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Abstract

Communities adjacent to National Parks may experience socio-cultural transformations from livelihood changes
incurred from tourism. The creation of Chitwan National Park (CNP) in Nepal resulted in livelihood
transformations for the indigenous Tharu people of Sauraha, Chitwan District, Nepal. This study examines the
impacts of CNP and tourism on the Tharu people of Bachhauli Ward and Harnahari Ward in Chitwan District,
Nepal. Comparative and qualitative analyses of interview results obtained from Tharu informants are discussed
to explain the differential impact of the establishment of CNP and tourism on each Ward. Results show that the
economic impact of CNP and tourism in Harnari Ward is higher than in Bachhauli Ward. However, the socio-
cultural impact was found to be moderate in both wards. Based upon suggestions provided by Tharu respondents,
interviews with park officials, and observations, recommendations are made for improved economic and cultural
sustai nable devel opment for the communities of Chitwan.
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1. Introduction

Parks and protected areas (PA) serve a varietyraftibns and roles in society. The primary goa& gfrotected
area is biodiversity conservation (Ormsby&Kapli®02). The designation and management of proteceska
isnot only for the conservation of biodiversity tlincreasingly is an element of sustainable devekg because
of income generated from tourism in many count(i@mbert& Pretty, 1997). A goal for many nationakls is
to demonstrate careful and sensitive tourism deweémt that provides recreational opportunities &hil
maintaining environmental quality and aestheticswfounding areas.

However, the designation of protected areas maultres a variety of negative consequences for rural
communities. Many indigenous peoples inhabit area®r adjacent to national parks or protected areas
(Ghimire&Pimbert, 1997). Many indigenous peopleselihoods are based on subsistence use of loahl an
natural resources, agriculture, agropastoralismoanadic pastoralism, often supplemented with imgntiishing,

and collecting forest products (Stevens, 1997).WWh&s are established, local communities have togdaheir
behaviors, as the natural resources they were quelyi using may become inaccessible (Stevens, 1997)
Restricted access to traditionally used resounieg ption of local cultures and economies by tistiincreased
predation of crops and livestock by wild animalsd aisplacement of people from their traditionalds, leading

to social and cultural disruption and enforced ptvere all also considered consequences of pesteateas
(Hough, 1988).

The purpose of this study is to examine the impatthe Chitwan National Park and associated tauoes the
Tharu people of Sauraha in Chitwan District of Nejgaggure 1). Chitwan National Park (CNP) was ebshied

in 1973, the first national park of Nepal. CNPslia the southern part of the Central Developmesgiéth of
Nepal and spreads over the four districts of Chitwislawalparasi, Parsa, and Makawanpur (His Majssty’
Government [HMG], 2002).
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In 1984, the United Nations Environmental, Sciéntdnd Cultural Organization (UNESCO) declared CAIP
World Heritage Site because of the unique ecosystml cultures surrounding the park (Pun, 2004)adsht
to, and residing within the northern side of thetean sector of the park, is the indigenous Tharpugation.
Tharus are believed to be the first indigenous |eetiplive in the country and this group represehi#% of
Nepal's total population (Pandit, 2000). Althoudte tTharu population is dispersed along the southenai
Plains of Nepal, the majority of them inhabit ChatwDistrict.

The Tharu population maintains an animistic bediedtem valuing the flora and fauna around therhéform of
Gods and Goddesses. Their residence, food, clotinesieligion, economy, and many other parts f#, lare
based on their interaction with nature while mamtay ecological balance (Muller-Boker 1999). Inewly, the
creation of CNP and influx of international tousisand other Nepali ethnic groups, are likely teehempacted
the livelihoods and culture of the Tharu peopleurlgis coming to observe and learn about Tharuuilt
generate important revenue for the CNP; and thisigm is now an important economic source to tharirh
people, too. Tourism can result in cultural eroseod this question is of concern for the futurethed Tharu
people and to national and international orgaromatithat work for the promotion and sustainabitifythe
indigenous culture of Nepal.

The research presented here identifies impacteeoestablishment of CNP and tourism on the Thaaplpeof
Bachauli Ward and Harnari Ward in Chitwan, NepdieTsecond author conducted semi-structured intgsvie
with 42 individuals in Chitwan District, Nepal whilin-residence in Sauraha, Nepal. We asked thewfoly
questions: In what way do the Tharu people percéiedr sociocultural situation to have changed vilie
presence of the CNP boundaries? In what way dad iaeu people perceive tourism to have changedlivets,
customs, and traditions? How has tourism impatteddifferent wards, Bachhauli and Harnari, diffetg? To
explain our research, a literature review will wevided, followed by a brief introduction to theidy area. Next,
our methods will be summarized. Results of theruntevs and analysis of the narratives will provie basis of
the discussion section. Ultimately, the conclusidgh provide some recommendations for how parksirism,
and sustainable development for the Tharu peopie ath be integrated for better cultural and ecormomi
sustainable tourism development.

2. Literature Review

2.1Park-People Conflictsand Tourism

Park-people conflicts are rooted in the premisé¢ ffaaks are areas without human habitation, whicbhased
upon a North American model of conservation (Nelsb®37; Nepal & Weber, 1993). The introduction of
national parks, witha strict definition of landseapreservation, has entangled people who tradltiona
maintained control over the use over resourcesiiflicts.

