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Chapter 1

Introduction

Background and Importance

Access to birth registration for all children born in Thailand, including cross-border migrants
and ethnic populations is one of the key conditions for the prevention of human trafficking and
statelessness, and ensuring access to basic rights of children in various fields, especially
education and health services.

Under the Civil Registration Act (1991), Amendment No. 2 (2008) and other regulations of
Central Registration Bureau Bureau that followed later including the regulation on the issuance
of non-Thai persons’ identity cards, Thailand has a policy of allowing all migrant children born
in Thailand regardless of their parent’s nationality, immigration documentation or possession
of a legal work permit or not, to have their birth registered. However, in practice, the situation
of access to birth registration of children born in Thailand to migrant workers and ethnic or
certain minority groups is still unclear. That is because there is a lack of data on the number of
these sub-groups of the de facto population in Thailand at any one time, including their
registration status. Thus, the implementation of this policy needs to be assessed by other means.

Objectives of the research

This quantitative assessment of the status of birth registration has the following

objectives:

1) To determine the percent of children of migrant workers and marginalized minority
ethnic groups born in Thailand from 2009 to the present who had their birth
registered in Thailand;

2) To study the facilitating and inhibiting factors related to the registration of births of
the study population.

Scope of the study and study population

This quantitative assessment focused on two locations: One province in the upper north region
(Chiang Rai) and one province in the south region (Phang Nga). The selection of these
provinces and the sub-provincial locations for data collection was conducted in consultation
with the principal research team and the local network of contacts. The unit of analysis of the
evaluation is the household. There were two types of households of interest for the assessment:
Households of (non-Thai) migrant workers and households of ethnic minority groups which
had at least one birth in Thailand during 2005 to 2019 (i.e., current age 0-14 years) and who is
still living in the household.



Definition of terms

migrant child(ren) household: This denotes a household in which the household head
is not a Thai national and has at least one residing child age 0-14 years (at the time of data
collection) who were born in Thailand and do not have Thai citizenship. This study includes
two types of households: those with a (non-Thai) migrant worker as the household head, and
those in which a member of an ethnic minority group is the household head.

migrant worker household: This denotes a household with non-Thai migrant
worker(s) who traveled from one of Thailand’s neighboring countries (mainly, Myanmar) for
the primary purpose of seeking higher-paid work than in their own country, and have lived in
Thailand at least three months.

ethnic minority household: This denotes a household in which members are from a
culture well outside the mainstream of Thai society and have been living in Thailand for a long
time but still do not have Thai nationality.

Implementation plan: 5 months (Dec. 2019 — Apr. 2020)

Dec. | Jan. | Feb. | Mar. | Apr.

1) Design data collection tools and questions;
consider the suitability of data collection
methods and tools used in accordance with
human research ethics guidelines

2) Train the team of interviewers; collect data in 2
study provinces, as well as pre-test data
collection tools (questionnaires)

3) Monitor quality and provide consultation on
data collection in 2 provinces (1 visit per
province and followed by teleconference)

4) Record and edit data, compile and analyze
survey results

5) Present preliminary findings to the research
team

6) Produce the final research report




Chapter 2
Methodology: Quantitative Study

This is a survey research study which used quantitative methods of data collection. The survey
was conducted among households with migrant children of two household types: migrant
worker households and ethnic minority households.

Number of sample household

The overall sample calculation method for this study is based on the Yamane's formula (1967)
at a 5% tolerance, where the minimum sample size tends to approach 400 cases when the
number of the study population universe is 10,000 cases in size or over. In this study, the
population universe is unknown. To represent the overall number of the target group of migrant
children households, this study allocated the minimum allowed sample size (i.e., 400
households) in the two study provinces as follows: The ethnic minority households (Province
A: Chiang Rai Province) and migrant worker households (Province B: Phang Nga province),
or at least 200 households per province

Sampling method

The migrant children households are generally hard to identify and contact. In addition, the
available data on the number and distribution of these households is scarce. Thus, for this study,
the researchers used purposive sampling as the principal method, coupled with snowball
sampling.

Step 1: Purposive sampling was used to select three districts in each study province based on
known concentrations of the target population. These districts are referred to as Dist. A, B, and
C. A quota sample was set at 70 households for each district, or 210 households per province
and 420 households total.

Step 2: In each selected district, purposive sampling was once again used, this time to select
approximately three Tambon (sub-districts) which are known to have rather dense settlements
of migrant worker and ethnic minority households. The quota sample was probability
proportionate to size for each Tambon. The criteria for household selection was only those
whose members had been resident for at least three months prior to the survey, and had at least
one member age 0-14 years who did not have Thai citizenship but were born in Thailand during
the period from 2005 to the time of the survey. Actual selection of individual households was
conducted by snowball sampling or chain-referred method. One household was selected first
as the “seeder,” who then referred the researchers to subsequent households (seeds). This
method is actually more suitable when selecting households of foreign migrants and ethnic
groups who may be undocumented or be working illegally in Thailand and, thus, avoid
enumeration by government officials. Plus, as noted, the total number of the eligible population
for the study could not be determined in advance. Accordingly, if a household was referred by
someone they knew or who were like them, then they were more likely to cooperate with the



research. The total number of seeders was limited to ten. That means that each seeder would
be expected to yield 20 seeds.

Data collection tools

As noted, this was a quantitative study, and the researchers used a structured questionnaire and
trained interviewers to record information from the sample respondents. The respondent was
either the father, mother, guardian, or primary care provider of the child(ren) of interest. The
questionnaire included items on household structure, number of members, sex, age, education,
marital status, occupation, travel/work documentation, ability to speak Thai, and history of
migration in Thailand. Information on the child(ren) (i.e., age 0-14 years) included country and
place of birth, whether the child received certificate of birth (from the hospital or community
leader), whether the birth was registered (either within the required 15 days or later), reason
for/for not obtaining birth registration, and problems or errors in the documentation (if
obtained), etc. The final part of the questionnaire asked about general information of the
primary care provider of the child(ren) in the household, and knowledge of the right of the
children to be registered with the Thai birth registration system. (Figure 1 shows an outline of
the structure of the questionnaire.)

The questionnaire for this study was developed originally in Thai, and was revised after review
and recommendations by external experts. The Thai version was also used as part of the training
of interviewers in the survey province that represents ethnic minority households, all of whom
were multi-lingual in the language of the target population of ethnic minorities as well as
central Thai. Pre-tests of the questionnaire also led to further refinements of the structure and
content of the questions so that it was most appropriate for each location. After that, the
questionnaire was translated into Burmese by an experienced, bi-lingual expert. The Burmese
version was used for the non-Thai migrant workers in the survey province that represents
migrant worker households. Similarly, after the translation, the Burmese version was pre-tested
and refined to make the questionnaire as suitable as possible for the local situation. (See the
Appendix for the questionnaire used in this study.)

Process of data collection

The researchers are confident that the multi-lingual interviewers properly administered the
study questionnaire because of the careful training and by observation and field monitoring.
Field work involved two teams for each province. The field operations were assisted by staff
from NGOs with projects and staff in the locality of each province. These include Plan
International (Thailand) and the Foundation for Education and Development. The two teams
were comprised of the main team and a sub-team. The sub-team collected data on migrant
children households in each Tambon. The sub-team had two interviewers; one was the sub-
team leader (supervisor) who coordinated and advised. The field coordinator had the role to
link with the target population in the locality, assign tasks, consult with the interviewers,
conduct quality control, and monitor progress, in addition to other facilitation and inspection
tasks.



Figure 1.1 Structure of the questionnaire and items relevant to birth registration of the study children
Screening questions: (1) Date of birth (include only those born since 2005); (2) Then ask if the child was born in or outside of Thailand

Born in Thailand Born outside Thailand

| I : ] |_|

(Ask only migrants who

Place of birth Reglstelfgé);rgh within registered the birth, either Registered the birth or
Y within the 15 days or laten not (in home country)
] ]
| ] | ]
. . Took the birth certificate to have
hosfr;gﬁli/t?gslth nota Qggﬁ ::?ellshealth yes no the birth registered in home
country or not
]
| ]
Form Thor Ror 1/1 Form Thor Ror 1 (Ton Tried to register: Did
(Hospital certificate of Naa) (Community leader — Reason for registering Tried to register or not Went aftenr 01t5 days or ——  ordid not have
birth) certificate of birth) problems
. . . . Tried but could not
Received: with or Received: with or ; . ; " .
— without errors — without errors — Had assistance or not becaU§e the registrar | could register — Did not try: Why not?
| | denied, or other
obstacle, e.g., too far,
expensive, language
barrier Tould Not register:
Did not receive: ask Did not receive: ask - problems of
— about reasons with the| L—about reasons with the| Errors lnntgte form or — documentation, staff,
hosp. community leader - - language, finding a
Did not try: Did not witness
know the procedure,
did not see the
importance of it, etc.




The training of the interviewers took two days in each province. Training was conducted by
the research team of the Institute for Population and Social Research (IPSR) of Mahidol
University. The trainers made sure the interviewer team understood the objectives of the
survey, the content of the questionnaire, and the intention of each question. Interviewers were
trained on the ethics of survey research, respecting the rights and confidentiality of the
respondents, how to inform respondents of the benefit of participation, possible impact of
participation, and how they are being protected from any harm that might come from
participation. Interviewers were trained on how to introduce themselves, and present questions
in the most respondent-friendly way. Following interviews, questionnaire were checked in the
field for completeness and consistency. Field work was conducted during February-March,
2020.

Research Ethics

This study adhered to principles of risk prevention and the minimizing potential negative
impact on the target population of the survey, which are the non-Thai migrant workers and
ethnic or minority groups. These are marginalized populations who may need extra
reassurance. The research protocol and data collection tool were submitted for approval by the
Institutional Review Board on Research Ethics of IPSR (IPSR-IRB), Mahidol University.
During the data collection and after the field work, there was no compromise of confidentiality
or personal information of the respondent. The presentation of the results is as aggregated data,
I.e., it is not possible to identify specific individuals by viewing the results in this report. The
approval of the protocol and data collection tools was received as No. COA.NO.2019 / 11-
447,



Chapter 3

Survey Results

This chapter presents the survey results divided into the following five parts.

Part 1 Characteristics of the migrant children household: This section presents
information about ethnicity of the members of the household, mean income, history of
migration, cross-border travel, first entry to Thailand, duration of residence in the current
community, plans for next move, and objectives for migration.

Part 2 Characteristics of the members of the migrant children household: This
section presents the number of members of the household, number of persons under age 15
years, number of family members living in the home country (if migrated from another country
to Thailand), ages of persons over age 15 years, education, marital status, occupation, travel
and work documentation, health insurance card, ability to speak Thai, and relationship to the
household head.

Part 3 Characteristics of the child(ren) (0-14 years) in the migrant children
household: This section includes sex, age, education, school, ID card/documents, health
insurance, Thai language ability, relationship to the household head, and whether living with
their parents.

Part 4 Birth and access to birth registration of migrant child(ren) (0-14 years):
This section focuses on the birth registration experience (whether born in Thailand or another
country), access to a birth registration service, place of birth in Thailand, receipt of the hospital
certificate of birth (Thor Ror. 1/1), errors in the dopcument (if any), and reason for not getting
a hospital certificate of birth. For a child born in Thailand, at home, or elsewhere, there was
probing on discuss the process of getting certificate of birth from the community leader and if
there was any errors in the information on the birth certificate. All were asked whether the birth
was registered within the 15 days after birth, any assistance received in the registration process,
and whether the birth was reported in the country of origin (for children of parents who
migrated to Thailand from another country and gave birth in Thailand).

Part 5 Primary caregiver of the child in the migrant household: This section asks
about the caregiver of the child of interest in the study, including sex, age, ethnicity, religion,
duration of living in Thailand, occupation, income, ID card from the country of origin,
knowledge of rights (i.e., to register the birth of a child in Thailand, etc.) and opinion about the
probability of exercising those rights.



Part 1 Characteristics of the migrant children household

The following presents data on the 425 migrant children households in the two study provinces:
Province A and Province B. There were 212 households sampled in Province A, including three
districts: District A (33 households), B (70 households), and C (109 households). In Province
B, there were 213 households sampled in District A (71 households), District B (71
households), and District C (71 households) (Table 3.1).

Table 3.1 Number of households in the sample

Province District Number of sample households

Province A: Ethnic groups A 33
B 70

C 109

Sub-total 212

Province B: Migrant workers A 71
B 71

Cc 71

Sub-total 213
Total 425

In Province A, more than 80% of the households were Akha, 12.7% were Lahu and 4.2% were
Lu ethnic groups. There was a small number of Shan and Nepalese ethnic households. In
District A, most are ethnic Akha, followed by Lahu and Shan. In District B, all are ethnic Akha.
In District C most are Akha, followed by Lahu and Lu.

For migrant worker households in Province B, more than 40% of the families are Da-Wei
(43%), followed by Mon (23 %), Burmese (21.6%) and other ethnicities (Rakhine and Karen
comprise 8.5%. and 2.8%, respectively). In District A, most ethnic migrant children were Da-
Wei, followed by Burmese, Mon, Rakhine, and Karen. In District B, most migrant children
were Da-Wei, followed by Burmese and Mon in equal proportions, followed by Karen and
Rakhine. In District C, the majority of migrant children are Da-Wei, followed by Mon and
Rakhine (Figure 3.1).

Province A: Ethnic groups (n=212)
100.0
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Figure 3.1 Ethnicity of migrant children household

Regarding monthly household income, ethnic minority households had lower mean income
than migrant worker households, with ethnic minority households earning 6,289 baht while
migrant worker households earned 9,82 3 baht. The differential for annual household income
was the same, i.e., ethnic minority households earned an average of 83,856 baht per years while
migrant household earned 121,790 baht per year (Table 3.2)

Table 3.2 Monthly and annual household income

Migrant children household Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. Dist. Dist. Sub- Dist. A Dist. Dist. Sub-
A B C Total B C Total
Monthly income  Under 1,000 12.9%  0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 0.5% 1.2%
(Baht) (4) (0) () (4) ©) ©) (€] (©) ®)
1,001 - 5,000 51.6% 25.7%  59.0% 46.3% 5.8% 2.8% 0.0% 2.8% 24.0%
(16) (18) (59) (93) (4) 03] ©) (6) (99)
5,001 - 10,000 19.4% 70.0%  35.0% 44.8% 304% 352% 57.7% 41.2% 43.0%
(6) (49) (39) (90) (21) (25) (41) (87) (177)
10,001 — 15,000 9.7% 2.9% 5.0% 5.0% 348%  43.7%  26.8% 35.1% 20.4%
(©) (@3] ®) (10) (24) () (19) (74) (84)
15,001 — 20,000 6.5% 1.4% 1.0% 2.0% 29.0%  183%  14.1% 20.4% 11.4%
@ (@) (©) 4) (20) (13) (10) (43) (47)
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0%  100.0
% % % % % % %
(31) (70) (100) (201) (69) (71) (71) (211) (412)
Mean 6,150. 7,272.  5,642. 6,288.6 14,342 13,332 11,925 13,189.1 9,822
7 6 7 0 4 5 6
S.D. 4429.8 26771 29639  3211.7 5825.6  4313.1 4915.2 5121.2  5508.8
Annual income Under 10,000 182%  0.0% 2.0% 3.9% 1.4% 1.4% 1.4% 1.4% 2.6%
(Baht) (6) () 2 (8) (©) () (@) (©) (11
10,001 — 50,000 242% 11.4%  39.0% 27.1% 2.8% 1.4% 0.0% 1.4% 13.9%
(8) (8) (39) (55) @ () ©) (©) (58)
50,001 -100,000 39.4% 61.4%  39.0% 46.8% 8.5% 4.2% 8.5% 7.0% 26.4%
(13) (43) (39) (95) (6) (©) (6) (15) (110)
100,001 — 152% 243% 12.0% 16.7% 57.7%  74.6%  76.1% 69.5% 43.8%
200,000 (5) 17 (12) (34) (41) (53) (54) (148) (182)
200,001 — 3.0% 1.4% 4.0% 3.0% 26.8%  18.3% 9.9% 18.3% 10.8%
300,000 1) (1) 4) (6) (19) (13) () (39) (45)
300,001 - 0.0% 1.4% 1.0% 1.0% 2.8% 0.0% 2.8% 1.9% 1.4%
500,000 () () (©) (@3] (&) ) @ 4) (©)
over 500,000 or 0.0% 0.0% 3.0% 1.5% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 0.5% 1.0%
over ©) () (©) ©) ©) () ©) (©) 4)
Total 100%  100%  100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
(33) (70) (100) (203) (71) (71) (71) (213) (416)
Mean (Baht) 64,030 93,470 83,666 83,855 168,19 159,95 145,68 157,943 121,78
4 4 0 9
S.D. 49,650 56,564 118,01 91,684 74,892 52,133 71,025 67,096 88,126
9




History of migration of migrant children household

Overall, most (44.2%) of the households had remained in Thailand since the first migration,
namely 11-20 years, followed by 1-10 years (25.6%), and 21-30 years (12.0%). In Province A,
the durations were 11-20 years for 41.0%, 1-10 years, 21-30, and for many generations (15.6%,
13.2%, and 11.8%, respectively) (Figure 3.2). The mean duration in Thailand since first
migration is 15.4 years, while the mean durations for households in Districts A and C are 16.1
and 16.8 years, while the mean for District B is 13.6 years.

NUMBER OF YEARS SINCE FIRST MIGRATION TO THAILAND

0,
: S
17.5% 10.8% 7.8%
1.2%
11.8% 12.0%
LAk No recall
13.2% -
47.4% For many generations
° 30 years or over
> 44.2% y
21 - 30 years
41.0% 11 - 20 years
1-10 years
35.7%
25.6%
15.6%
Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.2 Number of years in Thailand since first migration of the household

In Province B, the durations of residence in Thailand since first migration are 11-20 years, 1-
10 years, 21-30 years, and for many generations (44.2%, 25.6%, 12.0%, and 7.8%,
respectively). The mean duration is 14.4 years and, by district, the means are 13.7, 12.1, and
13.6 years for Districts A, B, and C, respectively (Table 3.3).

Table 3.3 Duration in Thailand since first migration

Migrant children household Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C  Sub-Total Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C  Sub-Total
N of 1-10 years 9.1% 27.1%  10.1% 15.6% 31.0% 50.7%  25.4% 35.7% 25.6%
years in ) (19) (11) (33) (22) (36) (18) (76) (109)
Thailand 11 - 20 years 303% 514%  37.6% 41.0% 50.7% 38.0%  53.5% 47.4% 44.2%
since first (10 (36) (41) 87) (36) (27) (38) (101) (188)
migration 21 - 30 years 3.0% 8.6% 19.3% 13.2% 9.9% 8.5% 14.1% 10.8% 12.0%
1) (6) (21) (28) () (6) (10 (23) (51)
30 years or over  3.0% 1.4% 0.0% 0.9% 2.8% 1.4% 0.0% 1.4% 1.2%
1) @) (0) (2) 2 1) 0) 3) (5)
For generations 54.5% 5.7% 2.8% 11.8% 5.6% 1.4% 4.2% 3.8% 7.8%
(18) “4) ) (25) 4) 1) 3) ®) (33
No recall 0.0% 5.7% 30.3% 17.5% 0.0% 0.0% 2.8% 0.9% 9.2%
(0) “4) (33) (37) ©) 0) 2 2 (39
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
(33) (70 (109) (212) (71) (71) (71) (213) (425)
Mean 16.1 13.6 16.8 15.4 13.7 12.1 15.1 13.6 14.4
S.D. 5.8 5.6 5.9 5.9 6.7 6.4 6.1 6.5 6.3
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Based on the experience of the household head, overall, 41.0% of households moved by
themselves, 26.4% used an agent, 24.7% relied on a relative’s assistance, while 7.8% had been
in Thailand for many generations. In Province A, over half the families had migrated by
themselves, while 28.8% relied on the help of a relative, and 11.8% had been in Thailand for
generations. In Province B, over half the families had used an agent, 22.1% migrated
themselves, 20.7% relied on the help of relatives, while 3.8% had been in Thailand for

generations (Table 3.4).

Table 3.4 Method of migration to Thailand

a¥aSeudndamna Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-
Total Total
Method of By self 0.0% 54.3% 80.7% 59.4% 21.1% 22.5% 22.5% 22.1% 40.7%
migration (0) (38) (88) (126) (15) (16) (16) 47 (173)
to With assistance by~ 45.5% 40.0% 16.5% 28.8% 16.9% 35.2% 9.9% 20.7% 24.7%
Thailand a relative (15) (28) (18) (61) 12) (25) %) (44) (105)
Agent 56.3% 40.8% 60.6% 52.6% 26.4%
(40) (29) (43) (112) (112)
Guest worker 0.0% 0.0% 2.8% 0.9% 0.5%
program ©) ©) @ @ @
For generations 54.5% 5.7% 2.8% 11.8% 5.6% 1.4% 4.2% 3.8% 7.8
(18) (C) 3 (25) () 1) 3 (8 (33)
Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
(33) (70) (109) (212) (71) (71) (71) (213) (425)

Overall, over half (54.4%) of the households had not migrated elsewhere since arriving in
Thailand, while 18.1% had moved once, and under 10% had moved twice. In Province A, over
70% had never moved in Thailand (Figure 3.3). Most households in Districts A and B had
never moved, while one out of four households in District C had moved nine times.

