoke of illiteracy and poverty.  
A recent study done by Devendra 
Chettry in 1996 demonstrates literacy 
rates among different ethnic groups as 
shown in the following chart : 
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According to Mr. Chettry (1996) 
15 ethnic groups out of 29 ethnic groups 
are found to be disadvantaged in terms 
of their literacy status. These ethnic 
groups are as follows: Musahar, 
Dhunsadh, Chamar, Mallah, Muslim, 
Kewat, Dhanuk, Sarki, Kurmi, Kami, 
Yadav, Tharu, Tamang, Damai and 
Kushwa. These groups make up 6.4 
million people, which is about 34.6 
percent of the total population of Nepal. 

The literacy rates among these groups 
vary from 4.2 percent to 28.4 percent.  

The educationally disadvantaged 
ethnic populations are not uniformly 
distributed all over the country. Landless 
and marginal farm holders can be 
considered the most disadvantaged 
group. Among these illiterate ethnic 
groups, social status, health, safe 
drinking water and other necessities are 
also found to be at a very low level. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Literacy is unequally distributed 

among the various caste and ethnic 
groups. The high caste groups and a few 
of the small ethnic groups such as 
Newars and Brahmin are located in the 

upper literacy ranges while the lowest 
caste groups such as the Kami, Damai 
and Sarki are relegated to the bottom of 
the literacy hierarchy. 

 



Human Development by Caste and Ethnicity 1996  
 
 

Caste 
 

Adult literacy ratio (1996) Human poverty Index 

Nepal  36.72 0.325 
 

Brahmins  
Chhetri  
Newar  
Gurung ; 
Magar ; 
Sherpa ; 
Rai, Limbu  
Muslim  
Rajbansi ; 
Yadav ; 
Tharu, Ahir  
Occupational 
Caste  
(Untouchable)  

58.00 
42.00 
54.80 

 
 
 

35.20 
22.10 

 
 

27.50 
23.80 

 
 

0.441 
0.348 
0.457 

 
 
 

0.299 
0.239 

 
 

0.313 
0.239 

 
Source : Human Development Report 1998 
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ef}uf]lns lx;fan] lxdfn, kxf8 / t/fO{ 
efudf ljeflht xfd|f] b]z g]kfndf ljleÌ 
hghflt / efiffeflifsf hg;+Vof oqtq 5l/P/ 
a;]sf 5g\ . ;/sf/L:t/af6 ;a}sf] nlfu lzIff 
k|bfg ug]{ p2]Zon] w]/} wg/fzL vr{ u/L z}lIfs 
sfo{qmd ;+rfng u/]tfklg em08} ^) k|ltzt 
hgtfx? cem}klg -;g\ !((%_ lg/If/ g} 5g\ . 
u|fdL0f ;d'bfodf ;fIf/tfsf] l:ylt cem 
bogLo 5 . lxdfn / t/fO{ If]q hxfF laif]zt 
hghfltsf dflg;x? a;f]af; u5{g\,  ToxfFsf] 
lg/If/tfsf] l:ylt klg eofjx 5 . ;g\ !((! 
sf] tYofFÍ  cg';f/ g]kfnsf] u|fdL0f ;d'bfodf 
;fIf/tfsf] l:ylt #& k|ltzt dfq 5 eg] zx/L 
If]q df ^& k|ltzt k'u]]sf] 5 . 

ax'eflifs b]z ePsf]n] emG8} $* 
k|ltzt hgtfsf] dft[efiff u}/–g]kfnL efiff 
/x]sf] 5 . t/ ;/sf/n] k|fylds lzIffb]lv pRr 
lzIff;Dd klg g]kfnL efiffaf6} lzIff lbb}+ 
cfPsf] 5 . g]kfnL efiff a'em\g sl7gfO{ ePsf] 
sf/0f / cGo ;fdflhs cfly{s cj:yfn] ubf{ 
g]kfnL efiff dft[efiff gePsf hfltsf 
s]6fs]6Lx?n] aLr}df :s"n 5f]8\g] u/]sf] kfOPsf] 