Research has indicated that protected area cotiserig more likely, and conflicts are lessenedewlthere are
mutually satisfying relationships between PA auties and indigenous peoples (Naughton-Treves,arddll&
Brandon, 2005). Indigenous peoples are known tareshiasponsibility of natural resources if resource
management reflects appreciation of their signifiea of local knowledge, tradition, values, and eowation
practices(Agrawal & Gupta, 2005; Brown, 1998). Maltuespect maintains and builds dialogues betwe®n P
authorities and indigenous peoples (Stevens, IBB&)involvement of indigenous peoples is more sssfoé
when park planning is participatory and integra@sioeconomic and political reforms that will behsbcial and
economic development.

When local people’s access to resources is cUianfiuse of the creation of national parks, thétudes toward
park authorities turn negative.There are many casenfrontation between park officials and lop&ople
regarding resource restriction (Shrestha, 1995)h$menthusiastic relations between parks and paofnsifies
illegal activities inside the protected areas sashhunting, collecting forest products, burningd gmoaching
(Johannesen, 2004; West, Igoe, & Brockington, 2006)

Tourism is one of the world’'s largest industriesl atcounts for more than 10% of the world’s emplegim
contributing 11% of the global gross domestic patdChape et al., 2003).Tourism is an importantoeifor a
large number of developing countries and is a bapine generator (WWF, 2001). As stated in the N¥palr
Book, “tourism is regarded as the fastest growidystry in the world, and there has been an expi@hgmnowth
in global tourism over the past half century” (MaCA 2001, p. 22).
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Effects of tourism can be both positive and negatimfrastructural and resource demands of toufesm, water
consumption, waste generation and energy use) eae hevere impacts upon local communities and the
environment if they are not properly managed (Snpst al., 2008). Habitat degradation, depletiomatural
resources, generation of waste and pollution ase afften caused due to improper tourism development
practices(Adams & Hutton, 2007; Bandyopadhyay & Bem2010). Whereas, successful tourism development
practices help generate awareness and supporthéorcdnservation of local culture, and create econom
opportunities for countries and communities.

In many developing countries, the tourism industag become a backbone of national economies aadait
plays a vital role in changing social, economicltwal, and environmental structures (Greathouseadéon,
2005). The success of tourism development may adeppon how well tourism related policies, strategi@nd
plans are made locally.

2.2 Protected Areasand Tourism in Nepal

Prior to 1960, very few tourists visited Nepal. ditegoes to Tenzing Sherpa and Sir Edmund Hillahyow
brought the world’s attention toward Nepal by s@dirg to climb Mt. Everest in 1953 (Gautam, 200&pAthe
transition to a democracy in 1951 Nepal followed @yen door policy in the tourism sector (Ministry o
Population and Environment [MoPE], 2004). Subsetyenhe tourism industry began to grow after the
establishment of the Department of Tourism in 19TBen, a master plan for tourism was formulatedumggest
several strategies to develop tourism through stfugtural development and the conservation of rea&und
culture (Basnet, 2002). Later in 1979, the govemnoé Nepal promulgated the Tourism Act of 1973dgulate
travel, trekking and mountaineering activities &odel and restaurant businesses (MoPE, 2004).

The tourism industry is one of the most dynamic emportant sectors of socioeconomic developmemepal,
playing a vital role in employment (Pandey, 200B)ousands of trekkers and tourists visit Nepal'stguted
areas each year to view wildlife, climb or see mauns, and experience indigenous cultures andtivadi The
government of Nepal recognizes tourism as a pyiegttor because it is a major contributor to Negdonomy,
generating about US$170 million annually (MoCTCA)02). Tourism is Nepal's major earner of foreign
exchange dollars and represents 15% of total exgaonings, which also provides direct and indiezaployment
for over 300,000 people. An estimated 30% of Nesmldepend on tourism for their livelihood (Pan@§@3).
However, due to the lack of effective tourism depehent plans, policies and strategies, Nepal hasyaio
achieved the optimum success from tourism (Nirc20&3).

More recently, nature-based tourism or ecotourisma igrowing economy in Nepal. Identified as anyriton
activity based on nature, natural resources anteqgterl areas, ecotourism occurs when visitors ltiavegain
knowledge about natural resources, wildlife, cdtand adventure while contributing to conservaéind welfare
of local communities (MoPE, 2004). In principle,omurism should help conserve the natural envirarime
because it is regarded as a protected area manageow that reconciles the goals of conservatiod a
development (Himoonde, 2007). However, unlessatigfully planned and managed, it can create enviental
and sociocultural problems as it brings peopleréasithat were historically more geographicallyaitem.

3. Study Area

Chitwan District occupies an area of 2218 kmz2 &ded In the south central part of Nepal (Figure Nepal
possesses a wide range of natural environmentslaangh altitudinal variation ranging from the trapiof the
Terai in the south to the high Himalayas in thetmoGeographically, Nepal is divided into threeioeg: the
Mountain, Hill and Terai. The northern mountain gan(Himalayas) is where the highest peak of theldyor
Mount Everest, stands. The middle range (Hillpisegion of rolling mountains, valleys, and lak&ke hill
region has several fertile basins, which servehaspblitical centers of the country, such as Katmtoaand
Pokhara. The southern range (Terai) is the Gangddinn of alluvial soil and consists of dense forasea,
national parks, wild life reserves, and conservaticeas. Chitwan is situated 165 km to the soutkadtfimandu,
the capital city of Nepal. It is known as the 7Blistrict because it is populated by people tharaied from all
other 75 districts of Nepal. It has one submetlitgoo city (Bharatpur), one municipality (Ratnanggand 40
village development committees (VDC). The smalfssiitical unit in Nepal is called a ward and thare nine
wards under each VDC.
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Chitwan National Park (CNP) covers 20.01% of theltarea of Chitwan District. CNP boundaries ext&oth

