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ABSTRACT

This article introduces the concept of internal deportation as a form of intra-state expulsion of citizens to their ‘spaces of origin’.

Drawing on nineyears of multi-sited, participatory, ethnographic, and feminist research in Nepal, I examine how multiple state

and non-state organisations forcibly return women migrating for sex and domestic work to their spaces of origin, which are often

structured by the hierarchies of gender, class, caste, and indigeneity. I demonstrate how internal deportation seeks to immobi-

lise Nepali citizens within the existing hierarchies that they have sought to escape through their migration projects. The article

contributes to deportation studies by demonstrating that deportability is a condition which operates within the spaces of origin

for some citizens, continues in the host countries where they become 'immigrants’, and persists upon their return to their spaces

of origin after deportation.

1 | Introduction

On 24 July 2025, 47 Nepali women were ‘rescued’ from the Indira
Gandhi International Airport, New Delhi (Karki 2025), on the
presumption that they were being trafficked into sex or domestic
work. This interception was enabled by an agreement between
the Nepali and Indian governments, which requires Nepali
citizens to present a Nepali embassy authorised No Objection
Certificate (NOC) to transit through Indian airports to select
gulf countries. Following their ‘rescue’, they were brought to
Bhairahawa (Nepal), housed in a shelter and provided with
counselling. The NOC requirement is a response to increased
evasion of anti-trafficking transit monitoring by Nepali women
at open Indo-Nepal borders, such as Bhairahawa, which con-
nects Belahiya (Nepal) and Sonauli (India). At nearly all offi-
cial open Indo-Nepal borders, Nepali anti-trafficking NGOs
have set up check posts to intercept mobility of potential ‘traf-
ficking victims’. Once intercepted, they are taken to shelters for
counselling and encouraged to identify and pursue a traffick-
ing case against their ‘agents’. From there, women are sent to

rehabilitation centres in Kathmandu or returned to their ‘spaces
of origin’, often marked by intersecting hierarchies of caste,
class, gender, and indigeneity they had tried to escape in the
first place. One anti-trafficking actor revealed that none of the
‘rescued’ women were willing to file cases against their agents,
and the actor wondered whether these women might attempt to
re-migrate via other clandestine routes.

This account highlights the internal expulsion of Nepali women
to their spaces of origin, where they are forced to re-enter spaces
marked by the hierarchies of caste, class, gender, and indigene-
ity. It also highlights the agency these women exercise in not
only escaping the oppressive hierarchies into which they are
born but also the multiple sites of internal expulsion they must
evade. Once successful, the government of Nepal denies these
Nepali citizens recognition as legitimate migrant workers, as
they have not used formal labour channels, thereby reinforcing
what De Genova (2002) calls ‘deportability’, a condition that dis-
ciplines migrants through the ever-present possibility of depor-
tation in the host countries.
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In this article, I draw on nineyears of multi-sited, participatory,
ethnographic, and feminist research in Nepal to contribute to
deportation studies attentive to the spectrum of agency among
those living under conditions of deportability or after deporta-
tion (De Genova and Peutz 2010; Coutin 2015; Khosravi 2018;
Majidi and Schuster 2018; Maa 2023) in two interconnected
ways. First, I conceptualise internal deportation as the intra-
state expulsion of citizens to their spaces of origin, which seeks
to immobilise them within the oppressive hierarchies of gender,
caste, class and indigeneity. This form of spatial violence rein-
forces these hierarchies by immobilising citizens in their spaces
of origin, which they seek to escape through migration. Second,
I contribute to Khosravi's (2018, 2) definition of deportation
as the ‘spatial and temporal stretching of expulsion, from the
condition of deportability in the host country to the “estranged
citizenship” in the country of origin’ by demonstrating that ‘de-
portability’ is also produced within the home state of citizenship
for many Nepalis. For certain populations, deportability, there-
fore, precedes movement and functions not as a consequence
of border crossing but rather as a prefigured condition of being
born in certain spaces.

For many Nepali women, deportability begins at the spaces
of origin, often marked by intersecting hierarchies that
deny them full citizenship despite formal state member-
ship (Tamang 2002; Grossman-Thompson and Dennis 2017;
Pudasaini 2017). This internal deportation compels them to
reinscribe the very positions of subordination they seek to re-
sist through their migration projects. By highlighting how pro-
scription begins at their spaces of origin, this article attempts
to reorient deportation studies towards the preconditions of
expulsion that structure the very possibility of migration itself,
highlighting the internal dynamics of exclusion within which
‘deportability’ is first produced.

2 | Conceptualising Internal Deportation

In his genealogy of deportation, Walters (2002) traces how di-
verse forms of expulsion, such as exile, the banishment of the
poor, corporate expulsion, transportation and population
transfer, were historically embedded within Europe's internal
governance. Such practices reveal that spatial expulsion long
predated modern statecraft and was not always transboundary
(De Genova and Peutz 2010). With decolonisation and the emer-
gence of nation-states, international readmission treaties and
the conflation of immigration and criminal law (Stumpf 2006)
institutionalised deportation as a sovereign technology of expul-
sion that was grounded in notions of state membership.