5 . log} sf/0fn] ubf{ pQm 7fpFx?df 
lg/If/tfsf] ;+Vof ab\b} uPsf] xf] eÌ ] w]/} 
la4fgx?sf] egfO{ 5 .  

b]j]Gb|| If]qLn] !((^ df ljleÌ 
hghfltsf] ;fIf/tf l:yltnfO{ cWoog u/L 
k|fKt glthfnfO{ dflysf] u|fkm rf6{ -k]h g+=#_ 
df k|:t't ul/Psf] 5 .  

xfd|f] b]zsf pÌGtL; ljleÌ 
hghfltdWo] kGw| hghflt h:t} M d';x/, 
b';fw, rdf/, dNnfx, d':nLd, s]j6, wfg's, 
;fsL{, s'dL{, sfdL, ofbj, yf?, tfdfª , bdfO{ / 
s';jf cflbsf] ;fIf/tf l:ylt ;fX} Go"g /x]sf] 
5 . o; hftsf ;d'bfosf] ;+Vof xfd|f] b]zdf 
em08} #$=^ k|ltzt /x]sf] 5 . oL ;d'bfodf 
;fIf/tfsf] l:ylt ;dfg :t/df 5}g . 
;fIf/tfsf] l:ylt $=@ k|ltztb]lv @*=$ 
k|ltzt;Dd km/s b]lvG5 . logLx? ;fdflhs 
?kn] klg lk5l8Psf 5g\ . pRr hftsf h:t} 
a|fXd0f / g]jf/sf] ;fIf/tf l:ylt pRr :t/df 
5 eg] tyfslyt cNk;+Vosx?sf] :t/ Go"g 
b]lvG5. 
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Poverty among Ethnic Groups 
  

The growing poverty in Nepal is the 
outcome of illiteracy and a faulty social and 
economic structure. In 1997, the National 
Planning Commission (NPC 1997) defined 
the poor as individuals whose income/ 
consumption level falls below the 
physiologically required level. NPC has also 
defined poverty in terms of basic needs (NPC 
1985). Around 9 million Nepalis or 45 
percent of the population, are defined as 
poor, an increase of nearly 9 percentage 
points from the level in 1977. In 1977, the 
proportion of households falling below the 
poverty line was estimated to be 33.7 percent 
(34.3 percent in rural areas and 19.9 percent 
in the urban areas).  

However, there was significant 
variation across ecological regions. Incidence 
of poverty was highest in the Hills (47 
percent of households and 50 percent of the 
population), followed by the Mountains (36 
percent of households and 44 percent of the 
population), then the Terai (33 percent of 
households and 35 percent of the population).          
(Nepal Human Development Report 1998) 

Among the development regions, 
the worst poverty is found in the far-western 

region, followed by the mid-western 
regions and finally the central 
development region.  

At the sub-regional level, the 
far-western mountains recorded the 
highest incidence of poverty, followed by 
the far-western hills and mid-western 
mountains. The variation in incidence of 
poverty across regions is worsening over 
time. In 1997, incidence of poverty in the 
rural areas was 2.2 times higher 
compared to that of the urban areas. 
Poverty is not merely an economic issue, 
it is also an issue related to human 
dignity. Hence, the economic definition 
of poverty has to be linked with the 
broader spectrum of socio-economic 
parameters. This subsection attempts to 
identify the poor in terms of various 
socio-economic variables such as caste, 
location, occupation, sector of 
employment, education level, 
composition of income and family size. It 
is expected that this will help trace the 
correlates of poverty and various 
caste/ethnic characteristics and locational 
attributes.  