the west bank of the Narayani River, east bordawrgarsa Wildlife Reserve, north by Narayani amagtRrivers
and south to the international boundary with IndidCN, 1996). Initially, the park had an area @45km?2,
which was later extended to 932 km? in 1977. Thek gantains the Churiya hills, oxbow lakes, and the
floodplain of the Rapti, Reu and Narayani rivergeextent of the park and the buffer zone coverslavbr parts

of 35 VDCs and 2 Municipalities with 36,193 houslelschaving a total population of 223,260 in 2002 (iNane,
2007). Thirty-five out of forty VDCs in Chitwanasituated adjacent to the CNP boundary.

The establishment of Chitwan National Park in 19&3 the first attempt made by the government ofaNep
protect the forest resources of Chitwan.This o@xlisoon after a large number of Hill people migtate the
Terai region and cleared land, resulting in masdef@restation. In Nepal, the National Parks anttiMé Act

of 1973 declares national parkshave a primary mepo protect landscapes of scientific and aestimportance
together with their associated flora and fauna, arsgcondary purpose is to develop tourism (DNPEYV0E).
The Department of National Parks and Wildlife Camagon works under the jurisdiction of the Ministof

Forests and Soil Conservation and is the respansiblly for managing conservation areas, huntingrves,
national parks and buffer zones in Nepal.

Today, Nepal has established nine national parks metwork of protected areas, three wildlife ressy three
conservation areas, and one hunting reserve imgualbuffer zone for all national parks (Departaitlational

Park and WildlifeConservation [DNPWC], 2006). Berfzone Management Regulations of Nepal were passed
in1996 (HMG, 2002). Buffer zones are created adaalhnational parks and reserves to ease theyrgess core
areas and to promote sustainable management abhegsources (HMG, 2002). This conciliatory agmto is
aimed at motivating local communities through U&spups to undertake participatory management adstor
resources to fulfill their needs for forest prodacel to reduce park-people conflicts (MoPE, 2004).

The Park People Program (PPP) for community dewedop in buffer zones of Nepal significantly helgs t
resolve park-people conflict with financial assmta from the United Nations Development Program DBIN
They also ensure that30%-50% of park revenue iscaid for socioeconomic development for bufferezon
residents (Basnyat, 1999; Gautam, 2005). The baffeae model focuses on the issues of wildlife couagion,
community forestry, alternative energy program, elepment of physical infrastructures, skill devetamt
activities, training and educational programs whielp local people living in buffer zone (MoFSC 999.

The indigenous peoples of Chitwan and several atiaric groups inhabit the CNP buffer zone. Thiiganous
groups include the Tharus, Chepangs, Botes, MusBlaaai and Kumal. The Tharus are the focus & $tudy
because they are the largest indigenous groupéaariithe CNP buffer zone and are the most affelsyeurism
(Pun, 2004). According to the 2001 Nepal censhsayT people occupy 25.1% of the total populatioRlitwan
District, which represents 6.75% of the countrydgal population of 22,736,934 (Central Bureau aitiStics
[CBS], 2006).

A number of non-indigenous peoples arrived in Chitvafter the successful eradication of malaria f@mtwan

in the mid 1950's. The Land Settlement Commis6r1964 resettled 22,000 people in the Chitwan éfall
(Gautam, 2005). The number of migrants increaséadsn 1960-1980 (Basnyat, 1999). Migration impached
indigenous peoples of Chitwan. As soon as theanigrarrived in Chitwan, some of them took overl#mels of
the local indigenous people and subsequently fothedh to be bonded laborers (a system of keepich ea
generation of people at home for the purpose okargrand servants). Consequently, that dominatiche hill
migrants over the indigenous people not only dgdathem, but marginalized and made them landksa
result of immigration, the Tharus of Chitwan weaegkly landless. Following the establishment ef @NP in
1973, the park policy of resource restriction fertmarginalized the Tharu.

For the purpose of this study, Bachhauli Ward (8athhauli VDC) and Harnari Ward (1 of Kumroj VD®gre
selected because they are the closest wards tditie éhtry, and also have the highest concentratains
indigenous Tharu residents. Both of these wardsitwated within a distance of about 1 kilometenfrthe CNP
boundary. These wards lie in the Sauraha areghwhirecognized as the famous tourist hub in #steen sector
of CNP. According to the latest data collectedrfra Nepalese tourism survey in December 2007, 8YB3&ors
visited the CNP.The approximate distance betweesetltwo study wards and the CNP is also a kilonfeten
one another.
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Bachhauli VDC has a total population of 10,443 witits approximate area of 19 km2. Almost halfX6pof the
total population in Bachhauli VDC is indigenous Tingeople. Of the total of 1,872 households ofHBaaili
VDC, 263 live in Bachhauli Ward. An approximatepptation of Bachhauli ward is 1575. There are al200
Tharu households in this ward (Secretary of BachhaDC, personal communication, December 24, 2007).
Bachhauli Ward is the closest ward from CNP coetire largest Tharu population of Bachhauli VDC.