Since the 2000s, scholars of deportation studies have interro-
gated deportation not merely as a spectacular act of sovereign
power (Ellermann 2009), but also as a diffuse regime of gover-
nance involving multiple state and non-state organisations who
both enable and resist deportation (Dobson and Turnbull 2022).
Scholars have questioned the role of non-state organisations such
as the United Nations' International Organization for Migration
(UN-IOM) in managing deportation (Fine and Walters 2022),
and have critiqued humanitarian organisations, whose selective
resistance to deportation on exceptional grounds is often used to
justify mass deportations (Ticktin 2011; Williams 2015), which

are often racialised and gendered, and generate profit for corpo-
rations (Golash-Boza 2016).

Scholars have also demonstrated that deportation repro-
duces racial, legal and neoliberal hierarchies (Andrijasevic
and Walters 2010; de Noronha 2022), producing what De
Genova (2002) conceptualises as deportability—the condi-
tion through which migrant ‘illegality’ is lived and experi-
enced (Birnie 2020; Borrelli and Walters 2024). More recently,
there has been a surge of literature that critically examines
what happens after deportation (Schuster and Majidi 2013;
Khosravi 2018; Hiemstra 2019; Kuschminder et al. 2021), which
includes isolation, job insecurity, the breakdown of family ties
(Golash-Boza and Ceciliano-Navarro 2019), mental health is-
sues (Caldwell 2019), stigma (Schuster and Majidi 2017) and debt
(Johnson and Woodhouse 2018). However, to avoid framing the
study of post-deportation lives solely as one of endless suffering,
De Genova (2017) encourages us to move towards the ‘auton-
omy of deportation’ which recognises migrants’ autonomy both
during their deportability in the host countries (Fischer and
Jorgensen 2022; Maa 2023) and after their deportation in their
spaces of origins (Majidi and Schuster 2018).

The case of Nepal, highlighted in the introduction, suggests
that deportation experienced by Nepali citizens is not always
an external expulsion; sometimes it is an internal expulsion of
citizens. In both cases, they are returned to the internal hierar-
chies of caste, class, gender, and indigeneity, which they initially
sought to escape. Whilst the external deportation of Nepali im-
migrants is performed by actors who might not fully, or choose
not to, grasp the violence embedded in the internal hierarchies,
the internal expulsion of Nepali citizens is facilitated by anti-
trafficking, anti-migration and state authorities, which often
receive funding from international donors to perform such ex-
pulsions in Nepal, and who are fully aware of, if not the prime
beneficiaries of, such hierarchies to which they send citizens.

I conceptualise internal deportation as the intra-state expulsion
of citizens to their spaces of origin, where they encounter the
very hierarchies of caste, class, gender, and indigeneity that have
long excluded them and from which they sought to escape. It
is a form of spatial violence enacted within the state's territory,
which seeks to immobilise already marginalised citizens by forc-
ibly sending them back to their spaces of origin under the guise
of protection, rehabilitation and reintegration. It is enacted by
state and non-state organisations, often funded by international
donors, which collaboratively produce borders through prac-
tices of interception, detention, rescue, counselling and forced
return. It is operationalised wherever these actors engage in
bordering along citizens' trajectories, including but not limited
to villages, highways, bus stops, the Nepal-India border, transit
homes and rehabilitation shelters, to govern their unauthorised
mobility and to pre-empt border crossings, thereby immobilis-
ing their movement.

Many Nepali citizens are born deportable—their intersectional
positions make them already available candidates of expul-
sion. Internal deportation therefore allows us to theorise how
citizenship is a site of exclusion, thereby making deportabil-
ity a lived reality for many citizens. Despite this, citizens con-
tinue to evade internal deportation, revealing their capacity to
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move despite immobilising regimes, thereby highlighting the
autonomy of migration (see: Boutang 1998; Casas-Cortés and
Cobarrubias 2024; Mezzadra and Neilson 2013; Papadopoulos
et al. 2008; Scheel 2019). Internal deportation further empha-
sises how the spectrum of agency used by people on the move
to address, negotiate and escape their deportability becomes the
preconditions for both internal and external deportation.

3 | Methodology

This article draws on nineyears (2016-2025) of multi-sited, par-
ticipatory, ethnographic, and feminist research in key regions
of out-migration in Nepal where women often migrate through
illicit channels and frequently encounter, and at times escape,
various state and non-state organisations who restrict their
mobility and return them to their villages. I conducted multi-
ple rounds of participant observation and interviews at Nepali
citizens' homes and villages, at open Indo-Nepal borders, at do-
mestic and international airports (in Nepal, India, Sri Lanka and
Kuwait), and on national highways.

Over this period, I have documented 81 stories of mobility.
These reveal whether, how, and where Nepali citizens encoun-
ter, negotiate, and escape the infrastructures of control that
regulate, intercept, and discipline their mobility. Many of my
participants, especially Dalit and Indigenous women, described
anti-trafficking and ‘safe migration’ interventions not as protec-
tive but as constraining. They characterised training sessions,
awareness campaigns and NGO-run transit monitoring centres
along borders, highways and airports as borders designed to
restrict their movement and send them back to their spaces of
origin.