 
Incidence of Poverty among Different Ethnic Groups 

(1)Selected 
Characteristics 

Caste/ Ethnicity 

(2) 
Proportion  

(3) Proportion of 
poor in sample  

(4) Proportion 
below line   

(5) Relative incidence 
of poverty  

[Column (3)/(2)]  
Chhetri  
Brahman  
Mgar  
Tharu  
Newar 
Tamang  
Kami  
Ydav  
Muslim  
Rai  
Gurung  
Damai  
Limbu  
Sarki  
Other*  

17.71 
14.85 
 6.48 
8.24 
4.98 
4.10 
4.76 
4.26 
5.50 
1.39 
2.70 
1.50 
2.20 
1.48 
19.82 

19.48 
11.33 
8.28 
8.74 
2.74 
5.35 
7.16 
3.79 
4.64 
1.74 
2.70 
2.22 
3.44 
2.13 
16.27 

50 
34 
58 
48 
25 
59 
68 
40 
38 
56 
45 
67 
71 
65 
37 

1.10 
0.76 
1.28 
1.06 
0.55 
1.31 
1.50 
0.89 
0.84 
1.25 
1.00 
1.48 
1.56 
1.44 
0.82 



Educational attainment is a valuable 
safety net to neutralize the burden of 
poverty. The illiterate population is 
much more prone to poverty. However, 
data shows that the achieved level of 
education does not necessarily reduce 
the severity of poverty proportionately, 

particularly at the lower levels of 
education. Incidence of poverty is higher 
among households whose heads have 
completed primary level education than 
among those whose heads are simply 
literate. 

 
 

ljleÌ hghfltdf u/LjLsf] l:yltljleÌ hghfltdf u/LjLsf] l:yltljleÌ hghfltdf u/LjLsf] l:yltljleÌ hghfltdf u/LjLsf] l:ylt    
 

lg/If/tf g} ul/jLsf] d'Vo sf/0f 
xf] . ljleÌ hghfltx? b]zsf] kfFr} lasf; 
If]qdf 5l/P/ /x]tfklg hghflt ;d"x 
a;f]af; u/]sf] lhNnfx?df lg/If/tfsf] 
l:ylt gfh's 5 . ltgLx?sf] ;fdflhs / 
cfly{s l:ylt klg /fd|f] 5}g . g]kfndf 
/fli6« o of]hgf cfof]un] !((& df u/Ljsf] 
kl/efiff o;/L u/]sf] 5 Æ h'g JolQmsf] 
cfDbfgLn] p;sf] ef}lts cfjZostf 
kl/k"lt{ x'g ;Qm}g To:tf JolQmnfO{ u/Lj 
elgG5Æ  . To:t} ul/jLnfO{ klg kl/efflift 
ul/Psf] 5 Æ h'g ;d'bfodf cfwf/e"t 
cfjzostf k"/f x'g ;Qm}g To; 
;d'bfonfO{ ul/jLn] o'Qm ;d'bfo elgPsf] 
5 Æ . () nfv g]kfnL hg;+Vofdf em08} 
$% k|ltzt hg;+Vof u/Lj 5g\ . g]kfndf 
u/LjL !(&& sf] txeGbf ( k|ltztn] 
a9\b} uPsf] 5 . ;g\ !(&& df u|fld0f 
;d'bfo / zx/L ;d'bfodf ul/jLsf] cGt/ 
o;/L b]vfOPsf] lyof] . hDdf ##=& 
k|ltzt ul/jL l:yltdf ufpFdf #$=# 

k|ltzt lyof] eGg] zx/df !(=( k|ltzt 
dfq lyof] . ul/jLsf] l:yltdf ef}uf]lns 
If]q cg';f/ klg ljljwtf kfOG5 .  

b]zsf] kfFr lasf; If]qdWo] ;'b"/–
klZrdsf] kxf8L If]qdf ul/jLsf] cj:yf 
emg\ v/fj 5 . ;g\ !((& sf] tYofFÍ  
cg';f/ zx/L ;d'bfodf eGbf u|fdL0f 
;d'bfodf ul/jLsf] k|ltzt @=@ n] a9L 
b]lvPsf] lyof] . ul/jLsf] d'Vo sf/0f 
lg/If/tf g} xf], t/ o;sf] ;fy;fy} ljleÌ 
hghfltsf] hftkft, pgLx? a;f]af; ug]{ 
7fFp, k]zf, /f]huf/, ;fdflhs / cfly{s 
cj:yfdf klg e/ kb{5 . cfwf/e"t lzIff 
k|fKt ug{ g;s]sf cfdfafa'sf ;Gtfgx? 
klg u/Lj ePsf] kfOPsf] 5 .  