NUMBER OF MIGRATIONS (ACROSS DISTRICTS) IN THAILAND

11.7% i) 9t
A7 9 times
15.1% s

m 7 times

47:8% 18.1% m 6 times

5 times

%

4 times

21.1%

3 times

2 times
1time

®none

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.3 Number of migrations across districts in Thailand

In Province B, one-third of households had never moved after settling in Thailand, while 21.1%
had moved once, 17.8% had moved twice, and 11.7% had moved three times. In Province A,
the mean number of moves in Thailand was 4.2, while the mean in Province B was only 2.4

times (Table 3.5).
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Table 3.5 Number of migrations in Thailand

Migrant children household Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Distt A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-Total Dist.t A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-Total
Number of Never 57.6% 71.4% 77.1% 72.2% 36.6% 16.9% 56.3% 36.6% 54.4%
migrations (19) (50) (84) (153) (26) (12) (40) (78) (231)
across 1 times 33.3% 27.1% 1.8% 15.1% 25.4% 18.3% 19.7% 21.1% 18.1%
district ) (11) (19) 2) (32) (18) (13) (14) (45) (77
_boundz'irles 2 times 9.1% 1.4% 0.0% 1.9% 14.1% 23.9% 15.5% 17.8% 9.9%
in Thailand @3) @ ©) @) 10  an  ay (38) (42)
3 times 12.7% 16.9% 5.6% 11.7% 5.9%
) (12) 4 (25) (25)
4 times 7.0% 11.3% 2.8% 7.0% 3.5%
(5) (®) (2) (15) (15)
5 times 1.4% 7.0% 0.0% 2.8% 1.4%
1) (5) 0 (6) (6)
6 times 1.4% 2.8% 0.0% 1.4% 0.7%
) 2 0 (3 (€)
7 times 1.4% 1.4% 0.0% 0.9% 0.5%
) ) ()] 2 2
9 times 0.0% 0.0% 21.1% 10.8% 0.0% 1.4% 0.0% 0.5% 5.6%
©) ©) (23) (23) ©) @) ©) @) (24)
Total 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(33) (70) (109) (212) (71) (71) (71) (213) (425)
Mean (times) 1.2 11 8.4 4.2 2.3 2.8 1.8 2.4 3.0
S.D. 0.4 0.2 2.2 3.9 15 1.7 0.9 15 2.6

Overall, most of the sample households had been in the present community for 1-10 years
(46.4%) followed by 11-20 years (33.4%). In Province A, 42.9% had been resident for 11-20
years, followed by 1-10 years (24.1%) and 21-30 years (24.1%). In Province B, nearly 70%
had been resident for 1-10 years, while one in four had been resident for 11-20 years (Figure
3.4). The mean duration in the present community was higher for the Province A households
(14.1 years) compared to Province B (7.8 years) (Figure 3.5) (Table 3.6).

DURATION IN THE PRESENT COMMUNITY
0,
23.9% 6.6%
11.3% m No recall
33.4% For many generations
30 or more
X
42.9% 21 - 30 years
11 - 20 years
68.5%
1-10 years
46.4% <1 year
24.1%
0:9% 0.5% 0.7%
Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.4 Duration in the present community
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AVERAGE DURATION IN PRESENT COMMUNITY
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Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.5 Average duration in the present community

Table 3.6 Number of years in the present community

Migrant children household Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Distt A Dist. B Dist. C  Sub-Total Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-Total

N of years less than 1 6.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.9% 0.0% 1.4% 0.0% 0.5% 0.7%

in the 2 (V] © 2 (0 @ (0 () (3
present 1-10 years 21.2%  457%  11.0% 24.1% 56.3%  85.9%  63.4% 68.5% 46.4%
community 0) (32) 12) (51) (40) (61) (45) (146) (197)
11 - 20 years 39.4% 52.9% 37.6% 42.9% 29.6% 9.9% 32.4% 23.9% 33.4%

(13) 37) (41) (91) (21) (7 (23) (51) (142)

21 - 30 years 6.1% 1.4% 19.3% 11.3% 1.4% 1.4% 2.8% 1.9% 6.6%

2 (€] (21) (24) (€] (€] 0] (G) (28)

30 years or over 6.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5%

2 © © 2 © © © © 2

For generations 21.2% 0.0% 2.8% 4.7% 2.8% 1.4% 0.0% 1.4% 3.1%

() © (3 (10) 2 @ © 3 13)

no recall 0.0% 0.0% 29.4% 15.1% 9.9% 0.0% 1.4% 3.8% 9.4%

© © (32) (32) () © @ ® (40)

Total 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

(33) (70) (109) (212) (71) (71) (71) (213) (425)

Mean ( years) 135 115 16.6 14.1 8.8 6.0 8.8 7.8 10.7

S.D. 9.3 4.5 6.0 6.5 6.0 4.6 6.8 6.0 6.9

In Province A, none of the sampled households intend to move in the next five years. In
Province B, most were unsure whether they would move (66.7%), followed by one in four who
said they would not likely move, and 8.5% said they would not move. The main reason for
planning to move was to earn a higher income, followed by looking for new employment, or
continuing education. In Province A, none had any intention of returning to their country of
origin in the next five years, while over half in Province B said they had no plan to return to

the country of origin (Figure 3.6) (Table 3.7).
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INTENTION TO RETURN TO COUNTRY OF ORIGIN
LA e 7.8%
29.9%
59.6% Here for many generations
No plan yet
< No intention to return
88.2% In 3-5 years
58.1% In 1-2 years
® This year
28.2%
0,
1% ™
Province A: Ethnic groups  Province B: Migrant workers Total
Figure 3.6 Intention to return to country of origin
Table 3.7 Intention to move in the next five years
Migrant children household Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-
Total Total
Intend to move  Yes 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8.5% 5.6% 11.3% 8.5% 4.2%
in the next 5 0) (0) 0 0) (6) 4 8) (18) (18)
years No 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 23.9% 32.4% 18.3% 24.9% 62.4%
(33) (70) (109) (212) a7 (23) (13) (53) (265)
Unsure 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 67.6% 62.0% 70.4% 66.7% 33.4%
© © © © (48) (44) (50) (142) (142)
Total 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(33) (70) (109) (212) (71) (71) (71) (213) (425)
Why plan to Find new work 16.7% 50.0% 0.0% 16.7% 16.7%
migrate in next (€] (2 (0) (3) 3
5 years Seek better 50.0% 25.0% 37.5% 38.9% 38.9%
income ®3) (@) ®3) () (W)
Education 33.3% 0.0% 12.5% 16.7% 16.7%
2 © (€] 3 3
Follow 0.0% 25.0% 0.0% 5.6% 5.6%
relatives (0) 1) 0) 1) 1)
Return to 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 22.2% 22.2%
home country 0 0 4 4 4
Total 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
6 (C) ® (18) (18)
Intend to This year 1.4% 1.4% 2.8% 1.9% 0.9%
return to (1) (1) (2) (4) (4)
country of In1-2 1.4% 9.9% 2.8% 4.7% 2.4%
origin (6] (1) ) (10) (10)
In 3-5 years 1.4% 4.2% 0.0% 1.9% 0.9%
@ (€)] © () ()
No plan to 45.5% 94.3% 97.2% 88.2% 19.7% 57.7% 7.0% 28.2% 58.1%
move (15) (66) (106) (187) (14) (41) (5) (60) (247)
Unsure 70.4% 25.4% 83.1% 59.6% 29.9%
(50) (18) (59) (127) (127)
In Thailand for ~ 54.5% 5.7% 2.8% 11.8% 5.6% 1.4% 4.2% 3.8% 7.8%
many (18) (C] (©)] (25) ()] @ (©)] ® (33)
generations
Total 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(33) (70) (109) (212) (71) (71) (71) (213) (425)
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Part 2 Characteristics of the members of the migrant children household

Overall, this sample of households had 1,766 members, of whom 869 were male and 896 were
female. There were 1,042 members age 15 years or older, comprising 521 males and 521
females. There were 724 persons under age 15, comprising 348 males, and 376 females®. Mean
household size was 4.2 persons (Figure 3.7) while mean number of persons age 15 years or
older was 2.5, and the mean for those under age 15 was 1.72 (Table 3.8).

AVERAGE HOUSEHOLD SIZE

46 is
2 3.7 '

MEAN (NO. OF MEMBERS)

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.7 Number of members (Mean) in the household

In Province A, there were 975 household members in the sample, comprising 474 males and
501 females. There were 558 persons age 15 years or older, comprising 277 males and 281
females. There were 417 persons under age 15, comprising 197 males and 221 females. Mean
household size was 4.6 persons, with 2.6 persons age 15 years or older, and 2.0 persons age
under 15 years.

In Province B, there were 790 household members in the sample, comprising 395 males and
395females. There were 484 persons age 15 years or older, comprising 244 males and 240
females. There were 306 persons under age 15, comprising 151 males and 155 females. Mean
household size was 3.7 persons, with 2.3 persons age 15 years or older, and 1.4 persons age
under 15 years.

Table 3.8 Number of household members by sex

Household members Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Household members
Dist. Dist. District  Dist. Dist.  District  Dist. Dist.
A B C A B B A B
Total Males 50.0% 45.9% 49.9%  48.6% 49.4%  49.5% 51.2% 50.0% 49.2%
(72) (150) (252) (474) (134 (137) (124)  (395) (869)
Females 50.0% 54.1% 50.1% 51.4% 50.6% 50.5% 48.8% 50.0% 50.8%
(72) 77 (252) (501)  (137) (140) (118)  (395) (896)
Total 100%  100% 100% 100%  100% 100% 100%  100% 100%
(144)  (327) (504) (975)  (271) 277) (242)  (790) (1,765)
Mean (persons) 4.4 4.7 4.6 4.6 3.8 3.9 3.4 3.7 4.2

! Due to incomplete data for one ethnic minority girl age 13 years, the sample for analysis is only 723 cases.
2 This include 11 cases without recorded age but who were said to be age 15 years or older by the household
head.
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S.D. 1.54 1.40 1.84 1.66 1.23 1.06 0.69 1.04 1.45

Members Males 543% 48.8% 48.9% 49.6% 50.6% 51.2%  49.3% 50.4% 50.0%
age 15 (44) (83) (150) (277) (86) (85) (73) (244) (521)
years or Females 45.7% 51.2% 51.1% 504% 494% 488%  50.7% 49.6% 50.0%
over 37) (87) (157) (281) (84) (81) (75) (240) (521)
Total 100%  100% 100% 100%  100% 100% 100%  100% 100%
(81) (170) (307) (558)  (170) (166) (148) (484 (1,042)
Mean (persons) 25 24 2.8 2.6 24 2.3 2.1 2.3 25
S.D. 1.09 1.04 1.58 1.36 1.02 0.70 0.44 0.77 1.12
Sex of Boys 444% 42.7% 515% 47.1% 475% 46.8% 54.3% 49.3% 48.1%
children (28) (67) (102) (197) (48) (52) (51) (151) (348)
age Girls 55.6% 57.3%  485% 529% 525% 532% 45.7% 50.7% 51.9%
under 15 (35) (90) (96) (221) (53) (59) (43) (155) (376)
years Total 100%  100% 100% 100%  100% 100% 100%  100% 100%
(63) (157) (198) (418) (101) (111) (94) (306) (724)
Mean (persons) 1.9 2.2 1.8 2.0 14 1.6 1.3 1.4 1.7
S.D. 1.18 1.01 0.97 1.03 0.73 0.81 0.58 0.72 0.93

Household members age 15 years or older (n=1,042): Formal education

Overall, about half had attended formal school, slightly over 40% had never attended school,
and 7.7% were currently enrolled. In Province A, 70% had never attended school, while 18.5%
had, and 12.9% were currently enrolled. In Province B, 90% had attended school, while 9.3%
had never attended, and 1.7% were currently enrolled (Figure 3.8).

EDUCATION OF PERSONS AGE 15+ YEARS

1.7%

12.9% 1.1%
18.5%
51.2%
89.0% Currently in school
< d
Some
= None

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.8 History of attending formal school for persons age 15 years or over

In Province A, one in three household members (age 15 years or older) had completed lower
secondary school (Thai curriculum), followed by 27.4% who completed primary school, while
25.1% had completed upper secondary school. In Province B, over half had completed primary
education (Myanmar curriculum), followed by 31.2% with lower secondary school (Myanmar
curriculum) education, and 6.6% with upper secondary school (Myanmar curriculum) ( Table
3.9).
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Table 3.9 Educational attainment of household members age 15 years or over

Household members Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
(age 15 years or over) Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-
Total Total
Education None 66.7% 72.4% 67.1% 68.6% 9.4% 6.6% 12.2% 9.3% 41.1%
(54) (123) (206) (383) (16) (11) (18) (45) (428)
Some 27.2% 12.9% 19.2% 18.5% 87.6% 91.6% 87.8% 89.0% 51.2%
(22) 22) (59) (103) (149) (152) (130) (431) (534)
Currently in 6.2% 14.7% 13.7% 12.9% 2.9% 1.8% 0.0% 1.7% 7.7%
school (5) (25) (42) (72) 5) 3 (0) (8) (80)
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0
%
(81) (170) (307) (558) (170) (166) (148) (484) (1042)
Highest Pre-school 0.0% 4.5% 0.0% 1.6% 1.1%
education (Includes 0) (W] ) @) @)
attainment  learning center)
(among Primary 11.1% 0.0% 0.0% 1.7% 52.6% 63.2% 51.5% 56.0% 40.6%
those ever (Myanmar ) 3) 0) 0) 3) (81) (98) (67) (246) (249)
or Lower 11.1% 0.0% 6.9% 5.7% 39.6% 18.7% 36.2% 31.2% 23.9%
currently secondary 3) 0) ©) (10 (61) (29 47) (137) (147)
in SCh00|) (Myanmar )
Upper 4.5% 9.0% 6.2% 6.6% 4.7%
secondary () (14) 8) (29) (29)
(Myanmar)
Primary (Thai) 14.8% 29.8% 29.7% 27.4% 0.6% 1.3% 5.4% 2.3% 9.4%
4 (14) (30) (48) (€3] @) () (10) (58)
Lower 37.0% 42.6% 33.7% 36.6% 1.3% 0.6% 0.0% 0.7% 10.9%
secondary (10) (20) (34) (64) 2 (8] 0) 3) (67)
(Thai)
Upper 14.8% 27.7% 26.7% 25.1% 1.3% 2.6% 0.0% 1.4% 8.1%
secondary or % 13) 27) 44 2 %) 0) (6) (50)
vocational
(Thai)
Diploma or 0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 1.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.8% 0.2% 0.5%
commercial 0) 0) ) 2) ) 0) 1) 1) ?3)
college
Bachelor’s 11.1% 0.0% 1.0% 2.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.7%
degree (3) (0) 1) 4 (V) (V) () © 4
Total (n=614) 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100%
27 47) (101) (175) (154) (155) (130) (439) (614)

Marital status

Overall, three-fourths (76.7%) were married, followed by 18.5% who were single. Only a small
number were divorced/widowed/separated. The patterns for the samples in both Provinces A
and B were similar (Figure 3.9) (Table 3.1).
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MARITAL STATUS: PERSONS AGE 15+ YEARS
1.3% 0.0% 0.7%
o 19%
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Separated
69.0% 85.5% 76.7% = Widowed
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Married
Single
24.2% 0
12.0% 18.5%
Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Figure 3.9 Marital status of household members age 15 years or over
Table 3.10 Marital status of household members age 15 years or over
Household members Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
(age 15 years or over) Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-
Total Total
amummENsa Single 22.2% 20.6% 26.7% 24.2% 15.9% 12.0% 7.4% 12.0% 18.5%
(18) (35) (82) (135) 27) (20) (11) (58) (193)
Married 65.4% 72.4% 68.1% 69.0% 81.2% 86.7% 89.2% 85.5% 76.7%
(53) (123) (209) (385) (138) (144) (132) (414) (799)
Divorced 6.2% 4.1% 2.0% 3.2% 1.2% 1.2% 0.7% 1.0% 2.2%
() ) 6 (18) 2 (0] (€] ) (23)
Widowed 2.5% 2.9% 2.0% 2.3% 1.8% 0.0% 2.7% 1.4% 1.9%
2 ()] 6 (13) 3 © 4 () (20)
Separated 3.7% 0.0% 1.3% 1.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.7%
3 © (O] () © © © © (7
Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
(81) (170) (307) (558) (170) (166) (148) (484) (1,042)
Employment

Overall, most (60%) of household members age 15 years or older were employed, 16.5% were
waiting for seasonal employment, 7.7% were in school, and 6.4% were employed. A small
number were unemployed, had no formal education, were retired, and/or were looking after
another household member. In Province A, 45.9% were employed, 29.6% were waiting for
seasonal employment, 12.9% were in school, 3.6% were unemployed. In Province B, 80% were
employed, under 10% were unemployed, while 6.2% were taking care of another household

member (Figure 3.10) (Table 3.11).
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PRIMARY OCCUPATION OF PERSONS AGE 15+ YEARS

m Religious teacher
m Unemployed and not in school
u In school
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= Bed-ridden, disabled
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Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.10 Employment of members of the household age 15 years or over

Table 3.11 Employment of members of the household age 15 years or over

Household members Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
(age 15 years or over) Dist. Dist. B Dist. Sub- Dist. Dist. B Dist. Sub-
A C Total A C Total
Primary Gainful employment 61.7% 624% 326% 459% 794% 88.6% 71.6% 80.2% 61.8%
occupation (50) (106) (100) (256) (135) (147) (106) (388) (644)
Waiting for seasonal 13.6% 3.5% 48.2%  29.6% 0.0% 1.8% 2.7% 1.4% 16.5%
work (11) (6) (148)  (165) 0 3 4 %) 172)
Unemployed 7.4% 2.4% 3.3% 3.6% 2.4% 54%  230% 9.7% 6.4%
(6 (O] (10) (20) 4 © (34) (47) (67)
Retired 0.0% 2.4% 0.7% 1.1% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.7%
© () 2 (6 (€] © © @ )
Bed-ridden, disabled 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%
© ©) (€] @ © © © ©) @
Caring for household 6.2% 5.3% 0.0% 2.5% 14.1% 1.2% 2.7% 6.2% 4.2%
member 5) 9) (V) (14) (24) (2) %) (30) (44)
In school 6.2% 14.7% 13.7%  12.9% 2.9% 1.8% 0.0% 1.7% 7.7%

() (25) (42) (72) ) 3 © ® (80)
Unemployed and not in 4.9% 7.6% 1.0% 3.6% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 2.0%

school %) 13) 3) (20) 1) 0) (0) @ (21)

Religious teacher 0.0% 1.8% 0.3% 0.7% 0.0% 1.2% 0.0% 0.4% 0.6%
©) 3) ) “4) © (2 © (2 (6)

Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(81)  (170)  (307) _ (558)  (170)  (166)  (148)  (484)  (1042)

Personal documents, work permit, health insurance card

Overall, most household members age 15 years or older was undocumented or without any
personal documentation. In Province A, of those who did have documentation, 25.3% had the
ID card of a person without registration status 0-89 (6" and 7" digit = 87), 15.6% had the ID
card of a person without registration status 0-00 (6" and 7" digit = 00), and about 3% had an
ID card of a non-Thai citizen, starting with 6 or 7 and Thai ID card. In Province B, about half
had a passport, while one-third had a temporaty passport or the Certificate of Identify (CI)
(national verification program) (Figure 3.11) (Table 3.12).
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PERSONAL DOCUMENT OF PERSONS AGE 15+ YEARS

Province A: Ethnic groups

25.3%

R

Province B: Migrant
workers

32.9%

14.0%

Total

m Other

m Expired/ Voided document

uThai ID

= Non-Thai ID card starting with # 6 or 7

= A person without registration status 1D card

0-00

A person without registration status ID card

0-89

Temporary passport or CI

= Passport

= None

Figure 3.11 Personal ID documentation of members of the household age 15 years or over

Table 3.12 Personal documentation for persons age 15 years or older

Household members Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
(age 15 years or over) Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-
Total Total
ID None 23.5% 34.1% 61.2% 47.5% 17.6% 7.2% 15.5% 13.4% 31.7%
document (19) (58) (188) (265) (30) (12) (23) (65) (330)
Passport 46.5% 25.9% 79.7% 49.6% 23.0%
(79) (43) (118) (240) (240)
Temporary 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.2% 32.9% 62.0% 0.0% 32.9% 15.4%
passport or Cl 0) 0) (1) 1) (56) (103) 0) (159) (160)
Non-Thai ID 14.8% 2.9% 1.3% 3.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.0%
card starting (12) 5) () (21) 0) 0) ) 0) (21)
with#6 or7
A person 9.9% 42.4% 19.9% 25.3% 0.0% 0.0% 3.4% 1.0% 14.0%
without (8) (72) (61) (141) 0) 0) 5) 5) (146)
registration
status ID card
0-89
A person 25.9% 17.1% 12.1% 15.6% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 0.4% 8.5%
without (21) (29) 37 87) 0) 0) [¥3) 2 (89)
registration
status 1D card
0-00
Expired/ 4.9% 1.2% 0.3% 1.3% 0.6% 4.2% 0.0% 1.7% 1.4%
Voided () @ @ ) @ Q) © ® (15)
document
Village 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.2% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.2%
headman © © @ @ @ © © @ @
certified
document
Student ID 4.9% 1.2% 0.3% 1.3% 1.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.6% 1.0%
4 @) @) () 3 © ©0) (©)) (10
Thai ID 16.0% 1.2% 1.3% 3.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8%
13) @ 4 19) 0 © © © 19
Birth certificate 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%
© © @ @ © © © © @
Survey form 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
0 (V) ) ) © © (V) © O]
Don’t know 0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 1.1% 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.2% 0.7%
0 0 6) 6) © (€] 0 (€] ()
Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
(81) (170) (307) (558) (170) (166) (148) (484) (1,042)
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Nearly all household members age 15 years or older in Province A did not have a valid work
permit. By contrast, about 80% of persons in Province B had a work permit, 17.6% did not,

while 3.3% had had one in the past (Table 3.13).

Table 3.13 Possession of a valid work permit for those age 15 years or older
Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Household members
(age 15 years or over) Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-
Total Total
77.1% 83.7% 75.7% 78.9% 36.7%

Valid work Yes

(131) (139) (112) (382)  (382)

permit
No 96.3% 99.4% 100.0% 99.3% 16.5% 12.7% 24.3% 17.6% 61.3%
(78) (169) (307) (554) (28) (21) (36) (85) (639)
Had once 6.5% 3.0% 0.0% 3.3% 1.5%
(11) () 0 (16) (16)
Don’t know 3.7% 0.6% 0.0% 0.7% 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.2% 0.5%
3 (€)) 0 G) 0 @ 0 @ (@)
Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
(81) 170 (307) (558) (170 (166) (148) (484) (1,042

In Province A, most (60.8%) did not have a health insurance card. Of those that did, this was
usually the 30-Baht card® (18.5%) or the Health Insurance for People with Citizenship
Problems (Thor. 99) (16.3%). In Province B, most (73.8%) had the migrant health insurance
card (age 7 years or older), while 6.8% had a social security card, and 17.6% had no health

card (Figure 3.12) (Table 3.14).