Kumroj Village Development Committee has a totgbylation of 7,561 within its approximate area of 2.
These 7,561 people live in 1,488 households. ©tdhal of 7,561 population of Kumroj VDC, 2,642 arharus
which represents 34.94% of the total population.

Harnari Ward is the closest ward from the CNP imoj VDC. There are 859 people living in this waribout
100 households (60%) out the total of 169 are TharuHarnari Ward (Secretary of Kumroj VDC, Decempg,
2007).

Farming is the major source of living for a largember of Tharus in Sauraha. According to the sttas
released in 2005, 89% of the total population ofPGN\ouffer zone is engaged in livelihood activitsesh as cash
crop farming, pig farming, fishery, beekeeping, etadple farming, goat raising, and tourism (CNP &MEZ,
2005). A number of people living in the buffer zoaf the CNP are engaged in and rely upon busimesge
labor, government services, private jobs, and tamges for their living.

4. Methods

Fieldwork in Chitwan was undertaken by the secaunti@ in December 2007 and January 2008, the wiarier
season. Two Tharu field assistants were enlistethelp with interviews with 40 Tharu and 3 non-Tharu
informants. Tharu field assistants establishedginitontacts with both of the village secretarieachhauli and
Harnari ward. They also helped by establishing @otst with Tharus respondents in both of the studydw
Often, they would help by translating some of ti&rm elders’ words into Nepali language.

For the purposes of this research, it was importantollect data about the socio-cultural and eatno
conditions of Tharu people living in Sauraha befanel after the establishment of Chitwan NationakP& his
was possible only by conducting in-depth interviewish people who were living in Sauraha prior tee th
establishment of the CNP in 1973. Therefore gldest persons in each Tharu households were ievezd and
targeted as Tharu respondents for this study. mMihenum age for the Tharu respondents was set abbyears.
Two Tharu field assistant friends (one from eachrdyéhelped to meet and communicate with the Tharu
respondents. Five local community leaders of Saunaere selected as key informants to provide s
needs, expectations, and problems in Tharu comiaanitAll of the key informants were identified bdsupon
the purposive and judgment sampling methods. Tweigfiyt questions were asked of 20 Tharu respond#nts
Bachhauli Ward and 16 Tharu respondents of HakiVairid. There were 9 subjective and 19 objectivestios

in each set. Seven open ended questions weed &3k key informants.

The questions asked of Tharu respondents weretéar@e obtaining information about a) Tharus’ pptoms

towards the establishment of the CNP and the @iesvassociated to tourism in Sauraha; b) pos#ne: negative
impacts of tourism on Tharu culture; ¢) Tharus’ ésyment situation and their economic status; d)rlifaviews

towards the changes brought by tourism on Thanu@jle) Tharus’ sources of energy for cookinggitiyation of
resource use pattern by Tharus; and g) needs, wadt®xpectations that Tharus seek for their ecanamd

socio-cultural development in the near future.

Interviews were also conducted with three parkcadfs: the assistant warden at the Kasara Headmaathe
sectorial officer, and a park ranger in the East&entor Office. The purpose of these interviews wagather
qualitative and quantitative data regarding the GN#fogram and prospects for the improvement ofrdsia
livelihoods in Sauraha. It also aimed at gathetireypark officials’ perceptions and evaluation otrexr effect of
tourism on Tharu people. Seven structured and eigstructured questions were asked to 3 CNP af§ici

5. Results

Of the total households in the buffer zone of CBIB8% are engaged in the tourism sector (Ghimpepp Of
the total of 2,467 households engaged in tourisfr,dlare hotel workers, 419 are drivers, 119 arereguides,
712 are café owners, 19 are restaurant owners &@deBhoteliers. As stated in a report publishec€NP and
BZMP (2005), Tharus of Sauraha are employed in Gdifal hotels, and lodges, which are situated ur&za.
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Tharusownhotels, and few Tharus have opened simafissto sell local tourist products such as basletitks,
purses, garlands. Many middle-aged women and igirflharu communities are involved in knitting, wewy
and other kinds of handicrafts works, which thely teetourists. People are also vendors who ssjletables and
fruits to the households, whereas some Tharus llohe# vegetable and dairy products in the neanearket
towns and sometimes to the local people in Sauraha.

The questions asked of Tharu respondents, parkalfj and key informants were designed to obtancgptions
on the issues related to establishment of CNP, uBhdivelihoods, and tourism. Results were groujed
separate themes based upon common topics brougdiyt e@ch respondent group. This was done on thie bh
similar and frequent discussion of information @&xilies from each group of respondents.

The classification of obtained results is organizedler the following headingsultural identity, cultural
erosionandcultural tourism; access to resources; culture and community development; and employment
opportunities.

5.1 Cultural Identity, Cultural ErosionandCultural Tourism

It is generally believed that tourism brings change the culture and way of life of the peopleryiin and
around tourist destinations (Acharya, 2001:1). rlikaare one of the inhabitants in the third mogbdrtant
tourist destination in Nepal. Therefore, to expltne present situation about changes on Tharuralitlentity,
the use of native language is considered. Theuémecy of the use of native language in any tribalug or
indigenous community shows the level of influencel @hange on their socio-cultural transformatiohwo
separate questions were asked to find the stagjbasfi language speaking: 1) by younger Tharus lfatgev 12)
and 2) by Tharu elders. In Bachhauli Ward, it Wasd that some percentage of both Tharu childrehedders
did not speak Tharu in many places. Fifteen peéroérthe Tharu elders said they sometimes spokeroth
languages, even when Tharu was an option; theytegpthat about 30% of the children only spoke Tharthe
home. In contrast, all of the Tharu respondentsiafari Ward reported that the children and elaéréheir
ward always spoke in Tharu language.

