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LOTI GIOT THIEU

Khdi dau ciia bdo cdo nghién clru nay dudc bat dau vao nam 2002 khi Diéu tra ti€p cén
nguon luc cta ho gia dinh (VARHS) dudc thuc hién lan dau tién. Két qua diéu tra VARHS02
da thoi thuc Vién Nghién cu Quan ly Kinh té Trung uong (CIEM) thudc B6 K& hoach va Dau
tu (MPI), Vién Chinh sach Chién ludc Nong nghiép va Phat trién Néng thdn (IPSARD) thudc
B& NOong nghiép va Phat trién Nong thon (MARD), Vién Khoa hoc Lao ddng va Xa hdi (ILSSA)
thudc Bd Lao ddng, Thuong binh va X& hdi (MoLISA) va Nhéom Nghién cltu Kinh t& Phat trién
(DERG) thudc Trudng Pai hoc Téng hgp Copenhagen, clng véi Danida Ién k& hoach thuc hién
mot cudc diéu tra khac vao nam 2006 va sau dé vao nam 2008 va nam 2010. Bao cao nay dé
cap dén cudc diéu tra 2012 dudc dua trén cd sé bén vong diéu tra trudc do.

Vé dia ban diéu tra clia bao cao nay, cudc diéu tra VARHS12 bao gom cac cudc phong
van han 3.700 ho gia dinh trong thang 6 va thang 7 nam 2012. biéu tra dudc thuc hién trén dia
ban nong thon thudc 12 tinh cda Viét Nam: (i) bon tinh (Ha Tay cli, Nghé An, Khanh Hoa va Lam
Podng) dugc Dadida tai trg theo Chuang trinh HO trg khu vuc doanh nghiép (BSPS); (ii) ndm tinh
(Dak L3k, D&k Nong, Lao Cai, Dién Bién va Lai Chau) dugc Chuong trinh HO trd khu vuc ndng
nghiép va phat trién ndng thén tai trg (ARDSPS); va (iii) ba tinh (Phd Tho, Quang Nam va Long
An) |a cac tinh dudc diéu tra dau tién vao ndm 2002 va hién tai dugc BSPS hd trd.

MAau didu tra nd8m 2012 dudc ma rong thém 500 ho gia dinh d& dam bao tinh dai dién
cho dan s6 ndng thdén trong pham vi cac tinh dudc diéu tra. Su bd sung nay gilip VARHS trd
thanh cong cu hitu hiéu haon trong viéc thu thap thong tin chinh sach mot cach chi tiét va phu
hgp vé tinh hinh kinh té€ va xa héi cia néng thon Viét Nam.

ILSSA thuc hién nhiéu nhiém vu lién quan dén lap k& hoach va thuc hién diéu tra tai dia
ban; DERG hgp tac véi CIEM, IPSARD va ILSSA chiu trach nhiém vé moi mat clia hoat dong
thi€t k€ diéu tra va phan tich s6 liéu. Trong qua trinh nay, hoat d6ng tang cudng nang luc do
can bd DERG thuc hién da dudc trién khai thudng xuyén theo thda thuén gilta cac bén dé dam
bao du an VARHS khéng chi phat trién ca vé sb liéu can thiét cho qua trinh nghién cltu chinh
sach phuc vu cac nha hoach dinh chinh sach ma con tang cudng nang luc nghién clfu cua cac
vién nghién clru tai Viét Nam qua viéc dugc sir dung bo s6 liéu nay.

Céc cudc didu tra VARHS dudc thiét k& nhu nd Iuc nghién clru chung véi muc tiéu 13
bé sung cho Diéu tra mic s6ng dan cu Viét Nam 1a cudc diéu tra I8n va cé tinh dai dién cho
ca nudc (VHLSS) dugc Téng cuc Théng ké (GSO) thuc hién hai ndm mét 1an va gan day nhéat
la vao nam 2012. Nhiéu ho dugc diéu tra trong VARHS qua cac nam ciling dudc diéu tra trong
VHLSS. Do dé VARHS tap trung dua trén co s@ dit liéu I6n da dudc thu thap trong VHLSS vdi
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trong tdm hudng vao viéc thu thap s6 liéu va tim hiéu vé tiép cén va tuong tac cla cac ho gia
dinh nong thon Viét Nam vai thi trudng dat dai, lao dong va tin dung. Hon nira, cling nhu trong
nam 2006, 2008 va 2010, nam 2012 dac biét quan tdm dén thu thap sé liéu néng nghiép &
cap d6 manh dat cua ngudi néng dan.

B&do cdo nay dua ra tdng quan vé cac théng tin chu yéu tur cd sé dif liéu VARHS12, so
sanh vdi két qua diéu tra cta nhitng ndm trudc néu phu hgp. Tuy nhién can Iuu y réng, bao
cdo nay khéng thé ndo thiu ddo dudgc tat ca cac sb liéu dugc thu thap va ngudi doc dudc
khuyén khich tham khao Bang hodi hd gia dinh va Bang hoi xa (da dugc dang tai online trén
trang website cia CIEM) dudc s dung trong thu thap s6 liéu dé thay dugc tap hgp toan dién
cac van dé dugc dé cap.

Cac nghién clru sau han d6i véi cac van dé dudc chon vé kinh té ndng thén Viét Nam
dang dudc thuc hién va cudc diéu tra ti€p theo dugc Ién ké hoach cho nam 2014 va 2016 vdi
quan diém tiép tuc va md réng cd s dif liéu I13p lai theo thdi gian.
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LOI CAM ON

Nhom tac gia cia bao cao nay bay to l1ong biét dn Phd Gido su, Tién sy Lé Xuan B3,
Vién trudng CIEM, Tién sy Bang Kim Sdn, Vién trudng IPSARD va Tién sy Nguyén Thi Lan
Hudng, Vién trudng ILSSA d& hudng dan cong viéc cla ching toi trong sudt qué trinh tir IGc
bat dau dén khi két thic nghién cllu va dam bao su hop tac cd hiéu qua gilra tat ca cac bén.
Chung téi cling xin cadm dn Dai s Dan Mach tai Viét Nam, ngai John Nielsen, d& hd trg nd luc
nghién clfu trong cac giai doan khac nhau. Dong thdi xin gUi I16i cdm dn chan thanh su hd trg
tai chinh cua Danida (chudng trinh BSPS va chuong trinh ARD-SPS).

Trudng nhdm nghién clu Tién sy Thomas Markussen (UoC/DERG) cung vdi cac thanh
vién la Tién sy Carol Newman tUr Dai hoc Trinity, Dublin, 6ng Luu D({c Khai va ba Hoang Xuan
Diém cua CIEM, ba Tran Thi Thanh Nhan, 6ng Ngé Quang Thanh, ba Pham Thi Minh Hién
va 6ng D6 Huy Thiép tir CAP/IPSARD, ba Maria Fibaek, Tién sy Theodore Talbot va éng Ulrik
Richardt Beck tir UoC/DERG. Giao su Finn Tarp ctia UoC/DERG va Vién trudng UNU-WIDER d&
diéu phdi va gidm sat nd luc nghién cltu trong tat ca cac giai doan khac nhau.

Co6ng viéc cla ching téi khdng thé dugc hoan thanh néu khéng cé su hop tac, tu van
chuy@n mdn va su khich 1& tir nhiéu cé nhan va té chic khac nhau. Ching téi dic biét cam an:

e Su hdp tac co hiéu qua va coé tinh khich 1é ciia nhom diéu tra va sé liéu cia ILSSA.
Nhédm nay dudgc diéu phdi bdi Tién sy Nguyén Thi Lan Hudng va cac can bd bao gom
dng L& Ngu Binh, Trudng phdng t& chfc hanh chinh va la diéu phéi vién cac can bd diéu
tra, ba Ch& Thi Lan, Phdé Giam d6c Trung tdm thong tin, phan tich va du bao chién lugc,
cling véi cac nghién ctru vién 1a ba Nguyén Hai Ninh va ba Nguyé&n Phucng Tra Mi. Tai
dia ban diéu tra, nhd cé nhitng nd luc khdng mét mai clia ILSSA trong viéc téng hop
bang hoi, dao tao diéu tra vién, thuc hién diéu tra tai dia ban va lam sach s6 liéu ma
cudc diéu tra da dudc hoan thién.

e Cé&c dong nghiép tai CIEM va IPSARD vi hudng dan va ho trg cua ho trong sudt qua
trinh, dic biét trg ly du 4n ba D6 Hong Giang va ba Bui Phuong Lién d& khéng ngirng
hd trg du an gép phan cho bdo cdo nay.

e Nhiéu can bd tai S quan Dan Mach d& hd trg cong tac nghién cltu cta ching ti, dic
biét 1a ba Lis Rosenholm, Phé Dai s, ba Nguyén Thi Thu H&ng, quan ly cao cdp chudng
trinh néng nghiép va thly san, ba Vi Hudng Mai, quan ly cao cdp chudng trinh phat
trién khu vuc kinh doanh,.
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Trong qud trinh nghién clru va tdng cudng ndng luc, da cé rat nhiéu nd luc va ching
toi ddc biét nhan manh hai nd luc sau:

e Vao thang 1/2013, Tién sy Carol Newman cung Tié€n sy Theodore Talbot, ba Maria
Fibaek va Gido Su Finn Tarp tir Dai hoc Copenhagen d& hudng dan mét khda tap hudn
tap trung moét tudn vé phan tich kinh té€ hoc ir'ng dung, s dung sé liéu da dugc thu
thap trong diéu tra VARHS 2012 tai CAP/IPSARD Ha No6i. Khoang 20 hoc vién tir CAP/
IPSARD, CIEM va Agroinfo Vietnam da tham gia khoa téap huan trén.

e Vao thang 11-12/2012, nhdm nghién cttu chinh gém 5 thanh vién ngudi Viét Nam da
dén tham Dai hoc Copenhagen trong moét loat cac hoat dong chung va cac khoda tap
huan vdi cac thanh vién cia UoC/DERD c6 lién quan dén hoat déng phan tich sé liéu
va xay dung bao cdo nay. Chuyén viéng tham nay va hoat dong sau do tai Viét Nam la
can thiét trong viéc hoan thanh cong viéc nghién clu.

Ngoai ra, nhédm nghién cu mong mudn bay té IGi cdm dn t&i han 3.700 ho gia dinh
nong thén tai 12 tinh cua Viét Nam da danh thdi gian cho cac cubéc phong van vao nam 2012
cho nghién clru nay. Ching tdi hy vong rdng bédo cdo nay sé la tai liéu tham khao quan trong
trong qua trinh xay dung chinh sach hudng téi cai thién sinh ké ctua ho.

CuGi cung, mac du da nhan dugc rat nhiéu tu van tor déng nghiép va bé ban, nhom
nghién cltu chiu hoan toan trach nhiém ddéi véi nhitng sai s6t hoac han ché trong bao cdo nay.
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MO PAU

Tiép n6i su thanh céng cla chuong trinh cai cach “B&i MGi”, Viét Nam d3 c6 nhitng
budc tién vugt bac vé kinh t&, dang chu y 1a téng san phdm qudc dan va gidam nghéo. Trong
nhiéu ndm qua, Viét Nam cb budc phat trién nhanh hon so véi téc dd tdng trudng trung binh
clia mdt nudc dang phat trién dién hinh. Hinh 1 cho thdy tir ndm 1988 tdi 2006, téc dd tang
trudng GDP binh quan dau ngugi cua Viét Nam cao han cac nudc cé6 mic thu nhap trung binh
thdp hoac trung binh gira. Tuy nhién, t&r nam 2007, Viét Nam khong con vugt xa cac nudc
dang phat trién khac, mot phan vi tdc dd tédng trudng nhanh clia cac nudc nay va mét phan vi
su dinh tré tai Viét Nam. Su dinh tré nay la do anh hudng tU cudc khung hoang tai chinh quéc
té ndm 2008-2009 nhung s liéu chi ra rang trong khi cac nudc khac bi anh hudng manh mé
bdi cudc khing hoang hon Viét Nam, ho cling phuc hdi nhanh han.

Hinh 1: Tang trudng GDP binh quan dau ngudi (%)
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Hinh 2 cho thay xu hudng tuong tu doi véi lam phat. Dén nam 2007, Viét Nam co ty 1€
lam phat tuong duong véi cdc nudc dang phat trién khac. Nhung sau dd, gia ca tai Viét Nam
lai tdng nhanh hon dang ké.

Nhirng théng tin nay quan trong lai chi ra mét diém don gian: su phat trién thanh cong
va tiép dién tai Viét Nam khong thé dugdc coi 13 hién nhién. D& duy tri téc do tdng trudng cao
va dam bao 6n dinh kinh t& vi md, cac nha hoach dinh chinh sach va ngudi dan Viét Nam phai
thich nghi nhanh chdng véi cac diéu kién thay déi. Muc dich chung cGia cudc diéu tra VARHS
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la gép phan dadm bao r&ng qua trinh nay dang dudc thuc hién véi nhitng hd trg mang tinh hé
théng, chinh xac va chat lugng. Theo dd, cudc diéu tra thu thap théng tin chi tiét vé cac mat
kinh té va xa hoi ctia dGi s6ng cac ho gia dinh tai viung nong thén cua 12 tinh trén ca ba mién
Bac, Trung, Nam.

Trong khi cudc diéu tra dugc ti€n hanh tai cac viing clia dat nudc, thi van cd mot lugng
I6n bat can x(tng cac hd gia dinh dugc didu tra chon mau tai cac tinh nghéo viing cao & Tay Béc
va Tay Nguyén. Clng vdi viéc cung cdp thdng tin chung vé phat trién tai ndng thdn Viét Nam,
cudc diéu tra va bao cdo nay con dac biét nhdn manh rang nhitng vung nay con tiép tuc bi tut
h&u so vai cac vung khac xét 8 mot s6 khia canh va s& tim hiéu nguyén nhan clta van dé nay.

Hinh 2: Ty Ié lam phat (CPI)
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Ngudn: Chi s6 phat trién thé gidi.

Giéng nhu cac bao cao dua theo cac vong khao sat trudc day cua VARHS, bao cdo nay
tap trung vao cac hoat dong tao thu nhap, cac méi quan hé dat dai, thi trudng tai chinh, d6i pho
rdi ro va von xa hoi (CIEM 2007, 2009, 2011). Tuy nhién, so vdi bao cdo dugc cong bé trong
nam 2011 (dua trén vong khdo sat nam 2010 cua VARHS), bdo cdo nay gom nhifng chucng
hoan toan mdi va cac phan vé an ninh lugng thuc, doanh nghiép h6 gia dinh, chan nubi va thay
san, cac ngudn luc s hitu chung, di cu va tién do ngudi di lao dong bén ngoai guri vé, cac van
dé xa hoi nhu toi pham va cd bac hay hanh phuc.

MOt vai trong s6 nhithg chuong nay dugc thuc hién nhd bang hoi khao sat VARHS trong
nam 2012 bao gém cac phan mdi vé di cu va tién do ngudi di lao dong bén ngoai gui vé, cac
van dé xa hoi, hanh phuc, va cac han ché déi véi viéc ma réng doanh nghiép hé gia dinh. Nhitng
phan thém vao clia bang hoi phan anh dugc nhu cdu mong muén hiéu dugc cac diéu kién thay
d6i nhanh chdéng clia khu vuc ndng thdn, noi di cu va tién do ngudi di lao ddng bén ngoai gui
vé déng vai trd ngay cang quan trong. Trong nhitng su thay d6i nay la yéu t8 tu nhién clia qua
trinh phat trién kinh té&, ngudi dan va cac nha hoach dinh chinh sach can phai diéu chinh theo
cach gidm bat binh ddng kinh té& va cac van dé xa hoi.
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Bdo cdo nay dua trén mau 2741 hd gia dinh ndng thén. Phan 18n cac ho gia dinh nay
la diéu tra chon mau lai t&r mau trong Didu tra mlrc s6ng dan cu 2004 cla Viét Nam (VHLSS)
thudc vung ndng thon cua 12 tinh VARHS diéu tra, Ha Tay cii, Phd Tho, Lao Cai, Dién Bién, Lai
Chau, Nghé An, Quang Nam, Khanh Hoa, Dak Ldk, Dak Nong, Lam Dong va Long An (va tlr cac
mau cla VHLSS 2002 tai cac tinh Ha Tay, Phd Tho, Quang Nam va Long An). Tuy nhién, cach
chon mau nay khdng bao gdém céc hod gia dinh mdi tadch sau ndm 2004, mau diéu tra dua theo
VHLSS trudc day tap trung vao cac hd gia dinh thdm nién. D€ giadi quyét van dé nay va dé thay
thé& cac ho gia dinh khdng thé phong van lai duge, mau diéu tra cia VARHS ndm 2012 dugc md
rong thém 544 hd gia dinh mdi, 18y mau tr Téng diéu tra dan s6 ndm 2009. 50 hd gia dinh dugc
diéu tra tlr dan sd chung dé thay thé& cho cac hd gia dinh khéng thé phong véan lai dugc. S6 hd
gia dinh con lai dudc I8y mau tir cac hd gia dinh c6 chd ho tré. Didu ndy dam bao mau VARHS
co tinh dai dién cho cac hé néng thon tai 12 tinh dudc diéu tral.

Bao cao tap trung chu yéu vao cong bd két qua diéu tra 2741 hd gia dinh. Tuy nhién,
trong mot s6 trudng hdgp, that thu vi khi so sanh két qua ciia VARHS 2012 véi két cla cla cac
vong khao sat trudc day. Vi 544 ho gia dinh dugc thém vao mau ndm 2012 khdng cé mét trong
cac ndm trudc day, ching tdi tap trung so sanh vao mau panel clia 2197 hd gia dinh ¢é s8 liéu
trong nam 2012 va cac nam trudc doé. biéu nay ddm bao két qua tur cac vong khao sat khac
nhau cé thé so sanh dudc. Do thiéu s6 liéu, nén sd quan sat tai cac hinh va bang trinh bay dudi
day co thé sé khac so véi con s6 dugc dé cap tai day.

T&t ca sb liéu vé mat gia tri trong bdo cdo nay da dugc diéu chinh lam phat dé phan anh
su thay d6i gia ca theo thdi gian qua va su khac biét vé gid ca gilta cdc vung. Chi s8 gid s dung
dudc xay dung thong qua viéc sir dung so liéu Diéu tra khao sat mic séng hd gia dinh nam
2008 nham xay dung cdc chi sd gid tiéu dung theo ving cé thé so sdnh cho ndm 2008. S6 liéu
tir Téng cuc Théng ké dugc st dung dé tinh lam phat trong céc tinh tir thdng 7/2008 téi thang
6/2012. Nhitng su thay déi gid nay dudc ap dung dgi vai s6 liéu ving ndm 2008 dé xay dung
Chi s6 gia tiéu dung co6 thé dugc dp dung nham thé hién tat ca cac sé liéu gid tri 8 mdc gia cd
dinh nam 2012 cda tinh Ha Tay cd.

K&t cdu clia bdo cdo nhu sau: Chuong 1 trinh bay mét s6 dic diém co ban v& mau didu
tra va vé muc s6ng, gido duc va an ninh lugng thuc. Chuong 2 tdi chuong 7 déu tap trung vao
cac hoat dong tao thu nhap. Trong do, chugng 2, trinh bay chung vé cac ngudn thu nhép khac
nhau va phan tich chi tiét viéc lam dugc tra cong. Chudng 3 diéu tra vai tro clia cac doanh
nghiép hd gia dinh, phi ndng nghiép. Chuong 4 tim hiéu vé cdc quyén s dung dat dai, thi
trudng dat dai va cac dau tu lién quan dat dai, trong khi chugng 5 phan tich vé trong trot va
chuong 6 tim hiéu vai trd ctia chdn nudi va thuy san. Chuong 7 tap trung vao cac ngudn luc sé
hitu chung, vi du nhu danh bat c tai cac séng, hd chung. Chuong 8 tim hiéu tan sudt va su
khdc nghiét cua cac cu s6c kinh t&€ ma hd gia dinh trai qua va cach cac hd gia dinh dgi pho véi
cl s8c qua viéc tiét kiém, vay v6n, bao hiém va cac chién lugec khac. Chuong 9 phén tich di cu
cla cac thanh vién hd gia dinh tdi cac noi khac va chuong 10 tim hi€éu vén xa hdi, cac van dé
xa hoi va hanh phuc. Chuang két luan téng két, nhdn manh nhiing két ludn quan trong, dua ra
thém quan diém.

1 S6 liéu c6 sén cho 945 ho gia dinh b6 sung tir 5 tinh trong Chudng trinh ARD-SPS, cu thé 1a Lao Cai, Dién Bién,
D&k Lak. D&k Nong. Muc dich diéu tra nhitng hd nay la danh gia tac déng clia mot loat cac bién phap thudc Chuong
trinh ARD-SPS. Do phudng phap chon mau dudc st dung cho cac hd nay chi danh riéng cho viéc gidi thiéu chuong
trinh nay nén nhitng gia dinh d6 khdng cé trong bdo cdo nay. Ho s& dugc nhdc dén trong cac bdo cdo khac trich
dan tir VARHS.
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CHUONG 1: NGHEO POI, PIEU KIEN SONG
VA AN NINH LUONG THUC

1.1. GiGi thiéu

Chudng nay trinh bay va thao luan vé tinh hinh déi ngheo, diéu kién s6ng, va an ninh
lugng thuc. Trong mdi bang biéu, hinh vé ching t6i dua ra thdng ké chi tiét phan theo tinh,
gidi tinh cdia chd ho va theo tinh trang kinh té x@ h6i dudc xac dinh bdi phan nhém chi tiéu
lwong thuc thuc phdm. K&t qua tir cudc diéu tra ndm 2010 ciing dudc trinh bay trong mét s&
trudng hap dé ngudi doc cb thé thay rd hon su thay d6i theo thdi gian.

Chuong nay xem xét cac ddc diém quan trong anh hudng dén mulc s6ng cia hd. Noi
dung chinh khdng nhdm muc dich phan tich déi nghéo, tuy nhién, bién ddng vé ddéi nghéo
cung vdi cac diéu kién séng cua hd dudc dua ra vdi cac van dé nhu ti€p can nudc sach va xur
ly rdc thai. Cudi cung, tinh trang an ninh lugng thuc, dugc do bang chi sé da dang thuc phdm
va tiéu thu cac nguon protein cling dugc trinh bay trong noi dung cta chuong.

1.2. Bién dong do6i ngheéeo

Bang 1.1 trinh bay tém tat vé gidi tinh, dan tdc, va ngén nglr chinh dudc sir dung & cac
ho gia dinh, cling nhu ty 1€ ho gia dinh dugc phan loai la hé nghéo theo tiéu chi cia BO Lao
ddng - Thudng binh-X& hdi? tai mdi tinh.

Thong tin trong Bang cho thay mot s6 diéu tha vi. Lai Chau la ngi cé ti Ié chd ho la nam
gidi cao nhat (91%) trong khi Khanh Hoa la nai cé ty I€ nay thap nhat vdi hon 31% chu ho 1a
n{. Ngudi Kinh la dan toc chiém da s6 tai Viét Nam va két qua khéng gay ngac nhién khi co
téi han 79% trong téng sé hd gia dinh dugc phang van cé chu hd 1a ngudi Kinh. Tuy nhién,
nhu Bang 1.1 cho thay rd rang coé su khac biét dang ké gitfa cac tinh. O cac tinh mién nui phia
Bac va vung Tay Bac (Lao Cai, Lai Chau va Dién Bién), chu hé la ngudi Kinh chiém sé lugng
nho hon nhiéu so véi chd hd 1a ngudi dan tdc thi€u sb. Ty 1€ chd hd 1a ngudi Kinh thdp nhét la
tai tinh Dién Bién (nho haon 10%).

Phan I6n chu hé sir dung tiéng Viét, nhung cd su khac biét trong ty 1€é ho s dung tiéng
Viét lam ngon nglf chinh & cac ho gia dinh, vdi ty |1€ thdp nhat la tai cac tinh co it chd ho la
ngudi Kinh.