I have also conducted multiple rounds of semi-structured and
unstructured interviews with government officials, NGO and
INGO representatives, UN personnel, and trade union organ-
isers involved in the pre-emptive protection of women from
human trafficking and exploitation. However, many partici-
pants’ stories of mobility reveal the ways in which they navigate
this so-called ‘protection’, evading surveillance, concealing mi-
gration plans or taking clandestine routes to pursue their mi-
gration projects. However, not all are able to resist. Many are
intercepted, detained or forcibly returned to their villages from
airports, bus stations and border checkpoints in the name of
‘rescue’. These lived experiences form the empirical foundation
for this article's core claim that deportation is not confined to
the cross-border expulsion of foreigners; it also occurs within
the territorial edges of the state, targeting its own citizens under
the guise of protection.

4 | Internal Deportation of Women Emigrating for
Sex Work and Domestic Work in Nepal

Nepal's sex work or domestic work emigration policies take a
protectionist stance which frames transnational labour mi-
grants as in need of protection. Whilst sex work is not explic-
itly criminalised, anti-trafficking legislation conflates sex work
with trafficking, rendering women migrating for sex work as
potential victims of trafficking (Caviglia 2018). For the past

25years, the government has used emigration bans as a domi-
nant policy to regulate domestic work migration, driven by the
sensationalisation of Nepali women's exploitation in Gulf coun-
tries (Shivakoti 2020). This protectionist regime is maintained
by a broad network of state and non-state organisations that
attempt to immobilise and rehabilitate women within Nepal
through various anti-migration measures, including awareness
campaigns, community surveillance and transit monitoring at
national highways, open Indo-Nepal borders and international
airports (Bhagat and Yea 2025). I argue that the interception of
women's ‘illicit’ mobility, followed by their detention in shel-
ter homes, ‘civilisation’ in rehabilitation centres and eventual
return to their communities, collectively constitutes internal
deportation.

Thousands of Nepali women are intercepted, detained and de-
ported internally from the open Indo-Nepal border and airports
in Nepal, and even bus stops and checkpoints within the coun-
try. Hudlow (2015) highlights that every year more than 3000
Nepali citizens (predominantly women and girls) are intercepted
and deported to their spaces of origin by only one organisation,
Maiti Nepal, whose website boasts that they have intercepted
over 50,000 women to date. Yet, Bhagat (2022) highlights that
there are up to 2-8 such anti-trafficking NGOs working at major
open Indo-Nepal borders, conducting transit monitoring across
various sites including, but not limited to, national highways,
airports, government offices and community spaces.

During fieldwork, I observed and documented how interception
was often based on perceived identity, shaped by gender, class,
caste, indigeneity, appearance, clothing, travelling alone and
even behavioural cues such as nervousness, thereby expanding
the scope of who is considered deportable. The rationale of de-
portation is often paternalistic and patriarchal: these women are
supposedly ‘better off” in their birthplace. This logic becomes
particularly visible in the release protocols of anti-trafficking
NGOs, where intercepted women are only released once a ‘male
guardian’ comes to collect them. If no guardian appears, they
are often remanded to transit centres or rehabilitation centres,
both of which function as detention centres. From these centres,
many women are returned to their spaces of origin.

However, many Nepali women attempt to evade such internal
deportation, which has triggered a rescaling of protectionist
measures as the state and NGOs expand surveillance networks
to intercept them. Women adopt a variety of escape practices to
avoid interception, such as not disclosing their intended destina-
tion or employment sector, wearing modern clothing, travelling
with false kinship cover stories or travelling without a passport.
After evading internal deportation at highways and Indo-Nepal
borders, they migrate to countries such as India and Sri Lanka,
where they obtain legally issued labour permits before entering
Gulf countries lawfully. However, under increased pressure
from NGOs and the media, the Nepali and Indian governments
reached an agreement requiring Nepali women to present a
Nepali embassy-authorised NOC to transit through Indian air-
ports (Namboodiri 2023). This NOC requirement prompted an
increase in the deportation of Nepali citizens transiting through
Indian airports, which subsequently shifted their migration
strategies. Many women now attempt to travel directly from
Nepal's Tribhuvan international airport of Kathmandu using
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visit visas. At the Kathmandu airport, immigration officials
carry out similar practices, sometimes refusing departure on of-
ficial grounds and at other times questioning motives of migra-
tion. If explanation fails to satisfy these bordering agents, they
are intercepted, detained and deported internally either to the
detention centres or to their spaces of origin. The recent visit
visa extortion scandal that rocked Nepal (see: Dahal 2025) has
further tightened controls, leading to increased visit visa deni-
als and more frequent interrogations to determine whether a
woman is migrating ‘safely’. Yet, despite these tightening con-
trols and escalating threats of internal deportation, women con-
tinue to emigrate in large numbers. Despite tightening controls
and mounting pressures, Nepali women continue to emigrate,
evading internal deportation.

5 | Internal Deportation: Spatial Violence
Reinscribing Hierarchies of Oppression

Whilst many Nepali women evade internal deportation, many
are unsuccessful and are deported to their spaces of origin,
which forces them to subscribe to the hierarchies of gender,
caste, class, and indigeneity that they attempt to escape. I argue
that the very criterion of internal deportation exposes the caste-
based oppression and gender-based violence embedded in their
spaces of origin.