It is generally considered that the effect of wigstor tourists usually does fall upon certain ggaup in any
tourist destination (Acharya, 2001:1-2). Likewigethe case of Sauraha, from the perspectiveshafurelders
the youths (age between 13- 25) and children (uaderof 12) were perceived to be the most influerme
tourists. The results of the questions pertainghat age group was most influenced by touristsved that
75% youths of Bachhauli Ward were highly influencethereas 62.5% Tharu elders in Harnari Ward replort
that children were influenced by tourists in theard.

Questions related to changes on Tharu feastsydiésticeremonies and clothing pattern were askedl tbharu

respondents in both wards. The purpose of thistiprewas to examine the effect of tourism on aeltueligion

and costumes. The responses to the question thausahe changes on Tharus' feast, festivals atuglri
ceremonies because of tourists were ranked fromméerely” to “none” which also contained the numbfeosn 1

to 5 to enumerate the level of their role. Thailteshows an average of 3.5 in both wards. Theas @nly one
person in Bachhauli Ward who perceived that the ail tourists was closer to extreme exchanges @ruth
feasts, festivals, and ritual ceremonies.

All of the Tharu respondents agreed that thereavetsange in the way they dressed compared tottaéitional
and cultural costume when asked about changesauTtothing and style in Sauraha.Informants dagy fiked
modern clothes because they were comfortable to wma fit in. Tharus noted in interviews that thbpught
that their traditional clothes would look strangeladd in modern times. One of the key informasatisl that
performance of Tharu cultural dance, celebrationThiru festivals and rituals, and Tharu costumesewe
gradually disappearing. He also reported thatetegre very few old Tharu people who followed tgbicharu
tradition on special celebration days.

Another question asked to Tharu respondents wast abe level of impact that Tharus perceived omges of
Tharu culture as a result of CNP establishmentrasdliting tourism. The majority of the respondentdoth
wards perceived a moderate role of CNP and assdciatirism to bring changes toTharu culture. lctBauli
Ward, 60% of the sampled population perceived @¥dP and associated tourism had a moderate roleirig b
change to Tharu culture.
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Twenty percent of the Tharu respondents believad ttie role was “some,” 15% reported that the vades “a
lot,” and five percent reported that there was ole of CNP and tourism to bring change on the Tlwardture.
Similarly, 44% of the Tharu respondents in Harivserd thought that CNP and associated tourism playdya
moderate role to bring change to Tharu culture% 28 respondents evaluated the role to be “somégreas
19% perceived that there was “a lot” of contribotf CNP and associated tourism to bring changbedharu
culture. However, nobody seemed to be neutraivi® tipeir views in both wards to this question.

Many of the Tharu respondents thought that theliucei would get promoted and become sustainabtbey
exhibited their traditional art, crafts, practicesjture through different means of demonstratonhie visitors.
On the other hand, a very few Tharu respondentsedr¢hat Tharu cultural shows to tourists had mgtho do
with sustainability or promotion of the Tharu cuuSeventy five percent of the Tharu respondeinBaohhauli
Ward and 81% of the Tharu respondents of HarnandWeewed that the Tharu cultural shows to tournstsild
help sustain and promote Tharu culture.

5.2 Access to Resour ces

Although the national park policy forbids the u$gark resources, 4 of the total Tharu respondeihBachhauli
ward and 3 of the total respondents of Harnari Weapbrted that they entered the park illegally ¢b firewood,
fodder and wild fruits. Tharus reported that thegnted to get access to the CNP forest at leadiréarood,
thatch for rooftops, and fodder. Seventy five patof the total Tharu respondents of Bachahulid\tard 81%
of the total Tharu respondents of Harnari Ward reggbthis demand. As an argument to support teisahd,
90% of Tharu respondents of Bachhauli Ward and 88%haru respondents of Harnari Ward argued they th
could not afford gas and kerosene because ofpoeirty. Therefore, they confirmed that firewoodswthe only
available source of energy for cooking to the TharThis group of respondents also reported thatag not
possible for them to plant more trees in their $imatk yard.

Tharus strongly put forward their demand to parkhadties to provide them with some options to edll
firewood and thatch from CNP. They also argueat tiefore the establishment of CNP they did nothav
firewood problem and asserted that “one who createblem must also solve that problem.” All of the
respondents in both wards reported that there @s&igtions to access the park resources. Non&hef
respondents in both wards stated that they gaviba to the park guards to enter the park.

5.3 Tharu Culture and Community Development

When Tharu respondents were asked about the ingbdourism on Tharu culture, an equal average 4fi2.
both wards reported that it was moderate. Fortg percent of the Tharu respondents in Bachhaulidyemd
55% of the Tharu respondents in Harnari Ward, tepothat non-Tharu hoteliers of Sauraha were uShmyu
people and their culture as commercial productsyTiported that there was a tendency of hoteliesend their
tourists to visit Tharu villages in the name of &t Village Tour” program, but without providing atu
communities any benefit. Therefore, 35% of therlih@spondents in Bachhauli Ward, and 19% of tharTh
respondents in Harnari Ward, strongly argued they should be provided a certain percentage ointtwme of
Sauraha hoteliers. One of the respondents fusiciiated:

They send their tourists to see us, our art, aumdistyle, culture and everything. They take mofreyn
tourists by sending them here to see our stuffs,wmiare not given anything in return either by the
hoteliers or by the tourists. In fact, if they pide us some percentage, we would use that momeyufo
development.