2 B6 Lao dong — Thwong binh — Xa héi (MoLISA)
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Bang 1.1 cho thay c6 17,9 % s6 hd dudc diéu tra la gia dinh dudc chinh quyén dia
phuong xé&p loai hd nghéo theo theo tiéu chi cia B6 LBTBXH. O Long An va Ha Tay cii cd ty
Ié hd nghéo thdp nhat, trong khi tai Lao Cai, Lai Chau va Dién Bién co ty 1€ h0 ngheéo cao
nhat. Bang trén cling trinh bay s liéu thong ké qua cac nam 2010 va 2012 cho phép ching ta
cd su so sanh theo thdi gian. Nhin chung, cé su thay déi khd nho trong dac diém cua céac hd
trong giai doan 2010-2012. Tuy nhién, can Iuu y rdng ty I& hd nghéo da tdng dang ké tir 2010
dén 2012 (17,2% trong néam 2012 so vdi 13,1% trong nam 2010). Nguyén nhan chinh cla sv
thay dGi nay la do chudn nghéo theo Bd LDTBXH d& tang 1én cho giai doan 2011-20153. Trong
Hinh 1.1 dudi day chlng t6i s& di sdu tim hiéu su bién dong nghéo déi tai moi tinh.

Bang 1.1: Pic diém chung cua cac hd gia dinh theo tinh

SGmiAu S6hd Chahd Chahé Chuhd Tiéng Viéet HO nghéo theo

(hd) (%) lanam langudi néiti€ng langdn nglr tiéu chi cua B
(%) Kinh Viét chinh trong LDTBXH
(%) (%) ho (%)
(%)
Téng 2012 2.741 100,0 79,2 79,4 98,9 83,7 17,9
TiNH
Ha Tay 588 21,5 78,9 98,8 100,0 100,0 9,5
Lao Cai 107 3,9 89,7 24,3 89,7 43,9 43,9
Phu Tho 377 13,8 78,0 80,6 100,0 96,0 13,5
Lai Chau 135 4,9 91,1 14,1 92,6 22,2 37,0
Dién Bién 131 4,8 87,8 9,2 98,5 12,2 35,9
Nghé An 228 8,3 81,1 89,0 99,6 89,5 18,0
Quang Nam 338 12,3 74,0 97,0 100,0 97,9 21,6
Khanh Hoa 110 4,0 68,2 88,2 100,0 88,2 19,1
DAk L&k 165 6,0 84,2 70,3 97,6 73,3 22,4
Dédk Nong 143 5,2 83,2 72,7 100,0 76,2 24,5
Lém Ddng 80 2,9 80,0 60,0 98,8 62,5 15,0
Long An 339 12,4 72,6 99,7 100,0 100,0 6,2
Téng 2012 Panel 2.197 78,0% 79,9% 99,0 84,1 17,2%%x%
Téng 2010 Panel 2.197 78,8% 79,6% 98,8 84,0 13,1%%%
N = 2,741

Ghi chu: * Su khac biét gitra nam 2010 va 2012 cé y nghia & muc 10%,; *** cé y nghia & mic 1%

3 Quyét dinh sb 09/2011/QD-TTg clia Thi twéng Chinh phl ngay 30/01/2011. Theo d6, chuan nghéo khu vie néng thén la 400
ngan déng/nguwdilthang (twong dwong 4,8 triéu ddng/ngudi/nam). Chuan nghéo khu vuc thanh thila 500 ngan dong/ngudi/thang
(twong dwong 6 triéu ddng/ngudi/nam)
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Hinh 1.1: Thay ddi ty 1€ hd nghéo theo tinh giai doan 2010-2012 (%)
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N=2.197

Hinh 1.1 trinh bay nhitng thay déi tinh trang nghéo déi ciia hd theo tinh trong ndm
2010 va nam 2012. Két qua cho thay khong phai tat ca cac tinh diéu tra déu cé su gia tang
ty 1&é nghéo, ngay ca khi chudn nghéo da dudc nang I&n. Xu hudng tdng ho nghéo dién ra &
phan I8n cac tinh diéu tra, trr ba tinh thi cé xu hudng giam la Khanh Hoa, Lam Do6ng va Long
An. L&m Ddng la mot trudng hgp tha vi vi nam & Tay nguyén ndi cé gan 40% dan sé la ngudi
dén tdc thiéu s6 (xem Bang 1.1)

Hinh 1.2 dua ra bién dong déi nghéo dé xem xét tinh nao cé nhiéu ho dé bij tén thuong
nhat. Két qua cho thdy Lao Cai, Lai Chau va Dién Bién la nhirng ngi co ty |1é cac hd gia dinh
chuyén tir khdng nghéo xuéng thanh nghéo cao trong thdi gian hai ndm 2010-2012. Khanh
Hoa, L4&m Dbdng va Long An cb ty I& cac hd gia dinh chuyén tlir nghéo 1én thoat nghéo cao
nh&t. Chung toi diéu tra nhitng thay déi nay badng cach nhin vao nhiing thay déi trong phén
phGi thu nhap rong cua hoé gia dinh trong giai doan 2010 dén 2012. Hinh 1.3 cho thdy phan
phé&i thu nhdp hd gia dinh cho ndm 2010 va 2012. D& gidm thiéu tac ddong cla cac hod cb thu
nhap dac biét cao hoac thap, phuang phap logarit tu nhién ctia thu nhap ho da dugc s dung
trong tinh toan nay.
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Hinh 1.2: Bién dong doi nghéo qua 2 nam 2010-2012 theo tinh (%)
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Hinh 1.3: Phan phoi thu nhap tich liiy trong nam 2010 va 2012
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Phan phdi thu nhap (logarit)cia cac hd trong ndm 2012 nam & bén phai nam 2010, cho
thdy thu nhap binh quan tang |én qua 2 dgt diéu tra. Tudng tu, ho nghéo trong nam 2012
th&p hon so v3i ndm 2010 mac du khéng tinh chudn nghéo nao dudgc &p dung. Do dd, dit liéu
VARHS cho th&y ty 1& hd nghéo tdng hoan toan la do su thay d6i chudn nghéo clia B LDTBXH,
khéng phai do nhitng thay ddi trong mlrc d6 nghéo ddi thuc té.

1.3. Gido duc

Trong phan nay, ching téi trinh bay so liéu théng ké vé gido duc. Bang 1.2 trinh bay s6
liéu vé gido duc chinh thlc clia chi ho trong ndm 2012. Trong téng mau, ty 1& chi ho khdng
biét doc biét viét chi la 1,3%. Tuy nhién, c6 su khac biét gilra ti € chi ho mu ch{r 1a ngugi dan
tdc thi€u sb (2,7%) so véi chu hd 1a ngudi dan tdc Kinh (1%).

Khoang 9% chu hd ¢ thé doc va viét nhung chua bao gid téi trudng, va 24% bd hoc
sau khi t&t nghiép ti€u hoc trong khi 45% hoan thanh trung hoc co sd. Khoang 20% chu hd
hoan thanh trung hoc phd thdng. Ty Ié chd hd Ia nam hoan thanh céc cdp hoc trung hoc cd sé
hodc trung hoc phé thdng cao hon nit chi hd. Vi du, 48,4% chd hd 1a nam gidi hoan thanh
trung hoc c@ sd so véi 33,5 % chu ho la phu nir.

Bang 1.2. Trinh do hoc van cao nhat ciaa chu hé nam 2012 (%)

Khéng thé Hoan Hoan thanh  Hoan thanh Cé thé doc,
doc, viét thanh ti€u trung hoc co trung hoc viét nhung
hoc sé phé théng chua tirng dén
truong
Téng 2012 8,3 24,2 45,1 20,4 2,1
Gigi tinh chua ho
N 13,1 36,4 33,5 12,3 4,7
Nam 6,9 21,0 48,4 22,3 1,4
Dan toc chu ho
Thiéu s& 26,0 26,5 35,2 8,5 3,7
Kinh 3,6 23,6 47,9 23,3 1,7
Phan loai ho nghéo
Khéng nghéo 5,4 21,9 48,3 22,8 1,6
Ngheo 21,0 34,6 31,6 8,6 4,3
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhét 23,6 36,0 29,0 6,0 5,4
Nghéo nhi 13,5 26,2 46,6 10,6 3,1
Trung binh 5,9 26,3 46,8 19,5 1,6
Giau nhi 3,7 22,9 48,9 23,1 1,4
Giau nhat 2,9 16,4 46,8 33,3 0,6
Téng 2012 panel 8,7 26,0 45,7 17,5 2,2
Tong 2010 panel 9,0 26,7 43,8 18,4 2,0
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HO nghéo thudng cé xu hudng it dudc di hoc vdi han 5% chu hd cé thé doc va viét,
nhung chua bao gid tdi trudng (d6i véi cac hé khéng ngheéo con s6 nay la 0,6%). Xu hudng
tuong tu cling dudc thdy trén nhdm thu nhép chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phdm. Chi 6% chd hd
nhém nghéo nhét da hoan thanh trung hoc phé théng so véi khoang 30% chu hé cua nhitng
ho giau nhat.

Ching ta cb thé so sanh trinh dd hoc vén cla chi hd gia dinh trong ndm 2010 va
2012. Bang 1.2 chi ra rang, tinh trang gido duc khdng thay ddi dang ké trong khoang thdi gian
hai ndm 2010 va 2012. Su khac nhau giffa trinh d6 hoc v&n cla ndm 2012 mau day du va
mau panel 2010/2012 1a do su b sung cac hd gia dinh tré trong mau diéu tra ndm 2012. C6
su giam nhe sé cht ho mu chir gilta hai cudc diéu tra.

Trong Bang 1.3 tiép tuc tim hiéu sdu hon tinh trang gido duc ctia cht hd thdng qua viéc
xem xét trinh d6 chuyén moén ky thuat ciia chd ho. Bang 1.3 trinh bay trinh d6 chuyén mon ky
thuat cua chd hé nam 2012 theo gidi tinh, dan téc, va phan loai hd nghéo va nhom chi tiéu.

Bang 1.3 cho thay, phan I6n cac h6 gia dinh, gan 77%, khong dugc dao tao nghé
nghiép chuyén mén k¥ thuat. 13,7% dudc dao tao nghé ngan han. Cling giéng nhu déi véi
trinh d6 hoc van, chung t6i thdy cé su chénh léch vé trinh do chuyén mon ky thuat gilra cac
chl ho vé dan toc, gidi tinh va mlc dé doéi nghéo.

Bang 1.3: Trinh d6 chuyén mon ky thuat cia chu hg nam 2012

Khéng Pao tao Paotao Trung hoc Cao dang, Toéng SO hd
bang cdp nghé ngan nghé dai chuyén dai hoc (%) diéu tra
(%) han han nghiép (%)
(%) (%) (%)

Tong 2012 76,6 13,7 2,0 4,1 3,6 100 2.696
Gigi tinh chu ho
N 86,4 7,0 0,7 2,6 3,2 100 568
Nam 74,3 15,4 2,4 4,5 3,5 100 2.157
Dan toc chu ho
Thiéu s6 86,8 7.1 1,4 3,7 0,9 100 562
Kinh 74,2 15,3 2,2 4,2 4,1 100 2.163
Phan loai ho nghéo
Khéng nghéo 74,2 14,6 2,2 4,8 4,2 100 2.238
Nghéo 88,7 9,4 1,0 0,8 0,0 100 487
Nhoém chi tiéu luveng thuc thuc pham
Ngheo nhat 90,9 6,4 0,6 1,5 0,6 100 332
Nghéo nhi 84,3 11,0 1,4 2,5 0,8 100 525
Trung binh 80,2 12,8 2,2 3,4 1,4 100 565
Giau nhi 73,3 15,7 2,0 4,4 4,6 100 640
Giau nhat 63,9 18,3 3,0 7,0 8,1 100 663
Téng 2012, panel 80,7 11,8 1,7 3,4 2,4 100 2.105
Téng 2010, panel 86,8 5,7 1,2 4,0 2,3 100 2.105

N 2012= 2.969 (N 2012 panel = 2.105; N 2010 panel = 2.105)
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Gan 87% chu hdé ngudi dan tdc thi€u s6 khdng dugc dao tao nghé nghiép chuyén mén
(v6i cht ho ngudi Kinh con s6 nay la 74,2%). Chu ho la nit cling it dugc dao tao chuyén mon
ky thuat han so v&i chd hé nam (86,4% ddi véi nit va 74,3% do6i véi nam).

Téng cdng cd 63,9% chl hd trong nhdm hd giau nhit “khéng c6 badng cap”. Con sb nay
la gan 91% d&i vai chu hd cla nhitng gia dinh nghéo nhat (chénh Iéch 27 diém phan tram).

So sanh trinh d6 hoc van, chuyén mon cta chd ho qua 2 nam 2010-2012 cho thay su
gia tdng dang ké vé ty 1&é phan trdm chu hd dudc dao tao chuyén mon k§ thut. Chu hd khdng
c6 bang cdp da giam tir gan 87% xudng con 81%. Su sut giam nay chd yéu la do su gia tdng
ty I1& chi hé hoan thanh mot sé hinh thifc dao tao nghé ngan han.

1.4. Piéu kién song

Trong phan nay, ching ta xem xét cac khia canh quan trong trong dgi séng cac ho gia
dinh tai néng thdn, chdng han nhu ti€p cdn ngudn nudc nudc sach, chat lugng nha &, s dung
nang lugng va xu' ly rac thai.

Chat lugng nha 6:

Chat lugng nha & la mot chi s6 quan trong cua su thinh vugng. S6 liéu VARHS dua vao
cac thong tin vé vat liéu s’ dung lam san, tudng va mai nha dé danh gid chat lugng nha 4. Vat
liéu c’ng nhu xi mang, gach, bé téng va dudgc coi la vat liéu chat lugng tot.

Bang 1.4 trinh bay thong ké vé nha &. Dién Bién la tinh co ty |é thdp nhat vé chét luong
nha & trong khi cac ho gia dinh § Ha Tay cli nhin chung s6ng trong cac ngbi nha nha cé chat
lugng cao han nhiéu, vi du, 98% s6 ho gia dinh & Ha Tay cé san nha cifng so véi con s6 18,5%
g Dién Bién. HO6 gia dinh c6 phu nit la chu ho thi chat lugng nha & tot hon. Khi so sanh vé diéu
kién séng, cac ho gia dinh giau nhat 1a nhitng ho cé diéu kién nha & t6t nhat.

So sanh chét lugng téng thé clia nha & cla cac hd qua 2 ndm cho thdy nhin chung chét
lugng nha & da tang nhe. Trong nam 2010, gan 80% ho gia dinh cé san nha chat lugng tot va
72,3% h6 co tudng nha chat lugng tét. Trong nam 2012, con s6 nay tuong Ung la 84,4% va
76,3%. Su gia tang vé chat lugng nha & clia cac ho gia dinh dudc khao sat trong nam 2012 so
véi ndm 2010 cd y nghia théng ké. Diéu nay uing hd manh mé quan diém cho rang tinh trang
gia tang ty 1& nghéo doi dudc néu & trén |a do su thay déi trong chuédn nghéo chd khéng phai
la giam phdc Igi cta ho trong ddi s6ng thuc té.
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Bang 1.4: Chat lugng nha & (%)

San xi méng hoic Tudng bao béng Mai nha bang bé
1at da, gach gach, da tong, xi mang, ngoi

Téng 2012 85,5 76,6 57,3
Tinh
Ha Tay 97,6 98,3 88,6
Lao Cai 57,0 29,0 31,8
Phu Tho 92,4 83,5 65,7
Lai Chau 39,6 14,2 30,6
Dién Bién 18,5 10,8 27,7
Nghé An 90,4 90,4 91,3
Quang Nam 95,0 92,0 61,2
Khéanh Hoa 97,3 95,5 53,6
DAk Lak 86,0 61,6 42,1
D&k Néng 91,7 56,6 42,8
Lam Dong 92,2 64,9 10,4
Long An 85,1 80,4 18,5
Chu hd
N 90,3 83,8 58,4
Nam 83,7 74,1 56,5
Nhém chi tiéu luvong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhat 66,9 52,1 42,3
Ngheo nhi 81,5 70,9 52,2
Trung binh 89,3 80,7 63,4
Giau nhi 92,8 85,8 60,3
Giau nhat 94,7 90,8 66,9
Téng 2012 panel 84,4%** 76,3%*% 58,7
Téng 2010 panel 79,9%** 72,3% %% 59,8

Ghi chd; * Khac biét gilta nam 2010 va 2012 cé y nghia théng ké ¢ mic 10%, *** & muc 1%
N 2012= 2.543 (N 2012 panel =2.197, N 2010 panel = 2.197

Tiép can dich vu:

Hinh 1.4 cho thdy cac hinh thirc x{r ly rac thai trong cac hé gia dinh, dudgc xem nhu mot
y&u t6 quan trong thé& hién anh hudng dén vé sinh méi trudng va sic khoe. S6 liéu cho thdy
phan 18n cac hé gia dinh xUr li rdc bang cach dét. Ty |1& ho gia dinh thu gom rac tép trung cao
nhat la d Ha Tay (76%) va thap nhat la & bién Bién, ngi cac h6 gia dinh khdong dudc thu gom
rac ctia ho. H6 gia dinh cé phu nif lam chu ho thi rac thudng dugc thu gom, cling nhu cac ho
giau hon (31%) thudng thu gom rac haon so véi nhitng ngudi nghéo nhat (9%).
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Hinh 1.4: Ty Ié ho ap dung hinh thirc xtr ly rac thai (%)
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Hinh 1.5 trinh bay su so sanh ty |é cac ho gia dinh s&r dung nudc sach* nam 2012 va 2010.

Hinh 1.5: Ty I& hd gia dinh s dung nuédc sach la nguén nuédc chinh dé udng,
dun nau (%)
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N= 2.741

4 Ngudn nudc sau dugc xem la nudc “sach”: nudc may tu nhan hodc cdng cdng, nudc mua (trong thing hodc chai),
nudc bom tur giéng khoan, nudc tlir giéng dao, nudc tlr bon chlra. Nudc tir sudi, séng, ho ao va cac ngudén khac ma
khéng dugc chi ro dugc xem la khong an toan.
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Nhin chung, s6 liéu cho thay 84% cac ho6 gia dinh dung nudc sach trong nam 2010 va
2012, nhung van cé su cach biét 16n gilta cac tinh. Ty & s dung nudc sach thdp & cac tinh
mién nui Lao Cai va Lai Chau, Ian lugt 1a 43% va 23% nam 2012. Dak Lak, Lam Dong va Dak
N6ng - cac tinh ndm & khu vuc Tay Nguyén - cho thdy cac ho ti€p can kha tét téi cac ngudn
nudc sach véi gan 100% ho gia dinh dugdc khao sat dudc st dung nudc sachs.

Ti€p theo ching ta xem xét viéc st dung ngudn nang lugng: diéu kién séng dudc cai
thién co lién quan dén viéc giam sir dung chat dét 1a gd cui. Hinh 1.6 trinh bay su khac biét
trong nguén nang lugng chinh danh cho ndu an dudc cac hé st dung nam 2012. Nhin chung,
53% cdac hd gia dinh st dung cui va 41% s dung gas tu nhién dé€ ndu &n. Tuy nhién, con s&
nay cho thdy cé su khac biét dang ké gilta cac hd trong viéc sir dung ngudn nang lugng chinh
dé ndu an gilra cac hé gia dinh. Hinh 1.6 cho thdy cd su khac biét Idn gilta cdc nhém chi tiéu
V@i ty 1€ 16n cac ho trong nhom nghéo nhat su dung cui (58%) so vd@i ty |1€ thap han (38%) &
nhom giau nhat. Ty Ié ho s dung cac ngudn nang lugng cling cé su khac biét gilra cac tinh.
Lao Cai va Dién Bién cb ty |é cao cac ho gia dinh phu thudc vao cui (Ian lugt 84% va 87%) so
vdi ty 1€ thap han & nhitng tinh giau hon nhu Ha Tay (32%) va Khanh Hoa (35%).

Hinh 1.6: Ngu6n nang lugng chinh danh cho nau an (%)
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Hinh 1.7 va Hinh 1.8 cho chuing ta thay ty |é thanh vién ho gia dinh bi 6m trong 2 tuan
trudc khi dugc diéu tra. Hinh 1.7 cho thay ty 1€ cac ho gia dinh co it nhdt mot thanh vién trong

5 Ty |é ti€p can va@i nudc sach gidam manh & tinh Dién Bién gilta nam 2010 va nam 2012 la diéu kho giai thich.
Chung t6i nghi ngd rdng né cé thé do 16i sb lidu.
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gia dinh bi 6m. Nhin chung, 19% céc ho gia dinh trong mau diéu tra it nhat mot thanh vién
trong gia dinh bi 8m, nhung con s8 nay thay d6i rat nhiéu gitra cac tinh va gitta cdc nhém chi

tiéu luong thuc thuc pham.

Nhom ho nghéo nhét cé ty I€é thanh vién gia dinh bi 6m cao han (32%) so v8i nhom ho
gia dinh giau nhat (15%). Lam Dong la tinh cé ty 1€ ho gia dinh c6 thanh vién bi bénh thap
nhat (10%) trong khi Khanh Hoa la tinh c6 ty 1é cao nhat (38%). HO gia dinh do phu n{t lam
chti hd cé ty 1é cd it nhat mdt thanh vién bi bénh cao han. Co thé gidi thich cho su khac biét
theo gidi tinh cia chu hd l1a trung binh nit cht hd, theo s6 liéu théng ké, 18n tudi hon nam cha

hd kha nhigu nén hd dé bi 8m dau hon cac chd hd nam.

Hinh 1.7: Ty Ié ho gia dinh c6 ngudi bi 6m 2 tuan truéc (%)
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Hinh 1.8: Cac bénh phd bién nhat ddi véi thanh vién hd gia dinh- 2 tuan qua (%)
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Hinh 1.8 thé hién cac loai bénh nghiém trong nhat ma cac thanh vién cta hd c6 ngudi
6m. Két qua cho thdy bénh lién quan dén than kinh, bénh tim va bénh cam cdm la mot trong
nhirng bénh tat phd bié€n nhét, trong khi d6 tiéu chay va cdc bénh vé da la it xay ra hon. Ngudi
ngheo cd nhiéu kha nang phai chiu dung cac can bénh lién quan dén than kinh hadn (24% so
v3i 18%) trong khi d6 nhitng ngudi giau cé ty Ié mac bénh cdm cim hodc cdm lanh nhiéu hon
(21% so vGi 13%).

Ti€p theo chung ta xem xét dén viéc ti€p can cac dich vu quan trong- bénh vién,
trudng hoc va Uy ban nhan dan. Bang 1.5 dua ra sd liéu thdng ké vé cac dich vu nay, dudc do
bang khoang céch giita ho gia dinh dén diém cung cdp dich vu gan nhét.

Cé su khac biét nhé gilta cac tinh vé khoang cach hé dén trudng tiéu hoc va Uy ban
nhan dan x&. Trung binh khoadng cach dén trudng ti€u hoc 1a 1 km. Cac hd gia dinh trén dia
ban tinh Long An cé khoang céch trung binh dén trudng ti€u hoc xa nhét Ia 2 km. Khoang cach
trung binh dén Uy ban nhan dan 1a 1,2 km. Ho gia dinh & Dak L&k cé khoang céch trung binh
dén Uy ban nhan dan xa nhét 1a 2,5 km. Hau nhu khdng cé su thay ddi vé khoang céach giira
cac hd trong nhém chi tiéu lvong thuc thuc pham.