5.1 | Reinforcing Caste-Based Oppression

Interviews with anti-trafficking NGO workers patrolling along
the Indo-Nepal borders revealed that caste and indigeneity,
often inferred from racialised physiological features, names or
geographical origins, are routinely used as criteria for internal
deportation. These women are perceived as ‘at risk’ and thus
deemed legitimate subjects for interception and forced return.
Whilst these actors justify internal deportation as a pre-emptive
measure to protect vulnerable women from trafficking, I argue
that it instead forces them to endure the enduring legacies of
historical oppression rooted in caste and indigeneity in Nepal.

Nepal's caste hierarchy was first codified in the Muluki Ain of
1854, Nepal's first legal code (Khatiwoda et al. 2021). The Ain
established a Hindu hierarchical social stratification whereby
certain castes could be enslaved, considered ‘alcohol drinkers’ or
rendered untouchable. Whilst the constitution of Nepal prohib-
its all forms of caste-based discrimination and untouchability,
the legacy of this codification persists in contemporary Nepal
(Aahuti 2010). It manifests differentially in land ownership,
undervalued labour, social ostracism, access to education and
health, marriage practices, and in some cases, untouchability.
Furthermore, these caste groups remain underrepresented not
only in government jobs but also within anti-trafficking NGOs,
some of which are involved in internal deportation.

Against this backdrop of historical subjugation, migration
emerges as a key strategy of refusal. Interviews with so-called
lower-caste, indigenous and Dalit women highlighted that they
do not see themselves as victims or as vulnerable people in need
of protection. Rather, they view migration, whether for domes-
tic work or sex work, as a strategic act of refusal of historical

oppression in Nepal that pervades their communities. For some
participants, the decision to migrate is not solely a response to
poverty but a deliberate act of refusal against the legacies of
caste-based oppression that confine them and their family mem-
bers to a life of indignity in Nepal. Their migration also becomes
a pursuit of opportunities, dignity, income, education, health,
welfare, historically denied to them due to their caste. Migration
is thus seen as a way for them to break free from the legacies
of caste-based oppression that render their bodies and labour
disposable.

Internal deportation forecloses these possibilities. It forces
women striving to escape caste-based oppression back into the
very hierarchically structured spaces they have long sought to
refuse. For many, this means returning to spaces where their
labour is considered derogatory. For example, untouchability
is still practiced in many sites (Nepal et al. 2021; Kafle 2023),
including within anti-trafficking rehabilitation centres (see:
Poudel 2009). In such spaces, their voices are silenced and their
bodies rendered disposable, subject to control and exclusion by
dominant caste and patriarchal norms. Internal deportation,
hence, reinforces caste-based hierarchies and their structural
violences through spatial relocation by denying the emancipa-
tory possibilities of migration for such women.

5.2 | Reinscribing Gendered Based Violence

Internal deportation operates at the intersection of caste, class
and gender. Whilst Abji (2016) argues that deportation is vio-
lence against women, I show how internal deportation forces
Nepali women back into spaces marked by gender-based vi-
olence. Interviews with some lower-class women, especially
from so-called upper-caste backgrounds, noted that working
within their spaces of origin was often more exploitative than
the labour they anticipated abroad. Most of the participants were
aware of the risks associated with migration. Yet, they felt these
risks were far outweighed by the persistent forms of violence
they encountered at home. Some reflected that, despite under-
taking cooking, cleaning, agricultural work and caring for the
elderly, livestock and children, they continued to endure abuse
from drunken husbands who seldom contributed economically
to the household's well-being. For most of them, immobility
only guaranteed continued subjugation, and migrating, even if
it meant facing similar hardships abroad, was preferred, as it of-
fered the possibility of earning remittances for a better future.
For many, migration was thus a strategy to refuse patriarchal
norms that underpin the gendered labour exploitation and vio-
lence they face in their spaces of origin.

Internal deportation therefore forces women to return to pre-
cisely those unsafe, exploitative and violent spaces they attempt
to escape. Once back, they often face renewed physical abuse,
social control, economic precarity and stigma. The stigma of
deportation by anti-trafficking NGOs is particularly harmful
for women from families adhering to puritanical norms. This
is perhaps because historically, anti-trafficking NGOs in Nepal
have been linked to sex work ‘rescues’ along the Indo-Nepal
border, and encounters with them often carry the stigma of
engaging in and returning from sex work abroad (Laurie and
Richardson 2020). Despite migrating for different reasons,
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detention by anti-trafficking organisations almost always leads
to the assumption that they were involved in, or were migrating
for, sex work. For those routed through anti-trafficking run re-
habilitation centres, reintegration into community life is often
impossible. Women who return after such detention are per-
sistently seen as morally compromised. Such labelling, in turn,
compromises their ability to form friendships, seek marriage or
regain trust within their community members. In some cases,
women reported being ostracised even by their families, whilst
others were looked down upon by their community members
(Dahal and Kumar Joshi 2015). These forms of exclusion enact a
form of displacement which renders women out of place within
their spaces of origin. For example, one participant highlighted
that during her first attempt to cross the Indo-Nepal border, her
husband alerted anti-trafficking NGOs stationed nearby. As a
result, she was deported back and subjected to abuse and beat-
ings from her husband. She eventually migrated again, as re-
maining in that space was no longer an option.