Tharu respondents further argued that tourists mugentry tickets before they visited Tharu vidag They also
pledged that they would use the money collectenh fitee sale of entry tickets to improve and devel@pTharu
Cultural Museums and to organize several Tharurprog on Tharu feast and festival celebration daykis
view was stated by 75% of the Tharu respondergsam ward.

As a negative impact of tourism in Sauraha, Thaspondents from both wards mentioned that touuisteg and
staff of Sauraha hotels illegally solicit Tharulgito engage in sexual intercourse with tourisi®hey also
reported that tourist guides and tourists demotestraude behaviors to them. Fifty percent of tHeart
respondents of Bachhauli Ward and 38% of the Thespondents of Harnari Ward reported the problersesf
abuse in Sauraha and also pointed out that towsirtourists were creating such problems.
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CNP officials were asked to give their opinionstba rank of importance of Tharu culture as a towigaction
in CNP. One of the park officials agreed and tworgly agreed that the Tharus' culture was an apo
attraction in the CNP. All of them perceived mousitive and less negative effect of tourism onrlitailture.
A key informant stated that the Tharu culture isn&que and exclusive culture in Nepal. He comnettiat the
state of Tharu culture was endangered and graddaliyading. He pointed out thathe perceived are@sing
threat to Tharu culture was the inactiveness anelessness of the Tharu people to realize the irapoe of their
own culture and effort was needed to sustain it.

Tharu respondents were also asked a question afmutshould be the most responsible party to sustath
promote the Tharu culture. Ninety percent of tharli respondents in Bachhauli Ward viewed thafTierus
themselves were the most responsible party fogsafeling Tharu culture. Only 10% viewed thathiosld be
“other” such as donor agencies, Non-Governmental@egtions and International Non-Governmental
Organizations. Similarly, 75% of the respondentsiarnari Ward also thought that the Tharus thevaselvere
responsible party to take care and sustain Thdtureu The remaining 25% of the Tharu respondentdarnari
Ward viewed that it should be “other.”

5.4Employment Opportunities

Tharu respondents were asked about their incontesand the types of work that they were engagedésults
showed that at least one person in each houseleslelamgaged in some type of job. However, ofaked Tharu
population, the number of people involved in tooriand CNP related work was found 49% in BachhawdrdV
and 62% in Harnari Ward. The common types of wetkted to CNP and tourism in Sauraha are parkdguar
nature guidesmahouts, canoe rowers, CNP jeep drivers, elephants c&ergacooks, waiters/waitresses, hotel
jeep drivers, hand crafters, local teashops eteer@ge male employment in both wards was founcdetalimost
similar (1.5 in Bachhauli and 1.6 in Harnari) bl taverage female employment was 1.7 in Harnardviad 1

in Bachhauli Ward. The percentages of male andafenemployment in CNP and associated tourism in
Bachhauli Ward were 85.72% and 14.28%, respectiv@imilarly, 88% of males and 13% of females were
involved in tourism related works in Harnari Ward.

When asked about the involvement of Tharu peopeanfraha in tourism activities, a key informantongd that
there were very few Tharu people involved in hbigdinesses in Sauraha. Only 6 out of the totélldfiotels in
Sauraha (outside the park boundary) were ownedhayulpeople. Further interviews indicated thateheere a
total of eight hotels inside the CNP boundary aniy one hotel was owned by Tharu. Tharu hotels weteseen

as successful in their businesses compared to treTharu hotels in Sauraha. The reasons for the
unsuccessfulness of Tharu hoteliers, accordingftavmants were the lack of marketing knowledge iaeds and
strategies on how to run hotel businesses.

The data provided by the nature guides of Sauralpet to explore the situation of wage rate foureguides in
Sauraha, and also to reveal data on the numbehafuTiourist guides in Sauraha. As of Decembei7 20@ere
were a total of 164 tourist guides in CNP. Thegyoréed that about 40% out of the total were Th&teported in
the tourism data was that 80% of the total 66 Thamwist guides in Sauraha were from Ratnanagaridipality
and Bachhauli VDC. Only 20% of tourist guides weom-Tharus. The salary of private tourist guidesdito be
based on the category of tourists they were hagdéind also on the types of packages bought bysteurThat
means that the tourist guides who used to be hiyegh individual tourist or by hotels used to gatdom wages.
Those wages used to be based on the nature dadtegiving tips or additional money to the guides.

They reported that of the total guides in Saurahaut 50% were affiliated with hotels whereas t@aining
guides worked under private tourist guide firmst(associated with hotels). The guides who worladhbtels
were provided a monthly salary paid by the hotéhe income of private tourist guides depended ughen
number of tourists they got and the rates theyccdil by bargaining with the tourists. The averagenthly
income of a private tourist guide did not excee@®@72) per month. Data also revealed that aleys of each
hotel tourist guide was about NRS. 6000 ($85) pentin The inconsistency of salary depended uposéhéces
guides provided to the tourists, such as half-dagigg and full-day guiding. The rate for the fdky guided
service was nearly NRS.500 ($7- $8) per persortlandate for half-day guided service was about N&B- 400
($5-6.5) per person. Salary-based tourist guidesl to get NRS.150 ($2- $3) as tips or allowancetuding
salaries.
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6. Discussion

It is generally understood that all cultures anedi and, therefore, always in flux. For exampleltucal
anthropologist Gillespie views that culture, byvgsy nature, is “changing in the encounters witiecs although
it is commonly reified as shared possession” (Gile, 1995:4). Taking this into account, this gttelealed that
Tharus’ livelihoods are being changed over time tuenfluxes and encounters related to the creatib@a
national park that has brought about a high amofimational and international tourism. Tharus pisext the
effects of those changes to have both positivenagative impacts on Tharu livelihoods.