Khoang cach dén bénh vién khac nhau kha nhiéu gilra cac h6. HoO gia dinh ¢ Lam Dong
cach bénh vién gan nhat trung binh hon 20 km, trong khi cac hd gia dinh tai Khanh Hoa va
Ha Tay cé khoang cach trung binh tuong d6i ngan 5 km. M{rc trung binh cho tat ca cac ho gia
dinh dudc khao sat la 8 km.
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Bang 1.5. Khoang cach trung binh tdi trudng ti€u hoc, bénh vién
va Uy ban nhan dan (km)

Khoang cach téi Khoang cach téi bénh  Khoang cach tgi

trudng ti€u hoc vién Uy ban nhan dan
Téng 2012 1,0 8,0 1,2
Tinh
Ha Tay 1,0 5,0 1,0
Lao Cai 1,0 10,0 2,0
Phi Tho 1,0 7,0 1,0
Lai Chau 1,0 12,0 1,5
Dién Bién 1,5 13,0 2,0
Nghé An 1,0 8,0 1,2
Quang Nam 1,5 7,0 2,0
Khanh Hoa 1,0 5,0 1,0
D3k L3k 1,1 13,0 2,5
D&k Nbng 1,5 10,0 2,0
Lam Ddng 1,5 20,0 1,5
Long An 2,0 8,0 2,0
Chu ho
N 1,0 7,0 1,4
Nam 1,0 8,0 1,5
Nhém chi tiéu luveng thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhat 1,2 11,0 2,0
Nghéo nhi 1,0 9,0 1,5
Trung binh 1,0 7,4 1,5
Giau nhi 1,0 7,0 1,2
Giau nhéat 1,0 7,0 1,0
N =2.741

1.5. An toan thuc pham

Trong phan nay ching téi trinh bay sé liéu thdng ké vé an thuc phdm dugc do bang chi
s6 da dang héa luong thuc thuc phdm va téng s6 cac ngudn protein dugc cac hd gia dinh tiéu
thu trong 24 giG qua. Ché d6 an udng da dang va lugng protein an vao la mét nhan té déng
gop quan trong vao tinh trang sirc khoe clia con ngugi, bao gom kha nang nhan thirc va nguy
cd bi bénh (xem Arimond va Ruel, 2004, WHO, 2012). Hinh 1.8 cho thay chi s6 da dang thuc
ph&m cho ndm 2010 va ndm 2012. Chi s8 nay dudc dinh nghia 1a tdng s6 mat hang thuc phdm
dudc tiéu thu trong s 11 loai thuc phdm sau day: ngl cbc, cu , rau, trai cay, thit/gia cam/
ndi tang, trirng, ca va hai san, dau/hat, sita va san pham sita, ddu/ma va dudng/mét ong.

Tiéu thu lueng thuc thuc phdm da dang hon lién quan dén murc dd an toan ludng thuc
thuc phdm cao hon va sic khde tét hon®. Nhitng hd dudc phong van dugc ching toi hdi vé

6 T6 chlc Y t& Thé gidi sir dung 4 la s6 lugng cac nhom luong thuc thuc phdm t&i thi€u ma mot dlra tré nén tiéu dung
trong 24 gid qua dé dat dudc ty trong dinh dudng lvong thuc thuc phdm vi moé t6i thi€u. Thiéu ty trong dinh dudng
luong thuc thuc phdm vi mé co tuong quan téi su thiéu ian cla tré em hodc thadm chi tr vong (WHO, 2010)
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viéc ho cé tiéu thu hay khéng cdc mat hang trong danh sach ctia 11 nhém thuc phdm khac
nhau trong vong 24 gid qua. Da dang thuc phdm da tdng nhe tir 2010 d&n 2012. Trung binh,
ho gia dinh tiéu thu 6,1 mat hang thuc phdm trong ndm 2010 so v3i 6,3 mat hang thuc phdm
trong nam 2012.

Hinh 1.9: Chi sé da dang thuc pham
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Tuy nhién, hinh nay thé& hién mdt cach rd rang su khac biét gilta cac tinh va mic dd
giau nghéo clia cac hd gia dinh. Cac hd gia dinh giau tiéu thu trung binh 7 loai thuc pham
trong nam 2012 (tang tir 6,2 loai néam 2010). Cac ho gia dinh nghéo cho thay su suy giam vé
da dang thuc phdm cua ho trong khoang thdi gian hai ndm (5,4 loai trong ndm 2012 so vdi
6,1 nam 2010). HO gia dinh & Long An cho thay cé ché d6 an uéng da dang nhat, ho tiéu thu
trung binh 7,3 céc loai thuc phdm khac nhau. Pa dang tiéu thu ludng thuc thuc phdm & Lai
Chau 13 thdp nhét, chi la 4,4 loai thuc phdm (giam tir 7,2 ndm 2010). Hinh 1.9 cho th8y sé
lugng cac ngudn protein khac nhau dudc tiéu thu bdi cac hé gia dinh trong 24 gid qua.

Protein ddc biét quan trong ddi vai tré em dudi ndm tudi, vi thi€u protein cé thé gay ra
cho tré em cé chiéu cao thdp hon so véi tudi (con dudgc goi 1a suy dinh duBng man tinh hodc
"coi coc”). Suy dinh dudng man tinh anh hudng dén kha nang nhan thdc va anh hudng tdi
kha nang hoc tap cta dda tré (Behrman va Hoddinott 2000; WHO, 2007). WHO (2007) dua
ra cac yéu cau tdi thi€u tiéu chudn cla protein hang ngay cho ngudi I6n va tré em dugc do
bang kilogram. Tuy nhién cudc diéu tra da khdng tap hgp céc bién phap tiéu thu protein bang
kilogram. Thay vao dd, ching téi gia dinh rdng cé kha nang ti€p can mot s6 ngudn protein
khac nhau sé& lam tdng kha ndng con ngudi dap ('ng cac yéu cau tdi thi€u hang ngay vé protein
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do T6 chiric Y t& Thé gidi dua ra (WHO, 2007). Danh sach céc loai thuc phdm cé chlfa dam bao
gém: thit /gia cAm/ndi tang, triing, ca va hai san, dau/hat, sita va san pham sira.

Hinh 1.10 cho thay trung binh cac nguon protein dugc tiéu thu tai cac ho gia dinh trong
nam 2010 va 2012. Gan 4% tdng s6 hd gia dinh khdng tiéu thu bat c& ngudn protein nao
trong vong 24 gid trudc khi dugc khao sat. Phan I16n cac hé khong tiéu thu protein & cac tinh
tuong d6i ngheo nhu Lai Chau va Dién Bién (tudng 'ng la 25% va 16%). Trong s6 5 nhém
chi tiéu ctia ho, cac ho gia dinh trung binh tiéu thu hai ngudn protein trong ca hai nam. HO
gia dinh giau hon tiéu thu trung binh khoang 2,4 ngudn trong khi cac hé ngheo tiéu thu 1,5
nguon. Hinh 1.10 con cho thdy su khac biét 16n gilra cac tinh vé ngudn protein tiéu thu. HO
gia dinh & vung Tay Nguyén tiéu thu nhiéu hon trung binh 1 loai thuc phdm so véi cac hé gia
dinh 8 mién Bac. Chi s§ da dang thuc phdm két hgp vdi tiéu thu cdc ngudn protein cho thdy
su’ sut giam muc dd an toan thuc phdm & céc tinh Lai Chau va Lao Cai, la cac tinh ¢6 tiéu thu
cac nguon protein giam tur 2,5 loai trong nam 2010 xuéng chi con 1,1 loai vao nam 2012.

Hinh 1.10: S6 lugng cac nguon protein dudgc tiéu thu - 24 gid trudc

3.0

m 2012 m2010
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1.6. TOm tat

Chuong nay da trinh bay théng tin chi tiét v& nhitng dic diém quan trong cua cac hd
gia dinh néng thdn dudgc khao sat. Nhitng thay ddi vé ddc diém co ban ctia hd nhu ngdn ngl?
chinh va dan toc |a rat nho, day la diéu rat binh thudng do dac diém théng ké clia nhitng dac
diém nay. Cac két qua cho thdy mdt xu hudng rat rd rang la cac tinh mién ndi nhu Lao Cai,
Lai Chau va Dién Bién bi tut hau so vdi cac tinh khac trong nhiéu chi tiéu quan trong nhu giam
ngheo, ti€p can vdi cac dich vu, gido duc, va an toan luong thuc. Tai Lai Chau, s6 liéu cho thay
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mUc d an toan luong thuc trong cac hd gia dinh dugc khao sat da gidm dang ké tir 2010 dén
2012. Nhiéu ho gia dinh & ba tinh nay ti€p tuc bi bd lai phia sau.

Pa cb su gia tang s6 lugng cua chu ho dudc dao tao trinh d6 chuyén mon ky thuét,
chud yéu la do su gia tdng sd lugng cac chd hd hoan thanh dao tao nghé ngén han. Tuy nhién,
sO liéu thong ké vé gido duc dao tao cho thay su khac biét I16n gilta cac ho nghéo va ho giau,
gitta ho cé chd ho6 1a nam va hd cé chu ho la n{t. Trung binh cac chd hé la ni cé trinh d6 hoc
van thap han so véi chu hd 1a nam. Chat lugng nha & cling da dugc cai thién trong nam 2012
v3i nhiéu ho gia dinh cé san nha chat lugng tét hon so véi nam 2010. Pay la mét dau hiéu
tich cuc cha phat trién ndng thdn va thinh vugng haon. Phan I18n cac hd gia dinh dung cui dé
ndu an. Tuy nhién, cé su khac biét trong nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phdm vé viéc sir dung
ndng lugng chat d6t. Khoang 58% cac hd gia dinh nghéo nhat van dung cui 1& ngudn ning
lugng chinh cla ho trong khi chi 38% cac ho gia dinh giau nhat s dung cui. Day la moét dau
hiéu cho thdy cac ho gia dinh ngheo cé diéu kién séng thap haon va bi tut hau so vdi diéu kién
sOng cla cac ho gia dinh giau han. Blc tranh tudng tu cling xay ra khi ching ta xem xét viéc
XU ly rac thai cua cac ho. Ty Ié rac thai dugc thu gom & nhdm hd ngheo (9%) thap hon nhiéu
so véi nhom ho giau (31%).

Chuing toi két ludn rdng mac du da co nhitng cai thién trong tinh hinh chung vé thu
nhap thuc té, tiép can vdi cac dich vu va chat lugng nha &, mét ty 1& dang k& hé gia dinh tép
trung & cac tinh nghéo van tiép tuc bj tut lai phia sau.
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CHUONG 2: LAO DONG VA THU NHAP

Cdng ddng dan cu & ndng thon Viét Nam cé méi quan hé ngay cang gan két véi cac
thi truédng hang hda va lao déng. Trong khi ndng nghiép canh tac quy mé nhé ti€p tuc chiém
uu thé trong nén kinh té clia dat nudc thi viéc tang thu nhap tir lam céng an lucng, vai tro
ngay cang I&n cla cac doanh nghiép hé gia dinh phi ndng nghiép va tinh hinh di cu t&r ndng
thdn ra thanh thi d& gdp phan dang k€& lam thay d6i phudng thiic lam giau cua cac hd gia
dinh dén cu Viét Nam. Cudc khao sat diéu tra d& dudgc trién khai ndm 2012, trudc nhirng
thay déi vé ca cdu kinh t& néng thén va trong bdi canh tdng trudng kinh té€ cao nhung khdng
dn dinh, mUrc gid ca tdng cao & nhiéu khu vuc.

Chuong nay sé trinh bay cac s6 liéu mo6 ta phuong thic ki€m tién va lam giau cla cac
ho gia dinh va ca nhan trong ho, vi vay, co lién quan téi nhiéu thao luan chinh sach vé su thay
déi vé ban chét san xuét va cung cép lao ddng & ndng thdn. Phan dau cla chuong nghién clu
cach thirc tao thu nhap cla cac ho gia dinh & Viét Nam, tap trung vao céng viéc lam cong an
luong - nguon thu nhap quan trong dang tang Ién cua ho gia dinh.

Thuéat nglr “viéc lam dudc tra cong” mo ta céng viéc lam thué cda thanh vién ho khi
lam viéc ngoai gia dinh, va tién cdng & day dudc tinh quy déi theo gid ca thuc té tai tinh Ha
Tay nam 2012, do d¢, day la thudc do chung vé slfc mua thuc té. Bén canh viéc so sanh lugng
tién céng kiém dudgc (gia tri hang hoéa va dich vu dugc mua), ching tdi da trién khai nghién
clru vé chat lugng cong viéc lam thué thong qua viéc danh gia lugng tién ki€ém dudc cua lao
ddng lam cdng an luong va viéc ho cd dudc ky hdp ddng chinh thirc hay khéng. Hiéu dudc
cach thic lam giau cla céc ho gia dinh nong thon sé gép phan xay dung cac chinh sach dua
trén cac théng tin thu dugc tlr thuc té€, nham dam bao rang cac vung nong thén dugc hudng
Igi cdng bang han tir phat trién kinh t& & Viét Nam.

2.1. Cac hoat dong tao thu nhap é nong thon Viét Nam

Culc diéu tra VARHS da thu thap dugc thong tin vé cac thanh vién trong hd gia dinh,
bao gom tat ca cac cong viéc do moi thanh vién trong gia dinh thuc hién. Vi moi c& nhan cé
thé thuc hién nhiéu cdng viéc cling Ilc vi thé sé tao ra nhiéu hon cac hoat ddng tao thu nhap
nén cudc diéu tra dugc chia thanh nhigu phan ndi dung cu thé, thu thap thong tin vé tirng céng
viéc do mdi ca nhan trong hd thuc hién.

Cubc diéu tra nam 2012 khao sat bdn loai hinh hoat déng tao thu nhép: lam néng
nghiép, lam phi n6ng nghiép, lam cong an luong & bén ngoai hd gia dinh va khai thac tai
nguyén chung (CPRs) vi du nhu danh bat trén séng hay trén nhitng ving nudc thuéc quyén
s@ hitu chung khac hodc khai thac tai nguyén tir rirng.
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Tang so lugng cac hoat dong thuagng mai chinh thic va phi chinh thirc doi haéi phai thué
thém lao dong va tang trudng kinh té cling lién quan dén su tang luc lugng lao dong hudng
lugng tUr lam cong an luang chinh thic hoac phi chinh thic. Tuy nhién, do céng viéc lam cong
3n ludng thudng tam thdi hodc ¢ tinh thdi vu va vi nhiéu ngudi lao ddng cé thé tham gia
nhiéu han mot hoat dong tao thu nhap (vi du nhu vira lam céng an luong tai mot doanh nghiép
dia phuadng lai vira quan ly kinh doanh hé gia dinh) nén can phai xac dinh loai hinh va s6 lugng
hoat dong hodc cong viéc hon 13 chi tinh todn xem liéu mdi ca nhan cd thé cé hodc khéng cé
thu nhap tir mdt ngudn cu thé nao doé.

Hinh 2.1 thé& hién tAm quan trong tudng dsi cia mdi loai hoat ddng trong téng s6 loai
hoat ddng tai mdi tinh thuc hién diéu tra VARHS (mdi cd nhan co thé va thudng tham gia thuc
hién hon mot hoat ddng): theo k&t qua phan tich mau diéu tra, méc du thu nhap tir lam céng
an luang va cac cong viéc bén ngoai hd ngay cang gép phan quan trong, lao ddong néng nghiép
& cac viing ndng thon van chiém ty 1& dang ké.

Hinh 2.1: Ty Ié cac hoat dong theo loai hinh tai cac tinh (%)
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Trong téng s6 cac hoat dong dugc khao sat tai moi tinh, hoat déng lam céng &n luong
hién déng vai tro quan trong tuy chi€m ty 1€ nho hdn so v8i mot s6 hoat dong khac; ty I€ phan
trém cla hoat ddng nay cd su khac biét nhiéu theo tinh dugc diéu tra. C6 thé nhan thay réng
(Bang 2.1), trong tat ca cac hoat dong tao thu nhap tai 12 tinh dudc khao sat, lam cong an
lugng chiém khoang 24%, dao dong trong khoang tir 10,4% & Dién Bién dén 36,4% G Long
An; diéu nay phan anh mét s6 ho gia dinh ngay cang phu thudc vao cong viéc lam cong an
lugng bén ngoai hd gia dinh.
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Bang 2.1 cho thdy, cé su khac biét vé s6 loai hoat dong theo dau ngudi lao dong’ cac
con s6 16n han 1 c6 nghia la trung binh mot ngudi dugc khao sat thuc hién han mot loai hinh
hoat ddng, trong khi do, con sd dudi 1 phan anh rang cé mot s6 ngudi dugc khao sat khdng
tham gia vao cac hoat ddng tao thu nhap (cé thé nhitng ngudi nay l1am viéc nha).

Bang 2.1: Trung binh s6 hoat dong tao thu nhap va ty Ié hoat dong lam cong an
luang (%)

Ty Ié hoat dong SO loai hoat dong
Tinh lam cong an luogng/  trung binh/ngudi
téng cac hoat dong dudc khao sat
Téng 24,1 1,2
Ha Tay 27,3 1,1
Lo Cai 14,3 1,7
Pha Tho 25,5 1,1
Lai Chau 10,8 1,7
Dién Bién 10,4 1,3
Nghé An 25,6 1,2
Quang Nam 31,5 1,0
Khanh Hoa 28,9 1,4
P&k Lak 23,1 1,3
D&k Néng 20,8 1,0
Lam Dong 21,2 0,7
Long An 36,4 0,4

Nhu vay, két qua khao sat cho thay cac hoat dong tao thu nhap rat da dang & cac tinh
nghéo nhu Lai Chau va Lao Cai va it da dang han & tinh Long An ngi c6 thu nhap dau ngudi
cao hon dang ké. K&t qua nay phu hop véi nhiéu nghién cltu, phan anh dudc phat trién kinh
té di doi vai chuyén mon hoéa: tham gia it hoat déng haon véi thu nhap cao hon so vé@i nhiéu
hoat déng dudgc thuc hién nhung mang lai thu nhép th&p va khéng 6n dinh.

Bang 2.2. nghién clifu cac nguyén nhan khong lam viéc ctia nhitng ngugi dudc khao
sat. Trén 70% trong s6 nhitng ngudi nay la hoc sinh dang hoc tai cac trudng hoc va 18% qua
gia khéng thé lam viéc dugc hodc da nghi huu. Chi c6 mét ty Ié nhd 7,3% khéng lam viéc do
bi khuyét tat, khdng muén lam viéc hodc khdng thé tim dudc viéc lam (hodc nguyén nhén
“khac”). K&t qua budc dau cho thdy lao ddng nhin chung cé thé tiép can dudgc vdi viéc lam
san cé (méc du nhitng cong viéc nay cé thé khdng dudc trd luong cao hodc khéng dugdc ky
hgp dong chinh thirc).

7  Phan tich nay loai trir tré em - dudc dinh nghia & dd tudi 14 hodc nhé haon tai thdi diém thuc hién khao sat.
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Bang 2.2: Cac nguyén nhan khong lam viéc, theo tinh (%)

Pang hoc Lam Qua gia, Khong thé

tai truong viéc nha nghi huu tim viéc Khac N

Téng 2012 71,7 2,8 18,0 0,8 6,5 100
Tinh

Ha Tay 65,3 3,6 25,1 0,2 5,7 505
L3o Cai 59,3 0,0 35,2 0,0 5,6 54
Ph( Tho 66,3 3,2 23,7 0,0 6,8 279
Lai Chau 75,4 2,6 17,5 1,8 2,6 114
Dién Bién 83,2 0,6 12,4 0,6 3,1 161
Nghé An 75,5 2,7 14,1 1,4 6,4 220
Quang Nam 74,2 3,5 11,1 2,0 9,1 395
Khanh Hoa 59,4 7,5 31,1 0,0 1,9 106
Dak Lik 82,4 1,3 11,3 0,6 4,4 159
D&k Nong 84,2 1,1 9,6 1,1 4,0 177
Lam Dong 76,0 1,3 16,0 1,3 5,3 75
Long An 67,1 2,6 17,2 0,6 12,5 343
S0 quan sat 1.856 73 466 21,0 167 2.588

Can cé thém nhitng nghién clu trong tudng lai dé tim hi€u/danh gia vai trd cua théng
tin trong viéc két ndi ngudi lao ddng véi thi trudng lao ddng, nhu tim hiéu nhu ciu tim kiém
lao dong clia nhitng ngudi chd ma chua dugc dap i’ng & vung néng thén, nguyén nhan la do
ho khdng biét dugc ngudn lao ddng san c6 (3 dau va khi ndo) hodc ngudi lao ddng khdng biét
Ve cac cd hoi viéc lam.

2.2. Hoat dong lam céng an luong va dic diém thanh vién hd gia dinh

Vi tién lugng tir lam céng &n Iuong |a ngudn thu nhép 6n dinh, cé thé tinh trudc dudc va
ngay cang gop phan quan trong vao téng thu nhap cua hd, nén can nghién ctu 1am rd liéu cé
su khac biét mang tinh hé théng gilra nhitrng h6 co it nhdt mot thanh vién lam cong an lueng
va nhirng ho khéng c6 tham gia vao hoat dong nay.

Hinh 2.2 trinh bay tém t3t v& phan bd lao ddng tham gia vao cac loai hoat ddng tao
thu nhap theo dd tudi (vi mot cd nhan cb thé tham gia vao han mét hoat déng nén cac sé
liéu nay dugc tinh cho do tudi trung binh tham gia mdi hoat ddng tai mdi tinh dudc diéu tra
khao sat). K&t qua nghién cltu chinh cho th8y dé tudi lao ddng chung clia nhém dugc khao sat
khéng gidng nhau gilra cac tinh nhung khong cé su khac biét co tinh hé théng gilta cac loai
hinh hoat déng tai mdi tinh.
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Hinh 2.2: Co ciu dd tudi theo loai hinh hoat ddong, binh quéan tinh (trung binh)
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®Lam cong an luong

B Phi nbng nghiép va viéc lam khong dudc tra cong
= NOng nghiép

m Khai thac tai nguyén chung

N = 10.086 loai hoat déng

Tuéi tdc dudng nhu khéng phai la rao can 1én cho ngudi lao déng lam cdng an luong,
vGi d6 tudi lao ddng trung binh tudng d6i tré - khoang 30 thi ngudi Viét Nam dugc hudng Igi
tr cg cau dan s6 vang vdéi luc lugng lao dong tré dang tang Ién. Vi luc lugng lao dong tuong
ddi tré nay s& doi hdi nhu cau vé cdng an viéc lam nén vé ngan han va trung han, tao céng an

viéc lam sé la n6i dung trong yéu can dua vao trong cac quy dinh chinh sach cda Chinh phu.