For women who had taken out loans to finance their migration,
returning to their spaces of origin empty-handed was experienced
as both a financial and social failure. Upon return, many faced
pressure or threats from moneylenders, and some reported do-
mestic violence and community humiliation. For some, deporta-
tion is therefore experienced not merely as failure, but as a forced
return to violent spaces where surveillance intensifies and dignity
isdenied. For others, this spatial dislocation is compounded by the
involvement of religious actors. During border ethnography, one
anti-trafficking NGO member described how, following intercep-
tion, they screen Christian missionary videos to ‘rescued’ women
as part of ‘moral rehabilitation’. These interventions did not stop at
the detention centres at Indo-Nepal borders. NGOs often followed
women into their communities, continuing to impose ‘civilising’
interventions under the banner of rehabilitation and reintegration.

Hence, internal deportation extends the reach of these (often west-
ern funded) NGOs with a civilising mission into the private and
spiritual domains of women's lives. Whilst these interventions do
nothing to address the structures that produce gender-based vio-
lence, by deporting women to their spaces of origin, they attempt
to immobilise them to spaces where they feel they never belonged.

6 | Conclusion

Whilst deportation is usually understood as the inter-state ex-
pulsion of non-citizens, I conceptualise internal deportation
as the intra-state expulsion of Nepali women to their ‘spaces of
origin’, where their deportability, the ever present possibility of
expulsion which disciplines people (De Genova 2002), is first
produced. Internal deportation does not merely return women
to their spaces of origin; it functions as a state-sanctioned, non-
state actor-facilitated re-subjugation, forcing them back into the
very spaces of violence, shaped by intersecting hierarchies of
class, caste, gender, and indigeneity that render them deportable
from every space they move through.

Yet, many Nepali women often attempt to evade these internal
deportations and continue to pursue their migration projects.
Even when successful, their own states abandon them, refus-
ing to recognise them as legitimate migrant workers in the

immigration regimes. For example, some participants reported
being threatened by employers who constantly reminded them
that their state does not recognise them as legitimate workers,
to exploit their labour. Still, many persist. Some, often bur-
dened with debt, find support from the Nepali diaspora (often
casteist, see: Pariyar 2018, 2019) to navigate these regimes,
whilst others either await voluntary return or expose them-
selves to immigration raids. As a result, many of them often
spend extended periods in detention or imprisonment before
being deported back to their countries, villages and homes, the
very spaces in which their deportability was first produced.
Hence, internal deportation precedes and sustains external
deportation. It is the precondition that makes transnational
deportation possible.

The conceptualisation of internal deportation contributes to
deportation studies by demonstrating that deportability is a
condition which operates within the spaces of origin for some
citizens, continues in the host countries where they become 'im-
migrants’ (Fischer and Jergensen 2022), and persists upon their
return to their spaces of origin after deportation where they be-
come ‘estranged citizens’ (Khosravi 2018). Internal deportation
becomes a site that renders multiple mobility struggles visible
within state territories, as citizens are compelled to resubscribe
to the oppressive structures of gender, class, caste, and indige-
neity from which they seek to escape. Nepali citizens’ multiple
attempts to migrate, despite the threat of internal deportation,
highlight their autonomy of migration (see: Bhagat 2025). When
they succeed in evading internal deportation, the state, of which
they are still members, often withdraws protection as a form of
punishment by refusing to acknowledge their presence in the
immigration states, thereby intensifying their deportability.

This article demonstrates how internal deportation enacts spa-
tial violence against women by displacing them not only from
their aspirations and futures but also from any sense of belong-
ing within the nation-state, their communities and their homes.
It reveals that deportability is not produced solely in the immi-
gration regimes; rather, some women are born into it, structured
by intersecting oppressions which they are forced to navigate,
resist and escape. Internal deportation is not return, and it is cer-
tainly not reintegration, as these women were never integrated
into their societies in the first place. Yet, these women must re-
migrate, evade surveillance and anti-trafficking NGOs’ transit
monitoring and escape internal deportation to build a future
for themselves and their families. They are ‘incorrigible’. Their
mobility becomes ‘imperceptible’. And they ‘reappropriate’ what
is being denied to them—income, opportunity, respect, dignity
and humanity.

Acknowledgements

I am grateful for the kind, generous, thorough, and constructive feed-
back provided by two anonymous reviewers. I also thank Ankita
Shrestha for her careful readings across different stages of this work
and Jonathan Darling for his editorial guidance and support.

Data Availability Statement

The data that support the findings of this study are not publicly available
due to the sensitive and confidential nature of the qualitative materials.