lg/If/tfsf] sf/0fn] ubf{ u/Ljsf] 
;+Vof a9\b} hfG5 . ul/jLsf] rk]6fdf 
k/]sf oL ;d'bfox? dfgj clwsf/af6 
;d]t alGrt eO{ b'MvL hLjg latfO{ /x]sf 
5g\. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Problem of Illiteracy and Language Policy 
 

Nepal is a multi-lingual 
developing country. The people are 
socially segmented along levels of caste, 
sub-caste and ethnic and sub-ethnic 
groups. Such groups cannot be stated 
with sufficient precision partly because it 
is dependent on the definition employed 
by various researchers. The 1991 census 
has recorded more than 60 such language 
groups of  whom 20 are major language 
groups.  

The National Ethnic Groups 
Development Committee has identified 
61 such groups and the National 
Language Policy Advisory Committee 
has listed 60 living languages of Nepal. 
In particular deep social rifts and distance 
has separated the high caste groups from 
the lower caste groups regarded as 
untouchables, not only in relation to ritual 
domains but also in their access to power 
and economic privileges.  

Despite the legal abolition of 
discrimination on the basis of caste and 
ethnicity, such discrimination is still very 
strong in the rural areas, although it is 
declining in the urban areas. Caste and 
ethnicity continue to function as universal 
and salient social and cultural 
classificatory categories in rural areas. 
Besides having different caste and ethnic 
discrimination there are linguistic belts 
(hills and plains) of the country. Mostly 
the hills and mountain areas are inhabited 
by a majority of language groups like the 
Tamang, Rai, Limbu, Gurungs.  

There are still many other smaller 
language communities in various pockets 
of the hills and mountains. These people 
speak their own language in their homes 
and communities and they have to use 
Nepali language for communication with 
others. Tamangs in the country’s hill area 
are the largest community speaking their 

own language. Another languages spoken 
by large populations are Maithali, 
Bhojpuri, Tharu and Avadhi languages. 
They  are mainly spoken in many Terai 
districts of Nepal. Moreover, several 
other small language groups also in exist 
in the Terai districts.  

Though several languages and 
dialects are used in Nepal, the Nepali 
language is slowly becoming a common 
language of communication among inter-
language groups. But there are many 
problems, for example, if the children 
from non-Nepali speaking communities 
go to the school, they have to stay in the 
school for two to three years before they 
could learn Nepali language properly. But 
the children from poor communities have 
no motivation to stay in this strange 
situation for so long. Moreover the 
parents also do not see any use for their 
children to stay in school without 
learning any new knowledge besides 
another language.  

Therefore the children from ethnic 
groups drop out from schools in large 
numbers. As it stands now, there is no 
specific government policy or support for 
the development of local languages nor is 
there any policy which provides initial 
education in the local language. It is 
likely that some of the languages will die 
out with the passage of time.  

The literacy rate among the 
Tamangs is particularly low. Tamang 
children have opportunities to learn their 
native language only at home and in their 
communities, beyond these locations they 
have to use Nepali for communication. 
Because of this difficulty, Tamang also 
continue to live in poverty. The children 
of other communities like the Rai, 
Limbus, Gurungs, Magars, Maithali, 
Bhojpuris, Tharus and others also have to 



face difficulties in their pursuit of an 
education in schools.  