The majority of Tharu respondents in both wards@ee that the establishment of Chitwan NationakRend
resulting tourism brought changes to the economét sociocultural traditions of Tharu people. Thajonty of
Tharu respondents in both wards view the perceigkdnges to be more positive than negative. Tharu
respondents distinguished the positive and negatiaeges by evaluating the level of their curreainemic and
sociocultural conditions as a result of park caaand tourism activities.

These respondents discern tourism to have moregaledhan the establishment of the park for briggithanges
to the sociocultural customs of celebrating Thaasts and festivals, commemorating Tharu rituald,mursuing
Tharu cultural traditions. Tharus perceive thei@adtural changes as the result of the effectamficcultural

transformation, which reflects the changes in tivetyle, eating habits, clothing patterns, intesest behaviors.
Taking this perception into account, a majoritytleé Tharu respondents believe that a rising tendehdharus
to adopt the life styles of other ethnic groupsli(higrants) in their surroundings is one of thejonacauses for
sociocultural transformation in Tharu livelihoods.

Tharus perceive changes occurredtoaffectTharuilivetls in two specific ways. Firstly, they vieweth
establishment of CNP boundaries to have broughhgiado Tharus’ resource use patterns, such asctinfie
firewood, fodder, wild fruits, medicinal plants,rbe and fishing. All of the Tharus identify thaetestablishment
of the CNP restricted their access to the resoumgbich they report as their major problem at pnéseThey
report that the restriction on access to park nessucompelled them to earn extra money to purcli@Eseood,
house construction material (thatch grasses), dhdr dorest products. In the beginning local peoplere
permitted to collect thatch grass and reed cutéiegroofing material, particularly for 15 days ot tlgear.
Currently, thatch collection is allowed only forvea days which accounts for 100,000 local peoplieating
12,000 metric tons of grass (Mishra, 2005:246-24Tharus argue that the opening of seven dayshfatch
collection is inadequate. In addition, Tharusrejuleat CNP administration must allow them the oppuoty to
collect sufficient amount of firewood, fodder amdtch grass from the CNP for household purposes.

Tharu respondents identify the role of tourism &wér brought changes particularly to the Tharu celand

economy. The cultural changes were perceived Hgtred of loss of celebrations forTharu feaststiveds and

ceremonies, whereas the level of employment oppitiés obtained by Tharus was measured as theplayed

by tourism on Tharu economy. Tharu respondents fsoth ward considered the role of tourism to haeated a
moderate change to the Tharu’s sociocultural custama traditions. Tharus do not believe thatfathe changes
observed in Tharu culture and livelihoods are bseaof tourism. The level of moderate change tonthe

evaluated by taking some of other inseparable al&sriato account; such as, a growing interest anidragus to
adopt sociocultural transformation, imitate hillgrdants’ styles and behaviors and the increasindetecy to be
influenced by modernization.

Tharus evaluate the economic impact of CNP andsimuon Tharu communities by the level of employment
opportunities available to them. The majority cdge labor employment is in tourism related workhsas in
jobs at the CNP, hotels, lodges and restaurargkidimg making handicraft work and teashop busiesssany

of these opportunities were spawned along withdéeelopment of tourism in Sauraha. Some of therd'ha
youths from Sauraha are also involved in employnetiie travel and tourism industry in major cit@sNepal,
which Tharus consider as a positive impact of wuarion Tharu economy. However, Tharus consider the
negative economic consequences of CNP establisharahttourism on their livelihoods by calculating th
imaginary earnings that they would have generatmu their customary practices, such as canoe rqwgizig of
fish, sale of medicinal plants, and sale of firediod'hey compare their potential earnings that theuld have
earned in the absence of the park with the losg ltlage to bear now as a result of park establishm&harus
think that the loss of those imaginary earningthasegative impact of the park establishment.
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Examining the situation of Tharu job holdings, theults demonstrate that at least each Tharu holasi#hboth
study wards was employed in any type of work. Type of employment comprises both tourism and non -
tourism related jobs. The tourism related jobs @ark guards, caretakers of park elephants, el¢pharers
(mahout), jeep drivers, park ranger assistants, canoe rowatsire guides, information providers in visiting
centers, cook, waiters, and helpers. Some of dhetourism related works are salespeople, helpatsaasistants

in shops, auto-mechanics, construction work, ateatrs, vendors, drivers, and waiters/waitressesoirels and
restaurants outside Sauraha.

Less than fifty percent of people in Bachhauli Ward engaged in tourism related activities occopatiwhereas
more than sixty percent Tharus of Harnari Ward haweism related employments such as park guateishant
caretakers, elephant drivegrsahout), jeep drivers, canoe rowers, nature guides, infoongroviders in visiting
centers and cook, waiters, and helpers in Sauratads, restaurants, and lodges. This differémemployment
identifies that the economic impact of tourism isrenin Harnari Ward compared to Bachhauli Ward.s A
reported by some of the Tharu respondents of Badhiéard, there is a growing tendency among theriTha
youths of Bachhauli Ward to involve in non-tourisehated works and go abroad for employment in regears.