HEALTH INSURANCE FOR PERSONS AGE 15+ YEARS
0,
9.6% u Don't Know

m 30-baht card but not clear which scheme
= No health insurance
Govt. Civil Servant scheme

Private insurance

%

Social Security card
30-Baht card (Thai UHC)
Health Insurance for People with

Citizenship Problems (Thor. 99)
= Migrant health insurance card

16.3%

Province A: Ethnic groups  Province B: Migrant Total
workers

Figure 3.12 Health insurance for members of the household age 15 years or over

3 The type of the 30-Baht card reported was unsure but might not be the 30-Baht card for the Thais under the
Universal Health Coverage Scheme as many holders had not Thai-citizenship. In such cases, it was suspected to
be the card under the Health Insurance for People with Citizenship Problems (Thor. 99)or the migrant health

insurance card by the Ministry of Public Health (MOPH).
21



Table 3.14 Health insurance card for household members age 15 years of older

Household members Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

(age 15 years or over) Dist. Dist. B Dist. Sub- Dist. Dist. B Dist. Sub-

A C Total A C Total
Health Migrant health insurance 65.9% 77.7% 784% 738%  34.3%
insurance  card (112) (129) (116) (357) (357)

Health Insurance for People  40.7%  31.2% 1.6% 16.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8.7%

with Citizenship Problems
(Thor, 99) @) 63 6 @) O ©) © © @

30-Baht card (Thai UHC) 111%  1.2%  13%  27%  00%  00%  00%  0.0%  1.4%
© @ ) (15) © ©) © © (15)

Social Security card 10.6% 9.0% 0.0% 6.8% 3.2%
(18) (15) () (33) (33)
Private insurance 0.0% .6% 2.0% .8% 4%
©) (©) @) 4) 4)
Govt. civil servant coverage  2.5% 0.0% 0.0% 4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2%
@ ©) ) @ ©) (0) (0) (0) 2
No health insurance 457% 494% 71.0% 60.8% 21.2% 12.0% 19.6% 17.6%  40.7%
37) (84) (218) (339) (36) (20) (29) (85) (424)
30-Baht card but unclear 0.0% 176%  238%  18.5% 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% 4% 10.1%
which scheme 0) (30) (73) (103) 2) (0) 0) (2) (105)
Don’t know 0.0% 0.6% 2.3% 1.4% 1.2% 0.6% 0.0% 0.6% 1.1%
(V)] (€] () 8 2 () (V)] (3 (11
Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

(81)  (170)  (307)  (558)  (170)  (166)  (148)  (484) (1042

Thai language ability

Overall, under 30% of household members age 15 years or older could communicate in Thai
at a moderate level. Over one-fourth (26.7%) good communicate Thai well, while 16.7% had
weak ability in Thai. About 15% had very good Thai language skill. In Province A, 28.9%
could communicate Thai at a moderate level, while 21.5% could communicate well, 21.1%
could not communicate in Thai at all, and 10% could communicate very well. In Province B,
one-third could communicate well in Thai, while 30% had moderate ability in Thai, 20.7% had
very good Thai ability, while 14.9% had weak Thai language skill, and 1.9% had no Thai
language ability (Figure 3.13) (Table 3.15).

THAI LANGUAGE ABILITY FOR PERSONS AGE 15+ YEARS

1.9%
12.2%
21.1% 14.9%
16.7%
18.3%
30.0% None
29.4% Weak
> 28.9% Moderate
32.6% Good
26.7% Very good
21.5%
20.7%
10.2% 15.1%
Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.13 Thai language ability for those age 15 years or older
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Table 3.15 Thai language ability for those age 15 years or older

Household members Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
(age 15 years or over) Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C  Sub-Total Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-
Total
Thai Very good 2.5% 12.4% 11.1% 10.2% 22.4% 27.1% 11.5% 20.7% 15.1%
language D) (1) (34) (57) (38) (45) n (100) (157)
ability Good 309%  21.8%  18.9% 21.5% 40.0%  28.3% 29.1% 32.6% 26.7%
25 37 58 120 68 47 43 158 278
Moderate 29.6% 17.1% 35.2% 28.9% 24.7% 32.5% 33.1% 30.0% 29.4%
(24) (29) (108) (161) (42) (54) (49) (145) (306)
Weak 21.0% 27.6% 12.4% 18.3% 11.2% 10.2% 24.3% 14.9% 16.7%
an (47 (38) 102 (19) n (36) (72) (174)
None 16.0% 21.2% 22.5% 21.1% 1.8% 1.8% 2.0% 1.9% 12.2%
(13) (36) (69) (118) (3) (3) (3) (©)] (127)
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(81) (170) (307) (558) (170) (166) (148) (484) (1,042)

Relationship to the household head

Overall, over one-third (36.9%) of the sample of household members age 15 years or older said
their relationship to the household head was spouse, while 17.3% said they were the child. In
Province A, one in three household members was the spouse of the household head, 22.2%
were the child. In Province B, 40.9% was the spouse, while 11.6% was a child of the household

head (Table 3.16).

Table 3.16 Relationship to the household head among members age 15 years or older

Household members Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
(age 15 years or over) Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub- Dist. A Dist.B Dist. C Sub-
Total Total
Relationship ~ Household head  40.7% 41.2% 33.6% 36.9% 41.8% 42.8% 48.6% 44.2% 40.3%
to the (33) (70) (103 (206) (71 (71 (72) (214) (420)
household Spouse 321%  353%  32.6% 33.3% 38.8%  40.4%  43.9%  409%  36.9%
head (26) (60) (100) (186) (66) (67) (65) (198) (384)
Father 0.0% 0.6% 2.3% 1.4% 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.2% 0.9%
© () () ® © @ © @ ©
Mother 2.5% 0.6% 1.6% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.8%
2 () (6] ® © 0 © © ®
Parent-in-law 0.0% 0.0% 2.3% 1.3% 0.0% 1.2% 0.0% 0.4% 0.9%
© © (U] U] (V)] 2 © 2 (C)]
Child 22.2% 18.2% 24.4% 22.2% 15.3% 11.4% 7.4% 11.6% 17.3%
(18) (31) (75) (124) (26) 19) (11) (56) (180)
Sibling 2.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.3%
@ © © 2 @ 0 © @ 3
Child-in-law 0.0% 0.6% 0.3% 0.4% 0.6% 0.6% 0.0% 0.4% 0.4%
©) @) @) @ @) @) ©) ) @
Hired hand 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%
© © () @ © © © © @
Elder 0.0% 0.6% 0.3% 0.4% 1.2% 0.6% 0.0% 0.6% 0.5%
© () () 2 2 @ © 3 (5)
Adoptee 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.2% 0.2%
© @ © @ © @ © @ 2
Grandchild 0.0% 1.8% 1.6% 1.4% 0.0% 1.2% 0.0% 0.4% 1.0%
© 3 () ()] © 0] © @ (10)
Cousin 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.1%
©) ©) © ©) @ ©) © @ @
Friend 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.1%
© © © 0 () 0 © () (€]
Other 0.0% 0.6% 0.7% 0.5% 0.6% 0.6% 0.0% 0.4% 0.5%
© () 2 (3 @ @ © 2 (5
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
(81) (170) (307) (558) (170) (166) (148) (484) (1042)
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Part 3 Characteristics of the child(ren) (0-14 years) in the migrant children
household

The 425 households in the sample of the two provinces consist of 212 in Province A and 213
in Province B. The total number of children age 0-14 in the sample is 724. As noted earlier,
one case was dropped due to missing information on place of birth and registration. That leaves
a sample of 723 cases. This number includes children born in Thailand and those born outside
of Thailand who migrated to Thailand. Of the total, 417 are in Province A (mean number per
household of about two) and 306 in Province B (mean number per household of 1.44).

Table 3.17 shows data on general characteristics of the children. Overall, there are slightly
more females than males. In Province A, the proportion is 52.8% females and in Province B it
is 50.7% females. The mean age of the children is 6.8 years, with a mean of 7.6 years in
Province A and 5.7 years in Province B (Figure 3.14 and 3.15).

AGE DISTRIBUTION OF CHILDREN 0-14 YEARS

2 10-14 years

%

= 5-9 years

m0-4 years

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.14 Age distribution of children age 0-14 years

AVERAGE AGE OF THE CHILDREN

MEAN (YEARS)
2

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.15 Average age of the children age 0-14 years
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Overall, two-thirds of the children are in school. More of the children in Province B did not
attend school compared to Province A (46.1% versus 18.9%). The explanation could be the
higher proportion of pre-school-age children in Province B households (43.1% versus 26.4%).
When combined, 29.9% of the entire sample were enrolled in Thai primary school, while
22.7% were in an Early Childhood Development (ECD) Center or other pre-school (including
learning centers). About one in ten were enrolled in a primary school with a Myanmar
curriculum.

In Province A, most (44.6%) children were in Thai primary school, while one-fourth (26.6%)
were in an ECD Center, and 8.6% were in a Thai high school. In Province B, most children
were in a school with a Myanmar curriculum (23.5%) and 17.3% were in an ECD Center or
learning center managed by an NGO. About one in ten were in a school with the Thai
curriculum (Figure 3.16).

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF CHILDREN

1.0%

8.6% 980 5.4%
2.3%
29.9%
23.5%
44.6% i Secondary (Thai)
17.3% 10.5% Primary (Thai)
070
3 0.2% Secondary (Myanmar)

1.0%

22.71%

Primary (Myanmar
26.6%

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant Total
workers

Pre-school (including learning center)

= Never in school

Figure 3.16 Educational attainment of children

Overall, under one-third (31.5%) of the children did not have an personal document or
documentation indicating their status. Another one-third (32.1%) had a Thai birth certificate,
while 23.9% had a ID card of a person without registration status. In Province B, 41.2% of
children did not have a personal doument, compared to only 24.5% in Province A. Fully 40.8%
of children in Province A had a ID card of a person without registration status, 17.5% had a
Thai birth certificate, while 7.5% had a non-Thai ID card, and 2.6% had a Thai ID card. In
Province B, 52.0% of children had a Thai birth certificate. Only a small number had student
ID cards (which start with the letter G or P), or passport, or a certificate issued by the village
headman or community survey (Figure 3.17).
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PERSONAL DOCUMENT OF CHILDREN

4.3%
7.4%
m Don't know/no response

23.9% m Village headman certified ID
52.0% = Hospital certificate of birth (Thor Ror. 1/1)
Gt = Accompanying dependent (00-00) (child)

m Expired/voided 1D

%

32.1%

m Thai citizen ID

Passport (temporary passport, Cl)

17.5%

Student ID (G, P)
Non-Thai ID card
Person without registration status 1D card

Birth certificate (registration)

= None
Province A: Ethnic groups  Province B: Migrant Total
workers

Figure 3.17 Personal documents of children

Overall, nearly half the children (45.4%) did not have a health insurance card, while the
proportion was much higher for children in Province B (63.7%) than for children in Province
A (31.9%). The children had different types of insurance cards. Those with insurance in
Province B almost all had the migrant health insurance card coverage (issued by the Thai
Ministry of Public Health - MOPH). By contrast, most of the insured children in Province A
were covered under one of the 30-baht card schemes.* An additional 22.3% were covered by
the Health Insurance for People with Citizenship Problems (Thor. 99) . Only the 2.6% with
Thai nationality had the UHC gold card, while 2.2% were covered under the migrant health
insurance scheme of the MOPH (Figure 3.18).

4 According to information on cross-border households. It is not clear what type of health insurance card they had,
but it was not a 30 Baht gold card, according to the UHC scheme for Thai nationals. That is because these children
did not have Thai nationality. Thus, the card was probably under the Health Insurance for People with Citizenship
Problems (Thor. 99) or the migrant health insurance card by the MOPH.
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HEALTH INSURANCE OF CHILDREN

= 30 Baht card (but not clear which
scheme)

= No insurance

Private insurance

%

1 UHC for Thai (30 Baht card)
= Health Insurance for People with
Citizenship Problems (Thor. 99)

® Migrant health insurance card
(age Under 7 years)

Province A: Ethnic groups  Province B: Migrant Total
workers

Figure 3.18 Health insurance of children

Over one-third (37.4%) of children in Province A had good ability in the Thai language, while
24.2% had moderate ability. One-tenth had very good Thai language skills. In Province B,
53.9% of the children could not use Thai language at all, while 17.6% only had weak Thai
language ability. Fully 13.1% and 8.5% could speak Thai well or very well, respectively
(Figure 3.19).

THAI LANGUAGE ABILITY OF CHILDREN

12.9%
= None

Weak

%

= Moderate

= Good

= Very good

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.19 Thai language ability of children

In both provinces, the children were likely to be the child of the household head (91.7%). There
was not much difference in the proportion for migrant worker household in Province A and
ethic group household in Province B (89.9% versus 94.1%, respectively). Only 4.6% of the
children in Province A were the grandchild of the household head, and 4.3% were an adoptee
(Figure 3.20).
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RELATIONSHIP TO THE HOUSEHOLD HEAD

I e L .
4.6% 3.9% 4.3% Grandchild
= Adoptee
= Child

%

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.20 Relationship to the household head of children

Overall, the vast majority of children lived with at least the father or the mother (88.5% and

93.2%). In Province A, the proportions were 87.1% and 92.6%, while in Province B, the
proportions were 90.5% and 94.1% respectively. Fully 86.0% lived with both parents. In
Province A and B, the proportions are 83.9% and 88.9%, respectively. In other words, about
4.2-4.3% of the children did not live with either parent Province A and B (Figure 3.21).

LIVING WITH PARENT(S)
Living with
parents

= Living with father

83.9% 88.9% 86.0% = Living with

mother

%

m Not living with
parents

e B

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.21 Status of children living with parent(s)
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Table 3.17 General characteristics of children age 0-14 years

Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-
Total Total
Sex Boys 44.4% 42.7% 51.8% 47.2% 47.5% 46.8% 54.3% 49.3% 48.1%
(28) (67) (102) (197) (48) (52) (51) (151) (348)
Girls 55.6% 57.3% 48.2% 52.8% 52.5% 53.2% 45.7% 50.7% 51.9%
(35) (90) (95) (220) (53) (59) (43) (155) (375)
Age group 0-4 years 25.4% 29.3% 24.4% 26.4% 42.6% 42.3% 44.7% 43.1% 33.5%
(16) (46) (48) (110) (43) (47) (42) (132) (242)
5-9 years 28.6% 38.2% 39.6% 37.4% 36.6% 39.6% 30.9% 35.9% 36.8%
(18) (60) (78) (156) 37) (44) (29) (110) (266)
10-14 years 46.0% 32.5% 36.0% 36.2% 20.8% 18.0% 24.5% 20.9% 29.7%
(29) (51) (71) (151) (21) (20) (23) (64) (215)
Age Mean 8.1 7.3 7.8 7.6 5.7 5.6 5.6 5.7 6.8
S.D. ©) (4) (4) 4) (4 4) 4) 4) 4)
History of Never in school 20.6% 16.6% 20.3% 18.9% 45.5% 34.2% 60.6% 46.1% 30.4%
school (13) (26) (40) (79) (46) (38) (57) (141) (220)
Ever in school 3.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 1.0% 0.9% 2.1% 1.3% 0.8%
2 (©) (0) (@) ©) (@) 2 (4) (6)
Currently in 76.2% 83.4% 79.7% 80.6% 53.5% 64.9% 37.2% 52.6% 68.7%
school (48) (131) (157) (336) (54) (72) (35) (161) (497)
Highest Never in school 20.6% 16.6% 20.3% 18.9% 45.5% 34.2% 60.6% 46.1% 30.4%
education (13) (26) (40) (79) (46) (38) (57) (141) (220)
attained Pre-school 23.8% 28.0% 26.4% 26.6% 11.9% 25.2% 13.8% 17.3% 22.7%
(including (15) (44) (52) (111) (12) (28) (13) (53) (164)
learning center)
Primary school 6.3% 0.0% 0.0% 1.0% 22.8% 36.9% 8.5% 23.5% 10.5%
(Myanmar ) 4) (©) () 4) (23) (41) () (72) (76)
Secondary school 1.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 3.0% 2.7% 1.1% 2.3% 1.1%
(Myanmar ) €] (9 () 1) ®) ®) (@) @) (8)
Primary school 34.9% 47.1% 45.7% 44.6% 14.9% 0.9% 14.9% 9.8% 29.9%
(Thai) (22) (74) (90) (186) (15) 1) (14) (30) (216)
Secondary school 12.7% 8.3% 7.6% 8.6% 2.0% 0.0% 1.1% 1.0% 5.4%
(Thai) (8) (13) (15) (36) 2 () (©) @) (39)
Post-secondary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
school (0) (9 (0) () (©) (0) (9) (0) ()
Personal None 23.8% 19.1% 28.9% 24.5% 56.4% 32.4% 35.1% 41.2% 31.5%
document (15) (30) (57) (102) (57) (36) (33) (126) (228)
Passport 0.0% 0.0% 1.5% 0.7% 1.0% 0.9% 2.1% 1.3% 1.0%
(temporary ) ) ®) ®) (@) () @ 4 M
passport, CI)
Non-Thai ID card 14.3% 0.6% 10.7% 7.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4.3%
9) (©) (21) 31 ) (0) (©) (0) (31)
Person without 36.5% 34.4% 47.2% 40.8% 0.0% 1.8% 1.1% 1.0% 23.9%
registration status (23) (54) (93) (170) (0) ) (1) 3 (173)
ID card
Expired/voided 0.0% 1.3% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3%
ID (0) 2 (0) (@) ) (0) (©) (0) (@)
Accompanying 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.0% 0.0% 1.1% 0.7% 0.3%
dependent (00- (0) (0) (0) () (@) () (@) (&3] &)
00) (child)
Student card (G, 11.1% 3.8% 0.0% 3.1% 3.0% 0.0% 3.2% 2.0% 2.6%
P) @) (6) (0) (13) (©) (0) (©) (6) (19)
Thai ID 7.9% 3.2% 0.5% 2.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.5%
©) ©) 1) (11) (9) (0) (0) (0) (11)
Birth certificate 6.3% 36.3% 6.1% 17.5% 37.6% 62.2% 55.3% 52.0% 32.1%
(registration) 4) (57) (12) (73) (38) (69) (52) (159) (232)
Hospital 0.0% 0.6% 2.0% 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.7%
certificate of (0) @) 4) (5) (0) 0) 0) ©0) (5)
birth
Village headman 0.0% 0.6% 0.5% 0.5% 0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 0.7% 0.6%
certified ID (0) 1) (1) 2) (0) (2 0) ) (4)
Don’t know /No 0.0% 0.0% 2.5% 1.2% 1.0% 0.9% 2.1% 1.3% 1.2%
response () (©) () ©) (©) (@) (@) (4) (9)
Health Migrant health 3.2% 4.5% 0.0% 2.2% 37.6% 44.1% 24.5% 35.9% 16.5%
insurance insurance card (age ) (@] 0) 9) (38) (49) (23) (110) (119)
Under 7 years)
Health Insurance for 49.2% 28.7% 8.6% 22.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 12.9%
People with (31) (45) 7) (93) (0) ©0) 0) ) (93)
Citizenship Problems
(Thor. 99)
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Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-
Total Total
UHC for Thai (30 7.9% 3.2% .5% 2.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.5%
Baht card) ©) ©) @ (11) ©) ©) ©) ©) (11)
Private insurance 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% .9% 0.0% .3% 1%
©) (0) () () (0) ) ©) @) @)
No insurance 31.7% 31.2% 32.5% 31.9% 62.4% 55.0% 75.5% 63.7% 45.4%
(20) (49) (64) (133) (63) (61) (71) (195) (328)
30 Baht card (but not 7.9% 32.5% 58.4% 41.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 23.7%
clear which scheme) (5) (51) (115) (171) (0) 0) 0) ) (171)
Thai language  Very good 0.0% 17.8% 8.1% 10.6% 10.9% 1.8% 13.8% 8.5% 9.7%
ability (0) (28) (16) (44) (11) 2) (13) (26) (70)
Good 54.0% 33.8% 35.0% 37.4% 14.9% 15.3% 8.5% 13.1% 27.1%
(34) (53) (69) (156) (15) (17) (8) (40) (196)
Moderate 6.3% 12.1% 39.6% 24.2% 6.9% 8.1% 5.3% 6.9% 16.9%
4 (19) (78) (101) @) 9) ©) (21 (122)
Weak 19.0% 17.8% 7.1% 12.9% 15.8% 27.0% 8.5% 17.6% 14.9%
(12) (28) (14) (54) (16) (30) (8) (54) (108)
None 20.6% 18.5% 10.2% 14.9% 51.5% 47.7% 63.8% 53.9% 31.4%
(13) (29) (20) (62) (52) (53) (60) (165) (227)
Relationship Child 82.5% 87.3% 94.4% 89.9% 93.1% 92.8% 96.8% 94.1% 91.7%
to the (52) (137) (186) (375) (94) (103) 91) (288) (663)
household Hired hand 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%
head () (©) (©) () (©) ) ) () (@)
Sibling 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1%
(0) (©) (@) () ©) () ) ) (@)
Adoptee 12.7% 6.4% 0.0% 4.3% 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 2.6%
®) (10) ©) (18) M) ©) ©) @) (19)
Grandchild 3.2% 6.4% 3.6% 4.6% 4.0% 4.5% 3.2% 3.9% 4.3%
@ (10) @) (19) 4) ®) ©)] (12) (31)
Cousin 1.6% 0.0% 0.5% 0.5% 1.0% 2.7% 0.0% 1.3% 0.8%
(@) () (@) (&) (@) ®) () 4) (6)
Other 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.2% 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.3%
() () (©) 1) ©) () () 1) 2
Residence of Same household 74.6% 83.4% 93.9% 87.1% 86.1% 91.0% 94.7% 90.5% 88.5%
father (47) (131) (185) (363) (87) (101) (89) (277) (640)
In Thailand 7.9% 9.6% 1.0% 5.3% 5.9% 6.3% 1.1% 4.6% 5.0%
©) (15) (@) (22) (6) @) @ (14) (36)
In Myanmar 6.3% 3.2% 0.5% 2.4% 3.0% 0.9% 1.1% 1.6% 2.1%
©) ©) () (10) (©)] ) () ) (15)
In another 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.1%
country () 9 (0) (0) (@) (0) () 1) (@)
Dead 6.3% 2.5% 4.1% 3.8% 4.0% 0.0% 3.2% 2.3% 3.2%
4) 4) (8) (16) 4) () (©) @) (23)
Don’t know 4.8% 1.3% 0.5% 1.4% 0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 0.7% 1.1%
(©) 2 1) (6) () 2 () (@) (8)
Residence of Same household 81.0% 92.4% 96.4% 92.6% 94.1% 92.8% 95.7% 94.1% 93.2%
mother (51) (145) (190) (386) (95) (103) (90) (288) (674)
In Thailand 11.1% 5.7% 1.5% 4.6% 4.0% 5.4% 2.1% 3.9% 4.3%
@) ©) (©) (19) 4) (6) @ (12) (31)
In Myanmar 1.6% 1.9% 1.0% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.8%
(@) (©) (@) (6) ©) ) ©) () (6)
Dead 1.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 2.0% 0.0% 2.1% 1.3% 0.7%
(@) () () 1) 2 ) 2 4) ©)
Don’t know 4.8% 0.0% 1.0% 1.2% 0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 0.7% 1.0%
®) (9) ) ©) 9 2 9 2 0]
Living with Not living with 14.3% 4.5% 1.0% 4.3% 5.0% 5.4% 2.1% 4.2% 4.3%
parents parents 9) () 2) (18) (5) (6) 2) (13) (31)
Living with 11.1% 12.1% 5.1% 8.6% 8.9% 3.6% 3.2% 5.2% 7.2%
mother 7) (19) (10) (36) 9) (4) 3) (16) (52)
Living with 4.8% 3.2% 2.5% 3.1% 1.0% 1.8% 2.1% 1.6% 2.5%
father (©) ©) (5) (13) ©) 2 @) (5) (18)
Living with both 69.8% 80.3% 91.4% 83.9% 85.1% 89.2% 92.6% 88.9% 86.0%
parents (44) (126) (180) (350) (86) (99) (87) (272) (622)
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(63) (157) (197) (417) (101) (111) (94) (306) (723)
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Part 4: Birth and access to birth registration of migrant child(ren) (0-14
years)

This section presents findings about the birth place and birth registration process of the
children, whether there was a hospital certificate of birth (Thor Ror. 1/1), whether the parent(s)
registered the birth and received an official birth certificate, and whether the child’s birth was
registered in the civil registration system of the country of origin.