Bang 2.3 md ta cdc loai hinh hoat ddng tao thu nhép theo ddc diém hd gia dinh. Hoat
dong lam cong an lugng thudng thay & nhitng ngudi c6 trinh d6 hoc van cao han, va chiu anh
hudng hudng tich cuc cla viéc noéi ti€ng Viét hoac thuéc nhdom déan toc da s6. Thanh vién ho
ngheo nhat it cé kha nang hon trong viéc tham gia hoat dong lam cdng an lugng hoac kinh
doanh ho gia dinh, nhung thudng tham gia nhiéu haon vao céc hoat déng khai thac nguoén tai

nguyén chung.
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Bang 2.3: Cac loai hinh hoat déng tao thu nhép phan theo dic diém ngudi lao déng (%)

Lam phi

Lam cong Lam néng nong t';:‘i;tlhyéé?‘
an luang nghiép ngh,iég, phi chung
tra cong
Téng 2012 24,1 48,9 10,1 16,8
Gigi tinh chu ho
N 24,5 48,5 10,0 17,0
Nam 23,8 49,3 10,3 16,7
Trinh d6 hoc van
Khong biét doc, biét viét 21,0 49,8 7,8 21,5
Tot nghiép tiéu hoc 23,6 48,5 9,9 18,0
T6t nghiép THCS 25,2 48,3 10,8 15,7
T6t nghiép THPT 25,4 49,8 11,1 13,7
Ngon ngir sir dung chinh
Tiéng Viét 27,4 49,2 12,0 11,4
Ngén ngir khac 14,4 48,0 4,8 32,8
Phan theo giau, nghéo
Khong nghéo 25,2 49,5 11,4 13,8
Nghéo 19,9 46,4 5,4 28,3
Dan téc
Khong phai la dan toc Kinh 15,4 48,1 5,2 31,3
Kinh 28,1 49,3 12,4 10,2
Nhém chi tiéu luvong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhat 17,1 49,1 5,6 28,2
Ngheo nhi 22,8 49,0 8,4 19,8
Trung binh 26,0 51,1 9,4 13,5
Giau nhi 27,8 48,8 14,8 8,5
Giau nhat 31,4 46,7 16,2 5,8
S0 quan sat 2.899 5.876 1.219 2.023

2.3. Hinh thic va muc tién luong

C6 su khac biét 16n vé thu nhap hang nam cla cac ho gia dinh gilra cac tinh dugc khao
sat. Trudc thuc t& ting ludng trung binh va thay d6i v& quy dinh luang t6i thiéu, tim hiéu su
khac biét vé murc Iuong ¢ thé gilip chidng ta hinh dung dugc birc tranh viéc lam chung tai thi
trudng lao dong. Tuy nhién, day chua phai mot bién phap téi vu; nguyén nhéan la do su khac
biét v& muc tién luong nam phu thubc vao s6 lugng ngay lam viéc, nang sudt lam viéc cua
ngudi lao dong, va thuc trang cung - cau lao dong; do dd, ngudi lao dong dugc hudng mutc
luong cao hay thap han khéng cé nghia la anh ta “gidi han” hay “kém han”.
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Bang 2.4: Thu nhap tir lam céng an luong phan theo dic di€ém ca nhan va dic diém
ho gia dinh (triéu dong)

Gia tri Gia tri Do
trung binh trung vi léch chuan

Téng 2012 25,3 21,0 20,4
Gidi tinh chu hd
Nam 24,8 20,8 19,3
N 25,6 21,0 21,4
Trinh d6 hoc van
Khong biét doc, biét viét 26,1 21,6 24,2
T6t nghiép tiéu hoc 25,8 21,7 19,7
T8t nghiép THCS 24,9 20,7 20,7
T8t nghiép THPT 24,6 21,0 18,5
Trinh d6 hoc van (trur tinh Long An)
Khong biét doc, biét viét 17,3 10,2 16,4
T6t nghiép tiéu hoc 24,2 18,6 19,7
T8t nghiép THCS 24,2 20,0 20,5
T8t nghiép THPT 23,8 20,6 18,2
Nhém chi tiéu lueng thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhét 16,7 12,7 14,0
Nghéo nhi 19,9 17,4 14,6
Trung binh 26,6 22,4 20,3
Giau nhi 27,9 24,2 18,2
Giau nhat 36,8 36,0 26,6
Nhém theo do tudi
Tré nhat 25,3 22,9 19,7
Tré nhi 22,8 18,4 18,5
Trung binh 25,6 20,4 21,7
Gia nhi 25,5 22,3 21,2
Gia nhat 26,7 22,7 20,5
Ngon ngir st dung chinh
Tiéng Viét 27,4 24,0 20,4
Khéc 12,9 7,5 15,5
Phan loai nghéo theo B6 LDTBXH
Khong nghéo 27,6 24,1 20,8
Ngheo 13,6 10,0 12,9
Dan toc
Kinh 27,9 24,6 20,5
Khéng phai dan tdc Kinh 14,1 8,3 15,5
Nghia vu quan su
Cé 25,5 21,5 19,2
Khéng 25,7 21,2 21,3
Chu lao dong
Tu nhan 22,4 18,6 18,0
Nha nudc/quéc doanh 36,7 35,4 24,7
Nha nudc va tu nhan 34,8 26,1 29,1

N =2.899 ca nhéan
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Bang 2.4 thé hién gia tri trung binh, trung vi va dd Iéch chuén cua téng tién luong thu
dugc trong mot ndm theo ddc diém ca nhan va dac diém ho gia dinh. Khéng giéng nhu cac
vung néng thon & nhiéu nudc cé thu nhap trung binh thap, két qua khao sat cho thay khéng
c6 su khac biét co tinh hé théng vé téng thu nhép tir lam cdng &n luong gilta nam va ni, va
chi cé su khac biét nho vé téng tién Iusng theo nhém tudi, phu hdp véi két qua nghién clu
clia Pham va Reilly (2007) va Liu (2004) (t6ng tién ludng la thu nhép tir lam céng &n luong
trong nam, dudc tinh theo gia tri thuc té€ nam 2012 tai tinh Ha Tay).

HO gia dinh cé chu ho la ngudi Kinh va ho noi ti€éng Viét co Igi thé han trong tim kiém
viéc lam. Do nhitng dac diém nay cé lién quan méat thiét v3i viéc dugc thué lam viéc, ngudi
dan tdc thi€u sb lai phai ddi mat véi hai tré ngai I6n: ho kho ti€p can hon véi thi trudng lao
déng ndng thén va néu cé viéc 1am cé thé thu nhap cla ho tir ldam céng an Iuong lai thdp hon
dang ké.

biéu dang ngac nhién la ngudi cé trinh d6 hoc van cao han lai cé mic thu nhéap hang
nam tu tién luong trén thuc té thdp hon. Tuy nhién, sau khi xem xét danh gid thém, c6 thé
thdy nguyén nhan la do cac s liéu cla tinh Long An. Néu tach riéng cac so liéu cta tinh nay,
két qua cho thay gia tri trung vi cua tién lugng ki€m dugc hang nam cao hon & nhitng ngudi
co trinh d6 hoc van tot han, pht hgp vGi cam nhan truc giac va phan I6n cac két qua nghién
cu kinh t& mac du khdng cé méi tuong quan chat gitta cac yéu t6 nay. C6 thé cé6 mot nguyén
nhan khac nira la tdc dong cua trinh d6 hoc van dén mdc thu nhap lam céng an luogng con
bi chi ph&i bdi yéu t& tudi tac (nhitng cd nhan nhiéu tudi ki€ém dudc nhiéu tién hon vi ho ¢
nhiéu kinh nghiém hon mac du trinh d6 hoc van khéng bang nhitng lao déng tré). Chdng toi
sé ti€p tuc ti€n hanh nghién clu thém néu két qua cho thdy con cé6 mot s6 nguyén nhan khac
nhu khu vuc/nganh cong nghiép thué lao déng & vung ndong thén hoac su khong tucgng xing
gitra k{ nang dugc hoc & nha trudng va k¥ nang can cé trong thi truéng lao dong & néng thon.

Thuc hién nghia vu quan su c6 vé nhu khong anh hudng dén thu nhéap tir lam céng
an ludng, tuy nhién, mic luong trung binh déi vé@i lao dong lam cho khu vuc quéc doanh cao
hon nhiéu so vdi lao ddng lam viéc tai khu vuc doanh nghiép tu nhan. K&t qua nay quan trong
trong viéc xay dung chinh sach va nghién clu trong tuong lai: néu cd su tra luéng cao han &
khu vuc qudc doanh s& cé thé gdy tac dong chén 18n dén khu vuc khac, nghia 1a khu vuc tu
nhan dang phat trién s& bi méat di nhitng lao ddng c6 trinh d6 hoc v&n cao hon hodc nhiing
ngudi cé ky nang lanh nghé haon.

C6 thé thdy réng, viéc lam va muec luong khdéng dudc phan bd déu gitra cac tinh dugc
khdo sat. Bang 2.5 cho thay muc luong trung binh nam trén thuc té cao nhat & tinh Ha Tay
va Long An (tinh theo thu nhéap trung binh nam cda tat ca nhitng ngudi co6 viéc lam tra cong).

Lao déng cé hgp ddng 1a mot chi s& quan trong thé hién su chinh thic hda: diéu nay
cb nghia 1a ngudi lao ddng cé thu nhép thudng xuyén, ho cb thé biét dugc luong thu nhap cla
minh va dudc hudng cac phuc Igi nhu tién luong huu, trg cdp cho nhitng ngudi tan tat, trg cap
thai san hodc that nghiép.
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Theo nghién clfu ctia Rand va Torm (2011) vé khu vuc chinh thic va khong chinh thirc
3 cac doanh nghiép vira va nho cho thdy rédng cac doanh nghiép cé dang ky kinh doanh chinh
thirc thudng it s dung lao ddng cé viéc lam khéng 6n dinh. Do vay, ty |1& lao ddng cd hop
dong chinh thirc la thap trong dgt diéu tra nay da phan luc lugng lao dong chua tham gia dudc
nhiéu vao cac doanh nghiép cé ding ky kinh doanh. Nguyén va céng su (2013) cho thay su
khac biét vé mlc thu nhap trung binh gilra lao dong chinh thiic va phi chinh thirc phan Ién
phu thudc vao ddc diém clia ngudi lao ddng, day 1a mot yéu t6 quan trong dé xac dinh mic
tién cong va tién lugng tién kiém dugc hon la d& doanh nghiép quyét dinh viéc thué lao dong.

Bang 2.5: Thu nhap tir lam coéng an luagng va ty Ié cong viéc lam cong an luong

Thu nhap tir tién cong (triéu déng/nam, gia thuc té)

Gia tri trung binh P léch chudn  Gia tri trung vi

Téng 25,0 20,2 20,7
Tinh

Ha Tay 30,8 20,3 29,7
Lao Cai 16,4 16,2 9,6
Phu Tho 23,8 16,8 21,2
Lai Chau 25,4 24,8 16,1
Dién Bién 22,6 26,4 9,5
Nghé An 20,6 17,2 18,1
Quang Nam 22,6 16,0 19,9
Khanh Hoa 21,0 13,6 18,6
D&k L&k 16,7 18,6 8,4
D&k Nong 21,0 23,4 11,7
Lam Ddng 11,2 9,8 8,3
Long An 35,2 23,3 34,3

Hinh 2.3 phan &nh ty I& viéc 1am cé hgp déng lao dong so vdi téng viéc 1am tai mdi
tinh, va qua day ciling cé thé thdy dudc su chinh thlc héa khdng cao & cac tinh dugc khao sat
ndi riéng va & Viét Nam ndi chung. Viéc 1am khéng chinh thlrc phd bién & cac tinh cho thdy &
cac vung ndng thén, thay déi vé quy dinh, chinh sdch sé chua du dé ting ty 1€ lao dong dudc
hudng bao hiém x& hdi tlr cdng viéc cua minh. Nhin chung, két qua vong khao sat VARHS cho
thdy cac vung nong thon chua dugc hudng Igi day du tu su gia tang vé nhu cau lao dong chung
nhg viéc Viét Nam co téc do tang trudng kinh té tuang doi cao.
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Hinh 2.3: Ty Ié lao dong c6 hgp dong

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

B C6 hop déng  mKhéng hop déng

N = 2.865

2.4. Lao dong lam c6ng an lucong va thu nhap ho gia dinh

Qua phan tich cac hoat ddng tao thu nhap va téng hop s6 liéu & cdp hd gia dinh, cac
nha nghién cflu cé thé ndm dugc cach thirc tac déng cla tién luong dén phuc Igi chung cla
ca hé. Khéng gidng v@i thuat nglr phic Igi ho gia dinh (tham khao tai liéu cua McKay va Tarp,
2010: thao luan vé bién dong phuc Igi d ndng thon Viét Nam qua sé liéu VARHS), thu nhéap
va su phuc Igi c6 mGi tugng quan Ién vdi viéc chi tiéu cho cac dich vu nhu gido duc va cham
soc stic khde, va vdi su gia tdng chat lugng va s6 lugng hang hda sdn cé cho cac thanh vién
hd gia dinh.

M6t muc tiéu chinh sach quan trong la md réng kha nang ti€p cén vdi cong viéc lam
cdng &n luong; cau hoi nghién cltu cd y nghia & day la loai hd gia dinh nao c6 thé hudng Igi
tur tién lugng kiém dugc.

Qua Hinh 2.4, cé thé thdy dudc réng, thu nhdp trung binh cla cac hd gia dinh ¢ it
nhat moét thanh vién lam cong an lugng cao hon cac hé khéng cé thanh vién nao tham gia
vao hoat dong nay?. Gia tri trung binh va trung vi cla thu nhap rong thuc té clia cac ho gia
dinh c6 it nhat mot ngudi lam cong an ludng tuong ng la 62.671 ngan dong va 84.831 ngan
dong, trong khi do, cac gia tri tuong 'ng clia cac hd khéng cé thanh vién nao tham gia vao
hoat dong nay la 48.618 ngan dong va 84.390 ngan dong. Lao dong lam céng an luong co vé
nhu chi gép mot phan nho vao téng thu nhép cla hd.

8 Can luu y réng hinh nay minh hoa thu nhap hd gia dinh trén thuc t&, khdng lam thay d6i th( tu thu nhép cua cac
h6é nhung lam thay d6i gia tri tuyét d6i clia cac thu nhap nay
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Hinh 2.4: Thu nhap rong cua cac ho gia dinh c6 va khong c6 thanh vién lam cong

an luong

T T T T T

12
Net income (real, logs)

Number of waged members

| | 0 | | 1 or more

N =2.699

Qua khao sat cho thdy, nhiéu hé gia dinh cé it nhat moét lao dong lam cong an luong.

Bang 2.6 sé cung cap so liéu chi tiét han.

Bang 2.6: Cac ho gia dinh c6 va khong cé lao dong lam cong an luong (%)

S0 lugng lao dong lam cong an luong
trong ho gia dinh

Gidi tinh caa cha ho Khoéng =1
N 37,7 62,3
Nam 35,1 64,9
Trinh d6 hoc van

Khong biét doc, biét viét 48,7 51,3
T6t nghiép tiéu hoc 37,5 62,5
T&t nghiép THCS 34,2 65,8
T6t nghiép THPT 29,9 70,1
Ngon ngir st dung chinh

Tiéng Viét 34,7 65,3
Ngon ngir khac 40,1 59,9
Phan loai h6é nghéo

Khéng nghéo 35,8 64,2
Nghéo 34,7 65,3

42



KET QUA BIEU TRA HO GIA DINH NONG THON NAM 2012 TAI 12 TINH

Dan toc
Khong phai dan tdc Kinh 37,0 63,0
Kinh 35,3 64,7

Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham

Nghéo nhét 34,7 65,3
Ngheo nhi 33,6 66,4
Trung binh 37,8 62,2
Giau nhi 35,6 64,4
Giau nhét 37,1 62,9
N = 956 1.717

Bang trén cho thay dién hinh & cac hd cé lao déng lam cdng &n ludng thudng 1a nhitng
ho cé chu ho nam gidi, trinh d6 hoc van thap nhat la tét nghiép THCS va la ngudi Kinh.

Tudng tu, han 80% ho gia dinh cd lao dong lam céng an luong thubc cac hé khdéng
nghéo (phén loai theo chudn nghéo cua B6 LDTBXH). K&t ndi cac hd gia dinh vdi thi trudng
lao ddng cé thé giup ho giam ddi nghéo va kha nang bi tén thuong, tuy nhién, diéu chua rd &
day 1a liéu cac hd gia dinh khong nghéo thudng cé lao dong cd thé tim dudc viéec 1am hay la
tim dudc viéc lam giup ho thoat ngheo.

Bang 2.7 phan tich sdu hon qua viéc nghién cltu xem liéu d3c diém cla cac hd gia
dinh/chl hd cé lién quan dén tdng thu nhép tir lao ddng lam cbng &n luong (tat ca cac ho gia
dinh khao sat dugc dua vao trong bang, bao gém cac hd cé va khong cé lao dong lam cbng
an luang). Cé ba phat hién chinh nhu sau.

Th(& nhat, thu nhap trung binh va thu nhap trung vi tir cong viéc lam cong an luong
tang nhanh theo trinh d6 hoc van cua chu ho. Trai vGi két quéa trong Bang 2.4, phan anh mai
tugng quan yéu gilra trinh do gido duc cua cd nhan ngudi lao déng va thu nhap tir lam cong
an ludng cta ho. Ly do cb thé 1a cdc hd cd chi hd cb trinh d6 hoc van cao hon cé nhiéu thanh
vién trong hd c6 cdng viéc lam cdng &n lucng (Bang 2.6), va do vay cd téng thu nhép kiém
dudgc tUr lam cong an ludng nhiéu han so vdi cac hd khac ngay ca khi trinh d6 gido duc chi co
tac dong nho dén thu nhap & nhitng lao dong lam co6ng an luong®.

Thir hai, yéu t6 dan tdéc dong vai tro chinh quyét dinh mdc luong cua ngudi lao dong.

CuGi cung la, cac hd gia dinh thuéc nhdm chi tiéu luong thuc nhiéu hon ki€m dugc
nhiéu hon tir lam c6ng &n luong: cac hd nghéo nhéat trong nhom chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phdm
chi kiém dugc khoang 12.303 dong tién ludng trong khi dé, hé giau nhat thudéc nhdm nay co
thu nhap la 36.392 (tat ca cac gia tri dugc tinh cho mot ho gia dinh trung binh va dugc tinh
bang nghin déng theo gia tri thuc té&). Chi tiéu luong thuc la mét chi s6 phuc Igi quan trong va
c6 mdi tudng quan chat va thuan véi thu nhap tur lam cong an luong.

9 Ciing c6 thé la chd hd cé trinh d6 hoc van cao cd cac mdi quan hé t6t hon nén cé thé gilp cac thanh vién khac
trong gia dinh tim dugc viéc lam lugng cao han.
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Bang 2.7: Tong thu nhép cua hd gia dinh tir lam cdng an luong theo dic diém
cta ho/chu ho (triéu dong, gia thuc té)

Gia tri trung binh Gia tri trung vi Do léch chuan

Tong 2012 25,0 20,7 20,2
Gigi tinh cha ho

Nam 25,0 20,8 19,9
N 25,0 20,7 20,6
Trinh d6 hoc van

Khong biét doc, biét viét 13,2 8,8 13,1
Tt nghiép tiéu hoc 23,3 18,0 22,1
T8t nghiép THCS 27,8 24,1 19,3
T6t nghiép THPT 34,8 30,0 25,9
Ngon ngif s dung chinh

Tiéng Viét 27,2 24,0 20,2
Khac 12,9 7,5 15,4
Phan loai hd nghéo

Khéng ngheo 27,4 24,0 20,6
Nghéo 13,5 9,9 12,8
Dan toc

Khéng phai dan tdc Kinh 14,0 8,3 15,5
Kinh 27,7 24,2 20,3
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham

Nghéo nhat 12,3 7,5 12,4
Nghéo nhi 19,5 14,3 17,1
Trung binh 21,3 18,1 16,1
Giau nhi 27,3 24,5 18,8
Giau nhat 36,4 33,3 23,9
N= 2.740

Céc hd cb chu hd khdng phai 1a ngudi Kinh, trung binh, ki€ém chua bang nlra thu nhap
tlr lam céng an ludng cla cac hé ngudi Kinh. Trong khi d6, gia tri trung vi cla nhitng hé gia
dinh ngudi dan tdc thi€u s6 nay chi nho hon 1/3 gid tri trung vi ctia cac hd ngudi Kinh. Bang
2.8 nghién clfu tac dong cla yéu t6 dan toc & cac tinh khac nhau. Trén thuc t€, co su khac
biét I6n va nhat quan vé tién lugng ki€ém dudc gilta cac nhdm dan téc & cac tinh dugc diéu tra
khao sat. Diéu nay khéng cé nghia la cic hd gia dinh dan tdc thi€u s6 chiu su phan biét hé
thdng tai thi trudng lao dong. It nhat, diéu nay phan anh dudc rdng nhém ngudi dan toc thiéu
s6 khong dudc ti€p can cac cd hoi nghé nghiép gibng nhu nhom dan toc Kinh va van dé nay
can dugc nghién clu thém nira.
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Bang 2.8: Tong thu nhép trung binh ctia hd tir lam céng &n luong theo
yéu t6 dan toc (triéu dong/nam)

Dan toc
Tinh Khéng phai la
ngudi Kinh Ngudi Kinh
Ha Tay 18,6 33,2
Lao Cai 10,9 36,5
Pha Tho 20,3 22,6
Lai Chau 13,4 59,2
Dién Bién 11,8 45,6
Nghé An 20,1 22,7
Quang Nam 25,3 26,2
Khanh Hoa 23,5 31,3
P&k L3k 16,2 22,5
Dak Nong 15,6 20,0
Lam Bong 12,8 14,9
Long An 41,9 42,1
N= 673 1.097

Tai mot s6 khu vuc, tién luong thu dugc tir lam céng &n luong chiém ty 1& dang ké
trong thu nhap chung cua hg; tuy nhién, s6 liéu th6ng ké nay khac nhau trén toan qudc, va
Hinh 2.5 cho th8y su khéac biét dang k& vé muc thu nhdp trung binh tir cdc hoat ddng khéac
nhau gilra cac tinh. Cac hé gia dinh néng théon gan khu d6 thi & Ha No6i va thanh phd H6 Chi
Minh, thudc cac tinh Ha Tay (cl) va Long An kiém dudc nhiéu nhat tir cong viéc lam cong an
lwong. Ngugc lai, trung binh ho gia dinh & Dak Lak va Dak Nong c6 thu nhap I6n han rat nhiéu
tlr sdn xuat néng nghiép, mot phan la do gia ca hang hoéa tang cao, dac biét la ca phé dugc
san xuat tai nhitng khu vuc nay.

Hinh 2.5: Thu nhap binh quan cua ho gia dinh tir cac hoat dong (1000 dong)

60,000

40,000

20,000

mLam cong an lvong

m Phi ndng nghiép va viéc lam khéng dwgrc tra cong
Nong nghiép

m Khac

N =2.700
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Co su khac biét I16n vé muc tién cong kiEm dugc cua cac ho gia dinh gilra cac tinh, Hinh
2.6 cho thdy ty Ié tién céng trong tong thu nhdp chung cta hé ddng déu han: thu nhap tir
hoat dong phi ndng nghiép, hoat dong doanh nghiép phi hd gia dinh chiém khoang 30 - 40%
thu nhap rong trung binh cta hé gia dinh tai cac tinh. Dak Lak, Dak Néng va Lam Dong la cac
trudng hgp ngoai I€: tién ludng tlr lam cong an lucong tai nhirng tinh nay chi€ém ty Ié nhd haon
rat nhiéu trong tdng thu nhdp chung cda hd gia dinh, tuy nhién, nguyén nhan chu yéu la do
thu nhap tlr sdn xudt ndng nghiép dong vai tro quan trong hon & khu vuc Tay Nguyén.

Hinh 2.6: Ty Ié thu nhap trung binh cua ho gia dinh tir cac hoat dong
@ cac tinh khac nhau (%)

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

mLam cong an lwvong
m Phi néng nghiép va viéc 1am khong dwoc trd cong

m No6ng nghiép
m Khdc

N = 2.700

Bang 2.9 dudgc dua ra nham md rong phan tich thém Hinh 2.6. Bang nay néu rd tam
guan trong tucng déi cua tién luong tir lam céng an lugng déi vdéi thu nhap ho gia dinh. Ty 1€
tién luong chiém tlr 15% dén trén 40% thu nhép rong & cac tinh tuong Ung la Ldm Dong va
Long An. Két qua tir cac vong khao sat trudc cho thay, tién lucng chi€ém ty Ié cao han trong
thu nhap rong tai cac tinh ven do, ngi cac ho gia dinh co vi tri gan ké thi trudng lao déng tai
vung d6 thi I&n la Ha Noi va Thanh ph6 H6 Chi Minh.