However, none of the respondents in Harnari Wagpdnted Tharu youths going abroad for employment.

As a number of employees in CNP and Sauraha hartelkired seasonally, there is always a chanceinfjbaid
off which may create an economic problem for treseeal Tharu workers in Sauraha. From my intersieith
Tharu respondents, it was revealed that people oftek as seasonal labor in CNP and tourism relatexk.
Seasonal wage labor works include constructionoafsbs and roads, loading and unloading sand andssto
and from trucks, working as a porter, rikshaw pslleengaging in vegetable farming, goat raising pork
rearing.

Tourists and the role of tourism can create a megatmosphere that can have an impact on the tmzamunity.
Bad activities of tourist guides and visitors shagvidisrespect towards Tharu people are the frequantents
reported by many Tharu respondents in both wardsmajority of the Tharu respondents and key infants
report that there is a growing concern and tendericipurist guides alluring and trading Tharu gifts the
purpose of sexual intercourse in Sauraha hotefgrub report the evidence of negative change dtautsm by
identifying the increased level of activities amoRgarus, such as; youths showing disrespect touTblaers,
Tharus’ involvement in drugs, alcoholism, quarrgispstitution, and gradual loss in Tharus’ languagel
customs. These negative activities are reporte8anraha as rising rates of alcoholism, drugs, eghband
prostitution (CNP & BZMP, 2005).Such activities atiee negative impacts of tourism and they invite
sociocultural threats to the societies.

7. Conclusion

The overall objective of this study was to exantime impact of the establishment of Chitwan Natidpatk and
associated tourism on Tharu people of BachhauliHawhari wards, Chitwan District, Nepal. Given tgraall
sample size, there may be variations in resultspaved to findings obtained from a large sample. sizewever,
since this research had not been investigated ahlisped by prior researchers, it provides insigtd a few
issues associated with tourism and Tharu indigenomsnunities in Chitwan National Park of Nepal.

Data results and analysis of the impacts of CNBbéishment and associated tourism on Tharu people w
discussed. Results found that there is less negatid more positive impact associated with par&kbdishment
on the Tharu people of Bachhauli and Harnari walile examining the consequences that emergedesult
of park establishment, the root cause of chang&haru livelihoods turns out to be the establishmeint
boundaries creating Chitwan National Park. Theatieg impact of park establishment is that it hapeded
Tharus’ access to resources such as firewood, foduedicinal plants and fishing. Whereas, compacethe
impact of park establishment, tourism associateéd @NP has more impact on Tharu livelihoods in he#nds.

The impacts from tourism are considered to be npagdtive and less negative. A large part of thednt of
tourism in both wards is perceived to have changkdrus’ cultural and economic situation. Sociamat
transformation also has occurred as a result & establishment and government policies of resedld in the
1960s. The emergence of increased cultural ifiera@mong Tharus is clearly associated with afuxnbf
multicultural migrants who came to settle in andumid Sauraha after the resettlement program ofrgoment
and the establishment of the park.
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Overall, there are positive and negative impact€NP establishment and associated tourism to lotragge to
Tharus’ sociocultural and economic situation in ld@uli Ward and Harnari Ward of Chitwan DistrictNiepal.
Since 1990, very few Tharus and many non-TharuSaafraha who invested money in tourism are bengfitin
from it. But the majority of the Tharu people iauBaha are still struggling with fulfilling basieads such as
food, clothes and shelter. However, tourism relgds have provided employment opportunities tu@ber of
people in Sauraha.

Tharu culture is the Nepal's oldest ethnic cultuféae Government of Nepal must be aware of thegpitestate of
Tharu culture and take effective initiatives tompie and sustain it. The ministry of Culture, Tisor and Civil
Aviation is the responsible government body to warkl be concerned for the promotion and sustaitabil
culture, tradition, language, and religion in Nep&onsidering the overall development of Tharupbteothere
must be well-organized coordination between and rgmt¢he Tharu representatives, non-governmental
organizations that assistTharus, and governmemicaggethat are responsible and work for the improu@s of
Tharu livelihoods and the sustainability of indiges culture of Nepal. A complete participatory aj@mh must

be adopted by involving Tharus in each phase afd¢mudevelopment in Chitwan District.

Local residents need to be assured that their s@oe included in the planning and decision-makiragess of
any development programs that are launched fantpeovements of Tharu livelihoods in Sauraha.

This study revealed that Tharus are increasingtyaheling access to park resources and looking ébnteal and
financial support to improve Tharu livelihoods apdomote Tharu culture. Tharus view that the CNP
administration, which is under the jurisdiction tife Nepal Ministry of Forest and Soil Conservatios,
considered as the primary government agency thathedp them. Therefore, considering the findingsl an
suggestions provided by the Tharu respondents apdrformants, recommendations are provided toGN&
administration to think of providing rational alletgon of resource access to the Tharus. This woelp Tharus
fulfill their resource needs while sustaining theaditional customs and cultural values. The CHRiaistration
must also formulate tourism development progransetbaipon Tharus’ demands, needs and the avaiabilit
resources for the promotion and sustainability loérDi livelihoods and their culture.
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Figure 1: Location of Chitwan National Park and buffer zonein Chitwan District, Nepal
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