Area, 2026

50f7

85U0| 7 SUOWILIOD 3AIERID 3|qedlidde auj Aq paueob a1e SaPIe VO ‘SN J0 S3IN 104 ARIq 1T BUIIUO AB|IM UO (SUORIPUCD-PUR-SLLBH LD A8 | IMARIq 1 [eu UO//Sa1Y) SUORIPUOD PLe SWLB L 3U} 835 *[9202/20/S50] U0 A%eiqi auljuo AB|IMm ‘AiseAIuN eunig Aq 260088 /TTTT OT/I0p/w00 A 1m Areiqpuljuo-Ba1-sB1//sdny woiy papeojumoq ‘0 ‘29LySLyT



References

Aahuti. 2010. Varna System and Class Struggle in Nepal - Samata
Foundation. SAMATA Foundation.

Abji, S. 2016. ““Because Deportation is Violence Against Women: On
the Politics of State Responsibility and Women's Human Rights.” Social
Politics: International Studies in Gender, State and Society 23, no. 4: 483-
507. https://doi.org/10.1093/sp/jxw004.

Andrijasevic, R., and W. Walters. 2010. “The International Organization
for Migration and the International Government of Borders.”
Environment and Planning D: Society and Space 28, no. 6: 977-999.
https://doi.org/10.1068/d1509.

Bhagat, A. 2022. “Trafficking Borders.” Political Geography 95: 102598.
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.POLGE0O.2022.102598.

Bhagat, A. 2025. “The Autonomy of Migration as Travelling Theory:
Situated Principles From Nepal.” Environment and Planning D: Society
and Space [Online first]. https://doi.org/10.1177/02637758251365388.

Bhagat, A., and S. Yea. 2025. “Towards Carceral Protectionist
Territories: Relational Geographies of Anti-Trafficking Confinement
in Nepal.” Environment and Planning C: Politics and Space 43, no. 3:
504-522. https://doi.org/10.1177/23996544241251961.

Birnie, R. 2020. “Citizenship, domicile and deportability: who should be
exempt from the state's power to expel?” Citizenship Studies 24, no. 3:
371-388. https://doi.org/10.1080/13621025.2020.1722412.

Borrelli, L. M., and W. Walters. 2024. “Blood, Sweat and Tears: On the
Corporeality of Deportation.” Environment and Planning C: Politics
and Spaces 42, no. 8: 1387-1404. https://doi.org/10.1177/2399654424
1232325.

Boutang, Y. M. 1998. De l'esclavage au salariat: Economie historique du
salariat bridé. Presses Universitaires de France - PUF.

Caldwell, B. C. 2019. Deported Americans: Life After Deportation to
Mexico. Duke University Press.

Casas-Cortés, M., and S. Cobarrubias. 2024. “Rethinking Mobility
in Social Theory: Yann Moulier-Boutang and the Motor of History.”
European Journal of Social Theory 28, no. 3: 431-452. https://doi.org/10.
1177/13684310241270435.

Caviglia, L. 2018. “Sex Work in Nepal: The Making and Unmaking
of a Category.” In Sex Work in Nepal: The Making and Unmaking of a
Category. Routledge. https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315141893.

Coutin, S. B. 2015. “Deportation Studies: Origins, Themes and
Directions.” Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 41, no. 4: 671-681.
https://doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2014.957175.

Dahal, M. 2025. “wfsife wfarar srarawas g @ gl gz s srget,” The Kantipur.

Dahal, P., and S. Kumar Joshi. 2015. ““We Are Looked Down Upon and
Rejected Socially’: A Qualitative Study on the Experiences of Trafficking
Survivors in Nepal.” Global Health Action 8, no. 1: 29267. https://doi.
org/10.3402/GHA V8.29267.

De Genova, N. 2002. “Migrant ‘Illegality’ and Deportability in Everyday
Life.” Annual Review of Anthropology 31, no. 1: 419-447. https://doi.org/
10.1146/annurev.anthro.31.040402.085432.

De Genova, N. 2017. “The Autonomy of Deportation.” Lo Squaderno 12,
no. 44: 9-12.

De Genova, N., and N. M. Peutz. 2010. The Deportation Regime:
Sovereignty, Space, and the Freedom of Movement. Duke University Press.

de Noronha, L. 2022. “Hierarchies of Membership and the Management
of Global Population: Reflections on Citizenship and Racial Ordering.”
Citizenship Studies 26: 426—435. https://doi.org/10.1080/13621025.2022.
2091224.

Dobson, R., and S. Turnbull. 2022. “In or Against the State? Hospitality
and Hostility in Homelessness Charities and Deportation Practice.”

International Journal of Law in Context 18, no. 1: 25-40. https://doi.org/
10.1017/S1744552322000015.

Ellermann, A. 2009. States Against Migrants. Cambridge University
Press.

Fine, S., and W. Walters. 2022. “No Place Like Home? The International
Organization for Migration and the New Political Imaginary of
Deportation.” Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 48, no. 13: 3060-
3077. https://doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2021.1984218.

Fischer, L., and M. B. Jergensen. 2022. “Autonomy of Migration in
the Age of Deportation: Migrants’ Practices Against Deportation.”
In The Migration Mobile, 191-211. Rowman & Littlefield Publishers
(Challenging Migration Studies).

Golash-Boza, T. 2016. “Racialized and Gendered Mass Deportation and
the Crisis of Capitalism.” Journal of World-Systems Research 22, no. 1:
38-44. https://doi.org/10.5195/jwsr.2016.610.