Consequently, the educational 
achievement levels of those communities 
are lowest in all subjects of the 
curriculum. They are facing problems of 
understanding the subject matter which 
are taught in Nepali language. Teachers 
use instructional materials in Nepali 
language. There is lack of educational 
materials in local languages. Due to the 
obstacle of  the Nepali language medium, 
most parents do not get involved in 
educational activities of their children. 
The problems of understanding and 
communicating in Nepali language faced 
by the non-Nepali speaking children has 
become a nuisance to their parents. 
Therefore, it is beyond doubt that the 
medium of instruction in both formal and 
non-formal classes is one of the main 
reasons behind the low literacy rate 
among various ethnic groups. 
  Most higher caste people 
particularly the school teachers and 
fellow students from high castes harbor 
and express attitudes and practices which 
are discriminatory against particular 
castes and ethnic groups. Negative 
attitudes and practices make a lasting 
impression on children belonging to the 
lower caste groups. Such attitudes and 
practices also contribute to the high drop-
out rates and illiteracy. 
  Due to the neglect of mother 
languages in schools, the children whose 

mother tongue is not Nepali find 
themselves to be handicapped learners. 
Their continuation and performance in 
schools suffers immensely.   

The Constitution of Nepal has 
stated that all people may receive their 
education in their own mother tongue but 
no effective action has been taken by the 
Government to provide education in their 
mother tongue to these ethnic groups. If 
there is a provision of promoting 
education in their mother tongue 48 
percent of non Nepali speaking ethnic 
groups would have gained an education 
in their mother tongue. 

According to the education theory 
and psychology, initial education must be 
in the mother tongue of the children. But 
Nepali language is introduced as a 
compulsory medium of instruction right 
from grade 1 throughout the entire 
education levels.  

Recently, with the promulgation 
of the constitution of 1990, there has been 
some relaxation in the use of local 
languages. Radio Nepal broadcasts news 
in various local languages. But the 
language policy in education is still very 
pedantic. Although the Ministry of 
Education has recently allowed the use of 
local languages to explain the lessons, it 
has not been practiced. Because most of 
the teachers are not from the local area,  
hence they  cannot speak the local 
language. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

POOR COUNTRIES NEED NOT WAIT TO GET RICH BEFORE   
THEY CAN IMPROVE THE LIVES OF THEIR CITIZENS. 

   - A.K. Sen, 1993 
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xfd|f] b]zdf ljleÌ hft, 
hghfltsf hg;+Vofdf ljleÌ efiffefifL 
;d"x klg 5g\ . ;g\ !(() sf] 
hgu0fgfn] g]kfndf k|rlnt ^) 
j6feGbf a9L efiffdWo] @) d'Vo efiff 
ePsf] k'i6\ofPsf] 5 . o:tf] hflto / 
eflifs ljljwtf u|fdL0f ;d'bfodf w]/} 
kfOG5 . To;df klg lxdfn,kxf8 / 
t/fO{df efiff ;d"xx?sf] cem ljljwtf 
kfOG5 . lxdfn / kxf8df tfdfË , /fO{, 
lnDa' / u'?Ë  efiff af]lnG5 eg] t/fO{df 
d}ynL, ef]hk'/L, yf? / cjlw efiff 
af]lNfG5 . oBkL pgLx? kl/jf/ aflx/ 
g]kfnLefiff af]n]tfklg kl/jf/df eg] 
cfkm\g} dft[efiff af]N5g\ . g]kfnL 
efiffaf6 lzIf0f ul/g] laBfnodf g]kfnL 

efiff l;Sg ufXf] e} s]6fs]6Lx?n] 
ljBfno 5f]8\g] u/]sf] kfOG5 . lzIfsn] 
g]kfnL efiffaf6 lzIf0f ug]{ / lzIf0f 
;fdu|L klg g]kfnL efiffs} k|of]u ug]{ 
ubf{ hghfltsf s]6fs]6Lx?sf] l;sfO{ 
pknlAw Go"g ePsf] kfO{G5 . o;n] ubf{ 
tL hghfltdf lg/If/tfsf] ;+Vof 
lbgfg'lbg a9\b} uPsf] 5 .  