Ty € tién ludng trung binh trong thu nhap rong cho thay thuc té la tai mot s6 vlng,
trung vi thu nhap cua hoé tir lam cong an ludng khong déng gép hodc chi dong gop khong dang
k& vao phuc Igi cua gia dinh. Trong dd, tinh Dién Bién 1a mdt vi du dién hinh, trong khi trung vi
thu nhap cua hd khong coé thu nhap tir lam cong an lugng nhung mot sé it ho lai cé thu nhap
quan trong tur lam cong an Iuong.
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Bang 2.9: Tién cong va thu nhap rong cua ho gia dinh, theo tinh
(triéu dong, gia thuc t€)

Tién cong Thu nhap rong Ty I& tién cong/thu nhap

rong, %
binh UMV idn binh  YYM9VD hugn binh  trung bl chuan

Téng 2012 26,6 13,0 351 84,7 58,2  137,2 |31,4 22,4 25,6

Ha Tay 33,1 240 382 | 1086 74,6  156,2 | 30,5 32,2 24,5
Lao Cai 16,9 7.8 246 | 51,7 412 448 | 32,8 19,1 55,0
Phi Tho 22,1 10,1 29,7 | 66,6 48,4 63,6 | 332 208 46,7
Lai Chau 19,9 5,9 32,5 56,5 356 60,7 | 354 16,6 53,5
pién Bién 14,1 0,0 320 | 48,2 33,3 41,0 | 29,3 0,0 78,0
Nghé An 21,4 151 242 | 66,9 46,7 654 | 32,1 32,5 37,1
Quang Nam 26,2 17,4 31,4 | 76,0 42,7  267,4 | 345 40,7 11,7
Khanh Hoa 31,1 26,7 280 | 786 59,3 659 | 39,6 45,0 42,5
Pak Lak 20,5 6,0 31,2 | 1005 732 116,4 | 20,4 8,2 26,8
P&k Nong 18,7 4,4 291 | 1243 81,4  151,1 | 15,1 5,4 19,3
Lam Dong 14,3 10,0 158 | 96,6 71,4 79,7 | 148 14,1 19,8
Long An 41,8 29,7 492 | 96,1 78,6 77,4 | 43,6 37,8 63,6

N= 2.669

2.5. Tom tat

Ngay ca & nong thon Viét Nam, ngudi cé trinh d6 hoc van tét han cé kha nang nhiéu
hon trong viéc tim dudgc mot viéc lam dudc tra luagng. Cac hd gia dinh c6 chu hd cé trinh do
hoc van t6t cé thu nhap tir lam céng an lugng cao han nhiéu so vdi cac hé khac. biéu dang
cha y la, viéc lam tai khu vuc quéc doanh cua Chinh phu cé vé nhu mang lai khoan tién lugng
thda dang nhat va cong viéc tai day lai dugc dam bao nhat. Viét Nam ti€p tuc trong giai doan
chuyén déi kinh té&, thi trudng lao dong & khu vuc tu nhan dang trén da phat trién va cd mét
dd tap trung cao. Phan I6n viéc lam van chi 1a ngdn han hodc ngudi lao ddng khdéng dudc ky
hgp dong dai han; so véi cac hoat dong khac nhu doanh nghiép hé gia dinh hay san xuat nong
nghiép, thu nhap tir lam céng an ludgng chiém ty 1€ tudng ddi nho trong thu nhéap chung cua
ho gia dinh & phan 16n cac ving néng thon khi so véi cac ngudn thu khac cdia hd nhu tir doanh
nghiép gia dinh hoac tir nong nghiép.

Qua so sanh gia tri trung binh va gia tri trung vi cua tién cdng tir [am thué trong téng
thu nhdp hd gia dinh, c6 thé thdy rang tai mét vai tinh, trong khi mét s6 hd dudc hudng Igi
tur viéc tham gia vao thi trudng lao dong, nhiéu hé cé thu nhap I6n hon nhiéu tir cdc ngudn
khac (dién hinh la mUc thu nhdp cao tir hoat dong san xuit ndng nghiép tai cac tinh D3k Lik
va Ddk Nong). Cac hd gia dinh ki€m dugc mot khoan thu nhép tir nhitng céng viéc chinh thirc
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va khdng chinh thirc thudc nhém hd cé chi tiéu ludng thuc thuc phdm nhiéu hon nhu vdy cho
thdy mot s6 Igi ich thu dugc tir hoat dong lam cong an luong so véi cac hoat dong khac.

Khi x8y dung cdc chinh sdch ma réng va tim hiéu séu vao thi trudng lao ddng néng
thon Viét Nam, can dam bao r&ng nhém dan sd dé bi ton thuong, déc biét 1a nhém ngudi dan
tdc thi€u s6 cé kha nang ti€p cén véi cdng viéc lam cdng an luong “tét”, gép phan bé sung
cho cac ngudn thu nhdp khéng 8n dinh tir cac hoat ddng khac nhu san xuat ndng nghiép, va
doanh nghiép hé gia dinh — cac hoat dong nay ti€p tuc déng vai tro trung tdm trong dgGi s6ng
kinh té€ & vung nong thén Viét Nam.

Diém ndi bat cd thé thdy & su phat trién kinh té Viét Nam trong tuong lai la cé nhiéu
lao dong lam céng an luang hon & bén ngoai hé gia dinh va do vay, thu nhap tir hoat dong nay
ngay cang goép phan mang lai su sung tuc va phuc Igi chung cho ho gia dinh. Cac nha hoach
dinh chinh sach cé thé déng vai trd quan trong, chuén bi cho su chuyén ddi cé cdu lao ddng
nay thdng qua hd trg tao cong &n viéc 1am va phat trién thi trudng lao ddng, thiét I&p cac thé
ch& nham bao vé quyén Igi clia ngudi lao dong.
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CHUONG 3: DOANH NGHIEP HO GIA PINH PHI NONG NGHIEP

3.1. Gidi thiéu

Trong khi thi trudng lao dong & ndng thon Viét Nam dang bat dau thu hat lao dong
néng nghiép sang dang lam cong &n ludng, nhidu hd gia dinh van tiép tuc hoat dong theo
dang céc doanh nghiép hd gia dinh (DNHGD) quy md nhé dé tao thu nhap.

DNHGD c6 la moét loai hinh “t6t” d6i v8i cac ho gia dinh Iua chon hinh thiic nay hay
khéng phu thudc vao viéc cdc ngudn Iuc d& dau tu va hoat ddng kinh doanh nay (nhu 1a vén
va nhan luc) co dugc sir dung hiéu qua han khi dudc sif dung vao cac hoat déng khac khéng.
Giéng nhu d6i véi lao dong lam cong an ludng, cac doanh nghiép hé gia dinh ludon dudc cac
nha hoach dinh chinh sach cha y vi chdng 1a mdt cha thé kinh té quan trong va lau dai & néng
thén, dudc dau tu 18n vé thdi gian lam viéc va déng gép dang ké cho thu nhap ho cla cac hd
gia dinh.

Trong chudng nay ching téi s lam rd su phd bién va ban chat cia cac doanh nghiép
quy mdé hé gia dinh & néng thén Viét Nam. Chdng téi tép trung vao cac dac diém cua hd gia
dinh s@ hitu va diéu hanh doanh nghiép va cac dac tinh ciia cac doanh nghiép nay. Dua vao
cac y kién phan hoi clia cht doanh nghiép, ching t6i dua ra cac két luan cung viéc phan tich
cac kho khan trong viéc phat trién doanh nghiép.

3.2. Ty lé doanh nghiép ho gia dinh

Hinh 3.1 cho thdy, nam 2012, trung binh s6 h6 gia dinh cé diéu hanh doanh nghiép la
25,6%, it han nam 2010 (st dung s6 liéu panel cua cac hoé gilra hai dgt diéu tra nam 2010 va
2012 dé so sanh)°, Trong s6 12 tinh, cd hon mot nira sé tinh giam ti 1& doanh nghiép ho gia
dinh, trir cac tinh Ha Tay, Lao Cai va Pak Lak. Su thay ddi ti & nay I6n nhat & Khanh Hoa, vdi
muc giam la 11%.

Nghién c(u sé tié€p tuc kham pha xem liéu ti Ié nay giam la do cac h6 gia dinh mudn
ch8m dut loai hoat ddng kinh doanh quy md nho va cé gia tri gia tang thdp dé€ chuyén sang
cac hoat dong lam cong &n luang khac hay 1a dé tap trung vao hoat ddng néng nghiép, hoac
chi la do ho ngay cang gap nhiéu khé khan khi van hanh cac doanh nghiép nho.

Céac s6 lieu co thé hd trg giai thich phan nao ly do thir nhat vi ti 1é s6 hd s& hitu doanh
nghiép ho gia dinh trong s6 cac hd giau la chua tuong xing, xem Hinh 3.2,

10 Lai Chau coé ty 1€ I8n cac ho gia dinh c6 DNHGD cé phén chua dung. Nhu Bang 3.1 cho thdy, DNHGD tai Lai Chau
c6 xu hudng khdng chinh thirc va co tru s nam ngay tai nha. Hon nita, Bang 3.3 cho thdy DNHGD chiém ti I& nho
trong téng thu nhap cla hd gia dinh va thu nhap t&r hoat ddng ndng nghiép van la ngudn thu nhap quan trong
nhat cho cac ho gia dinh tai tinh nay.
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Hinh 3.1: Ti I&é ho c6 doanh nghiép hg gia dinh (%)
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C6 thé& nhan thdy rdng cac hé giau hon thudng sé hitu doanh nghiép phi néng nghiép
hon la cac hdé nghéo, mac du day khong phai la moét mdéi quan hé nhan qua: nhitng ho gia
dinh nay cé thé la giau hon vi diéu hanh DNHGD thanh cdng, hodc céc hé gia dinh giau hon
thudng cé kha nang dau tu va diéu hanh DNHGD tG6t hon.

Hinh 3.2 cling cho thay, trong trudng hdp lam céng an lugng ma Chudng 2 da nghién
cltu, co vé cb su khac biét co tinh hé thGng gilta cac ho gia dinh dan téc Kinh va gia dinh
khéng phai la dan tdc Kinh. Cac gia dinh cé chu hd 1a ngudi dan toc thiéu sé thudng it diéu
hanh DNHGD hadn. Su khac biét gilta cdc nhdm la nhat quén theo cac vong khao sat t&r nam
2010 dén nam 2012.

Ty 1€ s6 hd céd chd hd nit cé6 doanh nghiép chiém 19,5% trong nam 2012, gan nhu
khéng déi so vai ty 1&é nay ndm 2010. Ngudc lai, ty 1& s6 hd cd chi hé nam cé doanh nghiép
chiém 27,3 % trong nam 2012 va 30,7 % nam 2010.

Tié€p tuc phén tich DNHGD & cdp ca nhan cho thdy rang mot nira cac hoat ddng DNHGD
dudc diéu hanh bdi phu nir, ti 1é nay tang nhe so vd&i nam 2010 vi khi dd ti I€ nay la 46,6% (két
quéa khdng dudc hién thi). Nhu vay, gidi tinh cla chd hd khéng phai la mét trd ngai cho kha
nang lam cha/diéu hanh doanh nghiép ho gia dinh & ndéng thon. That thu vi vi chi cé 10,5%
DNHGD dudgc diéu hanh bdi hd gia dinh nghéo (két qua khéng dudc hién thi). Diéu nay cho
th8y su phat trién doanh nghiép nho sé lién quan nhiéu hon dén cac hd khdng nghéo.

3.3. Péc di€ém cua doanh nghiép hd gia dinh

Bang 3.1 nghién cllu dac diém chinh cla cac doanh nghiép hd gia dinh, bao gom vi
tri, chinh thc hoéa, va s6 lugng ngudi lao ddng, cho tat cd cdc mau hod gia dinh ndm 2012.
Ti |é DNHGD dudc cap gidy phép kinh doanh trong nam 2012 (tdc la cac doanh nghiép & loai
“chinh thic”) 1a 21,4%.

So sanh s liéu diéu tra panel clia cac ho gia dinh sé hitu cac doanh nghiép kinh doanh
hé gia dinh gilta nam 2010 va 2012, chung t6i thay ty 1é doanh nghiép c6 gidy phép kinh
doanh giam so véi nam 2010, nhung su sut giam nay la khéng mang y nghia théng ké. Tuy
vay, ¢ su khdng ddng nhat dang k& vdi hau hét cac chi s& trong mau: ty 1& doanh nghiép
chinh thirc rét khac nhau gitra cac tinh, nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phdm cua cac hod gia
dinh c6 doanh nghiép, va déan tdc clda chu ho.

Khodng 58% DNHGD hoat dong ngay tai nha, va quy mo trung binh mét DNHGD la
doanh nghiép “vi m6”, binh quan phai thué thém chua dén mot cong nhén, ngoai cac thanh
vién hd gia dinh. Trong khi viéc diéu hanh mét doanh nghiép nhé nhu vay cé thé gilp cac hd
gia dinh da dang héa ngudn thu nhdp va tranh rui ro (vi du, bat 8n vé gid hang néng san san
xuat ra), thi cac hé gia dinh (theo dinh nghia) lai khong thué thém nhiéu nhan coéng.
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Bang 3.1: Pac diém cua doanh nghiép hd gia dinh 1

SO lugng
A ~ cong nhan tai SO lugn
r:; 'C'Z SI:IJ:Z:)Q DNHGD  DNHGD cb DgEIGD,, b’a(; c6ngAn-hé‘fgn
DNHGD, quan sat du’qfc cap tru ?d tai go[n ca Ff‘c thué tai
% dudc phép, % nha, % thanh vién DNHG?,
. HGD, trung trung binh
binh
Téng 2012 26,4 858 21,4 58,0 2,1 0,5
Tinh
Ha Tay 37,8 265 16,6 54,2 2,7 0,8
Lao Cai 21,5 26 19,2 46,2 1,9 0,4
Phu Tho 23,1 103 34,0 60,4 1,9 0,8
Lai Chau 49,6 76 10,5 92,1 2,2 0,4
Dién Bién 10,7 15 6,7 66,7 1,9 0,0
Nghé An 25,9 71 12,7 35,7 1,7 0,3
Quang Nam 24,3 97 27,8 61,7 1,9 0,4
Khanh Hoa 26,4 33 39,4 31,3 1,7 0,4
D&k L3k 26,1 54 24,1 56,6 2,2 0,6
D&k Néng 23,4 41 12,2 65,9 1,7 0,2
Lam Ddng 15,0 14 42,9 57,1 1,7 0,2
Long An 15,3 63 28,6 61,3 1,6 0,3
Gigi tinh
N 21,2 140 25,0 54,3 1,6 0,2
Nam 27,8 718 20,8 58,8 2,3 0,6
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhét 19,2 116 6,9 62,6 2,2 0,1
Nghéo nhi 23,2 146 11,6 60,3 1,7 0,1
Trung binh 24,7 149 23,5 52,3 1,6 0,2
Giau nhi 33,0 216 23,6 59,2 2,2 0,7
Giau nhat 32,0 220 31,8 56,7 2,7 1,2
Dan toc cua chu hd gia dinh
Khong phai dan toc
Kinh 20,2 127 7,9 78,0 1,9 0,1
Dan tdc Kinh 28,0 731 23,8 54,5 2,2 0,6
Téng 2012 panel® 475 22,1 61,7 2,1 0,5
Téng 2010 panel® 475 25,7 60,6 2,3 0,6

N = 2.740
2 Trong 475 doanh nghiép hé gia dinh thi c6 364 hé gia dinh d& dugc diéu tra lap lai gitta hai dot diéu tra. Sai s6
théng ké gilta ndm 2010 va 2012 13 khéng cé y nghia théng ké & mic 10% cho mdi dic tinh cia doanh nghiép

11 Su khéac biét két qua thé hién & Bang 3.1 va Hinh 3.1 va Hinh 3.2 |a do s6 liéu & Bang 3.1 dua trén toan boé mau
diéu tra nam 2012, trong khi sé liéu ciia cac Hinh st dung sdé liéu panel diéu tra 1dp lai mau nam 2010 va nam
2012.
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Bang 3.2 trinh bay ty |Ié thu nhap cla ho gia dinh t&r cac ngudn khac nhau va cho thay
su khéac biét dang ké vé ngudn thu tir DNHGD trong téng thu nhdp hé gia dinh gilra cac tinh.
Vi du, tai tinh Dién Bién, phan I&n ngudn thu clda cac ho gia dinh dén tur cac hoat déng néng
nghiép, chi cé 2,2% dén t&r DNHGD. Ngugc lai, 3 Ha Tay, ngudn thu dén tlr viéc lam cong an
lwong la quan trong nhét, chiém 38,4% tdng thu nhép, tiép theo la thu nhap t& DNHGP chiém
22,3%. Diéu nay cho thdy ddi v8i mot s6 tinh, it nhat, DNHGPD cé thé gilip cac hd gia dinh da
dang hda ngudn thu nhap cta ho va bao vé ho khoi cac rii ro hoac thi€u hut bat ngd trong
thu nhap. Tuy nhién, do chi hoat déng & quy m6 nhd, DNHGD khéng cé kha nang tao ra so
lugng cdng &n viéc lam dang ké tai néng thdn. Can c6 thém nghién clru trong thdi gian téi dé
tim hi€u ky han vé van dé nay.

Bang 3.2: Pa dang hdéa cac nguon thu nhap theo tinh (%)

Ti 1é thu nhap tu: DNHGP Nong nghiép Tién luong Khac
Téng 2012 (N = 2.740) 12,5 30,6 35,2 21,8
Tinh

Ha Tay 22,3 16,5 38,4 22,8
Lao Cai 7.1 51,8 28,8 12,3
Phu Tho 12,3 22,1 34,7 31,0
Lai Chau 7,2 55,8 27,7 9,3
Dién Bién 2,2 63,6 17,0 17,3
Nghé An 9,5 17,6 37,3 35,6
Quang Nam 13,5 20,2 41,6 24,8
Khanh Hoa 16,3 18,4 45,1 20,2
Dak Lak 9,9 53,5 23,3 13,3
Dak Néng 7,5 45,9 24,7 21,8
Lam Déng 7,5 56,9 22,6 13,0
Long An 7,7 34,1 44,4 13,7
Téng 2012 panel = 11,4 32,3%%* 32,6%%* 23,7%%*
Téng 2010 panel @ 10,9 28, 2% %% 25,2%%% 35, 7%%%

@ Téng s6 mau diéu tra ndm 2010 va diéu tra I18p lai ndm 2012 13 2120 hd. *** Khac biét giita 2010 va 2012 ¢ y
nghia & muc 1%.

Trong ndm 2012 thu nh&p t&r DNHGD chiém 12,5% téng thu nhdp rong cta hd so vdi
thu nhap tir ndong nghiép (30,6% bao gom ca thu nhap tur khai thac tai nguyén chung), tu
tién luang (35,2%) va tir cac ngudn thu khac (21,8%) nhu thu nhap tir cho thué, ban tai
san, chuyén nhugng v.v... Trong giai doan 2010 dén ndm 2012, ty 1& thu nhap tir DNHGD van
khéng thay déi, trong khi thu nhap tir sdn xudt néng nghiép lai tdng dang k&, diéu nay cho
thdy DNHGD, & mdrc trung binh, khéng mang lai nguon thu quan trong nhat cho cac ho gia
dinh n6ng thon.
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Hinh 3.3 trinh bay ti Ié doanh nghiép h0 gia dinh theo nganh. Cho thdy, han 35%
doanh nghiép vi m6é cé hoat dong lién quan dén ndng nghiép. Can chu y la 15% cac doanh
nghiép dudc x€ép vao loai cung cap “cac dich vu khac” va han 15% cac doanh nghiép tham gia
vao Vviéc san xuat va ché bién quy md nho.

Hinh 3.3: Doanh nghiép ho gia dinh theo nganh nam 2012 (%)
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Néng nghiép  Céng nghiép khai Céng nghiép ché Thuong mai, Khac
thacmo bién khach san, van
tai, tai chinh va
gido duc

N = 858

3.4. Pau tu va hiéu qua hoat dong cua doanh nghiép ho gia dinh

Chuyén sang ndi dung vé dau tu va hiéu qua hoat ddng cua cac doanh nghiép vi md
tai Bang 3.3a, cudc khao sat nam 2012 cho thay chi phi khdi nghiép ciia cac doanh nghiép
hd gia dinh la 7,5 triéu ddng (khoang 360 USD). Gia tri trung binh nay thay ddi rat I16n giira
cac nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phdm, theo tinh todn clia chidng téi: cac hd nghéo cdé muc
dau tu ban dau chi khoang 650.000 VND, so vGi muc 20 triéu VND & nhom giau nhat; trung
vi mc doanh thu do cac hé tu bao cado (Bang 3.3b) dao dong tur 10,5 triéu dong & cac nhém
ngheo nhat dén 130 triéu dong & nhdém giau nhat.

Tuong tu nhu lam cdng an luong, cé su khac biét dang k& gilta cac dan toc. HO gia
dinh ngudi Kinh dau tu hon 10 1an so véi cac hd gia dinh dan tdc thiéu s8, va phan nhiéu la
tlr ngudn vén cua gia dinh. Diéu nay cho thdy, hd ngudi dan tdc thi€u s6 gép nhiéu khé khan
trong ti€p can von va cac hinh thic tin dung, khi€n ho gap trd ngai trong viéc mda rong kinh
doanh. Can nghién clru sdu dé hi€u thém van dé khé khdn nay. Nhin chung, mét s6 két qua
cho thdy cac ho giau cé han nhiéu kha nang ddm bao cho cac ngudn tai chinh bén ngoai, nhu
c6 thé dugc mong ddi.
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Bang 3.3a: Hoat dong doanh nghiép ho gia dinh: Von dau tu, va nguon tai chinh

Pau tu ban dau (000 Ty dau tu Tu dau tvy  Vay toan

VND), trung vi toan bg, % vavay, % bd, %
Tong 2012 7.500 67,4 24,0 5,0
Tinh
Ha Tay 10.000 63,8 24,9 8,7
Lo Cai 1.800 76,9 15,4 0,0
Pha Tho 20.000 58,3 34,9 6,8
Lai Chau 500 82,9 15,8 0,0
Dién Bién 2.000 73,3 20,0 6,7
Nghé An 7.000 69,0 22,5 5,6
Quang Nam 5.000 60,8 25,8 3,1
Khanh Hoa 5.000 78,8 18,2 3,0
P&k L&k 10.000 70,4 29,6 0,0
bak Néng 10.000 63,4 29,3 4,9
Lam Dong 10.000 71,4 21,4 0,0
Long An 10.000 74,6 11,1 3,2
Gigi tinh cia chua ho
N 5.000 62,9 25,7 7,9
Nam 9.000 68,3 23,7 4,5
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhét 650 79,3 9,5 3,4
Ngheo nhi 5.000 63,7 30,8 3,4
Trung binh 6.000 70,5 21,5 5,4
Giau nhi 10.000 67,1 25,5 4,2
Giau nhat 20.000 61,8 27,3 7,3
Dan toc ctaa chua ho
Khéng phai dan toc
Kinh 800 77,2 17,3 3,1
Dan tdc Kinh 10.000 65,7 25,2 5,3
Téng 2012 panel 2 58.971 67,8 24,0 4,0
Tong 2010 panel® 48.969 66,9 24,8 4,6

a Theo s6 liéu panel cua 364 hé gia dinh vdi 475 doanh nghiép hé gia dinh. Khac biét gilra 2010 va 2012 la khéng
¢ y nghia théng ké & mic 10% dbi vdi bt ky déc diém nao cua doanh nghiép.
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Bang 3.3b: Hoat dong doanh nghiép ho gia dinh:
Doanh thu, chi phi va thu nhap rong (1000 dong, trung vi)

Tong doanh thu tir Tong chi phi cho cac Thu nhap rong caa cac

DNHGP hoat dong DNHGD hoat dong DNHGD
Tong 2012 64.080 31.000 27.000
Tinh
Ha Tay 120.000 67.000 38.000
Lao Cai 32.000 15.200 17.728
Phu Tho 60.000 28.000 30.000
Lai Chau 4.650 2.765 1.305
Dién Bién 20.000 10.000 10.000
Nghé An 30.000 8.000 18.500
Quang Nam 80.000 43.000 24.000
Khanh Hoa 95.000 48.900 46.500
bak Lak 60.000 33.570 23.260
Dék Nbng 87.200 42.000 31.700
Lam Ddng 65.000 31.250 54.650
Long An 84.000 13.000 40.500
Gigdi tinh caa cha ho
N 61.680 33.550 26.200
Nam 64.900 31.000 27.250
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhat 10.600 3.580 5.600
Nghéo nhi 40.850 20.550 17.250
Trung binh 60.000 24.300 24.500
Giau nhi 99.000 44.000 36.000
Giau nhat 130.000 68.700 46.510
Dan toc cta chua ho
Khong phai dan toc
Kinh 6.000 2.950 3.000
Dan téc Kinh 84.000 43.000 32.000
Téng 2012 panel® 268.371 216.260 52.110
Téng 2010 panel® 230.648 185.422 45.226

N= 858

2 Theo s6 liéu panel cua 364 hé gia dinh vdi 475 doanh nghiép hé gia dinh. Khac biét gilta nam 2010 va 2012
khéng cé y nghia théng ké & mirc 10% déi vdi bat ky dic diém nao cua doanh nghiép.
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Ciling nhu tién lugng kiém dudc tUr cac hoat dong phi ndng nghiép, viéc lam ngoai h6
gia dinh (xem Chudng 2) la cao han trong s6 nhitng ngudi cdé hoc van tot han dudc khdo sat,
va ngudi c6 hoc van tét han thudng diéu hanh DNHGD t6t han.