Country of birth, birth registration of child born outside Thailand, and place of birth in
Thailand

Nearly the entire sample of children in migrant households (93.4%) were born in Thailand.
Slightly more of the sample in Province B were born in Thailand compared to Province A
(94.1% and 92.8%, respectively). All of those born outside of Thailand did not register the birth
in the country of birth.

Overall, most of those born in Thailand (83.7%) were delivered in a public hospital, while the
remainder had home or non-hospital deliveries. In Provinces A and B, the proportions of
hospital births are 79.3% and 89.6% (Figure 3.22) (Table 3.18).

PLACE OF BIRTH (IN THAILAND) (N=675)
0.5% 0.0% 0.3%
Private hospital
Public hospital
79.3%
89.6% 83.7%
3
Home or
community
20.2%
10.4% 16.0%
Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.22 Place of birth for sample children for those born in Thailand

Table 3.18 Place of birth of sample children and access to birth registration for those born
outside Thailand

Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Distt A Dist. B Dist.C Sub- Distt A Dist. B Dist.C Sub-
Total Total
Birth country Thailand 93.7% 88.5% 95.9% 92.8% 95.0% 88.3% 100.0% 94.1% 93.4%
(59) (139) (189) (387) (96) (98) (94) (288) (675)
Not Thailand 6.3% 11.5% 4.1% 7.2% 5.0% 11.7% 0.0% 5.9% 6.6%
4) (18) 8) (30) (%) (13) () (18) (48)
(Those born Registered 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
outside ) ) ©) () () ©) () ) (0)
Thailand) Did not register ~ 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  0.0%  100.0%  100.0%
registered the 4) (18) (8) (30) (©) (13) (©) (18) (48)
birth in the Don’t know 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00%  0.0% 0.0% 00%  0.0%
BELITIE B © © () () () © © ) (0)
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Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub-

Total Total
origin of Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
parents 4) (18) (©)] (30) (5) (13) ) (18) (48)
(Those bornin ~ Home or 35.6% 18.0% 16.9% 20.2% 17.7% 2.0% 11.7% 10.4% 16.0%
Thailand) community (21) (25) (32) (78) 17 (2) (11) (30) (108)

Place of birth ~ Public hospital  64.4%  80.6%  83.1%  79.3%  82.3%  98.0%  88.3%  89.6%  83.7%
(38) (112)  (157)  (307) (79) (96) (83) (258)  (565)

Private hospital 0.0% 1.4% 0.0% .5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% .3%
©) @ ©) (@3] ©) ©) ©) ©) (@3]
Tambon 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
hospital ©) ©) ©) ©) ©) ©) ©) ©) ©)
NGO health 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
center ©) ©) ©) ©) ©) ©) ©) ©) ©)
Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
(59) (139) (189) (387) (96) (98) (94) (288) (675)

Receiving of the hospital certificate of birth for children born in Thailand

The children born in Thailand can be classified into two groups: children born in a hospital and
a certificate of birth was issued by the hospital, and children born outside a hospital who should
have received a report of birth form/certificate of birth by the community leader. Overall,
among those children born in a hospital in Thailand, 56.6% were issued a hospital certificate
of birth. The proportions in Provinces A and B are 46.6% and 68.6% (Figure 3.23).

ISSUED A CERTIFICATE OF BIRTH, THOSE DELIVERED IN A HOSPITAL

n

Don't know

= Did not receive

m Received

%

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.23 Proportion of the sample child issued a certificate of birth when delivered in a Thai
hospital

When respondents were asked about any errors in the hospital certificate of birth document,
4% of those who received the hospital certificate said there were errors. The proportions for

Provinces A and B are 3.5% and 4.5%, respectively.

Fully, 84.6% of those who said there was an error in the hospital certificate of birth, said there
was a spelling error of the name of the father and/or mother. Under one-fourth (23.0%) said
the child’s name was misspelled, while 15.4% said the surname of the father and/or mother
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was misspelled. In Province B, all the forms with errors had misspelled the father’s and/or
mother’s name, while 37.5% had misspelled the child’s name. In Province A, 60% of the forms
with errors were a misspelling of name of the father and/or mother, while 40% were a
misspelling of the surname of the father and/or mother.

Fully 43.0% of children born in a Thai hospital did not receive a hospoital certificate of birth.
The respondents reported, in their perspective, that the hospital staff just did not give them the
document (63.5%), or the parents didn’t know that they should receive the document (23.8%),°
or the father or mother did not have a document indicating a residence in Thailand (10.2%), or
the household did not want the certificate of birth (2.5%).

For respondents in Province A, those with children born in a Thai hospital who did not receive
a certificate of birth, 82.4% reported the hospital just did not give them the document, compared
to only 24.1% of those in Province B. In Province B, the main reason for not getting a hospital
certificate of birth was that the family did not know they should receive such a form (46.8%),
followed by the fact that the father and/or mother did not have a personal document (21.5)
(Table 3.19).

Table 3.19 Receipt of a hospital certificate of birth of children delivered in a Thai hospital

(n=567)
Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub-
Total Total
(Those delivered  Received 57.9%  86.0% 153%  46.6%  57.0%  740%  735%  68.6%  56.6%
ina Thai (22) (98) (24) (144) (45) (71) (61) 177) (321)
hospital): Did not 421%  14.0% 84.7%  53.4%  405%  26.0%  26.5%  30.6%  43.0%
Received receive (16) (16) (133) (165) (32) (25) (22) (79) (244)
(issued) the Don’t know 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 25%  0.0%  0.0% 8% 4%
hospital ©) ©) ©) ©) B) ©) ©) @ @
certificate of Total 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
birth (114) (39) (157)  (309) (79) (96) (83) (258)  (567)
(Those received Yes 4.5% 3.1% 4.2% 3.5% 11.1% 0.0% 4.9% 4.5% 4.0%
a hospital 1) (3 (1) () () ()] (©)] (8 (13)
certificate of No 90.9%  96.9%  750%  92.4%  88.9%  98.6%  90.2%  932%  92.8%
birth): Errors in (20) (95) (18) (133) (40) (70) (55) (165) (298)
the document Don’t know 4.5% 0.0%  20.8%  4.2% 0.0% 1.4% 4.9% 2.3% 3.1%
1) (0) (®) (6) (9) (@) ®) 4) (10)
Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(22) (98) (24) (144) (45) (71) (61) 77) (321)
(Those received  Missspelled 100.0%  33.3%  100.0%  60.0%  100.0%  0.0%  100.0% 100.0%  84.6%
a hospital name of (1) @ @) (3) (5) (0) (3) (8) 11)
certificate of parent(s)
birth with Misspelled 00%  667%  0.0%  40.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  15.4%
errors) Type of  surname of () 7 (0 2 0 (0 ) 0) @
error (multiple parent(s)
response Misspelled 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  60.0%  0.0% 0.0%  375%  23.1%
allowed) name of child (0) (0) (0) (0) (3) (0) (0) (3) (3)
Misspelled 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
surname of () O (0 0 0 (0 ) 0) O
child
Wrong date of  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
birth () (9 () () () () (0 () (O]
No entry of 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
parent(s) ID # (9 (] (0) (0) (0) () 0 0 (O]
Total 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%

@) ©) @) O] ) © 3 (8) (13)
375% 31.3% 940% 824% 156%  40%  59.1%  24.1%  63.5%

5 Remarks: It is possible that the large proportion of respondents who said the hospital did not give them the
certificate of birth actually didn’t know that the hospital has such a document. Although the interviewers were
trained to probe for this discrepancy, it is not possible to confirm whether it was hospital negligence or parental
ignorance that prevented families from getting the birth certificate from the hospital.

33



Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub-

Total Total
Reason did not Hosp. didn’t (6) (5) (125) (136) (5) ) (13) (19) (155)
receive a give
hospital Didn’t know 12.5% 68.8% 6.0% 12.7% 46.9% 64.0% 27.3% 46.8% 23.8%
certificate of they should get ) (11) (8) (21) (15) (16) (6) (37) (58)
birth one
Did not want 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 6.3% 12.0% 4.5% 7.6% 2.5%
one (0) (0) ) ) 2 ©) (©) (6) (6)
Parent(s) was 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4.8% 31.3% 20.0% 9.1% 21.5% 10.2%
undocumented (8) (0) (0) (8) (10) (5) 2) 17) (25)
Don’t know, 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
no response () (O] (O] 0 0 () 0 ©) (0)
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
(16) (16) (133) (165) (32) (25) (22) (79) (244)

Receipt of a certificate of birth for children born outside the hospital in Thailand

Overall, of the total sample of children born in Thailand, 16.0% were delivered outside the
hospital setting (i.e., at home, or a health outpost). Of these, only 5.6% received the certificate
of birth from the local community leader (Thor.Ror. 1 Ton Naa) — and all of these cases were
in Province A (7.7% of the sample children in the province A delivered outside the hospital
setting). In Province B, two-thirds of households whose child was born outside the hospital
setting said they did not receive a certificate of birth from the local community leader, while
one-third weren not sure if they did or did not receive the form (Figure 3.24).

RECEIPT OF A CERTIFICATE OF BIRTH FOR CHILD DELIVERED
OUTSIDE A HOSPITAL
0.0% Don’t know
9.3%
33.3% Did not receive
Received
o 92.3%
s 85.2%
66.7%
7.7% 0.0% 5.6%
Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.24 Receipt of a certificate of birth from the local community leader (Thor.Ror. 1
Ton Naa) for a child born outside the hospital setting (i.e., at home or health outpost)

There were no errors for the six cases in Province A for the certificate of birth issued by the
local community leader.

For the 92 cases born outside a hospital who did not receive a a certificate of birth by the
community leader, the common reason overall was that the family did not know they should
receive one (70.7%), or did not request one from the community leader (19.6%) or the
community leader was uncooperative (9.8%). In Province A, 77.8% of families did not know
they should receive the document from the community leader compared to 45.0% in Province
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B. In Province B, 35.0% of families did not inform the community leader of the birth, and
20.0% said the leader was uncooperative. The corresponding proportions in Province A are
15.3% and 6.9%, respectively (Figure 3.25) (Table 3.20).

REASON FOR NOT RECEIVING A CERTIFICATE OF BIRTH FOR
CHILDREN BORN OUTSIDE THE HOSPITAL SETTING

Did not inform
community leader

%

Community leader
uncooperative

0
17.8% 70.7%

45.0% Didn't know
35.0% should receive

153%  6.9% 20.0% 196% g g0

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.25 Reason for not receiving a certificate of birth from the community leader for
children born outside the hospital setting

Table 3.20 Certificate of birth issued by the community leader and errors on the document

(n=108)
Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-
Total Total
(Those Received 9.5% 16.0% 0.0% 7.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.6%
born (2 (4) () (6) 0 ©) ©) ()] (6)
outside a Not received 90.5% 84.0% 100.0% 92.3% 47.1% 100.0% 90.9% 66.7% 85.2%
hospital in (19) (21) (32) (72) (8) (2 (10) (20 (92)
Thailand):  pon’t know 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00%  529%  0.0% 91%  333%  9.3%
Received © © © © © © (L) (1) (10
c(fr?tl:feig;tz Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
of birth by (21) (25) (32) (78) 17 ) (11) (30) (108)
community
leader
(Thor.Ror
1 Thon
Naa)

(Those Yes 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
issued a (9 (9 (0) (0) (0) (0 (0 (9 (0)
certificate No 100.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

of birth by (2 4 () (6) 0 0 (O] (O] (6)
community Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
leader): @ 0) © ®) © © © © ®

Errorsin
the
document
Reason did  Did not 10.5% 42.9% 0.0% 15.3% 12.5% 50.0% 50.0% 35.0% 19.6%
not receive  inform leader (2) 9) 0) (11) 1) 1) (5) 7 (18)
acertificate  Community 15.8% 0.0% 6.3% 6.9% 25.0% 0.0% 20.0% 20.0% 9.8%
of birth by leader ©)) O 2 @) 2 O ) 4 9

community  uncooperative
leader Didn’t know 737%  57.1%  938%  77.8%  625%  50.0%  300%  450%  70.7%

should receive (14) (12) (30) (56) (5) (1) 3) 9) (65)
Don’t know or 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
no response (O] (O] (9 (9 (0) (0) (0 (O] 0)
Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
(19) (21) (32) (72) (8 (2 (10) (20) (92)
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Registration of the birth for children born in Thailand

Overall, only half (50.2%) of 675 children who were born in Thailand had their birth registered
within 15 days. The proportions in Provinces A and B are 43.2% (167 from 387 children) and
59.7% (172 from 288 children), respectively (Figure 3.26).

REGISTRATION OF THE BIRTH WITHIN 15 DAYS

= Don't know

= Didn't register

= Registered

%

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.26 Registration of birth within 15 days for children born in Thailand

Among the 339 children in the sample whose birth was registered in Thailnd, the reason given
by the household for registering the birth was an interest in having the child’s birth legally
documented (53.4%), while 41.3% saw registration as a way to ensure Thai citizenship of the
child in the future, and 39.2%and 31.9% wanted the child to have rights to health services and
education, respectively. Comparing Provinces A and B, 82.6% in Province A wanted
registration for the child in order to get Thai citizenship, wanted to comply with the law
(53.9%), and/or wanted health and education rights for the child (11.9% and 39.5%,
respectively). In Province B, the proportions wanting registration for making the birth legal
and health rights were 52.9% and 36.6%, respectively, followed by 24.4% and 1.2% for
education rights and Thai citizenship, respectively (Figure 3.27).
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REASON FOR REGISTERING THE BIRTH

mTo be legal
To get health rights
To get education rights
To get Thai citizenship

TFor use in registering the
birth in country of origin

82.6% Other
0,
1.9%0 5% 6.6% 0.2% o 0/401.3%
24.4%
1.2%0.0% 1.29%0.6%1.7% 0.9%0.9%
Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.27 Reason for registering the birth of child(ren) 0-14 years of those born and
registered the birth in Thailand

Overall, of the children whose the birth was registered, over one-third (36.0%) of the
households were assisted by staff of the hospital in registering the birth, while 31.6% were
assisted by their employer, 8.8% were assisted by a friend/co-worker, and 6.5% were assisted
by a relative. In Province A, over two-thirds (68.9%) were assisted by hospital staff to register
the birth, while only 4.1% in Province B had help from hospital staff. In Province A, help was
provided by relatives (13.2%) and community leaders (village headman or sub-district chief)
(9.0%). In Province B, birth registration assistance was provided by the employer in 62.2% of
cases, friends/co-workers in 10.2%, and an agent in 9.3% of cases (Figure 3.28).

ASSISTANCE IN REGISTERING THE BIRTH

80.0%
m Hospital staff
Employer
60.0%
Friend/co-worker
Siblings
°\° .09
40.0% Agent
N
o Political leader
20.0% © = Parents
[=)
©
—
X o - L oo - « - o e = Other (i.e. NGO, natural
0N BEESE H BEE% SRR leader, grandparent)
oo MRS EE S m S CE Sl S S SSm = no ssisance rom
’ . . . . anyone
Province A: Ethnic groups  Province B: Migrant workers Total Y

Figure 3.28 Person who assisted the migrant household with birth registration
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Errors in the birth registration or official birth certificate were found in only 2.9% of cases (10
of the total 339 children whose the birth was registered), and this proportion was about the
same for both Province A and B households (3.0% and 2.9% respectively) (Figure 3.29).

ERRORS IN THE BIRTH REGISTRATION DOCUMENT

3.0%

2.9%

% REPORTED ERRORS

2.8%
Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.29 Errors in the birth registration or official birth certificate for children born in
Thailand

For the ten cases with errors in the birth registration document, half were misspellings of the
parent’s name, while four were cases of misspelling the child’s name, and three misspelled the
surname of the parent(s). For cases with errors in Province A, 60.0% were misspellings of the
surname of the parent(s), and 40.0% were misspellings of the name of the parent(s). In Province
B, 80.0% of errors were misspellings of the child’s name, and 60.0% were misspellings of the
parent(s) name (Figure 3.30) (Table 3.21).

TYPE OF ERRORS IN THE BIRTH REGISTRATION

m Parent(s) place of birth wrong
m Wrong type of birth certificate
= No ID# of parent(s)

= Wrong date of birth

%

Misspelled surname of child
= Misspelled name of child
= Misspelled surname of

parent(s)
= Misspelled name of parent(s)

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.30 Errors in the birth registration for children age 0-14 (born in Thailand and
registered the birth)
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Table 3.21 Birth registration for children born in Thailand (n-675)

Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub- Dist. A Dist.B Dist.C Sub-
Total Total
(Those Registered 61.0%  827%  85%  432%  47.9%  724%  585%  59.7%  50.2%
born in (36) (115) (16) (167) (46) (71) (55) 172) (339)
Thailand)  Did not register 39.0% 17.3%  91.0%  56.6%  39.6%  255%  39.4%  34.7%  47.3%
Birth (23) (24) (172) (219) (38) (25) (37 (100) (319)
registration  pon’t know 0.0% 0.0% 5% 3% 125%  2.0% 2.1% 5.6% 2.5%
with 15 ©) (0) @) @) (12) 6) @ (16 (17
days Total 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
(59) (139) (189) (387) (96) (98) (94) (288) (675)
(If To be legal 94.4%  357%  938%  53.9%  326% 50.7%  72.7%  52.9%  53.4%
registered) (34) (41) (15) (90) (15) (36) (40) (91) (181)
Reasonfor  Toget healthrights  27.8%  39.1%  93.8%  41.9% 457%  31.0% 364%  36.6%  39.2%
registering (10) (45) (15) (70) (21) (22) (20) (63) (133)
(multiple ~ To get education 250%  365%  938%  395% 21.7%  155%  38.2%  24.4%  31.9%
response  rights ©)) (42) (15) (66) (10) (12) (21) (42) (108)
allowed)  “1¢ get Thai 27.8%  99.1%  87.5%  82.6%  0.0%  2.8%  0.0%  1.2%  41.3%
citizenship (10) (114) (14) (138) (0) @) (0) ) (140)
For use in 2.8% .9% 0.0% 1.2% 2.2% 0.0% 0.0% .6% .9%
registering the ) 1) (0) ) Q) 0) (0) 1) ?3)
birth in country of
origin
other 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 3.6% 1.7% 9%
(0) 0 ©) ©) ©) O] (2) (3 (3
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
(36) (115) (16) (167) (46) (72) (55) 172) (339)
(If Parents 13.9%  0.0% 0.0% 3.0% 0.0% 9.9% 1.8% 4.7% 3.8%
registered) ©)] 0) 0) ©)] (9 0] (1) (8 (13)
Personwho  Grandparents 2.8% 0.0% 0.0% 6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3%
helped with @ (0 (0 €] (O] () () () (1)
“the Siblings 222%  78%  313%  13.2%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 6.5%
registration (8) ©) ©) (22) ©) ) (0) () (22)
Friend/co-worker 16.7% 4.3% 6.3% 7.2% 6.5% 5.6% 20.0% 10.5% 8.8%
(6) () () (12) ©)] (4) (11) (18) (30)
Hospital staff 111%  88.7%  56.3%  68.9%  13.0%  1.4% 0.0% 41%  36.0%
(4) (102) 9 (115) (6) (@) © ) (122)
Political leader 278%  4.3% 0.0% 9.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 6% 4.7%
(10) () © (15) (V)] () 1) 1) (16)
Natural leader 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4.3% 0.0% 0.0% 1.2% 6%
() () () (0 (2 () () (2 (2
NGO 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 6.5% 0.0% 3.6% 2.9% 1.5%
() 0 0 (O] 3 () (2 (5) (5)
Other 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.2% 2.8% 0.0% 1.7% 9%
() 0 0 0 O] ) 0 (3 (3
Employer 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 63.0%  62.0% 61.8%  62.2%  31.6%
(0) © © © (29) (44) (34) (107) (107)
Agent 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 43%  155%  55% 9.3% 4.7%
() © © © 0] (11) 3 (16) (16)
Not receive any 5.6% 5.2% 6.3% 5.4% 0.0% 1.4% 5.5% 2.3% 3.8%
assistance 2 (6) 1) 9) (0) @ (3) (4) (13)
Total 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
(36) (115) (16) (167) (46) (71) (55) (172) (339)
(If Yes 2.8% 2.6% 6.3% 3.0% 6.5% 1.4% 1.8% 2.9% 2.9%
registered) () (3) (1) ©)] 3 )] (1) (5) (10)
Errorsin  No 97.2%  97.4%  938%  97.0%  935%  98.6%  982%  97.1%  97.1%
the (35) (112) (15) (162) (43) (70) (54) (167) (329)
registration  Tota| 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
document (36) (115) (16) (167) (46) (71) (55) 172 (339)
(If Misspelled name 0.0%  33.3% 100.0% 40.0%  66.7%  0.0%  100.0%  60.0%  50.0%
registered,  of parent(s) (0) (1) (1) (2 2 (0) (€3] 3) 5)
with errors  Misspelled 100.0% 66.7%  0.0% 60.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  30.0%
in the surname of @ 2 0 ©)) O (0 0 0 3
document  parent(s)
received)  Misspelled name 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%  0.0%  80.0%  40.0%
Type of of child () © ©) ©) (©)] (@) © 4 4
errors Misspelled 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
surname of child (0) 0) 0) 0) 0) (0) ) ) )
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub-

Total Total
(multiple Wrong date of 0) (0) (0) (0) 0) 0) (0) (0) (0)
response birth
allowed) No ID# of 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
parent(s) © ©) ©) ©) ©) ©) ©) ©) ©)
Wrong type of 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

birth certificate (0) (0) (0) (0 0 () (0) (0) (0)
Parent(s) place of 00%  00%  00% 00%  00%  00%  00%  00%  0.0%
birth wrong ©) (©) ©) ©) © ©) () () ()
Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
@) ©)] @) O] ©)] @) @) O] (10)

Registration more than 15 days after the birth

In this sample, 319 cases of birth in Thailand were not registered within the 15 days after birth
(or 47.3% of the total 675 children born in Thailand). Overall, 82.1% (262 cases of the 319)
said they did not try to procced late registration, while 12.5% (40 cases of the 319) tried to
register but failed. There was only 1 case (0.3%) from etnic group household that attempted
and succeeded to register the birth

Of the 40 cases that tried but failed to proceed the late registration, there were 11 from Province
A and 29 from Province B. The most common reason for failing to register the birth was lack
of supporting documentation, or expired documentation (45.0%). For 25.0%, the problem was
that the local leader would not issue supporting documentation. Another 22.5% said the
registrar did not accept the request to register the birth. Fully 12.5% said there was no witness
to sign the form. For households in Province A, 45.5% said the registrar would not accept the
request to register the birth, followed by lack of documentation/expired documentation
(27.3%), or inconsistency of names in supporting documentation (27.3%), or the local leader
would not provide supporting documentation (18.2%). In Province B, about half (51.7%) said
they lacked the proper documentation or documentation was expired, followed by 27.6% who
said that the local leader would not provide supporting document, and 13.8% said that the
registrar refused to accept the request to register the birth and 13.8% reported they had no
witness to sign the form.

