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ABSTRACT

The study was carried out in the purposively selected wards (4 and 5) of Geta
VDC of Kailali district with the objectives of a) examining the socio-economic
and livelihood conditions of Dalit, b) assessing their household level food
security with respect to land holding size and c) finding out their living
standard. Of the total 104 Dalit households, 66 households were sampled for
the study. Both qualitative and quantitative techniques were used for data
collection. The data analysis was done with the help of computer software

packages i.e. Microsoft Excel 2007.

Sixty five respondents had some kind of land. Of these, 35 possessed Ailani
land (barren land owned by the government) and the rest had private land.
For the majority, size of landholding was very small. The major crops grown in
the study area were rice, wheat, mustard, pulse crop and maize and their
vield rates were 3.2534 metric ton/ha, 1.7290 metric ton/ha, 0.2699 metric
ton/ha, 0.2381 metric ton/ha and 0.6288 metric ton/ha kg respectively. For
the absolute majority, food they produced was only sufficient for less than
three months. They supplemented their requirements with off-farm labour,
farming and caste-based occupation. Those who earned less than NRs.3, 000
per month, 3,000 to 4,500 and more that NRs.4, 500 were almost equally
divided. Majority of the respondents owned some kind of livestock such as
goat, ox, cow, buffalo, calf and hen and had thatched houses. Very few had
access to electricity where as none of the Dalits had toilets in their houses.
Most of the family members were just literate. However, they took loan from
both formal and informal institutions. The average monthly expenditure on
food, education, health and clothing was NRs.3060.94. Nearly three-fifths
(56.06%) of the respondents perceived their living standard as low and for the
rest, it was medium. The socio-economic condition of Dalits in all dimensions,
such as sources of livelihoods, size of land holding, food security and other is

at lower level.
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