;+ljwfgdf ;a}n] cfˆ gf] 
dft[efiffaf6 k|fylds lzIff k|fKt ug]{ 
u/fpg] k|fjwfg ePtfklg  o;sf] 
k"0f{tof Jojxf/df nfu" ePsf] 5}g . 
lzIff dgf]lj1fgn] klg k|f/lDes lzIff 
dft[  efiffaf6  lbOg' kg]{  s'/fdf  hf]8  
lbPsf] 5 . t/ o;tkm{ ;/sf/af6 s'g} 
7f]; sbd rflnPsf] b]lvb}+g . 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Co-relationship between Literacy and Poverty 
 
 
 

Although the National Planning 
Commission has identified that only 45 
percent of Nepalese people are living 
below the poverty line. The UNDP 
Human Development Reports say that 
70 percent of Nepalis fall below the 
poverty line. Maybe, the UNDP figure is 
more accurate because that figure 
coincides with the illiteracy rate in Nepal 

of the population above 15 years old. 
Actually speaking, poverty and illiteracy 
are the most severe problems in Nepal. It 
is already a well-known fact all over the 
world that poors are illiterate and 
illiterates usually the poor. Therefore, 
illiteracy and poverty are two sides of 
the same coin.  

 
 
 

Poverty and deprivation Index 
- Worst district 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
    
 
                         
    
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Overall Literacy rate 
-   Worst district  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
These two indicators show that literacy 
and poverty are not uniformly 
distributed in all districts.   But the 
population that is both poor and illiterate 
are located almost uniformly in the same 

districts. The districts that have high 
illiteracy rates also have high poverty 
rates and other indicators like child 
deprivation, gender discrimination and  
women’s  disparity. 

 



;fIf/tf / ul/jLsf] ;x;fIf/tf / ul/jLsf] ;x;fIf/tf / ul/jLsf] ;x;fIf/tf / ul/jLsf] ;x––––;DaGw;DaGw;DaGw;DaGw    
    
    
lg/If/tf ul/jL;+u ufFl;Psf] x'G5 . h'g 
7fpFdf lg/Iftfsf] ;+Vof a9L x'G5 To; 
7fpFsf] hgtfx?sf] cj:yf klg v/fj 
x'G5 . u|fdL0f ;d'bfosf ljljw 
hghfltx?n], ljljw efiff af]Ng] / 
g]kfnL efiff l;Sg ufXf] ePsf]n] 
ltgLx?df ;fIf/tfsf] l:ylt w]/} sdhf]/  
ePsf] kfOG5 . To:tf 7fpFx?df ul/jLsf] 
cfj:yf klg eofjx 5 . g]kfnsf] ;'b"/ 
klZrd lxdfnL / dWodf~rn t/fO{sf] 
lhNnfx? h:t} M sflnsf]6, x'Dnf, d'u', 
/;'jf, 8f]Nkf, cR5fd, hfh/sf]6, /f}tx6, 

afh'/f, h'Dnf, dxf]Q/L, ;nf{xL, aemfË , 
/f]Nkf, af/f, 8f]6L, slkna:t', l;/fxf, 
?s'd, alb{of, l;Gw'kfNrf]s, b}n]v, 
;Nofg, /fd]5fk / wg'iffdf ;fIf/tfsf] 
l:ylt ;fX} sd ePsf] / kmn:j?k 
ul/jLsf] cj:yf klg g/fd|f] b]lvG5 . 
o;/L h'g lhNnfdf lg/If/tf a9L 5 
ToxL lhNnfdf ul/jLsf] cj:yf klg 
v/fj 5 . o:tf] cj:yfdf s]6fs]6Lx?sf] 
ljsf; klg gx'g]  / n}+lus c;dfgtfsf] 
;d:of klg  a9L ePsf] b]lvG5 .

    
g]kfnsf ax'efiffefifL hgtfx?g]kfnsf ax'efiffefifL hgtfx?g]kfnsf ax'efiffefifL hgtfx?g]kfnsf ax'efiffefifL hgtfx?    
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