There were another 262 cases in which the households did not try to register the birth (207 in
Province A, and 55 in Province B). Overall, the reason for this was that the parent/guardians
were unregistered or lacked documentation (68.3%), while 16.8% said they did not know they
should register the birth, 6.9% said they did not know why they did not try to register the birth,
and 6.1% said they did not know that they had the right to register the birth, while 5.0% said
they could not afford the travel cost, 3.8% could not communicate well enough in Thai, 2.7%
were afraid of being taken to task if they lacked proper supporting documentation, and 2.3%
said they had no one to help them register the birth.°

In Province A, fully 83.1% said they did not try to register the birth because they themselves
were not registered or lacked proper documentation, while 9.7% said they did not know they
had to register the birth, while 3.9% could not communicate in Thai well. In Province B, 43.6%
said they did not know they had to register the birth, while one-third (32.7%) said they did not
know why they did not register, 16.4% said they did not know they could register after 15 days,
12.7% of parents/guardians did not have proper documentation, 9.1% could not afford the

& Remarks: Some respondents, when asked why they did not go to register the birth responded that “The child was
born here” which implies that they have a misunderstanding of the need to register the birth, i.e., that registration
is not automatically processed by the system.
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travel cost, and 9.1% lacked a person to assist them. Two cases didnot register the birth because
they worked as migrant farmers and had been away (Figure 3.31) (Table 3.22).

REASON FOR NOT REGISTERING THE BIRTH OR LATE REGISTRATION

%

X
©
N
8 ® s
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DM MNO 10O oo — ».m o HO“OH ToBmaNNdo O oo ©
R Bl s
Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

m Parents/guardians lacked registration for themselves Didn’t know one had to register
Cost of travel too high
Fear of retribution if documentation is irregular
® No means of travel
® Child born in Thailand
H Registrar’s office too far

Don't know/no response

Didn’t know they could register
Could not speak Thai

m | acked someone to help

H Poor service

= Moved away
Employer did not allow

Figure 3.31 Reason for not registering the birth or late registration

Table 3.22 Late birth registration (after 15 days) (n=319)

Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Distt A Dist.B Dist.C Sub- Distt A Dist. B Dist. C  Sub-Total
Total
(Those Registered 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.7% 1.0% 0.3%
bornin successfully (0) (0) 0) 0) 0) 0) (1) (1) (1)
Thailand  Tried but failed 39.1%  4.2% 0.6% 50%  447%  80%  27.0% 29.0% 12.5%
and not 9 (1) ) (11) 7 (2 (10) (29) (40)
reigtered  Did not try 56.5%  95.8%  99.4%  945%  39.5%  84.0%  51.4% 55.0% 82.1%
the birth in (13) (23) (171 (207) (15) (21) (19) (55) (262)
15 days) Don’t know 4.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 158%  8.0% 18.9% 15.0% 5.0%
Attempt @) © © @) ®) @ ©) (15) (16)
a”?nsfaizess Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% _ 100.0%
birth (23) (24) a72) (219) (38) (25) (37) (100) (319)
registration
(If tried Lacked proper 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 273%  47.1%  50.0%  60.0% 51.7% 45.0%
but failed)  documentation 3) 0) 0) 3) (8) (1) (6) (15) (18)
Reason not  Registrar refused ~ 44.4%  0.0%  100.0% 455%  17.6%  0.0%  10.0% 13.8% 22.5%
able to application (4) 0) (1) (5) 3) 0) (1) (4) 9
register the — \was asked topay  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  10.0% 3.4% 2.5%
birth  too much ©) ©) ©) ©) ©) ©) () (1) @
Local leader did 222%  0.0% 0.0%  182%  412%  0.0%  10.0% 27.6% 25.0%
not provide 0) (0) 0) %) %) 0) @) ®) (10)
supporting
documentation
Lacked a witness 11.1% 0.0% 0.0% 9.1% 17.6% 0.0% 10.0% 13.8% 12.5%




Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C  Sub-Total
Total
(©) (©) () (@) ®) (0) (@) 4) ©)
Too far to travel 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 9.1% 11.8% 50.0% 0.0% 10.3% 10.0%
(©) (©) ) (@) 2 () () (©) 4)
Discrepancy of 22.2% 100.0%  0.0% 27.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7.5%
name in forms 2) 1) (0) ®3) (0) (0) 0) ) 3)
Employer did not 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
facilitate (0) (0) (0) 0) 0) 0) 0) 0) (0)
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
©9) ) () (11) (17) @ (10) (29) (40)
(If did not  Registrar’s office 7.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4%
try) Reason  too far (1) (0) (0) (1) (0) (0) (0) 0) (1)
for not Parents/guardians ~ 0.0% 43%  100.0%  83.1% 6.7% 4.8% 26.3% 12.7% 68.3%
tryipg to lacked 0) 1) (171) (172) (1) 1) (5) @) (179)
register registration for
(multiple themselves
response No means of 23.1% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 6.7% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 1.5%
allowed) _travel ©)] (0) ©) ©)] ) ©) ©) @) 4
Cost of travel too  30.8%  17.4% 0.0% 3.9% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 9.1% 5.0%
high 4) 4) ©) ®) ®) ©) ©) ®) (13)
Time 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
inconveneince (0) (0) (0) (0) 0) 0) 0) (O] 0)
Lacked someone 7.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 6.7% 0.0% 21.1% 9.1% 2.3%
to help ©) (©) () (@) (©) ) 4) (©) (©)
Poor service 7.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4%
(©) (©) () (©) () ) ) () (©)
Didn’t know 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4.8% 0.0% 1.8% 0.4%
where to go 9 (©) ) ) (0) () () @) @
Could not speak 23.1%  21.7% 0.0% 3.9% 13.3% 0.0% 0.0% 3.6% 3.8%
Thai ©)] (5) ©) ®) @ () ©) O] (10)
Didn’t know one 53.8%  56.5% 0.0% 9.7% 60.0%  71.4% 0.0% 43.6% 16.8%
had to register 0] (13) ©0) (20) 9) (15) (0) (24) (44)
Didn’t know they 7.7% 26.1% 0.0% 3.4% 20.0%  28.6% 0.0% 16.4% 6.1%
could register 1) (6) (0) () 3) (6) 0) 9 (16)
Not necessary 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% \ 0.0%
() () ) ) ©) ) () () ()
Employer did not 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 6.7% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 0.4%
allow () (©) () () (@) () () @) (@)
Fear of 0.0% 30.4% 0.0% 3.4% 0.0% 0.0% \ 0.0% 2.7%
retribution if (0) @ (0) 7) 0) ©0) 0) ) (@)
documentation is
irregular
Child was born 0.0% 4.3% 0.0% 0.5% 6.7% 0.0% 10.5% 5.5% 1.5%
in Thailand (0) 1) (0) 1) 1) (0) 2) 3) 4)
Moved away 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 10.5% 3.6% 0.8%
() () () () () (0) 2 @3] 2
Don’t know no 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 133%  28.6%  52.6% 32.7% 6.9%
response (©) © ) ) 2 (6) (10) (18) (18)
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(13) (23) (171) (207) (15) (21) (19) (55) (262)

Registering the birth and adding the child’s name in the country of origin’s civil registration

system

Overall, of the 675 children born in Thailand, 137 (20.3%) was registered the birth and the
child’s name in the registration system in the country of origin, which in this sample was mainly
referred to Myanmar. This proportion was higher among the migrant worker households
(47.2% or 136 cases of the 288 chidren born in Thailand) than among the ethinic group
hoseholds (0.3% or only 1 case of the 387 chidren born in Thailand) (Figure 3.32).
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REGISTERING THE BIRTH AND ADDING NAME IN COUNTRY OF ORIGIN

“ Don’t know
= No

mYes

%

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.32 Registering the birth and additing the child’s name in the country of origin’s civil
registration system

Overall, the reason for not registering the birth in the country of origin for 50.2% was the
expectation of not returning there in the future, while 18.0% was haing no time, 14.2% said the
parents of the child were born in Thailand, 6.4% said they could not afford travel, 6.1% said
they had no residence in the country of origin, and 5.1% said the mother of the child has Thai
citizenship. In Province A, nearly all did not register the birth in the country of origin with the
reason being the expectation of not returning there (67.7%), 19.3% said the parents were born
in Thailand, 6.5% said they had no relatives in the country of origin, and 5.7% said the child’s
mother had Thai citizenship. In Province B, 66.0% said they had no time, 21.5% said they
could not afford the travel cost, 4.9% said they had no relatives there, 3.5% said they did not
expect to return to the country of origin, and 3.5% said that the child’s mother had Thai
citizenship (Figure 3.33).

REASON FOR NOT REGISTERING AND ADDING NAME IN COUNTRY OF

ORIGI
m Parents born in Thailand

= Mother has Thai citizenship
but did not register the birth

Don’t expect to return

%

 No relatives there
= No money for travel

m No time

Province A: Ethnic groups  Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.33 Reason for not registering the birth and adding the name of the child in the country
of origin’s civil registration system

43



Fully 81.8% did not use the Thai official birth certificate to register the birth in the country of
origin. In Province A, there was only one case who registered the Thai birth in the country of
origin. For those in Province B, only 10.3 used the Thai official birth certificate to register the
birth back in the country of origin (i.e., Myanmar). The reasons for not using the Thai official
birth certificate include the fact that the registrar in the home country did not accept/require the
Thai birth certificate (41.1%), followed by 14.3% who said they could register the birth by
making a phone call and only needed to specify the date of birth. Another 8.0% said they did
not use the Thai birth certificate since it was in the Thai language, while 1.8% said they did not
think they needed the Thai birth certificate to register the birth in their home country or did not
know how to do that (Figure 3.34) (Table 3.23).

REASON FOR NOT USING THE THAI BIRTH CERTIFICATE FOR
REGISTERING THE CHILD'S BIRTH IN THE COUNTRY OF ORIGIN

No Thai birth certificate 18.8%
Just informed the date of birth by phone 14.3%
No need 16.1%
Birth certificate is in Thai 8.0%

Don’t know how to use it | 1.8%

Not accepted in country of origin 41.1%

% (ONLY CHILDREN IN MIGRANT WORKERS HOUSEHOLD)

Figure 3.34 Reason for not using the Thai official birth certificate for registering the birth in
the country of origin
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Table 3.23 Registering the birth and adding the child’s name in the country of origin’s civil
registration system (n=675)

Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub-
Total Total
(Those born in Yes 1.7% 0.0% 0.0% 3% 50.0% 44.9% 46.8% 47.2% 20.3%
Thailand) 1) (0) (0) 1) (48) (44) (44) (136) (137)
Registration of No 94.9% 100.0%  100.0%  99.2% 49.0% 54.1% 46.8% 50.0% 78.2%
birth in country (56) (139) (189) (384) (47) (53) (44) (144) (528)
of origin Don’t know 3.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 1.0% 1.0% 6.4% 2.8% 1.5%
2 () ©) 2 1) (@) (6) (8) (10)
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(59) (139) (189) (387) (96) (98) (94) (288) (675)
(If “no”) Reason  No time 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 36.2% 77.4% 84.1% 66.0% 18.0%
for not (0) (0) (0) (0) 17) (41) (37) (95) (95)
registering the No money for 1.8% 0.0% 1.1% .8% 46.8% 17.0% 0.0% 21.5% 6.4%
birth in 90_untry travel () 0) (2) 3) (22) 9) (0) (31) (34)
of origin No relatives 17.9% 2.2% 6.3% 6.5% 6.4% 1.9% 6.8% 4.9% 6.1%
there (10) (3) (12) (25) (3) () 3) () (32)
Don’t expect 51.8% 51.8% 84.1% 67.7% 2.1% 0.0% 9.1% 3.5% 50.2%
to return (29) (72) (159) (260) (@) 0) 4) (5) (265)
Mother has 1.8% 13.7% 1.1% 5.7% 8.5% 1.9% 0.0% 3.5% 5.1%
Thai (@) (19) (&3] (22) 4) (@) (O] (®) @7
citizenship
but did not
register the
birth
Parents born 26.8% 32.4% 7.4% 19.3% 0.0% 1.9% 0.0% 1% 14.2%
in Thailand (15) (45) (14) (74) (0) (@) 0) 1) (75)
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(56) (139) (189) (384) (47) (53) (44) (144) (528)
(If “yes”) Use of  Yes 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 4.2% 15.9% 11.4% 10.3% 10.9%
Thai official (1) (0) (0) 1) 2) 7 (5) (14) (15)
birth certificate  No 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00%  958%  75.0%  750%  824%  81.8%
to register birth (©) () () () (46) (33) (33) (112) (112)
in country of Don’t know 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 9.1%  13.6%  7.4% 7.3%
origin (©) () () () () 4) (6) (10) (10)
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
(©) () ) (@) (48) (44) (44) (136) (137)
(If registered Not accepted 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 73.9% 36.4% 0.0% 41.1% 41.1%
but did notuse in country of 0) ©) ) ©0) (34) (12) ©) (46) (46)
Thai official origin
birth certificate)  Don’t know 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.2% 0.0% 3.0% 1.8% 1.8%
Reason for not  how to use it 0) (0) 0) 0) 1) 0) (1) 2 (2
using Thai birth — Birth 00%  00%  00%  00%  43%  00% 212%  80%  8.0%
certificate in certificate is (0) (0) (0) (0) @) ©0) ) 9) 9)
registering the in Thai
birth in country ~ No need 00%  00%  00%  0.0% 22%  30%  485%  16.1%  16.1%
TR (9 (0) (0) (0) 1) (@) (16) (18) (18)
Just informed 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4.3% 42.4% 0.0% 14.3% 14.3%
the date of (0) 0) 0) 0) ) (14) (0) (16) (16)
birth by
phone
No Thai birth 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 13.0% 18.2% 27.3% 18.8% 18.8%
certificate (0) (0) (0) (0) (6) (6) 9) (21) (21)
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
9 () (0) (0) (46) (33) (33) (112) (112)
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Part 5 Primary caregiver of the child in the migrant household

This section presents characteristics of the primary care provider of the child age 0-14 years
who also lives in the migrant household (one person per household). The sample includes 212
persons in Province A and 213 persons in Province B.

General characteristics of the primary care provider
Most of the caregivers are female (77.6%), with 84.0% in Province B, and 71.2% in Province
A (Figure 3.35).

SEX OF CHILD PRIMARY CARE PROVIDER

= Female

%

u Male

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.35 Sex of the primary care provider for the child(ren) age 0-14 years

The mean age of the caregivers is 35 years, and that is almost the same in Provinces A and B.
The ethnicity of the caregiver in Province A includes 77.1% being Akha, 13.2% are Lahu, and
4.2% are Lu. In Province B, the 47.4% of the caregivers are Da-Wei ethnicity, 22.1% are Mon,
21.1% are Burmese, 6.6% are Rakhine, and 2.3% are Karen. Over half the entire sample are
Buddhist (56.7%) while 42.3% are Christian. In Province B, all the care providers are Buddhist,
while 86.8% in Province A are Christian and 13.2% are Buddhist.

Mean duration in Thailand is 16 years, or 18 years for care providers in Province A, and 14
years in Province B. In Province A, two-thirds of the care providers are wage laborers (66.0%),
general labor i.e. pedicab drivers/hired hands (16.5%), while 13.2% work in farming. In
Province B, 31.5% of the care providers had no job or unemployed, while 23.9% worked in
farming, 16.9% worked in services (i.e. restaurant, hotel, shopping mall), 9.9% worked in
seafood processing, 7.7% worked in construction, 4.2% worked in a factory, 3.3% worked as
a housekeeper, and 2.3% worked in an entertainment establishment/or trader (Figure 3.36). On
average, the care providers in Province B had a monthly income of 6,165 Baht compared to
only 4,294 Baht in Province A.

46



Access to Birth Registration among Migrant Children | Institute for Population and Social Research, MU

PRIMARY OCCUPATION OF THE CHILD CARE PROVIDER

8.9%

m Entertainment establishment or
trader (market seller)

m Housekeeper

u Factory worker

= Construction

%

u Seafood processing

Services (hotel, restaurant)

= Farming

= General labor, hired hand

= None

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.36 Primary occupation of the primary care provider for the child age 0-14 years

Overall, about half the care providers (52.0%) did not have an personal document from the
country of origin, 37.9% did have an ID card from the country of origin, and 10.1% had a
passport. In Province A, 96.2% did not have an personal document from the country of origin.
By contrast, in Province B, 71.8% had an ID card from the country of origin, 20.2% had a
passport, and only 8.0% did not have any personal document (Figure 3.37) (Table 3.24).