Golash-Boza, T., and Y. Ceciliano-Navarro. 2019. “Life After
Deportation.” Contexts 18, no. 2: 30-35. https://doi.org/10.1177/15365
04219854715.

Grossman-Thompson, B., and D. Dennis. 2017. “Citizenship in the
Name of the Mother: Nationalism, Social Exclusion, and Gender in
Contemporary Nepal.” Positions: Asia Critique 25, no. 4: 795-820.
https://doi.org/10.1215/10679847-4188422.

Hiemstra, N. 2019. Detain and Deport: The Chaotic U.S. Immigration
Enforcement Regime. University of Georgia Press. https://doi.org/10.
2307/j.ctv5npj70.

Hudlow, J. 2015. “Fighting Human Trafficking Through Transit
Monitoring: A Data-Driven Model Developed in Nepal.” Journal of
Human Trafficking 1, no. 4: 275-295. https://doi.org/10.1080/23322705.
2015.1098521.

Johnson, R. L., and M. Woodhouse. 2018. “Securing the Return: How
Enhanced US Border Enforcement Fuels Cycles of Debt Migration.”
Antipode 50, no. 4: 976-996. https://doi.org/10.1111/anti.12386.

Kafle, D. R. 2023. “Untouchability in Nepal: Historical Perspective.”
Voice of History 31, no. 1: 10-17. https://doi.org/10.3126/voh.v31il.
53790.

Karki, T. 2025. “47 Nepali Women Rescued From India After Traffickers
Use ‘Delhi Transit’ Route,” Myrepublica.

Khatiwoda, R., S. Cubelic, and A. Michaels. 2021. Muluki Ain’ of 1854:
Nepal's First Legal Code. Heidelberg University Publishing (heiUP).
https://doi.org/10.17885/heiup.769.

Khosravi, S. 2018. After Deportation. Springer International Publishing.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-57267-3.

Kuschminder, K., Z. Ogahara, and I. Rajabzadeh. 2021. “Evaluations of
Return Within A Mass Deportation: Ethiopians’ Experiences of Return
After Expulsion From Saudi Arabia.” International Migration 59, no. 2:
167-185. https://doi.org/10.1111/imig.12742.

Laurie, N., and D. Richardson. 2020. “Geographies of Stigma: Post-
Trafficking Experiences.” Transactions of the Institute of British
Geographers 46, no. 1: 15-29. https://doi.org/10.1111/tran.12402.

Maa, A. 2023. “Autonomy of migration in the light of deportation.
Ethnographic and theoretical accounts of entangled appropriations
of voluntary returns from Morocco.” Environment and Planning D:
Society and Space 41, no. 1: 92-109. https://doi.org/10.1177/0263775822
1140885.

Majidi, N., and L. Schuster. 2018. “Deportation and Forced Return.” In
Forced Migration. Routledge.

Mezzadra, S., and B. Neilson. 2013. Border as Method, or, the
Multiplication of labor. Duke University Press.

Namboodiri, N. 2023. "Mumbai: Six Nepali Nationals, Including Two
Women Held for NOC Forgery,” The Times of India, 24 December.

6 of 7

Area, 2026

85U0| 7 SUOWILIOD 3AIERID 3|qedlidde auj Aq paueob a1e SaPIe VO ‘SN J0 S3IN 104 ARIq 1T BUIIUO AB|IM UO (SUORIPUCD-PUR-SLLBH LD A8 | IMARIq 1 [eu UO//Sa1Y) SUORIPUOD PLe SWLB L 3U} 835 *[9202/20/S50] U0 A%eiqi auljuo AB|IMm ‘AiseAIuN eunig Aq 260088 /TTTT OT/I0p/w00 A 1m Areiqpuljuo-Ba1-sB1//sdny woiy papeojumoq ‘0 ‘29LySLyT


https://doi.org/10.1093/sp/jxw004
https://doi.org/10.1068/d1509
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.POLGEO.2022.102598
https://doi.org/10.1177/02637758251365388
https://doi.org/10.1177/23996544241251961
https://doi.org/10.1080/13621025.2020.1722412
https://doi.org/10.1177/23996544241232325
https://doi.org/10.1177/23996544241232325
https://doi.org/10.1177/13684310241270435
https://doi.org/10.1177/13684310241270435
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315141893
https://doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2014.957175
https://doi.org/10.3402/GHA.V8.29267
https://doi.org/10.3402/GHA.V8.29267
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.anthro.31.040402.085432
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.anthro.31.040402.085432
https://doi.org/10.1080/13621025.2022.2091224
https://doi.org/10.1080/13621025.2022.2091224
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1744552322000015
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1744552322000015
https://doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2021.1984218
https://doi.org/10.5195/jwsr.2016.610
https://doi.org/10.1177/1536504219854715
https://doi.org/10.1177/1536504219854715
https://doi.org/10.1215/10679847-4188422
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctv5npj70
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctv5npj70
https://doi.org/10.1080/23322705.2015.1098521
https://doi.org/10.1080/23322705.2015.1098521
https://doi.org/10.1111/anti.12386
https://doi.org/10.3126/voh.v31i1.53790
https://doi.org/10.3126/voh.v31i1.53790
https://doi.org/10.17885/heiup.769
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-57267-3
https://doi.org/10.1111/imig.12742
https://doi.org/10.1111/tran.12402
https://doi.org/10.1177/02637758221140885
https://doi.org/10.1177/02637758221140885

Nepal, S., A. Atreya, B. Nepal, R. Shah, R. Dhital, and S. Aryal. 2021.
“Witchcraft Allegations and Untouchability As Forms of Violence Upon
Women in Nepal: A 7-Year Study.” Medico-Legal Journal 89, no. 3: 199-
201. https://doi.org/10.1177/00258172211018380.