Nhu minh hoa trong Bang 3.4, cac hd gia dinh cé ch hd khdng biét chit cé téng trung
vi thu nhap tir DNHGD (doanh thu trtr chi phi) la khoang 3,1 triéu d6ng mot nam. Véi cac cha
ho da t6t nghiép ph6 thdng trung hoc thi cé thu nhép trung binh tir DNHGP Ia 40,7 triéu ddng
mot nam.

Bang 3.3a cho thdy mot s6 nhdom (dac biét la cac ho gia dinh c6 chd hé khong phai
dan tdéc Kinh hodc 1a ngudi dan toc thiéu sd) thudng gép khoé khan trong tiép can tin dung va
do vay thudng phai tu dau tu tai chinh. Bang 3.4 cho thay nhitng hau qua tiéu cuc tiém tang
clia viéc phan bd tin dung: téng trung vi thu nhép rong ctia nhitng chi DNHGD c¢6 thé tiép
can von vay cao gap dbi nhitrng ngudi khong ti€p can dugc von. Tuy nhién, can luu y la cling
cb thé nguyén nhan dugc bat dau tir mot hudng khac, dé 1a cac hd gia dinh (hodc cac doanh
nghiép) thu nhap thap sé kho ti€p can vé von vay hon.

Bang 3.4: Trinh do hoc van cua chu ho, dau tu, va hiéu qua (*000 dong, trung vi)

Tong thu nhép

Pau tu ban dau Doanh thu Chi phi rong
Téng 2012 7.500 64.080 31.000 27.000
Trinh d6 hoc van chung cao nhat cua chu hd
Khéng biét doc, biét viét 500 6.150 3.380 3.100
T6t nghiép tiéu hoc 4.000 48.000 24.000 22.200
T6t nghiép THCS 9.000 63.000 32.100 25.880
TGt nghiép THPT 15.000 120.000 60.000 40.700
Trinh d6 chuyén nghiép ky thuat cao nhat
Khong co6 bang cép 5.000 62.000 29.800 26.325
Dao tao nghé ngén han 10.000 60.000 29.000 26.300
Dao tao nghé dai han 25.000 140.000 66.500 65.000
Trung hoc chuyén nghiép 15.000 45.000 26.000 24.400
Cao dang/dai hoc 35.000 76.000 43.000 31.900
Tinh hinh vay
Khéng vay 5.000 50.000 22.840 24.000
Cé vay 20.000 145.000 86.100 50.800

N= 858
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Bang 3.5: SO0 ngay lam viéc trong nam ddi véi hoat dong phi nong nghiép va viéc
lam khong dudgc tra cong

S0 ngay tham Ti lé tham gia vao S0 ngay tham Ti |1é tham gia vao
gia vao hoat hoat dong DNHGD gia vao hoat hoat dong DNHGD
dong DNHGD, so v@i tdng so dong DNHGPD, so v@i tong sé ngay
ngay, 2012 ngay tham gia lao ngay, 2010 tham gia lao dong,
déng, 2012, % 2010, %

Téng 2012 74 6,9 70 6,4

Tinh

Ha Tay 133 12,4 100 9,4

Lao Cai a7 4,2 36 2,7

Phu Tho 62 6,7 93 8,6

Lai Chau 28 2,6 30 2,7

Dién Bién 11 0,7 25 1,8

Nghé An 64 5,8 61 5,3

Quang Nam 72 7,1 62 5,8

Khanh Hoa 70 6,6 117 9,7

D&k L3k 46 4,1 57 5,0

Dak N6ng 69 5,7 59 4,8

Lam Ddng 40 3,0 38 2,4

Long An 67 6,2 65 6,6

GiGi tinh cua chua ho

N 61 6,7 50 5,5

Nam 77 7,0 76 6,7

Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham

Nghéo nhat 26 2,0 31 2,8

Ngheo nhi 56 4,7 43 3,4

Trung binh 65 6,1 67 6,1

Giau nhi 109 10,3 95 8,3

Giau nh4t 111 11,3 116 11,6

Dan toc cua chu ho

Khéng phai dan tdc Kinh 19 1,7 23 1,7

Dan toc Kinh 88 8,3 83 7,6

N 2012=2.740 va N 2010 = 2.200

Thgi gian s&r dung la mot chi s6 khac vé dau tu cia hd gia dinh vao cac doanh nghiép
ho gia dinh phi ndng nghiép. Theo s6 liéu clia nhitng ngudi tra I1Gi khao sat, s6 ngay tham gia
vao cac hoat ddng DNHGP (xem Bang 3.5) la tuong d6i &n dinh gilta cdc vong khao sat, chi
c6é mot trudng hgp ngoai |é dang chd y duy nhat |a ti 1€ trung binh cua cac ho gia dinh tinh
Ha Tay (tang han moét thang vé thdi gian danh cho cac hoat dong DNHGD) va tinh Khanh Hoa
(gidm khoang 47 ngay).

Tuong (ng vdi thdi gian tham gia vao cac hoat ddng DNHGD, ddc diém cua ho gia dinh
hodc ddc diém ca nhan, sé liéu trung binh trong ndm d& cung cdp dudc mot birc tranh rd rang

58



KET QUA BIEU TRA HO GIA DINH NONG THON NAM 2012 TAI 12 TINH

haon va chi ra hai xu hudng: thgi gian dau tu vao cac doanh nghiép hé gia dinh cla cac ho gia
dinh giau la cao hon dang ké&, va cac hd gia dinh cd chu hd la ngudi Kinh dau tu thdi gian nhiéu
han hdn cac hd gia dinh dan tdc thiéu sé.

3.5. Han ché& ddi véi su phat trién doanh nghiép nhé

D& hiéu dudc nhitng kho khan, trd ngai anh hudng dén viéc hinh thanh va hoat ddng
clia DNHGD, vong khao sat nam 2012 da bd sung thém mdt phan ndi dung, yéu cdu nhiing
ngudi tham gia khao sat xép hang moét loat cac han ché vé kho khan, nhu dang ky kinh doanh,
mua/thué dat, vay tién, mua dau vao vv...12 Bang 3.6 tdm tat cac phat hién tir phan nay khao
sat nay.

Phan I8n cac ho gia dinh tra I3i “Khong biét”, “dé dang” hodc “khong dé khong khé” khi
dugc hoi vé mirc dd khé khan ma ho gép phai lién quan dén nhiéu khia canh khac nhau nhu bat
dau va diéu hanh mot doanh nghiép ho gia dinh. Diéu nay cho thdy rdng hau hét cac ho gia dinh
khoéng gap nhiéu kho khan trong kinh doanh hodc ho chua nhan thifc dugc nhirng khé khan nay.
Con lai cdc van dé phé bién Ia khé khan khi vay tién va tiép can thi trudng déu ra cho san pham
(khodng 20% ho gia dinh néu ra cac khé khan lién quan téi ting van dé da néu).

Bang 3.6: Cac han ché doi véi doanh nghiép ho gia dinh (%)

Khong khé

Mic dd khé khan Rat kho Khé khong d& Dé Ritdé  Khong biét
bang ky kinh doanh 0,3 4,1 19,5 15,8 3,0 55,8
Tuan tha cac quy dinh kinh doanh 0,3 4,5 25,1 18,0 3,5 46,9
Mua hodc thué dat 0,6 7,7 20,6 15,9 2,4 50,2
Vay tién 1,3 19,2 28,3 14,8 2,1 32,8
Tiét kiém tién tai ngan hang nha
nudc hoac ngan hang thugng mai 0,4 1,6 17,9 26,5 16,5 35,5
Thué cong nhan lanh nghé 1,1 10,8 19,6 10,4 1,6 54,3
Pao tao lao dong 1,4 10,8 19,8 9,4 1,0 55,0
Hoc hoi cac céng nghé mgi 2,0 12,2 19,7 7,7 1,4 54,6
Mua sdm may méc/ thiét bj mdi 1,6 12,8 20,8 11,8 3,4 47,1
Ti€p can thj trudng cho san phdm
dau ra 2,8 17,9 30,5 14,9 3,0 29,5
Mua nguyén vat liéu (dau vao) 0,1 7,7 31,4 31,3 6,0 22,3

N= 703. D&y la kha thap do thi€u sé liéu

Ngoai cac han ché vé kinh doanh, Bang 3.7 tém tat cac s6 liéu phan anh nhan thic cta
nh{rng ngudi tra 18i khao sat vé han ché ctia méi trudng kinh doanh ciia DNHGD. Nhin chung,

12 Thuc hién moét sé so sanh sir dung Chi s6 nang luc canh tranh cdp tinh nam 2012 trén trang web: http://www.
pcivietnam.org/reports_home.php.
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sd liéu cho thdy hau hét ho khéng cho rang tham nhiing va ha tadng cd sd la nhitng trd ngai
I&n trong hoat dong ciia DNHGD, nhung cling phan anh dudc su khac biét vé nhan thic gilra
cac tinh va cdc nhédm ho gia dinh. Vi du, 8 Lam Do6ng cbé 33,3%, va & Khanh Hoa cé 14,3%
s6 hd gia dinh cho rdng tham nhiing la mot phén I8n hodc rat 16n cdng vao chi phi hoat déng
clia DNHGD. Ngoai ra, tai Lao Cai, Pha Tho va Lai Chau, cac hd gia dinh cé nhan thic thap
han vé ha tang cd sd so v@i cac tinh khac. (30,4%, 22,4 % va 38,2% so6 ho gia dinh tuong
(rng, cho réng cd s& ha tang dia phuong cé lién quan dén DNHGD cla ho la xdu hodc rat xau).
Nhan thirc dGi v@i co sd ha tang cua cac hd nghéo va cac hé khong phai dan toc Kinh lai con
kém han. Trong khi dé, tham nhiing cé vé anh hudng nhiéu hon dén cac ho gia dinh giau han
va cac ho gia dinh dan téc Kinh.

Bang 3.7: Panh gia vé tham nhiing va ha tang (%)

Panh gia chi phi do tham nhiing (N: 721) Panh gia ha tang dia phuong (N:723)

Lén va rat Nho Khong c6 Totvarat Khong tot Xau va rat

16n tac dong tot khong xau xau
Téng 2012 5,0 25,2 69,8 20,5 67,4 12,2
Tinh
Ha Tay a1 25,9 70,0 20,9 72,3 6,8
Lao Cai 4,3 21,7 73,9 17,4 52,2 30,4
Pha Tho 4,7 35,3 60,0 10,6 67,1 22,4
Lai Chau 4,4 5,9 89,7 4,4 57,4 38,2
Dién Bién 0,0 14,3 85,7 7,1 85,7 7,1
Nghé An 5,1 28,8 66,1 47,5 50,8 1,7
Quang Nam 4,9 20,7 74,4 31,3 65,1 3,6
Khanh Hoa 14,3 78,6 7.1 25,0 75,0 0,0
P&k Lak 4,7 4,7 90,7 2,3 88,4 9,3
D&k Néng 0,0 12,1 87,9 15,2 72,7 12,1
Lam Dong 33,3 41,7 25,0 50,0 50,0 0,0
Long An 3,7 31,5 64,8 21,8 63,6 14,5
Gigi tinh
N 6,7 25,0 68,3 20,0 68,3 11,7
Nam 4,7 25,3 70,0 20,5 67,2 12,3
Nhém chi tiéu luveng thuc thuc pham
Ngheo nhat 1,0 10,7 88,3 8,7 68,3 23,1
Nghéo nhi 4,0 16,0 80,0 13,6 69,6 16,8
Trung binh 3,7 24,3 72,1 22,8 67,6 9,6
Giau nhi 5,6 30,9 63,5 23,5 69,3 7,3
Giau nhat 8,7 34,9 56,4 27,3 62,8 9,9
Dan toc cua chu hd
Khéng phai dan toc Kinh 2,6 9,6 87,8 6,1 61,7 32,2
Kinh 5,4 28,2 66,3 23,2 68,4 8,4

Quy mé méu gidm do thiéu sé liéu
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3.6. TOm tat

Cac doanh nghiép ho gia dinh quy mo nhd chi dugc nghién clfu dudi goc do la mot
ngudn trong téng thu nhdp cua hé gia dinh. Su ddng gdp cua DNHGD vao thu nhép gia dinh
& néng thon Viét Nam van con thap han so véi hoat ddng nong nghiép va hoat ddong lam céng
an luong, nhung lai chifm mot ngudn thdi gian va tién dau tu dang k& cltia hd gia dinh. Tuu
chung, trong khi gido duc va tinh trang dan toc la cac yéu to6 tac déng Ién dén viéc dau tu tai
chinh, hiéu qua hoat dong va thdi gian tham gia vao DNHGD, nhitng doanh nghiép vi mo6 nay
van chi 6 quy mo nho, phan 18n 1a khdng chinh thirc va déng tru sé tai nha. Quy mé nho cua
DNHGD cho thdy khu vuc nay chua dudc phat trién rong rdi tai ndng thén dap *‘ng nhu ciu
chinh thic va khong chinh thic cia lao dong néng thon.

Noi chung, cac so liéu dugc trinh bay trong chuong nay cho thdy s6 lugng cac cha
doanh nghiép cam thay gap khé khan do quy dinh kinh doanh va thi€u ti€ép can dat dai, théng
tin, hoac cac nguon luc khac la tugng doi it. Can ti€p tuc nghién clfu xem liéu diéu nay phan
anh diéu kién kinh doanh trén thuc té€ & Viét Nam la kha t6t hay liéu day chi la két qua khao
sat ddi v8i mot sd chu doanh nghiép khdng tim cach phat trién doanh nghiép ctia ho. Bdi vi cac
han ché& thudng dén khi cac hé gia dinh mudn mé rong va phat trién doanh nghiép, bao gom
ca cac kho khan vé tiép can tin dung va thi trudng dau ra, va do vy can slra d8i mét s6 chinh
sach dé ho trg cac doanh nghiép trong linh vuc nay. Tuy nhién, khé cé thé dua ra dugc chinh
sach cu thé tur cac phan tich 6 day va can phéan tich chuyén sdu dé dé xac dinh cach thiét ké
cac chinh sach ho trg su tdng trudng clia cac hoat dong doanh nghiép.

Vi nén kinh té€ Viét Nam dang ti€ép tuc qua trinh chuyén dich cd cdu tir ndng nghiép
tu cung, tu cap sang cac hoat dong dem lai gia tri gia tang cao hadn, viéc giam sat cac doanh
nghiép hd gia dinh ngay cang quan trong dé nghién cllu tdc déng cla cac doanh nghiép nay
vao phuc Igi xa hdi va tao viéc 1am & ndng thén, va déc biét 1a dé quan sat cac yéu td chuyén
ti€p dé€ phat trién cac doanh nghiép nay tir quy mé hd gia dinh c¢& nho dén quy md I6n hon va
I6n manh thanh céc doanh nghiép bén viing.
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CHUONG 4: PAT PAI

Chuadng nay phan tich cac van dé lién quan tdi dat dai. Chung tdi trinh bay cac s6
liéu thdng ké vé cac chi dé chinh nhu phan bé dat dai, Gidy chirng nhén quyén s dung dat
(LURC), phan manh dat dai, va su tham gia cua ho gia dinh vao thi trudng dat dai nhu mua,
ban, cho thué dat dai. Bdng cau hédi cia VARHS co phép thu thap so liéu vé bén loai dat: (i)
dat do hé lam chu va s dung; (ii) dat khéng do hé lam chd nhung st dung (vi du: thué hoac
mugn dat); (iii) dat do ho lam chd nhung khong st dung (vi du: cho thué dat); va (iv) dat
do hé lam chu trong qua kh& nhung hién tai khong con lam chu (vi du: dat da dudc ban hoac
trao ddi, cho tdng hodc chuyén thanh cdng hitu).

Viét Nam cé 33.1 triéu hécta dat. La mot trong nhitng nudc coé binh quan dat dai dau
ngudi thap nhat thé gidi, khoang 0,38 ha, trong khi dat san xuat nong nghiép binh quan dau
ngudi xap xi 0,3 ha. P& quan ly va bao vé dat sir dung cho néng nghiép, thiy san va san xuét
muoi, Viéet Nam da ban hanh nhiéu van ban quy pham phap quy gém luat, nghi dinh, quyét
dinh, quy dinh nghiém ngét viéc chuyén dat néng nghiép sang muc dich si dung phi ndng
nghiép. Muc dich Ia nhdm tang cudng an ninh luong thuc qudéc gia, khuyén khich ndéng dan
va céc dia phuang gilr dat trong lUa va cai tao dat chua dudc sir dung chuyén sang thanh dat
ndng nghiép. Nhd nhitng c¢6 gdng nay ma téng dién tich dat ndng nghiép da téng Ién?3,

S dung dat tai Viét Nam ngay cang hiéu qua va mang lai Igi ich kinh té cao han. biéu
nay quan trong véi an ninh luong thuc, phat trién d6 thi, cdng nghiép va dich vu trong qua
trinh cong nghiép hda va hién dai héa dat nudc. Trong néng thon, dat dai coé y nghia dac biét
quan trong d&i v&i san xuat ndng nghiép. O phan tiép theo, chiing toi sé tim hiéu phan b va
phan manh dat dai d6i véi dat do hd gia dinh 1am chd trong mau didu tra.

4.1. Phan bo va phan manh dat dai

O Viét Nam, dat dai dugc Nha nudc giao cho ngudi st dung dat. Cac ho gia dinh st
dung han 14 triéu ha (53,6% trong tong dién tich dat ndng nghiép). Dién tich dat dai con lai
dugc phan bd tdi cac ddi tugng st dung dat khac nhu Uy ban nhan dan x4&, t6 chic kinh té dia
phuong, cac cd sd trong nudc, va cac td chilic, cd nhan nudc ngoai. Nong dan dugc khuyén
khich str dung dat dé trong trot san xuét luong thuc, cdy trong hang hda, va nudi trong thay
san. K&t qua 13, Viét Nam da trd thanh mot nudc xuét khdu hang dau véi mot s6 néng san nhu
gao, hai san, cao su va hat tiéu. Viéc chudn bi va thuc thi quy hoach, k& hoach st dung dat
da gop phan thay déi b6 mat néng thdn. D&t ndng nghiép dudc phén bd trén co sé bao vé dat
danh cho trong IGa, d& ddm bao muc tiéu cung cdp du Ivong thuc cho tiéu thu ndi dia cling
nhu danh cho du trit chién lugc va xudt khau. O phan nay, ching téi nghién cltu viéc ndm gilt
dat néng nghiép cua cac ho gia dinh néng thon.

13 Dién tich dat ndbng nghiép tang Ién 556 nghin ha trong thdi ky 2001-2010. Chinh pha d& dé xuat Qudéc hoéi duy
tri muc tiéu 3,8 triéu ha dat lua téi nam 2020.
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Bang 4.1: Phan bé va phan manh dat dai

Tong dat Tong pat S6 S6 Manh dat Dién Dién
ndng dat trong lugng lugng c6 chung tich tich
Khéng nghiép nong cay manh manh bg véi manh manh
c6 dat (m?2 nghiép hang dat/ho dat/ho cac manh dat dat
(%) trung (m? nam (m2 (trung (nhiéu datkhac (m?, (m?2
binh) trung trung binh) nhat) (%) trung trung
vi) binh) binh) vi)
Toéng 2012 9,6 7.897 3.079 4.403 4,4 24 15,3 1.784 500
Tinh
Ha Tay 8,6 1.922 1.372 1.536 4,7 17 14,3 404 240
Lao Cai 3,8 9.885 6.640 5.930 4,9 12 13,0 1.865 900
Phu Tho 9,4 3.963 2.140 1.790 5,7 24 10,6 617 312
Lai Chau 9,2 8.627 7.000 8.041 4,9 14 9,8 1.517 1.000
Dién Bién 4,7 10.916 9.150 9.633 5,7 13 13,4 1.809 1.000
Nghé An 6,7 7.471 3.006 2.582 4,9 14 10,4 1.519 452
Quang Nam 11,4 3.940 2.200 2.695 3,9 13 8,6 964 500
Khanh Hoa 22,8 8.827 4.200 4.532 3,0 16 10,2 2.382 1.000
bak Lak 8,6 13.807 10.780  5.562 3,7 11 21,0 3.484  2.000
Dak Nong 8,2 24.083 18.000 6.440 3,0 7 12,8 6.944 3.000
Lam Ddng 8,1 14.778  9.650 2.333 2,9 9 13,4 4.827  2.670
Long An 13,5 14.745 5.700 11.264 2,9 15 39,3 4.161 1.800
Gigi tinh cha ho
\[og 15,9 5.531 2.270 3.380 3,8 16 15,6 1.387 420
Nam 8,0 8.455 3.400 4.643 4,5 24 15,2 1.868 500
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Ngheo nhat 8,5 10.780  4.750 6.065 4,4 17 10,7 2.099 900
Nghéo nhi 10,2 8.544 3.402 4.803 4,4 16 13,4 1.784 570
Trung binh 8,7 7.899 2.933 3.064 4,3 15 17,2 1.448 500
Giau nhi 13,6 7.019 2.391 3.236 4,4 17 15,3 1.652 432
Giau nhat 12,1 5.243 2.304 4.357 4,2 24 20,7 1.949 427
Téng 2012 7,9 7.861 3.040 4.436 4,3 24 15,3 1.823 500
Téng 2010 6,3 8.197 3.425 4.330 4,6 26 13,8 1.773 500

N 2012 = 2.356 hé; N 2012 manh dat = 9.926 (N 2012 panel= 9.821 manh dat; N 2010 panel =9.805 manh dat)

Trong Bang 4.1, téng sb dién tich dat do cac hd gia dinh lam chu cling nhu dién tich
trung binh ctia mdi manh dugc do b&ng m?, s6 manh dat dugdc 1am chu va phan manh dugc
do theo s6 manh dat. Cot s6 1 cua Bang 4.1 cho biét sé liéu thdng ké chi tiét ty I€ ho gia dinh
khdng cé d&t néng nghiép. Téng cong, khoang 10% hd gia dinh trong mau diéu tra khéng cé
bt ky manh dat néng nghiép nao.

Ty 1& cac hd khdng cé dat thay ddi khéng giéng nhau giita 12 tinh, trong dé céc tinh
phia Nam cé ty 1& hd khdng c6 dat cao hon so vdi cac tinh phia Bac. Cac hdé cé chd hd nit ¢
xu hudéng khoéng cdé dat nhiéu hon cac ho cé chd hd la nam. Trong do, 16% ho c6 chu ho nir
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la khdng c6 dat. Ty 1& nay cao hon dang ké (vé mat thdng ké) so v3i 8% hd cé chd hd nam
khong cé dat.

Tuy nhién, khong c6 dat khong nhat thi€t cé quan hé véi nghéo doi, vi nhiéu ho giau
han cd it dat hodc khdng cé dat. Diéu nay ngu y rang viéc dong gop thu nhap tu san xuat néng
nghiép dang dan ddng vai trd it quan trong trong téng thu nhap cua cac hé giau.