PERSONAL DOCUMENT FROM COUNTRY OF ORIGIN OF CHILD CARE
PROVIDER

0.0%

20.2%

m Other ID card

Passport

= National ID card

= None

Province A: Ethnic groups Province B: Migrant workers Total

Figure 3.37 Personal document from country of origin for provider of care for children age O-
14 years
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Table 3.24 General characteristics of the primary care provider for the child age 0-14 years

(n=425)
Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-
Total Total
Sex Male 51.5% 17.1% 29.4% 28.8% 7.0% 14.1% 26.8% 16.0% 22.4%
17 (12) (32) (61) ©)] (10 (19) (34) (95)
Female 48.5% 82.9% 70.6% 71.2% 93.0% 85.9% 73.2% 84.0% 77.6%
(16) (58) (77) (151) (66) (61) (52) (179) (330)
Age Mean 37 35 36 36 35 33 36 35 35
SD. (10) (10 (11) (10) 9 (1) (10) (©)] (10)
Minimum 20 19 15 15 15 20 19 15 15
Maximum 55 64 66 66 62 53 66 66 66
N of (total) 33 70 109 212 71 71 71 213 425
Missing 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 7
Ethnicity Karen/ Kayin 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 5.6% 0.0% 2.3% 1.2%
(0) () (0 () )] 4 (9 ©)] ©)]
Mon 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 18.3% 22.5% 25.4% 22.1% 11.1%
0 () (O] () (13) (16) (18) (47) (47)
Burmese 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 26.8% 23.9% 12.7% 21.1% 10.6%
0 () 0 () (19) 17) 9 (45) (45)
Da-Wei 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 42.3% 46.5% 53.5% 47.4% 23.8%
©) () ©) () (30) (33) (38) (101) (101)
Rakhine 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 11.3% 0.0% 8.5% 6.6% 3.3%
(9) () () () (8) (9) (6) (14 (14)
Kachin 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 0.0% .5% 2%
(9) () (9) (9) (0) (@) () (@) (@)
Akha 60.6% 100.0% 77.1% 82.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 40.9%
(20) (70) (84) (174) (O] 0 (O] (0 (174)
Lahu 39.4% 0.0% 13.8% 13.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 6.6%
(13) () (15) (28) (O] 0 0 0 (28)
Lu 0.0% 0.0% 8.3% 4.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.1%
0 () 9 9) (O] 0 (O] 0 9
Nepalese 0.0% 0.0% .9% .5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2%
0 () ) (@) ()] ©) ()] (O] )
Religion Buddhist 30.3% 0.0% 16.5% 13.2% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  56.7%
(10) (0) (18) (28) (71) (71) (71) (213) (241)
Muslim 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
() (9 O] (9 (0 (0) (9 (0 (O]
Christian 69.7% 100.0% 83.5% 86.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 43.3%
(23) (70) (91) (184) (9 (0) (9 (0 (184)
Duration of  Mean 28 15 18 18 13 13 15 14 16
residence in  Standard (14) (8) @ (11) @) 6) @ @ 9)
Thailand Deviation
Minimum 9.50 .50 1.17 .50 2.00 3.00 1.00 1.00 .50
Maximum 60.00 43.00 44.00 60.00 32.00 31.00 31.00 32.00 60.00
N of (total) 33 70 109 212 71 71 71 213 425
Missing 0 4 41 45 7 3 5 15 60
Primary None 18.2% 34.3% 4.6% 16.5% 32.4% 16.9% 45.1% 31.5% 24.0%
occupation (6) (24) (5) (35) (23) (12) (32) (67) (102)
in Thailand  Fishing 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
©) ()] ©) ()] ()] 0 (O] ©) ©)
Seafood 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 12.7% 4.2% 12.7% 9.9% 4.9%
processing (9) (0) (9) (0) (9) (©) 9) (21) (1)
Farming 48.5% 0.0% 11.0% 13.2% 22.5% 16.9% 32.4% 23.9% 18.6%
(16) (9 (12) (28) (16) (12) (23) (51) (79)
Factory worker 0.0% 1.4% 0.0% .5% 11.3% 1.4% 0.0% 4.2% 2.4%
(0) ()] (0 )] (8) (1) () 9 (10)
Entertainment 3.0% 0.0% 0.0% .5% 5.6% 1.4% 0.0% 2.3% 1.4%
establishment 1) 0) (0) 1) 4) 1) (0) (5) (6)
or trader
(market seller)
Services (hotel, 0.0% 1.4% .9% .9% 5.6% 43.7% 1.4% 16.9% 8.9%
restaurant) (0) (1) 1) (2) 4) (31) (1) (36) (38)
Construction 0.0% 0.0% 3.7% 1.9% 8.5% 11.3% 1.4% 7.0% 4.5%
(0) ()] 4 4 (6) (8) ()] (15) (19)
Housekeeper 0.0% 0.0% .9% .5% 1.4% 4.2% 4.2% 3.3% 1.9%
0 (9 @ O] (O] (3 3 (7 (8
30.3% 62.9% 78.9% 66.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.8% .9% 33.4%
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Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Distt A Dist. B Dist.C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist.C Sub-
Total Total

General labor, (10) (44) (86) (140) 0) (0) ) ) (142)
hired hand
Average Mean 2,946 2,994 5,988 4,294 7,077 6,110 5,242 6,165 5,287
monthly Standard (3530) (2637) (4779) (4121)  (10976)  (3422) (8254) (8180) (6653)
income Deviation
(Baht) Minimum 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Maximum 16666 9000 36000 36000 70000 11000 60000 70000 70000
N of (total) 33 70 109 212 71 71 71 213 425
Missing 0 0 29 29 0 1 5 6 35
Personal No/none 81.8% 97.1% 100.0% 96.2% 15.5% 5.6% 2.8% 8.0% 52.0%
document (27) (68) (109) (204) (12) (4) (2) 17 (221)
from National ID 18.2% 2.9% 0.0% 3.8% 66.2% 77.5% 71.8% 71.8% 37.9%
coyr)try of card (6) (2) (0) (8) (47) (55) (51) (153) (161)
origin passport 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 18.3% 16.9% 25.4% 20.2% 10.1%
0 (0) ©) (0) (13) (12) (18) (43) (43)
Other ID card 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
©) (0) ©) (0) ©) ©) ©) ©) ©)
Total 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
(33) (70) (109) (212) (71) (71) (71) (213) (425)

Knowledge and attitudes toward rights in Thailand

The survey asked primary caregivers of the child in the households regarding the perception of
rights and opinions on access to migrant children and cross-border migrants living in Thailand
on the following issues: Rights of all persons born in Thailand to have the birth registered and
receive a birth certificate, to receive basic education from the Thai government, the rights of
migrant children under age 7 years to access migrant health insurance scheme of the MOPH,
the rights of adult migrant workers and persons age 7 years or over to access health insurance
scheme of the MOPH, and the rights of migrant workers and persons with passports to work in
Thailand as registered laborers with protection from the Thai Social Security System.

Overall, fully 70.4% of primary caregivers know about the rights that all children born in
Thailand can register and receive birth certificates. In Province A, the knowledge was 80.7%
compared to 60.1% in Province B. However, opinions about the ability to access the
registration rights of all children, overall, only 52.9% think that all persons born in Thailand
can definitely have access to birth registration, while 22% think that is possibly true, while
another 27% think it may or may not be true. In Province A, 76.4% believe they can access
birth registration services for sure, while 16.5% said that they could likely access the service.
By contrast, only 27.6% in Province B felt that access was a certainty, 23.9% felt it was a
possibility, while 47.0% felt they could not access that service.

For the rights of children, regardless of nationality and legal status, to receive basic education
from the Thai government, most caregivers (85.2%) know and acknowledge this right. The
proportions in Province A and B are 86.8% and 83.6%, respectively. However, in practice only
68.3% of the care providers believe that every child will definitely be able to access basic
education from the Thai government, while 20.0% think that it is possible, and 12.0% think it
is unlikely. In Province A, 84.9% think that the child can definitely access public education,
while 11.3% thought it might be accessible. In Province B, only half (49.8%) of the primary
care providers thought that public education is definitely accessible, while another 30.0% think
they it may be accessible, and approximately 20% think they may not be able to access it or
they will definitely not be able to.
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Regarding the rights of migrant children under age 7 years to access migrant health insurance
scheme of the MOPH (at the price of 365 Baht per year), overall 62.1% were aware of this
right. In Province B, 79.8% knew of this right, compared with just 44.3% of those in Province
A. Overall, in practice, about half (49.6%) of primary caregivers think that the child can
definitely have health insurance coverage, while 29.9% think it is possible, and 21.0% think
that it is unlikely or impossible. In Province A, 42.9% of the care providers thought that the
child could definitely have health insurance coverage, while another 40.1% said that it is
possible. In Province B, 56.3%, said child health insurance coverage was definitely accessible,
while 19.7% thought it was possible, and 24.0% thought it was unlikely or impossible.

For the right to access migrant health insurance scheme of the MOPH for children and migrant
workers age 7 years or over for 1,600 Baht per year, overall, about half (53.4%) of the primary
care givers were aware of this right. In Province B, the proportion is 70.0%, whereas in
Province A, the proportion is only 36.8%. However, in practice, only 37.2% felt that ability to
purchase such a card was a certainty, while 38.8% thought it was a possibility, and 23.8%
thought it was not possible. In Province A, 30.0% thought that the health card for migrants was
a definite option, while 45.8% thought it was a possibility. In Province B, the comparable
proportions are 41.1% and 31.9%, respectively.

Regarding the rights of a cross-border migrant who obtained a passport and work permit in
Thailand to be registered for protections under the Social Security System, under half (43.3%)
of the primary care providers were aware of this opportunity. In Province B, the proportion
knowing about this was 63.4%, while only 23.1% in Province A did so. However, regarding
actual access to this right to register for protection from the Social Security System in Thailand,
only 22.4% felt that access was a certainty, while 38.4% thought it was a possibility, and 40.0%
thought it was not possible. In Province A, only 19.8% thought that access to these benefits
was a certainty, while 43.9% thought it was a possibility. By contrast, in Province B, 24.9%
thought it was a certainty, while 32.9% thought it was a possibility. (Figure 3.38) (Table 3.25).
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Figure 3.38 Rights knowledge and attitude of the primary care provider

Table 3.25 Rights knowledge and attitude of the primary care provider (n=425)

Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-
Total Total
Right to Know 57.6% 70.0% 94.5% 80.7% 60.6% 39.4% 80.3% 60.1% 70.4%
register a (19) (49) (103) (171) (43) (28) (57) (128) (299)
birth and Did not 42.4% 30.0% 5.5% 19.3% 39.4% 60.6% 15.5% 38.5% 28.9%
receive a know (14) (21) (6) (41) (28) (43) (12) (82) (123)
birth Unsure 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4.2% 1.4% 7%
certificate 0) (0) 0) ) ) ) ®) ©) ®)
Opinion of  Definite 39.4% 65.7% 94.5% 76.4% 11.3% 7.0% 70.4% 29.6% 52.9%
the (13) (46) (103) (162) (8) (5) (50) (63) (225)
probability  Probable 39.4% 30.0% .9% 16.5% 35.2% 29.6% 7.0% 23.9% 20.2%
of (13) (21) (1) (35) (25) (21) (5) (52) (86)
registering  unlikely 21.2% 4.3% 4.6% 7.1% 39.4% 38.0% 15.5% 31.0% 19.1%
Lot A (7) ©) ®) (15) (28) @7) (11) (66) (81)
L?I(’:fl':wng 8 Impossible  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 14.1% 25.4% 7.0% 15.5% 7.8%
certificate (0) (0) (0) (0) (10) (18) (5) (33) (33)
Right to Know 69.7% 84.3% 93.6% 86.8% 78.9% 77.5% 94.4% 83.6% 85.2%
public (23) (59) (102) (184) (56) (55) (67) (178) (362)
education  Did not 30.3% 15.7% 4.6% 12.3% 19.7% 21.1% 5.6% 15.5% 13.9%
of all know (10 (11) (5) (26) (14) (15) (4) (33) (59)
children Unsure 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 9% 1.4% 1.4% 0.0% 9% 9%
(0) (0 2 2 1) 1) (0 (2 4
Probability  Definite 54.5% 87.1% 92.7% 84.9% 52.1% 18.3% 78.9% 49.8% 67.3%
of (18) (61) (101) (180) (37) (13) (56) (106) (286)
accessing Probable 36.4% 12.9% 2.8% 11.3% 31.0% 42.3% 16.9% 30.0% 20.7%
the right to (12) 9 (3 (24) (22) (30) (12) (64) (88)
public Unlikely 9.1% 0.0% 4.6% 3.8% 14.1% 31.0% 4.2% 16.4% 10.1%
education 3 (0) (5) (8) (10) (22) (3 (35) (43)
Impossible  0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.8% 8.5% 0.0% 3.8% 1.9%
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Migrant children (0-14) Province A: Ethnic Groups Province B: Migrant workers Total
Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub- Dist. A Dist. B Dist. C Sub-
Total Total
of all (0) O O] O] A (6) ) ® ®
children
Knowledge Know 45.5% 50.0% 40.4% 44.3% 76.1% 77.5% 85.9% 79.8% 62.1%
of health (15) (35) (44) (94) (54) (55) (61) (170) (264)
insurance  Did not 51.5% 50.0% 56.9% 53.8% 23.9% 22.5% 11.3% 19.2% 36.5%
for know 17) (35) (62) (114) @an (16) (8) (41) (155)
migrant Unsure 3.0% 0.0% 2.8% 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% 2.8% 9% 1.4%
children @) ©) @®) @) ©) ©) @ @ ®)
under age
7
Probability  Definite 39.4% 48.6% 40.4% 42.9% 57.7% 32.4% 78.9% 56.3% 49.6%
of (13) (34) (44) (91) (41) (23) (56) (120) (211)
accessing Probable 27.3% 35.7% 46.8% 40.1% 26.8% 16.9% 15.5% 19.7% 29.9%
health 9) (25) (51) (85) (19) (12) (11) (42) (127)
insurance  ynlikely 33.3% 8.6% 10.1% 13.2% 15.5% 46.5% 5.6% 22.5% 17.9%
s (11) (6) (11) (28) (11) (33) 4 (48) (76)
&'ﬁg":;‘; Impossible  0.0% 7.1% 2.8% 3.8% 0.0% 4.2% 0.0% 1.4% 2.6%
ST (0) ®) ®) ®) (0) (©) (0) (©) (11)
7
Knowledge  Know 45.5% 30.0% 38.5% 36.8% 70.4% 57.7% 81.7% 70.0% 53.4%
of migrant (15) (21) (42) (78) (50) (41) (58) (149) (227)
health Did not 54.5% 70.0% 59.6% 62.3% 29.6% 38.0% 18.3% 28.6% 45.4%
insurance  know (18) (49) (65) (132) (21) (27 (13) (61) (193)
for those Unsure 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 9% 0.0% 4.2% 0.0% 1.4% 1.2%
over age 7 (0) (9 2 4] (9) (3 () 3 ©)]
Probability  Definite 42.4% 25.7% 29.4% 30.2% 45.1% 16.9% 70.4% 44.1% 37.2%
of (14) (18) (32) (64) (32) 12 (50) (94) (158)
accessing Probable 15.2% 51.4% 51.4% 45.8% 39.4% 28.2% 28.2% 31.9% 38.8%
health () (36) (56) (97) (28) (20) (20) (68) (165)
insurance  ynlikely 42.4% 14.3% 16.5% 19.8% 15.5% 45.1% 1.4% 20.7% 20.2%
for (14) (10) (18) (42) (11) (32) 1) (44) (86)
migrants Impossible  0.0% 8.6% 2.8% 4.2% 0.0% 9.9% 0.0% 3.3% 3.8%
over age 7 (0) (6) @) (9) (0) @) (0) @) (16)
Knowledge  Know 18.2% 11.4% 32.1% 23.1% 49.3% 74.6% 66.2% 63.4% 43.3%
of access to (6) 8 (35) (49) (35) (53) (47 (135) (184)
the social Did not 81.8% 88.6% 67.0% 76.4% 47.9% 22.5% 32.4% 34.3% 55.3%
security know (27) (62) (73) (162) (34) (16) (23) (73) (235)
system Unsure 0.0% 0.0% 9% 5% 2.8% 2.8% 1.4% 2.3% 1.4%
() (O] (@) (@) (@3] (2) ) (5) (6)
Probability  Definite 9.1% 12.9% 27.5% 19.8% 9.9% 8.5% 56.3% 24.9% 22.4%
of access to (3) 9) (30) (42) () (6) (40) (53) (95)
the social Probable 18.2% 58.6% 42.2% 43.9% 31.0% 43.7% 23.9% 32.9% 38.4%
security (6) (41) (46) (9\3) (22) (31) 17 (70) (163)
system Unlikely 63.6% 20.0% 28.4% 31.1% 31.0% 33.8% 12.7% 25.8% 28.5%
(21) (14) (31) (66) (22) (24) 9) (55) (121)
Impossible  9.1% 8.6% 1.8% 5.2% 28.2% 14.1% 7.0% 16.4% 10.8%
@) (6) (2 (11) (20) (10) ©)] (35) (46)
Total 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
(33) (70 (109) (212) (71) (71) (71) (213) (425)
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Chapter 4

Summary of Findings

This research had the objective to assess what percent of children in migrant households who
were born in Thailand since 2005 were able to have that birth registered. This study also
examined factors which facilitated or hindered the birth registration process for the study
population. The study included two types of migrant households comprising, firstly, ethnic
minorities (with distinct culture and customs) who have been living in Thailand for a long time
but have not yet been granted Thai citizenship and, secondly, migrant workers (from
neighboring countries and traveled to Thailand for work and have lived in the country for at
least three months).

Methodology

This study used quantitative survey methodology with a sample of 425 migrant households
from two provinces which were purposefully selected. There are 212 ethnic migrant households
and 213 migrant worker households in the sample. Three districts and sub-districts in the
province were also purposively selected. Individual households were selected by using
snowball sampling technique. Only those households with at least one non-Thai child age 0-14
years who was born in Thailand were included.

Field work was conducted during February to March, 2020. A team of trained, multi-lingual
interviewers used a structure questionnaire to collect data from key informants in the sample
households. The questionnaire has three parts. In Part 1, there are items on members of the
household and history of migration. In Part 2, there are items on general characteristics, and
questions about the place of birth, certificate of birt, and birth registration of the child(ren) in
the household age 0-14 years. In Part 3, there are questions about the primary care provider of
the child(ren) age 0-14 in the migrant household. This section includes questions about
knowledge of rights of the child and cross-border migrants to access various privileges in
Thailand. The core questionnaire was produced in both Thai and the national language of
Myanmar.

The study protocol and data collection instrument were approved by the Institutional Review
Board of Research Ethic of the Institute for Population and Social Research (IPSR-IRB),
Mahidol University. The interviewers and field coordinators were given orientation on the
objectives of the research, and intensively trained in the questionnaire content, response
options, and techniques to ensure clear and complete response. The questionnaire was pre-
tested, and interviewers had extensive practice administering the questionnaire before actual
field work began.
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Findings

Migrant children households

This research recruited 425 migrant children households into the study, including 212 ethnic
minority households, and 213 migrant worker households. In the ethnic minority households,
most of the members were Akha (82.1%), while in the migrant worker households, 43.7% were
Da-Wei ethnicity, followed by 23.0% Mon, and 21.6% Burman. Average monthly household
income was 9,823 Baht, and the migrant worker households had twice the monthly income of
the ethnic minority households (13,189 versus 6,289 Baht, respectively). The mean duration of
years since first migration to Thailand of the sample households was 14.4 years, with the ethnic
minority households having a mean of 15.4 years, and the migrant worker households having
a mean of 13.6 years. Note that this average excludes households whose family has lived in
Thailand for many generations or could not recall the year of first migration (11.8% and 17.5%,
respectively). Most (59.4%) of the migrant households had traveled by themselves to reach
Thailand, and 72.2% had not moved outside the district since first arriving. Of those who had
migrated in Thailand since first arriving, the average number of moves was 4.2 times. Half
(52.6%) of migrant worker household had migrated with the help of an agent. On average, the
respondents had been living in the present community for 10.7 years (14.1 years for ethnic
minority household and 7.8 years for migrant worker household).

None of the ethnic minority households plan to move again in the next five years, while 4.2%
of migrant worker households intend to move in the next five years; however, one-third were
undecided. The reason for wanting to move is to seek higher income jobs, followed by wanting
to return to the country of origin.

Members of the household age 15 years or over
In the 425 migrant households, there were 1,042 members age 15 years or older, and 724
persons age under 15 years, for a total of 1,766 persons, or mean household size of 4.2. The
average household size for the ethnic minority and migrant worker households was 4.6 and 3.7
persons, respectively.

Half of the household members age 15 years or older (n=1,042) had some formal schooling
(51.2%), while 7.7% were currently in school. In the ethnic minority households, 68.6% of
those age 15 or over had never been in school, while 12.9% were currently in school. In the
migrant worker households, only 9.3% of those age 15 years or older had never been in school,
but only 1.7% were currently in school. Those who ever had formal schooling, most completed
primary or lower secondary school (Thai curriculum) (36.6% and 27.4%, respectively). In the
migrant worker households, most had completed primary and lower secondary school in the
Myanmar curriculum (56.0% and 31.2%, respectively).

Fully 76.7% of members age 15 years or older were married (69.0% and 85.5% in the ethnic
minority and migrant worker households, respectively). Fully 61.8% were currently employed
with income (45.9% and 80.2% in the ethnic minority and migrant worker households,
respectively). In the ethnic minority households, fully 29.6% were waiting to engage in
seasonal employment.

In the ethnic minority households, 47.5% of members did not have any personal document
(undocumented), while 25.3% and 15.6% had a ID card of a person without registration status
with the number 0-89 and 0-00, respectively. Nearly all (99.3%) had no valid Thai work permit,
while 60.8% did not have a health insurance coverage. Those who did have insurance coverage
were mostly those reported having a 30-Baht card (though it is not clear under which scheme)
and those covered by the Health Insurance for People with Citizenship Problems (Thor. 99)
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(18.5% and 16.3%, respectively). For those in the migrant worker households, 49.6% and
32.9% had a passport and temporary passport or Cl, respectively. Only 13.4% had no personal
document (undocumented). Fully 78.9% of those age 15 years or older had a valid Thai work
permit, and 73.8% had migrant health insurance of the MOPH, and 6.8% were covered under
the Social Security System.

The household members age 15 years or older in ethnic minority households had better Thai
skills than their counterparts in the migrant worker households (53.3% with good/very good
Thai versus 31.7%, respectively).

Migrant children age 0-14 years

The sample had 724 children age 0-14 years but the number with complete information about
birth and birth registration process was 723, with mean age of 6.8 years. Fully 68.7% were in
school (29.9% in Thai primary school, and 22.7% in pre-school). About one in three (31.5%)
had no personal document, and 32.1% had a Thai birth certificate. One in four (23.9%) had a
ID card of a person without registration status, and under half (45.4%) did not have health
insurance. One in four (26.8%) could speak Thai well or very well, while 31.4% had no Thai
language ability. Most of the children were the child of the household head (91.7%) while
86.0% lived with both parents in the same household.

Mean age of the children was 7.6 years in the ethnic minority households, while it was 5.7
years in the migrant worker households. Fully 80.6% of children in the ethnic minority
households were in school compared to only 52.6% of children in the migrant worker
households. In ethnic minority households, 44.6% and 26.6% were in Thai primary school and
pre-school, respectively. In migrant worker households, 23.5% were studying the Myanmar
primary school curriculum, while 17.3% and 9.8% were in Thai pre-school and primary school,
respectively.

In the ethnic minority households, 40.8% had a ID card of a person without registration status,
while 52.0% in migrant worker households had only a Thai birth certificate or birth certificate.
The proportion of children without any personal document was 24.5% in ethnic minority
households and 41.2% in migrant worker households. Similarly, the proportion without a health
insurance coverage was 31.7% in ethnic minority households compared to 63.9% in migrant
worker households. Children in ethnic minority households with a health card was 41.0% and
22.3% for the 30-Baht card (but it was unclear which scheme this was), and the Health
Insurance for People with Citizenship Problems (Thor. 99), respectively. In migrant worker
households, 35.9% had the migrant health insurance for person under age 7 of the MOPH.

Children in ethnic minority households had better Thai language ability than their counterparts
in migrant worker households. Fully 38.0% in ethnic minority households had good to very
good Thai compared to only 21.6% in migrant worker households. Most, 89.9% and 94.1% of
the children in the ethnic minority and migrant worker households were the child of the
household head, respectively. Fully 88.9% of children in migrant worker households lived with
both parents in the same household, compared to 83.9% of children in ethnic minority
households.