Papadopoulos, D., N. Stephenson, and V. Tsianos. 2008. Escape Routes:
Control and Subversion in the 21st Century. Pluto Press.

Pariyar, M. 2018. “Caste Discrimination Overseas: Nepali Dalits in
England.” In Global Nepalis: Religion, Culture, and Community in a New
and Old Diaspora, edited by D. N. Gellner and S. L. Hausner, 404-434.
OUP.

Pariyar, M. 2019. “Travelling Castes: Nepalese Immigrants in
Australia.” South Asian Diaspora 11, no. 1: 89-103. https://doi.org/10.
1080/19438192.2018.1523091.

Poudel, M. 2009. Dealing with Hidden Issues: Social Rejection
Experienced by Trafficked Women in Nepal. Newcastle University.

Pudasaini, S. 2017. “Writing Citizenship: Gender, Race and Tactical
Alliances in Nepal's Constitution Drafting.” Studies in Nepali History
and Society 22, no. 1: 85-117.

Scheel, S. 2019. Autonomy of Migration? Appropriating mobility within
Biometric Regimes. Routledge.

Schuster, L., and N. Majidi. 2013. “What Happens Post-Deportation?
The Experience of Deported Afghans.” Migration Studies 1, no. 2: 221~
240. https://doi.org/10.1093/migration/mns011.

Schuster, L., and N. Majidi. 2017. “Deportation Stigma and Re-
migration.” In Deportation, Anxiety, Justice. Routledge.

Shivakoti, R. 2020. “Protection or Discrimination? The Case of Nepal's
Policy Banning Female Migrant Workers.” In Urban Spaces and Gender
in Asia: Sustainable Development Goals Series, edited by J. D. and B. C,
17-34. Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-36494-6_2.

Stumpf, J. 2006. “The Crimmigration Crisis: Immigrants, Crime, and
Sovereign Power.” American University Law Review 56, no. 2: 367-419.
https://digitalcommons.wcl.american.edu/aulr/vol56/iss2/3.

Tamang, S. 2002. “Dis-Embedding the Sexual/Social Contract:
Citizenship and Gender in Nepal.” Citizenship Studies 6, no. 3: 309-324.
https://doi.org/10.1080/1362102022000011630.

Ticktin, M. L. I. 2011. Casualties of Care: Immigration and the Politics of
Humanitarianism in France. University of California Press.

Walters, W. 2002. “Deportation, Expulsion, and the International Police
of Aliens.” Citizenship Studies 6, no. 3: 265-292. https://doi.org/10.1080/
1362102022000011612.

Williams, J. M. 2015. “From Humanitarian Exceptionalism to
Contingent Care: Care and Enforcement At the Humanitarian Border.”
Political Geography 47: 11-20. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2015.
01.001.

Area, 2026

7 of 7

85U0| 7 SUOWILIOD 3AIERID 3|qedlidde auj Aq paueob a1e SaPIe VO ‘SN J0 S3IN 104 ARIq 1T BUIIUO AB|IM UO (SUORIPUCD-PUR-SLLBH LD A8 | IMARIq 1 [eu UO//Sa1Y) SUORIPUOD PLe SWLB L 3U} 835 *[9202/20/S50] U0 A%eiqi auljuo AB|IMm ‘AiseAIuN eunig Aq 260088 /TTTT OT/I0p/w00 A 1m Areiqpuljuo-Ba1-sB1//sdny woiy papeojumoq ‘0 ‘29LySLyT


https://doi.org/10.1177/00258172211018380
https://doi.org/10.1080/19438192.2018.1523091
https://doi.org/10.1080/19438192.2018.1523091
https://doi.org/10.1093/migration/mns011
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-36494-6_2
https://digitalcommons.wcl.american.edu/aulr/vol56/iss2/3
https://doi.org/10.1080/1362102022000011630
https://doi.org/10.1080/1362102022000011612
https://doi.org/10.1080/1362102022000011612
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2015.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2015.01.001

	Internal Deportation
	ABSTRACT
	1   |   Introduction
	2   |   Conceptualising Internal Deportation
	3   |   Methodology
	4   |   Internal Deportation of Women Emigrating for Sex Work and Domestic Work in Nepal
	5   |   Internal Deportation: Spatial Violence Reinscribing Hierarchies of Oppression
	5.1   |   Reinforcing Caste-Based Oppression
	5.2   |   Reinscribing Gendered Based Violence

	6   |   Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Data Availability Statement
	References
	Short Abstract