Han thé, tinh hinh khdng cé dat con gia tang déi véi cac ho gia dinh trong giai doan 2
nam 2010-2012. Nhin chung, 8% s6 ho gia dinh khong cé dat trong nam 2012, mot mdc tang
c6 y nghia thdng ké so v8i nam 2010. Cé méi tudng quan gilfa moét tinh nang déng vé kinh té
va cé nhiéu ho gia dinh khéng cé dat: nhirng hé néng thon & cac vung kinh té khd han cé kha
nang cao han trong viéc tim cac cong viéc phi ndng nghiép va két qua, ho sé ban dat nong
nghiép. Ban luan sdu han vé van dé nay sé dudgc trinh bay trong chucng 9 vé di cu va chuadng
5 vé san xuat trong trot, Ravallion and Van de Walle (2008)

Nhin vao sé liéu tdng dién tich dat néng nghiép, Bang 4.1 chi ra rang cac hd gia dinh
3 cac tinh phia Nam cdé nhiéu dat hon cac néng dan & cac tinh phia Bac. Xét vé dat va tinh
trang kinh té& xa hdi, ching téi quan sat thdy réng nhitng hd nghéo hon cé dién tich dat ndng
nghiép nhiéu han (10.780 m?) so véi cac hdé giau nhat (5.243 m?). Diéu nay cho thay cac ho
ngheo han phu thuéc nhiéu hon vao néng nghiép. Cac ho c6 chu ho la nam coé dién tich dat
néng nghiép binh quan dau ngudi cao hon so va&i cac ho cé chid ho nir.

Dién tich dat dai cla cac ho co su khac nhau giira cac tinh mot phan la do yéu t6 lich
s(r va su khac biét vé dan s6. Cac tinh phia Bac dén cu dong va tap trung hon. Thém vao do,
dat dai tai cac tinh mién Bac manh mun han. Mot cach do ludng viéc manh man déat dai la tinh
s6 manh d&t ma mot ho st dung. Trong Bang 4.1, chlng ta thdy s6 manh dat trung binh moi
h6é cao hon han & cac tinh phia Bdc nhu Phd Tho, Dién Bién, Lai Chdu va Nghé An.

S8 manh dat binh quén thdp nhat la tai cac tinh phia Nam nhu tai L&m Dong, Dak
Nong va Long An. S manh dat mdi ho gia dinh 1am chu nhiéu nhét 13 24 & tinh Pha Tho. Tuy
nhién, tai Dak Nong la moét tinh & Tady Nguyén thi s6 manh dat nhiéu nhat cia hé khéng qua
7 manh. Thém vao dd, dat dai & cac tinh phia Bac khdong chi manh muin ma dién tich trung
binh m&i manh con nhd hon.

Bang 4.2: Ma tran chuyén dich tinh trang khdng cé dat (%)

Giira nam 2010 va 2012 Giira nam 2006 va 2012
Chua bao gid khong cé dat 91,5 89,5
Trd thanh h6 khong co dat 2,5 4,1
Thoat khoi tinh trang khong c6 dat 2,0 3,1
Ludn ludn khong cé dat 4,0 3,3
N = 2.192 2.039
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Tai Bang 4.2, chdng tdi trinh bay ma tradn chuyén dich cadc hd khdng cé dat gilta ndm
2010 va 2012, va gilta nam 2006 va nam 2012. Khoang 89.5% s6 h6 dudc khao sat trong cac
nam tur 2006 dén 2012 déu ludn cé dat, trong khi dd, khoang 3% s6 ho khong co dat trong ca
thdgi ky tudng ’ng. Trong s6 gan 8% sb ho khong cé dat quan sat thay trong nam 2012 (Bang
4.1), 4% s6 h6 khong cé dat cé tinh c6 hitu trong khi dé 2,5% s6 ho rai vao tinh trang khong
cd dat gitra ndm 2010 va 2012. Su bién ddi dai han hon gitta ndm 2006 va 2012 cho thay cé

su gia tang s6 ho rai vao tinh trang khong c6 dat.

2012 va 2010.*

Trong Hinh 4.1, chiing t6i chuyén sang su phan bd dat dai gilta cac hd theo ving (Nam
va Bac) va theo nam (2012 va 2010). Hai db thi dau & phia trén cung cua Hinh (a va b) trinh
bay su phan bé dat dai trong ndm 2012 theo ving, clung vdi, so sdnh phan bd dat trong ndm

Hinh 4.1: Tong phan bd dat va phan bé dat theo vung

a. Téng phéan bé dat theo ving 2012

(dudi 95%)

b. T6ng phan bé d&t trong 2012 va 2010
(dusi 95%)
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e. Phan b8 dst cdy hang ndm theo viing 2012 f. Phan b6 dat cdy hang ndm theo ndm
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D6 thi (a) chi rd rang dién tich binh quan cac manh dat clia cac hd la nho véi phan I16n
cac hé cb dién tich dat nhé hon 1 hecta. D6 thi (a) ciling chi ra su khac biét trong phan bd dat
gitta mién Nam va mié&n B&c. Mién Nam cé céc trang trai I6n hon. O mién Béc, 85,6% hd cd
dién tich canh tac nhé hon 1 hecta trong khi ty 1é nay tai mién Nam la 69,2%.

O mién Béc, cac trang trai v&i dién tich 16n hon 3 hécta la rat hiém, (chiém khoang
1,7%) so vGi mién Nam, cac trang trai vdi dién tich I6n hon 3 hécta chiém gén 9% trong téng
s8 trang trai. D6 thj (b) cho thdy su khac biét vé phan bd dat trong ndm 2012 va 2010 (ddi
vGi ho dudc phong van trong 2 nam). Dat thudc cac hé da giam nhe nhung cé y nghia théng
ké trong thdi gian 2 nam khao sat.

Hai dd thi gitta (c va d) trinh bay dudng cong Lorenz vé phén bé téng dién tich dat
ndng nghiép theo ving (mién Nam va mién Bac) va theo ndm. D6 thi (c) cho thdy su phan bd
d&t néng nghiép it cdng bang hon tai mién Nam. Su phan bé trong giai doan 2 ndm tir 2010-
2012 dudng nhu khdng thay d6i. Hai do thi dudi (e va f) trinh bay phan bé dién tich dat trong
cdy hang ndm theo viing va theo ndm. K&t qua cho thdy su phan bé dat cdy hang ndm ciing
it cong bang hon tai mién Nam.

Trong Bang 4.3, hé s Gini d6i véi viéc phan bé dat gilta cac tinh dudc trinh bay dé
nghién c(u chi tiét su bat binh dang trong phan bd dat. Cling giéng nhu vai dat san xuét néng
nghiép, viéc phan b6 dat dudng nhu khéng thay ddi dang k& trong hai ndm qua.
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Bang 4.3: Nguon goc manh dat (%)

N Thie Tivuns Kl  Tme SR s o
Tong 2012 59,8 17,3 9,0 13,0 0,4 0,3 0,2 0,66
Tinh
Ha Tay 88,7 8,0 1,9 0,9 0,2 0,2 0,0 0,49
Lao Cai 36,0 38,4 6,4 19,1 0,0 0 0,0 0,48
Phu Tho 82,8 10,7 2,7 2,7 0,5 0,2 0,3 0,54
Lai Chau 17,2 15,8 0,4 65,2 0,0 1,4 0,0 0,41
pién Bién 29,8 15,4 2,3 52,1 0,0 0,0 0,3 0,39
Nghé An 76,3 12,7 4,7 5,4 0,7 0,0 0,1 0,72
Quang Nam 81,8 12,9 1,8 3,1 0,1 0,0 0,2 0,60
Khanh Hoa 32,8 28,0 22,8 12,1 2,6 1,2 0,4 0,71
Dak L3k 14,3 12,8 46,1 24,8 0,5 0,7 0,6 0,47
D3k Néng 5,5 14,4 50,0 29,5 0,3 0,0 0,3 0,51
Lam Dbng 5,0 22,9 29,3 42,2 0,0 0,5 0,0 0,46
Long An 10,2 63,5 23,9 1,1 0,4 0,8 0,0 0,68
Chu ho
N 67,2 15,8 8,3 7,6 0,5 0,5 0,0 0,69
Nam 58,2 17,6 9,2 14,1 0,2 0,3 0,2 0,64
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc, thuc pham
Nghéo nhét 45,9 18,1 5,8 29,3 0,3 0,5 0,1 0,69
Nghé&o nhi 57,1 18,9 7,8 15,5 0,1 0,4 0,2 0,63
Trung binh 65,2 15,9 10,9 6,8 0,5 0,3 0,2 0,62
Giau nhi 67,2 15,8 10,3 6,2 0,2 0,1 0,2 0,60
Giau nhat 65,9 16,7 11,0 5,5 0,6 0,2 0,1 0,66

N =10.265 manh dét
Ghi chd: Hé s6 GINI débi vdi 6 tinh mién Bac la 0,61 trong nam 2012 trong khi hé s6 vdi 6 tinh mién Nam la 0,66

Bang 4.3 cho thdy nhitng cach thic thu vi trong viéc ti€p can dat gilra cac tinh. Cac
hoé tai tinh mién Bac hdu hét dugc nhan dat tir Nha nudc hodc x& giao. Ty 1&€ hd mua dudc dat
trén thi trudng nhiéu nhat |a tai cac tinh Tay Nguyén gém Dak Lik, Dak Nong va Lam Dong.
Tai Ddk Nong, mot nlra s6 manh dat dugc mua. Ty |1é cdc hd mua qua thi trudng it nhat la
tai tinh ving Tay B&c: Lai Chau, chiém 0,4% téng s6 dat mua dugc. Diéu nay chi ra réng thi
trudng dat dai ndng thon tai mién Bac kém sbi ddng so vdi thi trudng dat dai ndng thon tai
cac tinh mién Nam.

Bang 4.3 cling cho thdy su khac biét qua gidi tinh chd ho. Cac ho c6 chu ho la nit co
dudc nhiéu dat do Nha nudc hoac xa giao han (cd y nghia thdng ké) cac ho coé chd ho la nam.
Diéu nay ngu y rang cac chu hd nir it tham gia vao thi truéng dat. Nhin vao tinh hinh kinh té
xa hoi va cach thirc ti€ép can dat dai, nhdm ho giau nhat thudng nhan dat tir Nha nudc hoac xa
giao (66% so vGi khodng 46% clia nhdm ngheo nhat). Nhdm ngheo hon thudng khai hoang
va lan chiém dé cé dat. biéu nay dudc giai thich do cdc hd nghéo phan b6 khéng ddng déu,
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thudng & cac tinh viing cao, nai viéc khai hoang dién ra phé bién haon. 11% hd giau han cho
biét ho mua dat, so vGi 6% hd ngheo nhat. K&t qua nay cling chi ra nhém giau han cling tham
gia thi trudng dat dai s6i ndi han. Hé s& GINI trung binh (trong tdng s6 mau) ddi véi phan
b6 dat dai la 0,66. H& s& GINI cho 6 tinh phia Béc la 0,61 va d&i véi 6 tinh phia Nam la 0,66
trong nam 2012.

Bang 4.4 cho thdy nguén géc manh dat mdi c6 dugc (trong vong 3 nam gan day) phan
theo vung.

Bang 4.4: Nguon goc cua cac manh dat madi c6 dudc (3 nam gan day)

Ngu‘én géc c6 dugc cac manh TOng s6 _ Mién Bac _ Mién Nam _
dat <3 nam Tong ':gar: Tong :gar: Tong :gar:
Téng 296 100 159 100 137 100
Nha nuéc/xa giao 36 12,1 17 10,7 19 13,9
Thira ké 88 29,7 57 35,9 31 22,6
Thi trusng (=mua) 108 36,5 34 21,4 74 54,0
Khai hoang va l&n chiém 41 13,8 36 22,6 5 3,6
Trao ddi 21 7,1 14 8,8 7 5,1
Khac 2 0,7 1 0,6 1 0,7

N = 296 manh dat

Gi6ng nhu Bang 4.3, Bang 4.4 cho thdy su bién ddi I6n trong cach thic tiép can dat
dai gitra mién B&c va mién Nam. O mién Nam, 54% trong s t6ng manh dat cé dudc 1a mua
tai thi trudng, so véi 21,4% s6 manh dat c6 dugc tai mién Bac. Trong khi do, ty 1&é manh dat
c6 dugc thdng qua thira k& tai mién Bac hon so v8i mién Nam (gan 36% tai mién Bac so vJi
22,6% tai mién Nam). C4 thé giai thich cho s& liéu nay la tai mién Bac, dat dai thudng dudgc
coi nhu tai san/vat dam bao an toan cho sinh ké nén ngudi dan thudng uu tién thira ké han la
ban trén thi trudng, trong khi ngudi dan tai mién Nam lai coi dat dai |a hang hoéa, cé thé mua
ban trén thi trudng.

Ty 1& manh dat c6 dudc gén day nhd khai hoang va 1dn chiém tai mién Bac (22,6 %)
cao han tai mién Nam (3,6%). Diéu thu vi la ty |é manh dat cé dudc gan day do Nha nudc céap
hodc xa giao kha th&dp (khoang 12% cho ca hai mién). Diéu nay cé thé chi ra rang dat cong
danh cho viéc phén bd t8i cadc hd néng thén ngay cang khan hiém. Ngay cang cé nhiéu manh
dat co6 dugc thong qua giao dich trén thi trudng dat dai. Nhirng két qua nay nhat quan vdi
nhirng phat hién chi ti€t vé giao dich dat dugc bao cdo trong Khai et al. (2013).
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4.2. Gidy chirng nhan quyén s dung dat

Luat Pat dai 2003 dudc thuc thi gan 1 thap ky, d& dat nén moéng cho viéc thanh lap
hé théng V&n phong dang ky quyén sir dung dat cung véi nhitng hudng dan va ho trg tai
chinh cta chinh quyén Trung uong, gay quy tU dia phucdng va do dac ban do6 dia chinh. Theo
BO Tai nguyén va Mo6i trudng (MONRE), viéc dang ky va cap chirng nhan quyén s dung dat
cang dudc cling c8. K&t qua cua nhitng nd luc nay 1a 75% dat dudc do dac ban d6 va da cap
Gidy chirng nhan quyén st dung dat (LURCs) cho 85% dién tich dat nong nghiép. Riéng nam
2012, theo Téng cuc Quan ly dat dai, MONRE, 1.822.200 LURCs dudc cdp mdi trong khi d6 ca
hai nam 2010 va 2011 mdi cdp dudc 732.200 LURCs. Thém vao d6, nam 2012, c6 2.640.000
LURCs dugc cdp d6i theo mau mdi, ting thém 1.696.000 gidy so vdi c&dp ddi LURCs trong ca
hai nam 2010 va 2011.

Bang 4.5 trinh bay théng ké vé viéc cdp LURC déi vdi dat nong nghiép, 1am nghiép va
thly san. Bang s liéu cho thdy Long An, Ha Tay va Phu Tho co ty |€ dat dang ky LURC cao
nhét. Lai Chau & Tay Béc cé ty 1&é thdp nhat (22,7%)

Gidy chl'ng nhan quyén s dung dat (LURC) thudng dudc goi la “S6 Dd”. Pay 1a mot
loai gidy chirng nhan do ngudi sir dung dat nam gqil, trong d6 LURC ddi vdi cdc manh dat dugc
d&ng ky. M6i LURC mang lai cho cac hd gia dinh/ngudi sir dung dat su bdo hd phap ly trong
trudng hgp tranh chap, kién cdo hoac diéu chinh d6i vai viéc s dung dat trong trudng hop
thay déi sir dung dat.

Tuy nhién, c6 su bién ddi nhiéu vé s6 lugng manh dat ma cac hd déng ky quyén sir
dung dat. Hinh 4.2 trinh bay thong ké phan tram s6 manh dat cua hé dudc dang ky (vi du co
LURC) cho nam 2012 va 2010. Hinh 4.2 cho thay c6 80% s6 manh c6 LURC trong nam 2012
so vGi nam 2010 la 72,6%.

Bang 4.5 Cap giay chirng nhan quyén st dung dat tai 12 tinh khao sat

Pat san xuat nong nghiép bat lam nghiép Pat nuoi trong thay san
Tinh S6lugng Diéntich % dién  S&lugng Diéntich % dién tich Sé Dién % dién
s6 do (ha) tich c6 so s6 do (ha) c6 so do lugng tich tich c6 so
do s6 do (ha) dé
Ha Tay 646.863 132.277 87,0 1.204 4.174 17,4 6.089 1.367 12,9
Lao Cai 130.856 58.934 72,1 70.803 256.792 90,1 22.210 1.400 68,5
Phu Tho 248.826  74.688 83,5 34.621 110.144 70,2 9.738 3.965 79,3
Lai Chau 38.847 20.418 22,7 33.521 252.599 89,3 2.020 196 35,5
Dién Bién 46.051 82.021 53,3 43.677 300.572 62,6 3 0.3 0,0
Nghé An 493.629 170.287 67,7 84.885 362.798 50,2 10.528 1.373 19,2
Quéang Nam 253.388 92.106 81,5 34.043 66.107 27,4 1.158 731 20,6
Khanh Hoa 87.208 64.474 69,9 6.794 128.212 65,6 3.897 3.391 62,4
bak Lak 345.361 336.442 64,1 901 445.507 87,4 9.350 1.029 45,3
Dak Nong 100.321 196.526 66,4 193 278.998 90,4 2.989 897 54,2
Lam DPdng 306.953 221.875 70,1 21.66 572.879 99,5 11.850 1.526 71,1
Long An 405.315 287.754 93,1 16.290 35.583 81,0 14.731 6.822 82,8

Ngudn: Téng cuc Quéan ly dit dai, MONRE
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Hinh 4.2 chi rd su khac biét I8n gilra cac tinh vé ty Ié manh dat dugc dang ky. Tai cac
tinh mién nui Dién Bién va Lai Chau, dudi 40% s6 manh dat dudgc dang ky. Ly giai cho ty 1é
dang ky thap tai nhirng tinh nay la cdc manh dat ndm trén ving cao vaéi d6 déc I6n va dia hinh
chia cat. Vi tri ciia cdc manh dat khién viéc dang ky trd nén khé khan, trong do, gém cé viéc
do dac cdc manh dat. Ngoai ra, su di cu va tai phan bé dat dai phuc vu cho xay dung Nha may
thuy dién San La cling cb thé ly giai cho ty 1é déng ky thap.

Hinh 4.2: Ty I& cdc manh dat c6 S6 D6 (%)
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N 2012 = 9.825 manh dat N 2010= 9.814 manh dat

Tai cac tinh Tay Nguyén & mién Nam, ty Ié cac manh dat cé LURC thap so vd@i Long An
tai D6ng bang S6ng Clru Long, ndi co ty 1€ manh dat dang ky la 92%. Khac biét trong viéc cé
Gidy chirng nhan quyén sur dung dat gitra cac cht hé nam va cac chu ho nif cling rat ro rang
trong Hinh 4.2. D4t clia cac h6 c6 chu la ho nir cé ty |é LURC cao han so véi dat cia cac ho
c6 chu hd 1a nam. K&t qua nay cd thé so sanh véi thdng ké trong Hinh 4.1. & day cé thé thay,
cac cht ho nlt nhan dugc nhiéu dat han do Nha nudc giao hoac qua thira k€. Cudi cung, s0 liéu
cling cho thay su khac biét I16n gilra tinh trang kinh té€ xa héi, hé giau hon cé xu hudng nhan
dudc gidy chirng nhan quyén s dung dat han la cac hé ngheo han. Diéu nay la dung trong ca
2 nam. Nam 2012, c6 87% s6 manh dat cua cac hd giau nhat dugc dang ky LURC so vdi nam
2010 la 77%. Nhitng ho nghéo nhéat cé ty I€ LURC la 66% trong nam 2012 va 58% trong nam
2010 (khoang cach gilta hd giau hon va nghéo han trong ndm 2012 1a 21 diém phan trdm).
Do db, cac hé nghéo hon nhan dugc su dam bao it han vé mat dat dai. Diéu nay cé thé anh
hudng tiém &n d6i v3i cac khia canh kinh t& khac nhu dau tu dat dai, van dé s& nghién clu
tai Muc 4.6.
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Nhu Hinh 4.2 chi ra khong phai tat cd cac manh dat cta ho déu dudc dang ky chinh
thdc. Trong Bang 4.6 trinh bay ly do khdng cé LURC. Théng ké dudgc chia theo ving dé kiém
dinh su khac biét gitra mién Bac va mién Nam.

Phan I6n manh dat khong cé S6 dé déu 1a cdc manh d&t mdi nhén dugce. Pay 1a trudng
hgp dac biét tai mién Bac.

Bang 4.6. Ly do manh dat khong c6 S6 Do (%)

Tong Mién Bdc Mién Nam

Toéng 100 100 100
Dat co tranh chép 0,3 0,2 0,5
C6 d&t nhung chua cé S6 Do 47,7 54,3 29,5
Théa thuén st dung dat nhung khéng

cam S6 o 24,9 21,8 33,5
S6 Do dé c6 nhung chua nhén tir cd

quan c6 tham quyén 10,8 9,1 15,4
Khoéng biét S6 Do 1a gi 0,6 0,6 0,3
Khac 15,7 13,9 20,7

N=2.450 manh dat
Ghi chd: LURC Ia viét tit cua S6 Pé.

Mot ly gidi khac cho viéc cac hd khdng 18y S6 dd clia manh dat tir cd quan nha nudc
c6 thdm quyén d6 la: Hd gia dinh sg rang néu ho dén 18y S6 Pd cho manh dat cia minh, ho
s& phai tra s6 ng con don lai (chinh quyén dia phudng cé thé nhan co hdi nay budc ngudi dan
phai tra ng hodc thuc hién cac trach nhiém xa héi ma I€ ra ho phai thuc hién trudc day). Hon
thé&, nhitng hé khdéng tham giao giao dich dat va khéng cé ndi an toan dé gilt S6 Dé co thé
khéng c6 déng luc dé Idy S6 Pd. Thu vi la chi moét phan nhé cac hd gia dinh bdo cdo vé dat
dang trong tinh trang tranh chdp - mét ly do cho viéc khdng cé S& Dé.

Theo luat Dat dai nam 1993, LURC chi cé tén clia mot ngudi, thudng la chd ho. Luat
bat dai mGi nam 2003 c6 quy dinh viéc dang ky tén cla ca hai ngudi trong trudng hgp cac cap
vg chdng da két hon. Phan I6n ngudi hudng Igi tir chinh sach mdéi nay la phu nit vi trudc day,
cac van ban lién quan téi dat dai déu chi dugc dang ky theo tén cliia ngudi chdng (cht hd). Muc
dich cua thay ddi nay trong luat 18 nham nang cao binh dang gidi tai cac khu vuc ndng thon.

DE& thay anh hudng cla Luat D&t dai ndm 2003 tdi viéc ddng ky cla hd trong mau diéu
tra clia ching t6i, Bang 4.7 trinh bay tém tat cd cdu dang ky tén trong LURC. Bang chi ra,
phan I16n cdc manh dat dudc dang ky theo tén chu ho. Khoadng 13% manh dat dugc dang ky ca
tén vo va chdng, vdi su khac biét qua cac tinh. Pang ky theo ca tén vg va chéng kha cao tai
Khanh Hoa (42,1%) va thap tai Ha Tay, Nghé An va Long An (khoang 8%). Cac h6 giau nhat
co ty |é dang ky cao theo tén chu hd so véi cac hd ngheo hon (78% so véi 71%).
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Mot ly do cho su khac biét gilta tinh trang kinh t& xa héi d6i véi dang ky tén trong S6
dd co thé 1a hd nghéo hon nhan dugc LURC Ian d4u sau khi Luét D&t dai 2003 ban hanh, trong
khi hé giau han cé dugc LURC trudc khi cd su thay d6i vé luat. Diéu nay ngu y rang cac hd
giau hon co su bao ho dat tét hon cac hé nghéo nhéat (nhitng hd gan day mdéi bat dau dang
ky cho manh dat cua ho).