Birth and birth registration
Among the 723 children age 0-14 years, 93.4% (n=675) were born in Thailand. More of the
children in the migrant worker households than in ethnic minority households were born in
Thailand (94.1% versus 92.8%, respectively). All 48 children born outside of Thailand did not
have a birth registration document or birth certificate from the country of origin. Fully 84.0%
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of the 675 children born in Thailand were delivered in a public or private hospital (n=567),
while 16.0% were delivered at home or in the local community (n=108). The proportion of
non-hospital deliveries was higher for ethnic minority households (20.2%) than migrant worker
households (10.4%).

Just over half (56.6%) of children born in a hospital had a hospital certificate of birth (Thor.Ror.
1/1). The proportions for the ethnic minority and migrant worker households is 68.6% and
46.6%, respectively. Of these, 5 persons in ethnic minority household and 13 persons in
migrant worker households said there were errors in the hospital certificate of birth (3.5% and
4.5%, respectively). In most cases, the error was in the spelling of the parent(s) name (84.6%),
or misspelling of the child’s name (23.1%), or misspelling of the parent(s) surname (15.4%).
Those who did not receive a hospital certificate of birth or (Thor.Ror. 1/1) (n=244), most
(63.5%) said that the hospital just did not give them one (this reason was as high as 82.4% in
ethnic minority household who did not receive a Thor.Ror. 1/1) while 23.8% said they did not
know they should receive the document (this reason was as high as 46.8% of migrant worker
household who did not receive the Thor.Ror. 1/1, where an additional 24.1% and 21.5% said
the reason they did not receive the Thor.Ror. 1/1 form that the hospital did not provide it or the
parents did not have the document, respectively).

For children born outside the hospital setting (i.e., home/community), only 5.6% (or only 6
cases) received the certificate of birth by the community leader (Thor.Ror. 1 Ton.Naa). All of
those cases were from ethnic minority households. Two-thirds of children from migrant worker
households who were born outside the hospital setting did not receive the Thor.Ror. 1 Ton.Naa,
and one in three of the child(ren) did not know whether they received it or not. Of the six cases
who did receive a Thor.Ror. 1 Ton.Naa, none reported any errors on the form. The main reason
(70.7%) for not receiving the Thor.Ror. 1 Ton.Naa include the fact that household did not know
they should receive the document (77.8% and 45.0% for migrant worker households and ethnic
minority households, respectively). An additional 19.6% said they did not inform the local
leader about the birth (accounting for 35.0% of migrant worker households not receiving the
Thor.Ror. 1 Ton.Naa).

About half (50.2% of 675) of migrant children born in Thailand successfully registered the
birth. The proportions in the ethnic minority and migrant worker households are 43.2% and
59.7%, respectively. For ethnic minority households who registered the birth, 82.6% did so
because they wanted the child to obtain Thai citizenship in the future. Of these, 68.9% received
assistance in registering the birth by staff of the delivering hospital. Only 5 cases reported errors
in the official birth certificate received from registering the birth, which was usually just a
misspelling of the name of the parent(s). In migrant worker households, the reason for
registering the birth was to comply with the law (52.9%), while 36.6% and 24.4% wanted the
child to have Thai health and education rights, respectively. Fully 62.2% received assistance
from their employer, and only 2.9% or five cases reported errors in the document, usually just
a misspelling of the parent(s) name.

Concerning late registration of the birth (more than15 days after the birth) of a migrant child,
only 1 case (out of 319 cases from a migrant worker household) said that they had tried and
succeeded to complete a late registration. In the ethnic minority households, only 5% (11 from
219 cases) said they tried to register a birth after the 15-day period but were unsuccessful.
Reasons for not being able to register a birth include refusal of the registrar to accept the
application (45.5%), while 27.3% each said they lacked proper documentation or that the
names with inconsistent across supporting documentation, respectively. The remaining 94.5%
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(or 207 cases) said they did not try to register the birth past the 15-day period because the
guardian of the child was unregistered or undocumented.

In migrant worker households, there were 100 cases of not registering the birth within the
required 15 days. Only one case said the completed a late registration. Fully 29% said they
tried but were unsuccessful. The reasons given for failure to register include lack of
supporting/expired documents (51.7%), while 27.6% said the local leader would not issue a
supporting document. The remainder said they did not try to make a late registration with the
explanation that they did not know they had to register (43.6%), and 16.4% did not think they
were allowed to make a late registration.

Of the total migrant children born in Thailand (n=675), 20.3% (or 137 cases) were registered
the birth and added the name to the civil registration system in the country of origin. Of these,
almost all (136 cases) were from migrant worker households. Of those children from migrant
worker households who were not registered the birth in country of origin (144 cases, excluding
8 cases reporting unknown), 66.0% and 21.5% gave the reason that they did not have the time
or money to travel back home, respectively. Only 10.3% who did register the birth in the
country of origin (n=136) needed the Thai birth certificate. Fully, 82.4% did not use the Thai
birth certificate to register the birth in the country of origin. Of these, 41.1% said the registrar
in the home country would not accept the Thai document, while 18.8% said they did not have
the Thai birth certificate, 16.1% said the Thai document was not needed, and 14.3% said they
only needed the date of birth and could register by long-distance phone call.

In the ethnic minority households, of those who did not register the birth or add the name to
the civil registry in the country of origin (of the parents) (n=384 excluding 2 cases reporting
unknown), 67.7% and 19.3% said they did nott think they would be returning to the country of
origin, and the parents of the child had been born in Thailand, respectively. Only one case said
they registered the birth in the country of origin and used the Thai birth certificate in the
process.

Primary care provider of the children age 0-14 in the migrant household

Most (77.6%) of the care providers of the children age 0-14 in the migrant households were
female (71.2% and 84.0% in the ethnic minority and migrant worker households, respectively).
Their average age was 35-36 years.

In the ethnic minority households, the care provider was mostly of Akha ethnicity (82.1%) or
Lahu (13.2%). Fully 86.8% were Christians, while 13.2% were Buddhists. About two-thirds
had wage labor jobs or worked as hired hands on occasion. Fully 1.5% and 12.2% did not work
outside the home or farmed. Nearly all (96.2%) of the care providers in the ethnic minority
households did not have a personal document from the country of origin.

In the migrant worker households, the care providers were mostly Da-Wei (47.4%), followed
by 22.1% and 21.1% who were Mon and Burman, respectively. All were Buddhist, and 31.5%
did not have jobs outside the home, but 23.9% and 16.9% worked in farming or services (e.g.,
restaurant, hotel, shopping mall), respectively. Most (71.8%) had an ID card from the country
of origin and 20.2% had a passport.

Overall, the primary care provider had been in Thailand for 16 years on average (18 years in
the ethnic minority households and 14 years in the migrant worker households). Monthly
income of the care provider was an average of 5,287 Baht (4,294 Baht for ethnic minority
households, and 6,165 Baht for migrant worker households).

As high as 70.4% of the primary care providers knew about the right of children born in
Thailand to receive a birth certificate and register the birth in the Thai civil registration system.
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However, only 52.9% felt that this right was guaranteed, and care providers in the migrant
worker households had rather low knowledge of this right and the belief that it was guaranteed
(60.1% and 29.6%, respectively).

Similarly, fully 85.2% of the primary care providers knew about the right to basic education in
Thailand for migrant children, but only 67.3% thought they could really access this. (Less than
half or 49.8% of the respondents from migrant worker households felt they could definitely
access this right.).

Respondents were asked about knowledge of health insurance for migrant children under age
7, and insurance for migrant age 7 years or older, as well as being eligible for coverage under
the Thai Social Security System (of migrant workers with a passport and a valid work permit).
The proportions who knew about these three rights were 62.1%, 53.4%, and 43.3%,
respectively. However, the percent who were confident in accessing these rights was only
49.6%, 37.2%, and 22.4%, respectively.
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Sunvainaiiagliinanussnm 20 wiit lumsaovany TuvsuiviuBudfiersumeudniumadviold
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Part 1: Basic Information on Household members

1.1 1.2 13 14 1.5.1 1.5.2 1.6 1797w | 1.8 fna1s | 1.9 1.10 $iUns 1.11 112
(No) | %o -&na WA a1y nsfine mMsfnwn | #aunaw | wan U Tuoysyn | Useiu ANMENITalY | ANFUWUS
Lww | (D) udugegn/ | ausd ag/anas | viewdli | gunw nsldnwlne | Ausianddh
dundniiag 3 WWeuauly 2. Vi Lllpedey | MdaSeu 1. lan (See Uszdwialu | vaeeny | wselai? (wauazis) aiTou
2.18i58U | (See codes) | 2. usiau | codes) Uszindlnen | wialsi?
3. Mauseu 3. wgh liiviunong 1.8 (See codes) | LN (See codes)
a.lansu 4. nihy 3ol 2. lud 2.4
5. 180 (See codes) | 3. iAgil 3.4dunang
9. liimay 4.\dntey
5.laildiae
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
1.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.




Codes for 1.5.2 n15ANEA

1. lilenseu 2. Learning Center, Nursery 3 Uszaufnen (Myanmar)

5. dseufnwimoutate (Myanmar) 6. Uszaudnw(Thai) 7. dsudnuwinoudu (Thai)

v
[

9. Usemalledns / UsznadeUnsinintugs

a

10. Usgyuws

Codes for 1.7 1IN

1. My @swels) / Sowi 2. Adesenisvihaumuggnia 3. 119974

6. udUeRnfiey/auiinig 7. fosguaaunBnaudu q wes HH 8. Adsdnwey
Codes for 1.8 na1saugnlieg/enasussdnilulszmalng (aauldunnndi 1 da)
1. lifivms 2. Passport

4. SasUsvirshaulaiidyenlne Tududeay 6 v 7

6. Tasflsifianuzmemzideu 1y 0-00 (awndnd 6-7duiav 00)
8. Tuaygmyau Usenm........... (520) 9 lufusesiioonlaeglvaithy

12. GnsUseanvulng 13. Tuiie/gitnsing

Codes for 1.10 Sasgunwn (nauldunndn 1 4o )

1. ThsUszfuguamvssussnu/audiumni (eng 7 B1uly)
3. UnsnaauAuans (1.99)

6. Usyiugunnienvu

9. M-Fund 98. lainsu
Codes for 1.12 AMUFUNUSNUIRINTINASITDU
1. WmtnAsSeu 2. gausa 3. 9

5. viom/wilene/Mefa/uslin 6. QNUL/QNE?

10. W (MeaneLiion)

10.9955AAM3ILT991U (00-00) (UA3)

7. 89 (321)

7. Wwa (an

4. YseuAnwrmoudu (Myanmar)

8. dspuAnwinaulaie /133N (Thai)

11. 9 CE)

4. MAIUDINY

9. laivaunazlilaldlsaseu

3. nilsdoAUN19tIAT1 / Cl (310 NV)
7. 1NA5N52IU/IMUNY/NUABIUY (TEY-vverrrrec

98. lainsu

4. Unsuseiuguaingiunti (30 um)

4. ul

anwev) 8. anwy /gnavla

12. ladnsu

5. nduone / wiiuly

10. Buq () ...

5. Unsglufianuemmeideu e 0-89 (lawndnil 6-7vdwav 89)

11. Unsuszanstniseu (G, P)

99. laimau

2.Un3Useiuaunmueawssny/audiund (1gaind1 7 9)
5.0n3Useiudeny
8. Lifidns

99 lainau

9. and

13. AaUYIY/Nauan

14 1oy

11. gAYYEIT/QNiden

15. g1fdue

4

12. vianu (Yn3uagn)

16. B9 (GEAT) S——



dasaunganudeyansauai (Asnau() dauniuAney visaiiuAnaulutasing

1.13 asauaivasamieiuseinalneasusnidlalns?
1 AR v VIR R 2. 9lla

3. DYNRLAUTINYTY/ Famhasuseudntulve (daly 1.15)

1.14 aseuairvasquineniivssmalvensausnegdls (nauld 1 dnou)
1. 4EFIDY
2. AutswEeaniew / i
3. AVIUMIBMRIINUENIN
4. meldlassmsdnsnuiansmuesizuia (B usanu MOU)
5. B LA ) RN

98. lainsu
1.15 nouTudunyall AsaUAsAvawinuLAedgluNdn (TNU81ND) TUUSENAINY ARSI? oo seseeeeeeene A3

1.16 asauATIvasiudesnvgiu / usuililleln (Msdhensanan)
1 AROU.eeerrrree (VIR R 2. 97lddld 3. eginAsususInyTYmThaiIsewAnluny Uil

4. Loy 5. ldnsu

A v

1.17 ludn 5 Uhwmihaufniaseuaiivesituazegnivsedelunaunielyl

1. 618 2. s (skip to 1.19) 3. ldwyla (skip to 1.19)

1.18 nguszasAananiiasauaiivasrinuazdinseaniulusuian (neuinguszasrnandinauien)

1. 911979 2. Hoan1siUasuay

3. faansuiugele a. wihitnnsau

5. N3ANEA 6. guanaul / AfiTios

7. ANNIUATEUAT 8. g3natuATIToU

9. naulutuin / Usene (TORGIR N CY) N



1.19 elindsnanaurainsaunsa Anauntnviavun) lnawassomoy/ ¢et winlns?

U YW/ U 91U VA

1.20 dflynsviseanlupsaunsdavasyinu (e1y 0-14 U) erdvegluusuinesums (M3euszmady visadwmdanaululssmndlne

waaliindlusnsey) ?

1. 4, TN e, AU
AUT 1WA 1908 %30 2. NS 09 o iy
AUT 2 1N 1978 V3D 2. VN 018 o U
AUT 3 1WA 1918 V30 2. VS 018 U
AUT 4 A 1908 Y30 2. NS 01 iy
AUT 5 W 1978 V30 2. M 018 o U
2. laidl

o 1

121  AS9UAS2VBIVINUL LKLz unanauUsemadung (alanssussesdununefassesennsannig) sakl?

1. T4 2. 1-2 Udoni 3,35 Ustoani

4. lsifiusmagiiun1andu (No plan) 5. Andnduwadalaifiunu (No plan YET) 6. aseuniieglulvessusiussnygy

1.22 asauasavasihudungus@miugle ? (neuwies 1 o)

1. NS¥es (Karen/Kayin) 2. uagy (Mon) 3. w1 (Burman)
4. wglo (Pa-o) 5. a1u (Inglug)) (Tai/Shan) 6. 119 (Da-Wei)
7. wgla (Rakhine) 8. Avdu (Kachin) 9. A5y (Kayah)

10. Gapawe 11 %y (Chin) 12 1589

13. 9191 14. a1y 15. 8%

16. oo 17. Ugvang 18. 314

19, DU ) TTY corsvrvsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssns 98. lainsu



Part 2: Information of household members aged 0-14 years: dgarufitiauazlususasnisiina

o w
a1nuUN.

(#an
g9
Q.1.1)

2a WaLin
Tdavandu vaemialy

#1519 HH 98 Q1.1

dwelaldoglunsna
4o QL.1.

agiiluy

F1. Tulne

F2. Tuwsin

F3. Usginedu

F4. \dedin

F5. lainsu

2b uaithin
Tdavanau voausly

A1519 HH 98 Q1.1

(uallaildoglumaa
19 Q1.1)

agjiilvu

M1. Tulney

M2. Tumair

M3. Useinaduy

Md. [ deTin

M5. lains1u

2.1

WwniAnluu?

1. intulne
(luda Q2.3)

2. lalldiAnlu
vy (lude
Q2.2)

2.2 lildAalulne

wnluaansidewin
yi3eli?

1.9

2. lalan

3. linsw

(stop —L3uinAu
sol)

2.3 dndalulne,
\inAaoafiluu?

1. fithuvideluzsu (skip
to Q2.7)

2. lsmeuavessy

3. Tsawenunalenuu

4. lssngunadaasy
AVANAIUA J

5. A0UUINTAITIUEY
299 NGO (skip to Q2.7)

2.4 §1paanly
<
donuneualulng won

16 ns.1/1 visaly?

Ll —
2. 14dl# (skip to Q2.6)

3. lains v

(skip to Q2.10)

2.5 81ld n5.1/1 fdaRanaransall

18 (mauldunnin 1 4e)

=

1.1) Fawa/uilin

1.2) wuanae/usiiie

1.3) Faudiniin

1.4) WuENAANAn

1.5) 2.0.U.1AaLAnin

1.6) lildldmneavuseddveme/
ey

1.7) 8y 93%Y......

2. laidl
3. lsinsu
(skip to Q2.10)




o w o
a1nuUN.

(dan
NT0
Q.1.1)

2.6 81lildns.1/1

wszesls

1. 5w ol

2. ldnsuindedls

3. lalusvaemassu

(skip to Q2.10)

2.7 dmasauan

=3 v
g01UNLIUNE LANLA NS
1 paunti nFuyu

U

vsoly?

1.lg e—
2. lailet (skip to Q2.9)
3. lainsu

(skip to Q2.10)

2.8 8114 5.1 Aaunln

v

fideRananavisaly

18 (maulauinnin

1 98)

€

1.1) Fono/uslfin
1

Nuanavie/uiiin

@ a

TUANAANNA

1

1.0 AARNRR

)
2)
3) Houdiniin
4)u

5)

6) ladlgldnneian

U3gAFIT0IND/ul

1.7) 3u 93%Y......

2. laidl
3. linsu
(skip to Q2.10)

2.9 81luldns.1 mau

¥
yin wszesls

1. ldlaluudagain
2. gililvinanu
Juile

3. ldnswuindeals

2.10 duinlulne, 8148 ns.
1/1 %38 §/1aid 3.1 Aoy

o < v a o o
Wi enldaanzilewiiaiu
gatnsusaly ?

(u 15 )

1. 19?{’-\]9] E———
2. lailéiam (skip to Q2.14)
3. ldins1u (skip to Q2.19)

2.11 frangilns,
wazmg laddluan
(mauldunndn 1

10))

1.manslvigneies
AIUNANLE
2799 stlaans
IGUAN

3 foesnslilaava
N9NSANYI

4. FoInSYR
e

5. vieldlun1san
neleudnuseima
FUN9

6. 8 9 52y ...

2.12 grangidns, lasu

anudlemaaanlas

(mavlsannnin 1 9o)

1. viousl (vaviauy)
2. Jehmneny

3, ffites

4. vileu / wieusauau
YDINDUN

5. Wnihiives
T5anenuna

6.
7.

8. NGO

in1ansiles
HausTINR

9. BU | Yo
10. lafle5u




Part 2: Information of household members aged 0-14 years (#8): N153ANZLTYUNT5LAA

aauii.
(#unain
4o Q.1.1)

2.13 f1angauns, ddeRanain

3ol

14..... (mauldunnda 1 da)

1.1) Feve/uilin

1.2) unuanane/usliin

1.3) Fauiiniin

1.0) wuanaiinia

1.5) 1o fauRniin

1.6) lildldvneavusedsa
YDIND/L

1.7) songRdnsinuszinn

1.8) dauiliiavie/wl An

19) By 5%Y......

2. Lidi

3. lainsu

(skip to Q2.19)

2.14 flsildannnelu
159U -uaweneuly

o
nvisela

1. weneny (skip to
Q2.16)

2. lildwerey )

3lsins1u (skip to
Q2.16)

2.15 flai
wene1uly
0%, W5

wiela
(See codes)

(skip to
Q2.19)

2.16 wias 15 9u 14
anfiunisana anda

3ol

1. ladnduns/anla
(skip to
Q2.19)

2. lasifiunis/an
Tadlgt

3. luildsndunis
(skip to
Q2.18)

4. lsmsu (skip to
Q2.19)

2.17 §randunisudan
Lilg wazmgla (neu
1funnndn 1 4e)
Lanaenans/laifiionans
W38 nuneny (58Y...)

2. dninnedeusu/ld
Sumies

3. gniseniuAildang
WS

4. flngjthuliluiusesi
unAaLA

5. lfinenuyaaa

6. lna/dumalaazain
78U 98y

8. wiednslallviaau

-
LD

(skip to Q2.19)

2.18 #nlai

ALTUN15A

wmazwala

(See

codes)

2.19 l@luan
nzdsufinuay
a a4 «
Wudatanlu
-
nziveudssne

Y o
Fumevisol

1ap )

2. liildan,

1) laifinan

2) ladfiAnAunig

3) LifigAogudn
4) Annlidnduly

5) 3u ) %Y...

3. lainsu

@alludaudi 3)

2.20 fléan, 1#ldghuns
Inaduwenansussnaudag
waald

1. 1814

2. ldlald, wene

2.1) Whahiiussmedumslsl
YUY

2.2) hifagldegndls

2.3) lenansafvnandu
nmwlne

2.0) liifmenshd

2.5) Suﬁ] ELAT -

2.6) laifighvnslny

3. lainsu




Code for 2.15 and 2.18 (1#anlau1nnin 1 Amav)

1. wAvia/gnnslnaunnifuly 2. guneasaalildannsiden / ldfitenans
4. LifiRy 5. avinsldagaan

7. aaunmnistuinisnisameden / Ussaunisalnlia

9. wanwinelyla 10. lai§316i990
12. laidndu 13. laivs1u
15. NEAIAIUAR, TEU.vvvrrrrrrrcnnen 16. BU 9 T8

10

3. ldfiwuy / wvugldagain
6. MAyAINITTIamzidoy
8. lunsanuitaansidou

11 lifian e

14. wgdndlilauayn



Part 3: Characteristics of the informant (2¢nau () AaLauA1uAINAY)

MEMDET NOu.evvvreeeeeevvrreneennennenseesesssssssssssssses (ldwvdnauvasdlvidayaainte Q.1.1)

3.1 fanandungudiugle?

1. NSTW3EN (Karen/Kayin) 2. uag) (Mon) 3. a1 (Burman) 4. wzle (Pa-o)
5. 211 (Inelug)) (Tai/Shan) 6. n8 (Da-Wei) 7. 8¢l (Rakhine) 8. AzdAu (Kachin)
9. AgY1 (Kayah) 10. Uapane 11 & (Chin) 12 1589

13. 97907 14. a1y 15. 49 16. nedie

17. Ygnians 18. 44 19. DU 9 THY wooeeeeseesesrsssessesne

3.2 siamutiutiorauiayls?
1. WS 2. Baany 3. ASER 4. Bug)

5. laiflmaun 6. TUDOR/ TN 7. BU T TEU cerrerrrrerrrrsrseeneeeesneeeessssssssssssnnnns

3.3 AanaoAvegluussmAlnganuuinlsud’? (Rauwsasusniinasnysemelneg)

FVUI oo Y VU oo LU 98. ?luile

¥
=Y

3.4 andvmanvesidaalulssmelveneullfaesls?

00. lailavieu 01. Usealatnan/aneils
02. AeliipsUseas 03, ANBAITNT TEUrrorrrrrrrrenensensssssesesenee
04. 159974 05. A8 (market seller)

06. NMAUSNITOU 9 (31U T/ITUTW/ANATINAUAT, daUdudy) 07. neas
08. ity / Ausultlutu
09. k599U / AUUALASUNTIN979 (WU audewnsed fnnuldl)

10, DU 9 THY oo

3.5 aaauileliadudaouyinls @INVIWARD 2. TTUIU U/

3.6 fnaudienansuszanmanusemaduniesvsell onfivssiavla (meulsannnii 1)

1. ldl 2. UpsUszvnvu (UssnAdiunig) 3. Passport



Part 4: 153U3 wazn1snde Endeaneg (asnau O Atavaiufinay)

4.1 Aau3vsaliluiFasdaluil?

CaNle

lsiuula

4.1.1

[ A a 1 o = =
L(ﬂﬂ‘l{!ﬂﬂu‘mLﬂ(’ﬂ‘u‘UigL‘VIﬂl‘VlEJIG]EJIMF’TWUQENE‘W']UBV]NF\{]“&HEJ

'
aa ada
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4.1.2

o o = = o a A o |
L@ﬂnﬂﬂlﬂﬂSIMQWUQO@3@%1@%3@3ﬂﬂu3%1@ﬂg%mﬂBﬂaﬂﬁﬂag

[ ¥
v A o

Tudszwalned@nslasunmsfnwduiiugiuansguialne?

4.1.3

1
LY [y

Windu@niiongaind 7 UlansgeUnsuseiuguaimlusian

365 UM lanlsaneu1asy?

414

WSUTUR (AUNYA) Aiergaaws 7 YYulutiansae

Usziugunmlusian 1,600 U (2,200 un) lavlsaneunasy

4.15

9] ada o a4 a A4 dAa o a 'z a
AUYVIUYINNUNRUIEDLAUNY / Vﬁ@muUmﬁWQﬂuamsﬁqﬁ ey

Tuaugnvihnudansaamedeuiu Yseiudeew?

4.2 auAnWIW/AEnReafuEaalulldus

Aoy

891999

21999

laildt

Laila

LduaU

4.2.1

[ A a 1 o = =
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vosgUnATesE s s lsuinuaglasulufin?
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= o a
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guamlusian 365 U lanlsanenunasy?

4.2.4

WSUTNR (AUTINYIR) Norgsaws 7 Yauluaianse
wWhdamsdensdeuseiuguninlusian 1,600 um (2,200

) lenlsameuasy

4.2.5

a
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TA59n15 “A1sdstfiudarunisainisidifnisaansdsunisiiauasandangif: nsanedysuno”

el
daniuddudseainsuardan Avndinaduuiaa

Questionnaire ID
Interviewer ID
Household ID

Province
District
Sub-district
Village

Name of household head ..........c.ccveiiiiiiiii s e ra e

Name of respondent ..o e

Address House No.. ..........cccovviiininnae Village NO. ...

Date of interview ..........ccooviiiiicmnee

Start........ccoeiii BN Total time.........ccccceceeneeenneo... minutes
1. Complete 2. Incomplete

NamMe Of INTEIVIEWET ....iiviiiiiie e e e e e e e e n e e

Name of Field

SUPEIVISOI. .. uiiiievnevmrrmrrennensnssssssssssnmrnrenssssnssannes e s DIMIY e e e e e
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Part 1: Basic Information on Household members

1.2

(ocoesd:/
c§o0bD:

=05
(&5oczt
agphian: oogé
Yo

c5BEopgpion)

1.4

(222005)

1.5.1
(oaoesls)
leogpéiec
0650l

2
eopies
=00p5

3
eoplics
36590

4 6230

10.

11.




Codes for 1.5.2 Education (s2[géad: opmsaqpdoegte- crcdsclodep:)

1. No education  (so3pE:eon0deg:d) 2. Learning Center, Nursery (¢[03) 3.Primary school (Myanmar) (ecoo§s /[g§¢2)
4. Middle school (Myanmar) (sacoc50o§: /[g§e2) 5. High school (Myanmarn) — (sacoo50§: /[g§¢2) 6. Primary school (Thai) (9coos /D)

7. Junior high school (Thai) (sacocSon§s /3E:) 8. High school/vocational school (Thai) (sacoc5o0§: (93 00p05) sacocdegiodseopts/BEs)

9. Diploma/High vocational certificate (800%90/993)(5@%:05:e(qocc::soag?og[g[mé§og

10. Bachelor’s degree (3,9) 11.0ther (92(g2)  .oooooiiiiiiiiie 12. Don’t know (ea34l)

Codes for 1.7 Occupation (22c06203¢- 0r054lcdap:)

1. Working (with income)/Employed (oegqeor 92006253¢8) 2. Waiting for Seasonal Work epo825c805 32096

3. Unemployed 500600053 4. Looking for work (sacodgpesd)

5. Retired/Too old (s’a[gézoo:/oa(ﬁaug@mg%‘,ma 6. Long-term illness and disabilities (§3moﬂéeep<ﬂ/ew$g§:)

7. Caring for other HH members (e%écoxc:an Bwozqoéqszm:eméeﬁpo%eozo\a) 8. Going to school (eqo&m(ﬁe@o&)

9. Not working and not going to school (s2cobcopSsecodi eonpEicopdiecad)  10. Other (Specify) (s2[gn:§on c0d[gal)....vovvniinni..

Codes for 1.8 Document allowed to stay/registration document in Thailand (multiple answer allowed) (e2g05020383- 0R0540lcdep:)

1. No Document  (eogodenonésed) 2. Passport (00563 § 3. Temporary passport/Cl (from NV) (a»800563 §)
4. Registration Card (non-Thai, start with 6 or 7¢c530>&22005§0p

5. Registration card (start with 0-89 (digit 6-7 is 89)0-89 00050055005 cBEaemEooniag ( 6-7 $0cbogoRE 89 $005)

6. Registration card (start with 0-00 (digit 6-7 is 00) 0-00 520502055005 o3€ee0nEaoaiop ( 6-7 $00doeicRE 00 $005)

7 Expired/cancelled/revoked document, indicatec3€eeor&o0p5 ongobonont: goaB5:se[gEs co0BonGionSasiogasgls ooflgas «vevennn.. ..

8. Work permit, typeo3€esontoogh 06dled sadjrmaon: oo€lges ............. (indicate....... )
9.Certificate/card issued by village headefgpogPBionese cpodevioopBeomadsen  10.Migrant worker’s dependent card (00-00) (son/daughter) ege{gpEs3ac06000: 200z 2088 03
368008600 3260000532002t 32050005 00-005005 11. Student card (start with G, P) G P $005006$0600> Gop&sooms 9005005 12, Thai 1.D. Card

13.g000f:  98. Do not know ¢33 99. Not answeroe|gdl

Codes for 1.10 Health insurance/security (rq%:eoeq:/coeeq:ga')eéooo:?q?l- ogo%%o’]o%qp:)

([N
1. Migrant health insurance Card (age 7 and over) (egﬂe@aémg&ow: cq$:meq:maeém§§/oao%me: 2 §6§§ s'aooo%)
2, Migrant health insurance Card (age lower than 7) (eg,[gnCscodoos oyj§se0662003m8§ /005082 9 §6 9970

1

2]

o]

3. Health card for person with civil registration status’s problem (Tor.99)0@5:q8:0w:0q1$:m0q:330oé 4. Thai 30 Baht Card (UC) 5. Social Security system (cvoe s{dl)eq:mgéj)

[[A]

6. Private health insurance  (0gc80> oy§senespeedd) 7. Other (specify) (22[32:§A e6Sgal)................. 8. Do not have (§al) 9. M-Fund
02@:@3@51:390950)5%1

98. Don’tknow  (ea3dl) 99. No response (es[g30)

Codes for 1.12 Relationship with head of household (366c&8:8:8¢ 6005063~ 058 clodep)

1. Head of household (s36cconE3s8:) 2. Spouse (a8:/aEg52) 3. Father (s2c0) 4. Mother (s2c0)

5. Father/mother-in-laws (eone) 6. Son/daughter  (oo0: /208) 7. Sibling o&:cexn8se 8. Son-in-law ego o003

9. Employee (32005 00022) 10. Brother/sister  eofzomqf: 11. Children-in-law egzon:o0: 208:Step- children 12, Great grandchild (s(ge)
13. Nephew/niece (07 /076) 14. Friend (opcoS5i&:) 15. Others relatives (c5g&) 16. Other (Specify)sa[gps 0o€[gdl - ..
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4. Pa-O (0s3) 5. Shan (Tai Yai) (g&:) 6. Tavay (Da-Wei) (conzocd)
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10. Bangladeshi (o081c8) 11 Chin (&) 12 Rohingya
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19. Other, indicate safgp: 0o&[gdl
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Part 2: Information of household members aged 0-14 years: Places of birth, birth certificate and registration Gg:go:mé G$P §§

Ggig2:00p2G00205900 ( MG0:5000D [pdeades )

Memb [ 2a.05€ 2b. 8a& 2.1 2.2 2.3 24 25
?é;\lp(;' oL1) 011, (02B¢regicd) (REreopciilen- (°8‘5§$Eéc . . (R8:§8concp8: [48clon- (Tor.Ror1/1)coc5q§fGeoo
[~ :wqc: FNCE YOO m-me(\):tfe :DQ:)&? (Jao (=" m?:we §m9§
from | 9905 32q ©oé 05 30 508 1. (3888 sncy: 6303905 o305 5;‘15) T °; mq&jﬁ’s‘f& 20ppe§00348: o8 eogo
Q1D . 200509 6qpopdd | 320050) Gepopdd @io?;cse:?i: 0’1‘15(;"213“”) 1. (88 /gp/Bcbes) (skip to adleoco) e ‘jmo
(32000 Q2 3o D (om&esd] Q2.7)3250503€ 80050005 Gefg§:dl| 1. (q300) L 4050005y saelg ogrféaoeh
€011 808 Soné - (0338:3]) RO 118 005 ones[gs
o9C Q 1. ©9C Q LI =QRC | 5 (88006 vonchdlon | 3. 0983 2. . (GSopewtd) 2. (o939 (skip to Q2.6)| . g o
QC103¢ 007 R 128 s§es00p5 ¢ms0gbie50005
290503€ 200500 | 329050D o§dlon soigg 3. (ogcSomemis 229/050R¢ 90050005 5
o Q2.28a01) - (908 ) 1.3©Gco:§oeégasogese§oaé
o§dlon 808 00053038 2% (stop —next . cofgs:d ™ o
608 cncSogt orp88oos S b ctoog | o) =i LAocconffgoopd ¢iogbragoopd
20 Ol §é. cni )G]ooa%@- 5.(3303:6190308603)33(\33308(-2@@@5@ 3. (s334)) (skip to 1.5) 96002 6g:00mq)
ooé?lé]oo‘?é 0260164205008 . A lc : ) Q2.10) 39€l|(73086 ¢22098:652005
€ eomnad §:goeq:o§eancg€eo:eow@§ep) (skip to Scod ] 1.6 q]ao(r%&eem&om:c,ow
” M1(cBE:88¢cp€es03S sobcodSenfd | Q27) spgo50p8 20050005 20050005 eofghidl | T aancon oobecit:
(B&8E8p8esc8S)  |) $iqf codg§edl wcopBoondl
FZ(@%G’)%&CC@&G? M2 (@‘%eoglcccogée‘? 6. Other 9OfFot). e 1.7:39@’): 0)8[9(3] ...............
oc oc 2. No o§d
QC) QC) 3. Do not knowea3qdl
F33’a[§>s %éc M3 39@')3 %éc 370
F4. 0puSeas M4 iguSeg$ (skip t0 Q2.10)0} 3q05038
[e] [e] o e]
F5.0930] M5. 63301 20050005 eurfgfd




'\Nﬂsmbef 2.6 (Tor.Ror1/1) 2.7 oyfanegpgs [g€o 2.8 (Tor.Ror1 )epfoBeqeqnodogt 2.9 (Tor.Ror1) 2.10088:g00000iegiy0:00pS | 2.110600i0g:0096: 2.126g:00q8: ogo:0pSo0pd
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(skip to Q2.10) 2. 0qd (skip to Q2.9) ¢05ie50005 0056308 03038 s005c0ad 6. qbogodon culcd:
32g)050p8 20050005 329409038 8008c00d 1.6 80038eamnaoneon ocosfgts ceifghd 3. 7. 32080300 8oBeagyp:
coifgfd cefgdd 3260000532007 $0053503E: 3600005800 qupd opmeqpmaglaneesq | 8. NGO

3. 0234l eoopdoodl aBom oB[ge: 3. 334 (skip to Q2.19) Q9 9. mafgp: o€l
(skip to Q2.10) saggBogé 1.730fgps 008[gdl......cceeo 4afgp: oo€lgdl 3aqi05038 s005c00d 4038:8E¢ 000z g 10. ope8g) oqfo
80050005 cedgdd ceifghd 9§ & 11008c§:q€ opag
2. No o§d 580 §8¢opls opt 12050508 Gons
3. Do not knowea3qdl ¢0500E8Caqpm0y
(skip to Q2.10) sagioBogé soabeond oD
ewlgh:d 6 =afgns 0o€[gef ...




Part 2: Information of household members aged 0-14 years (continued): Places of birth, birth certificate and registration

seco: 6geonqCs ©0odOoE[RE: sBCep

Member | 2 13egoneE: ogoropoSaopSesnnd | 214 2.15 2.16egg0: B 15 2.17egioneB: 0g0:00036005c0p5: 218 2.19 eacorgp: 2.20 80 @B
No. Copy Faqodconenugdiel §dtoocn: 15qobaacgEagion egroogs Qo5 macg§opé 0905c3ue00pd meafopbiqfe B ogioogts | 8o ancBogé Bbeocnby ogl:
B N e T P e o ey | opeefigd | cogb sonpegd
(3005 11800 §905 omesfats ognewogoedion . 0bé agnapobe (1 q50005G: 2ocly cg§€oonl) obqopd Bbcoonlp engfs | [gpdogbiqf B&:n
T 1.2800 Jirs00pd yorogiegoopd ogoigodaf c0bd Broxfgt: e§20509[9 1 e0goden06s 6[ged[gts scfopbg | B $00pd secoegoogs
1.306002500p5¢22098:650005 o qdooco ofoopdsaclen | 1 egionqés orgodmacoonodanconed[gts oo [geBogts Aoocon: | me0lgdl ococon:
1.4sccofpdesnopd 1. [PBponz00pS (skip 2880 ag220905c8 qoogd 03905030062 20050ip§eds(gts (See 1.ognzeepod 1 0ad:qlo0ps
0985652005 to Q2.16) skip to Q2.19) elopEiqielplgd codes) [505g05205 2 320)4g[et: o§dl
1.5) 96008 6g:o00e 999]‘75088 (See codes) szaqlé‘)ogs 2 90BooEGmese 88 s;qcﬁog& 25pdg05EEe§d | oo€lges.....nnnnnnnn
o0B1650005 s005cocb eefghid | (skip to 00Bcoch eufgiidl | eagpaBontenod cwodd wcoods 0800’ | 0o8fgdl..... 2.1) 80 @B oesy
1.6 8ooaB8eemEoomeon 2. o334 Q2.19) 2 egronqts 3 opSoqea§od qpigo cofgfd 1).3§§ o§A 2.2 :005cd
e00305mcon foodmcdt: | 3:08dl(skip to sqobogd | oprogoSeoSoopS: | eomSdgSialops 2)o&0o80568 | 30dfgepaSed
woopbood] Q2.16) 2qoB€ | eooBoocd aobcdoqd 4 qbgp oy[ofon Gama5dgdyp: comelopé gosocopbeanelopé
1.7000560:0005 sccoregiongs: 80050005 ewifg§:dl corgfdl Q 2.17 mg050p8 eeozeanelopé 3) eagde 2.3 oceozegiongS
00 21650005 8005005 eeilgdid 5 3308 0005620 B[géacabeoo of[g8:clops ABB:o0m000
1.8 800 anoBen: copB[ges 3ogiongoocdef o§[gCselopé 4) Bbolgfeond | [gdesEelopé
1.933fgps 028[gA...ovvvvvrrre o [oBon: d 6 co: caxefppé 5 afgps ooE[gdl 2.4 mxadolgld
Skip to Q 2.18 900500050966802EqE Fe0lea(gal 2.5 safgp:
2 o§d 4084 7 mfgp: oo€lgd 3 084 o€[gdl
3033d Skip Q 2.19 (skip to Q2.19) 32640508 s0aboad 2.6 BEegiongio§d
( skip Q2.19) =3qj05038 @005c00d cofgfd 000300 (3) 338 | 3098dl
ooffh o5 cocbof




Code for 2.16 and 2.18 (multiple answers allowed) =g o3 1905000500 og:88A0S

1. Registration place was too (G%):O)’Jqé: éJ:/SO§m Go:cg%: ?)
2. Parents are not registered/undocumented (s2c0926603 BABBEM 5600005520020 0[gd3)

3. No transport/inconvenient transportation (ogo:eqzaoesg 205Gs saa0Ees(ged)

4. No money (30525083

5. Inconvenient opening hours (eg:@')q& é:l:/g)z? cgééﬁm s’aeogee[gqo?o)

6. Lack of personnel assisting for registration (c305: sacnoepeotecyar 0§

7. Poor quality of registration services/bad experiences (s2q¢ 26039203 92¢ 0§6507Egje0807 P33 )
8. Don’t know the places (5005e$qpa3 a22q005e§s 03303
9. Cannot speak Thai (&:00m: 0egoorc5c3 )

10. Did not know that the birth has to be registered ©05000¢ qepd 80203 wadeomelope

11. Did not know that the birth can be registeredoo50ooE8EgE qomad wadlgt:elopé

12. Not necessary  (0c3s26c3)
13. Don’t know (e334l)

14. Employer did not allow s20p6q€ opegs onese eop 8[gEselogpé condojdoy| o§eomnelopé
15. Afraid to be arrested, indicate [g8entesoizsed 8:88[g8:elopE ox8lgd............o
16 .Other 2fgpz 008[GAl ....ovee

10



Part 3: Characteristics of the informant (Household head or parents/guardian of the member aged

0-14 years)

Q1.1 =054 co:gs: cfglor: cuzoopdop 20050503 [§p59A5GUIEH ...
ceigS: sclqegeepopd aelgiuciod ¢ Os;@&s:;?oﬁsams eepeodd

3.1 what ethnic group do you belong to? (208 2008j:cd)

1. Karen (»q¢) 2. Mon (g8§) 3. Burmese (veo)

4. Pa-O (0s3) 5. Shan (Tai Yai) (9&:) 6. Tavay (Da-Wei) (con:ocb)
7. Yakai (Ra-khine) (q3¢) 8. Kachin (msué) 9. Kaya (00002s)

10. Bangladeshi (206103) 11 Chin (362) 12 Rohingya

13. Akha 3203 14. Lahu cooz0n 15. Lisu c8qys
16. Thai Lue c8¢6s 17.Palong  oeonE 18. Hmong b

19.20[gp:038:q 80002 00E[gs Other, indicate ..........ccccoveveeccnne

3.2 whatis your religion? (a3:muSaopdomo)

1. Buddhist (93) 2. Muslimgobsocod 3. Christ (sqéung) 4. Hindu  5.0%303090005 02000 gt

6. §05 oBonudfgs 7. Other,specify(a(3:[géloreas(gdl)

3.3 How long have you lived in Thailand ? Since first time you have come to Thailand)(c3&:§€¢c3 ocead:
06epBoNE§ MMPSmes 5295§B 0SecBEPBFS)

LCEU L) MONth (C0) s vvnvnreennnns 98. Don’t remember (6£0530])

3.4 whatis your main occupation in Thailand now?(uwso3€s3€eca¢ up50ps 603 28m pbadéesuloncd)
L L 2 L L L L

L (<
00. Not working (320066c064l) 01. Deep water seafarer Coastal Seafarer (16303§6§0000%)
02. Fisheries related worker (Ckod:pbcesé 06s005600 qpbess ) 03. Plantation worker (Bo5geq: esdlgd .....)

04. Garment Factory worker 005§ 85006

05. 3266pE:32005

06. Entertainment ( cqpefgespepdes:) o§esonly) 07. Construction workers (eamcrgcx?f)eelzcx?ﬁc%)
08. Housewivesdomestic workers (33453303)

09. 9020683300620622 / 320050§320600p932006206: (PLwd BB050MEEIE:Y 20B0EHSRNB 30deSgEs)
10. Other (33[%03) (Specify: (G(Q’S@GOSL')]Q‘%) ...............................................

98. Don't knowrremember (6936)/690580l) 99. No response (ee@d] )
3 . 5(ooécx?ﬁ(rclﬂ5@03033@54{19233’)3(\?:?mécucx}_léoéegeécﬂq%’] Bahtmonth (mémcgjémoseg)
(ﬂw§é3u)

3 . 6 8803€ 32888¢ mese 000560607 03EGEGERSEGE00533000: §dlooc:

(§olon sadjemaons eefgdl i) 00dgi05 oo efgop:dEoodd i
1.o§d 2. §8&0: 905008 ( [g§6r8E¢ 9o5donE ) 3. 005036 Passport
Loz Relcrlclecole stcalowaticate 2 e RO
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Part 4goicogSo| 46 saglamecpapreiep oBaepoBRElEt: spefg foosopt (( Bewacad

4.1 230050 35050005 gpr3aed 0g€ 2080088 s0:c0pdq)
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