Bang 4.7: Co cau ding ky tén trong S6 Do (%)

Chi co Chi vg/ Ca chu hg va

chu ho chong vg/chong Khac
Tong 2012 74,3 4,0 12,9 8,8
Tinh
Ha Tay 76,9 5,0 8,2 9,9
Lao Cai 57,1 3,8 32,9 6,3
Phu Tho 71,1 4,7 13,6 10,5
Lai Chau 72,3 0,4 19,7 7,6
Dién Bién 70,8 5,3 14,8 9,1
Nghé An 80,5 6,1 7,6 5,9
Quang Nam 87,4 1,8 2,8 7,9
Khanh Hoa 43,8 5,6 42,1 8,4
Dak Lak 70,5 0,7 14,2 14,6
Dak Néng 60,0 1,6 29,8 8,6
Lam Doéng 48,1 3,2 39,7 9,0
Long An 82,1 4,0 8,3 5,5
Chu ho
N 66,5 8,6 5,3 19,5
Nam 76,3 2,8 14,8 6,1

Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham

Nghéo nhét 71,3 51 16,4 7,3
Ngheo nhi 74,6 2,0 12,7 10,8
Trung binh 71,0 6,0 15,4 7,5
Giau nhi 76,4 2,7 12,3 8,6
Giau nhéat 78,4 4,0 7,7 9,8
Tong 2012 panel 76,2 4,0 11,6 8,0
Tong 2010 panel 82,0 3,5 8,6 5,7

N 2012 = 7.461 manh d&t (N 2012 panel = 8.911 manh dat; N 2010 panel = 7.790 manh déat)

Bang s4 liéu cling dua ra thdng ké vé cac hd gia dinh, cho thdy su thay ddi trong 2010-
2012. Khoang 11,6% LURC dudc dang ky theo tén ca vg va chéng trong nam 2012, tang kha
nhiéu (vé mat thong ké) so véi nam 2010, cho thdy su cai thién trong quyén kinh té clia vg/
chdng trong nhitng nam gan day.
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4.3. Han ché trong st dung dat

Trong phan nay, ching t6i nghién clu han ché trong viéc sif dung dat do co quan co
thdm quyén ban hanh. Do quan ngai vé an ninh luong thuc, Chinh phu Viét Nam gidm sat chat
ch& viéc chuyén d6i muc dich st dung déat tir trong IGa sang trong cac loai cdy khac va sang
cac muc dich s dung phi n6ng nghiép khac. Bang 4.8 trinh bay ty Ié manh dat bi han ché
su dung va cac hinh thc han ché khac nhau déi véi dat dudc cac hé dudc diéu tra s dung.

Bang 4.8: Han ché ddi véi dat dai khong phai la dat é (%)

Cac hinh thirc han ché lua Chuyén sang

. . chon cay trén Xay dung cong Y i
Han ché chinh thic vé Trona G - T ,\y 9 trinh kién cé :gndgu:ghl?gé
lva chon cay tron rong lua rong % khoén o -
; ; v 9 tstcacic laa mot  Khac d(u;'c phég) (% khong dugc

vu sO vu : phép)
Toéng 2012 45,3 56,1 38,4 5,5 67,5 66,9
Tinh
Ha Tay 75,8 48,4 50,7 0,8 79,5 80,1
Lao Cai 41,1 24,3 62,1 13,6 72,3 70,7
PhUTho 68,4 42,6 47,7 9,7 81,7 79,7
Lai Chau 10,6 53,3 35,5 11,7 86,2 85,9
Dién Bién 30,4 88,2 1,6 10,2 50,2 44,1
Nghé An 48,8 58,8 30,9 10,3 72,6 72,6
Quang Nam 56,5 81,9 16,1 1,9 82,3 82,3
Khanh Hoa 23,4 90,2 9,7 0,0 44,6 48,8
DAk Lk 9,1 65,8 28,9 5,3 45,5 46,8
P&k Néng 13,9 86,7 13,3 0,0 33,4 37,6
L&m Dbng 6,9 100,0 0,0 0,0 14,4 16,5
Long An 14,6 85,8 11,7 2,3 48,1 46,2
Chu hé
N 45,7 66,8 28,7 4,5 66,2 65,9
Nam 45,2 53,8 40,4 5,7 67,8 67,1
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Ngheo nh&t 38,1 51,3 42,1 7,0 71,3 71,2
Nghéo nhi 46,7 57,4 38,2 4,5 73,6 71,8
Trung binh 54,9 62,5 32,3 5,3 71,7 71,8
Giau nhi 56,4 51,2 43,8 4,8 73,4 72,0
Giau nhat 54,6 46,4 48,5 5,2 59,5 60,5

N = 7.046 manh dét.

Bang s6 liéu chi ra su khac biét 18n & cdp tinh vé cdc mic d6 han ché& do cd quan thdm
quyén quy dinh. Tai mién Bac, cac hd dudc diéu tra bi han ché hon trong lua chon cay trong so
v@i cac tinh mién Nam. Tuy nhién, tai cac tinh mién Nam, lai cé nhiéu hd dugc yéu cau trong
[Ga hon. Ty 1é cao nhat cla cac manh dat budc trong lUa la tai L&m Dong naoi tat cd cac manh
dat dugc yéu cau trong lua tat cad cac mua vu.
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Thay ddi muc dich st dung d&t nhu xay dung cdng trinh kién ¢ hodc chuyén muc dich
s dung dat sang s dung cho muc dich phi ndng nghiép rd rang cang bi cd quan cé thdm
quyén han ché& han. K&t qua cho thdy hd gia dinh ndéng thon & mién Bac bi han ché& nhiéu han
so v3i cac hé gia din 8 mién Nam. Tai Lai Chau va Phu Tho & mién Bac, khoang 85% cac manh
dat khéng dugc phép sir dung cho muc dich phi ndong nghiép hodc xay dung cong trinh kién
cG, trong khi tai L&m Dong & mién Nam, ty Ié tuong 'ng la 14,4 % va 16,5%.

Bang 4.3 minh hoat mai lién quan gilra Gidy chi'ng nhan quyén s dung dat va nhitng
han ché dgi véi manh dat vé mat lua chon cay trong. S6 liéu cho thay cac manh dat cé LURC
thudng bi han ché han vé mat lua chon cdy trong. Do dd, su bao dam manh mé vé sif dung
dat khéng cd nghia sé cd quyén nhiéu han trong viéc lua chon cay trong. Thay vao do, sé la
ngudc lai. B6i vdi phan tich chuyén sau vé nhitng han ché cua lua chon cay trong, dua theo
VARHS 2006 va 2008, theo nghién clu clia Markussen, Tarp va Van den Broeck 2011.

Hinh 4.3: Ty I& cac manh dat bi han ché ciy trong theo tinh trang Sé Pé (%)

120

100

E Khoéngsd d6 M C6s6 dod

N =7.406 manh dét.

4.4. Dau tu trén dat

Phan nay sé& tim hiéu vé dau tu trén dat. Bang 4.9 cho thdy tinh trang hién nay cta dau
tu vao dat dai vé thay Igi va trong cay ldu nam, cay bui. SO liéu dudc trinh bay tach biét doi
v8i nhirng manh d&t cé LURC va khdéng cé LURC dé€ kiém dinh liéu tinh trang dau tu cé tuang
quan vdi gidy chrng nhan quyén si dung dat chinh thic. M6t ly do can ban cho viéc cap giay
chirng nhan quyén sur dung dat la dam bao cho cac hé gia dinh, khuyén khich ho dau tu lau
dai cho dat.
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Nhin chung, c6 82% manh dat cé LURC dudc tudi tiéu. Trong s6 cac manh dat khdéng
c6 LURC, chi c6 55% dugc tudi tiéu. Két qua cho thay Gidy chirfng nhan quyén s dung dat
cb thé tudng quan tich cuc vdi dau tu 1au dai. Tinh trang tudi tiéu cé khac biét kha 16n giira
cac tinh. Cac tinh nghéo nhu Lao Cai, Lai Chau va Dién Bién co6 ty |é rat thap cac manh dat
dudc tudi tiéu so vdi Ha Tay, Lam Bong va Long An. Trong tat ca cac tinh, ching toi thay co
xu hudng rd rang rang cac manh dat cé LURC thudng dudc tudi tiéu nhiéu. Su khac biét 16n
nhat la & Lai Chau va bién Bién, ngi cé gan 66% manh dat cé LURC dudgc tudi tiéu so vdi chi
c6 khoadng 25% manh dat khéng co LURC.

Xem xét viéc dau tu vao trong cay lau nam va cay bui, ching toi thay 17% cac manh
dat trong cdc mau didu tra dugc dau tu. Cach biét gitta cdc manh dat cé va khdng cé LURC 13
dudi 1%. Tuy nhién, khoang cach han 20% la & Dadk Nong. Ty 1&é cao nhat cac manh dat cé cay
ldu nam va cay bui la tai cac tinh Tay nguyén: Dak Lak, Dadk N6ng va Lam Doéng.

Bang 4.9: Hién trang dau tu vao dat dai - Thuay Igi va Cay lau nam

Ty 1é cdc manh dat cé tudi tiéu Ty lé cdc manh dat trong cay
lau nam/cay bui

Tat ca cdc manh

Ji i SeS  cossps amsun NS cossos
Téng 2012
Tinh 77,1 55,1 82,0 17,2 17,5 18,2
Ha Tay 97,3 92,8 98,1 4,6 6,2 5,0
Lao Cai 50,8 40,5 56,0 17,4 17,3 17,7
Pha Tho 90,3 84,7 90,1 14,1 22,2 14,1
Lai Chau 40,4 25,5 66,3 6,0 3,8 9,8
Dién Bién 40,2 23,5 65,4 7,9 6,7 9,9
Nghé An 73,4 52,5 76,2 11,7 13,1 12,4
Quang Nam 75,4 68,8 74,7 15,3 20,5 15,6
Khanh Hoa 46,5 38,0 47,5 42,9 38,0 48,3
DAk Lk 72,2 66,6 75,8 50,4 43,9 56,0
D3k Néng 74,6 68,9 77,4 64,2 49,1 72,3
Lam Ddng 81,5 76,1 83,3 69,3 73,9 68,8
Long An 79,2 67,7 78,2 23,0 32,2 23,1
Chu hd
\[vg 77,4 61,5 79,2 20,3 17,7 20,0
Nam 77,0 54,2 82,6 17,7 17,5 17,4
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhét 63,5 35,2 75,7 14,1 11,8 15,9
Ngheo nhi 75,8 45,2 82,6 17,2 16,4 17,5
Trung binh 83,1 78,6 83,8 18,0 15,7 19,0
Giau nhi 84,0 76,3 83,8 16,7 20,7 17,6
Giau nhat 83,4 74,7 84,0 18,0 23,4 18,5

N = 7.753 manh dat
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Khéng cé su khac biét I&n vé tinh trang dau tu vao dat dai theo gidi tinh ctia chu hog,
tuy nhién lai c6 su khac biét I6n vé tinh trang kinh té xa hoi. H6 nghéo nhat cé mic dau tu
th@p nhat vao tudi tiéu va cay trong lau nam/cay bui so vdi cac hé giau nhat. Thu vi la co su
khac biét I16n trong dau tu gitta hd nghéo véi manh dat c6 va khéng c6 LURC. CS gan 41 diém
phan trdm céach biét gilta nhém hd nghéo so véi dudi 9 diém phan trdm cach biét gilta nhém
hd giau nhat. S6 liéu trén cé thé cliing cd cho gia thiét rédng cé Gidy chirng nhan quyén st dung
dat sé tao dong luc dau tu lau dai, dac biét la vdi cac ho ngheo. Mac du day la du bao quan
trong nhung s liéu lai khong phan biét gilra dau tu tu nhan va dau tu cong vao tudi tiéu. Ty
|& cao hon & ha ting cd sd tudi tiéu trén cdc manh dat cé LURC cd thé phan dnh mdc dd nao

d6 dau tu cong tap trung tai cac vung cdé nhiéu Gidy chirng nhan quyén sir dung dat.

Trong Bang 4.10, trinh bay s6 liéu théng ké vé dau tu cd lién quan dén dat dai dién ra
trong giai doan 2 nam 2010 va 2012 (gilra hai cudc diéu tra).

Bang 4.10: Pau tu cua cac ho (trong 2 nam qua)

Tudi tiéu/Bao vé dat/

Cong trinh nuoi

Cac cong trinh (ban)

Cay lau nam va

nguoén nudc trong thuay san kién c6 khac cau bui
Phan Gia tri Phan Gia tri Phan Gia tri (‘000  Phan Gia tri
tram (*000) VND tram (‘000 tram VND) trim (000
VND) VND)

Téng 2012 9,3 2.206 4,3 6.278 5,7 145.642 6,2 4.995
Tinh
Ha Tay 11,9 952 1,9 7.625 4,4 228.542 4,4 1.227
Lao Cai 67,7 342 12,1 523 22,2 75.929 9,1 2.014
Phu Tho 4,4 2.390 1,0 1.667 3,1 404.901 3,1 1.481
Lai Chau 7,5 1.720 0,7 25.000 1,5 5.850 2,2 1.067
bién Bién 2,5 6.000 6,7 363 5,0 195.000 0,8 15.000
Nghé An 3,3 1.000 3,3 2.963 12,8 111.413 12,2 6.071
Quang Nam 3,6 1.220 1,4 1.785 5,4 23.839 3,3 1.613
Khanh Hoa 0,0 0.0 2,0 85.000 2,0 52.000 1,0 10.000
D&k L&k 4,7 5.200 3,1 3.500 3,9 250.400 24,8  5.259
Dak Nbng 9,2 18.500 3,8 5.075 6,1 238.000 16,0 11.973
Lam Bong 0,0 0.0 0,0 0.0 3,2 306.000 9,5 1.617
Long An 10,7 3.404 15,2 6.141 5,2 67.433 2,8 4.480
Chu ho
\[og 4,6 2.681 3,2 6.021 4,4 56.277 3,8 8.269
Nam 10,7 2.153 4,6 6.331 6,1 164.189 6,9 4.495
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhét 14,0 809 3,9 1.572 6,0 77.377 6,3 3.075
Nghéo nhi 13,6 1.915 3,6 1.615 6,4 283.045 7,3 4.494
Trung binh 7,9 2.431 5,0 6.081 7,0 77.378 7,2 4.590
Giau nhi 10,1 5.445 3,2 6.050 6,5 163.562 6,1 2.021
Giau nhat 7,0 1.914 10,3 4.758 3,9 221.970 5,0 12.412
Téng 2012 panel 10,6 2.400 4,8 4.576 6,4 152.151 6,4 5.019
Toéng 2010 panel 38,1 528 6,3 7.700 4,1 44.045 11,2 1.885

N 2012 = 2.448 (N 2012 panel = 2.242; N 2010 panel =2.182)
Luu y: Khéng bao gém nhiing hé khéng cé dat. Cac sé liéu vé gia tri dugc tinh & mdc gia c6 dinh ndm 2010 cua tinh

Ha Tay cd.
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Bang nay trinh bay ty 1& hd cé dau tu va gia tri dau tu binh quan (mién 1a hd c6 dau tu)
dugc tinh & muc gia c6 dinh nam 2010 cua tinh Ha Tay cl. Nhin chung, trong hai nam qua,
c6 9% trong s6 cac ho dau tu vao tudi tiéu hoac bao ton dat va ngudn nudc. 4% cac hd ma
ching t6i phéng van dau tu vao nudi trong thldy san. Gan 6% dau tu vao cong trinh ban kién
c6 va 6% khac dau tu vao trong cay lau nam va cay bui. Co ty 1é cao cac ho tai Lao Cai dau
tu vao tudi tiéu (gan 68%) trong khi dé khong c6 ho nao tai Khanh Hoa hay Lam Bong dau tu
vao tudi tiéu hoac bao tén ngudnnudc va dat trong 2 nam qua.

Theo Bang 4.9, cé gan 80% manh dat dugc tudi tiéu tai LAm Bong, tuy nhién Khanh
Hoa lai cé ty |é tuong doi thap cac manh dat dudc tudi tiéu (dudi 50%). Lao Cai co ty 1é cao
(so vdi binh quan) vé dau tu vao nubi trong thuy san (12%), cong trinh ban kién c6 (22%),
va trong cay lau nam va cay bui (9%). Cac hd cé chu hd la nam dau tu nhiéu hon trong 2
nam qua.

Thu vi la, cac hé nghéo han dudng nhu cé ty |é dau tu lién quan téi dat dai cao han cac
ho giau haon. Gia tri dau tu trung binh khac biét tuong ddi I6n (vi du, tir 5,9 triéu VND tai Lai
Chau tdi 405 triéu VND tai Pha Tho cho céng trinh ban kién cd). So sanh dau tu vao dat dai
trong ndm 2010 va 2012, ching téi nhan thdy cé su gidam dang ké trong cac hd dau tu vao
tudi tiéu/bao ton dat/ngudn nudc (38% trong nam 2010 va 10,6% trong nam 2012).

Cé mot vai ly gidi cho xu hudng giam cla dau tu. Th& nhat, viéc tang gia thé gidi doi
vGi san phdm ndng san thé& giGi sudt ndm 2008 co6 thé da khuyén khich nhiéu ndng dan dau tu
vao dat dai cha ho sudbt giai doan 2009 - 2010. Th hai, khing khoang kinh té thé gidi cling
anh hudng téi Viét Nam va su gidm von dau tu dién ra sudt ndm 2010 tdi 2012, cling nhu téc
dd tang trudng cua néng nghiép bi giam. Tat ca nhitng yéu t6c nay co thé giai thich cho murc
tang thap cla dau tu cda cac ho gia dinh ma chung ta thay trong khao sat.

4.5. Giao dich dat dai

Trong phan nay, chlng toi xem xét cac giao dich dat dai. Tai Viét Nam, phap luat vé dat
dai quy dinh cu thé chinh sac d&i vdi ting loai d&t. Theo MONRE, sau khi Ludt D&t dai 2003
c6 hiéu luc, s6 lugng giao dich chinh thirc tdng 1én dang k&, dac biét tai cac dia phuong nai cé
kinh t&€ phat trién nhanh va gid dat cao. Nhiéu dia phudng da td chic don dién déi thira d6i vdi
dat ndng nghiép. K&t qua Ia s6 manh dat trén mdi hod gia dinh d& gidm dang k&. Quyén thué
va cho thué dat dudng nhu cé anh hudng tich cuc tgi dau tu dat dai, khuyén khich cac nha
dau tu dau tu nhiéu vao cd sé ha tang va khu kinh té va cdng nghé cao.

Két qua tham gia vao thi trudng dat cling nhu gia tri cac giao dich dudgc trinh bay
trong Bang 4.11. Bang s0 liéu cho thay gia tri thi truGng cua dat ndéng nghiép, dat danh cho
cady hang ndm va cay lau nam gilta cac tinh. Gia tri dugdc tinh trén m2. Can Iuu y rang gia tri
nay khong phai la gia tri giao dich chinh xac trén thi truGng ma la gia tri do hé gia dinh udc
tinh manh dat cda ho c6 thé ban & mirc d4. Tai rdt nhiéu tinh, khéng cé giao dich nao déi
véi cac hd dugc diéu tra. Ky hiéu (.) dugc dung dé chi khdng cé mirc gid ban udc tinh do sé
quan sat thap.
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Bang 4.11 nhan manh cé rat it quan sat vé giao dich dat tai cap tinh va mot lugng 16n
cac ho khong biét gia tri manh dat cta ho, dat biét la dat danh cho trong cay 1au nam. Diéu
nay phan anh nhiéu néng dan khong cé dat lau nam va thi trudng dat rat nhd (cé qua it hoat
dong) tai nhiéu nai.

Gia tri dat (dat néng nghiép gom dat cay hang nam va dat cay lau nam) tai cac tinh
mién nui tuong dG6i thdp so véi gid tri dat tai cac vung déng bang va vung thap. Sé liéu théng
ké cling chi ra réng gid tri dat tai vung dong bang phia Bac cao tuong d6i so véi phia Nam.
Diéu nay trai ngudc véi cac tinh vung cao trong dé dat tai Tay Nguyén co gia tri cao han so
vGi vung nui phia Bac (ngoai trir Lao Cai).

Gia tri dét tai tinh Ha Tay cli (dong bang séng H6ng) cao haon so vdi tinh Long An (déng
bang séng Clru Long). Diéu nay cé thé phan anh khoang cach tdi thanh phé - Ha Tay hién sat
nhap va thudc Ha Noi, trong khi Long An kha xa thanh phd I8n. D6i véi dat ndong nghiép va
dat cay hang nam, gia tri dat theo udc tinh cia cac ho cé chu ho nit cao han so vdi cac hé co
chd ho nam.

Bang 4.11: Gia tri udc tinh caa dat nong nghiép, dat cay hang nam
va dat cay lau nam (000 VND/m?)

Uéc gia tri caa dat néng Uéc gia tri caa dat cay Uéc gia tri caa dat
nghiép hang nam cay lau nam

Téng 2012 141 145 95
Tinh
Ha Tay 402 384 )
Lao Cai 97 97 ()
Phi Tho 40 40 40
Lai Chau 14 14 ()
Dién Bién 4 4 )
Nghé An 155 157 )
Quang Nam 36 37 32
Khanh Hoa 52 52 53
Dék Lak 33 27 43
bak Néng 37 46 34
Lam Dong 41 58 33
Long An 70 70 ()
Chu hé
N 152 161 41
Nam 138 141 105
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhét 122 135 36
Ngheo nhi 169 157 276
Trung binh 138 145 37
Giau nhi 113 122 26
Giau nhat 158 163 66

Luu y: Ky hiéu (.) nghia la cé it hon 10 quan sat.
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Bang s6 liéu cling cho thdy su khac nhau vé gia tri manh dat theo cac nhom tinh trang
kinh té€ xa h6i. Nhdm ho giau nhat thudng cdé dat gia tri han nhédm giau th( hai, trong khi nhém
nghéo nhat c6 dat it gia tri han. Biéu nay cho thay hd giau hon thudng cé xu hudng nam gilr
dat cé gia tri cao han hd nghéo.

Hinh 4.4 trinh bay tdng quan su tham gia cta hd gia dinh vao thi trudng dat dai, cho
thay ty 1€ ho hién tai lam chu hodc sir dat ndong nghiép cé dudc thong qua cac thi trudng mua
ban quyén s dung dat va thué dat. K&t qua nhan manh su khac biét I8n trong hoat dong thi
trudng dat dai giilra cac tinh.

Ty 1€ cac ho c6 dat théng qua mua ban trén thi trudng dat dai cao nhat tai cac tinh phia
Nam: Dak Lak, Dak Nong, L&m Ddng va Long An. Tai cac tinh mién nuli Tay Bac: Lai Chau va
bién Bién, gan nhu khong cé h6 nao c6 dat thong qua mua ban trén thi trudng dat dai.

Cac cht hd nam coé xu hudng mua dat nhiéu han cac chu hd nir; va nhdom ho giau nhat
tham gia sdi nGi hon trén thi trudng mua ban dat. Khoadng 19% s6 manh dat do nhém hd giau
nhat lam chu dugc mua qua thi trudng, so véi khoang 14% s6 manh dat do nhéom hd nghéo
nhat lam chu.

Hinh 4.4: Tham gia vao thi truédng mua ban va cho thué dat néong nghiép (%)
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Bang 4.12: Cac hinh thirc mat dat (phan tram)

Hinh thirc mat dat

Ty 18 hé

matddt Traodsi Ban Cho/ting Thu hoi Bo hoang Khac Tong
Tong 2012 9,6 2,8 15,3 46,0 25,5 5,3 5,1 2.700
Tinh
Ha Tay 9,1 1,1 17,6 52,7 14,3 9,9 4,4 577
Lao Cai 7,4 0,0 25,0 37,5 18,7 0,0 18,7 107
PhU Tho 15,7 0,0 6,8 61,8 27,9 0,8 2,5 375
Lai Chau 3,0 0,0 7,7 7,7 69,2 0,0 15,4 133
Dién Bién 10,2 0,0 0,0 42,1 31,6 26,3 0,0 127
Nghé An 8,8 23,7 2,6 34,2 28,9 5,2 5,2 227
Quang Nam 9,1 4,3 2,8 35,2 49,3 7,0 1,4 338
Khanh Hoa 8,1 0,0 16,7 41,6 0,0 0,0 41,6 111
D&k Lak 12,8 0,0 43,8 50,0 3,1 0,0 3,1 164
bak Nong 16,9 0,0 55,5 14,8 22,2 0,0 7,4 130
Lam Ddng 9,2 0,0 22,2 44,4 22,2 0,0 11,1 76
Long An 4,2 0,0 28,0 56,0 4,0 12,0 0,0 335
Chu hé
NG 10,6 0,0 22,7 37,1 35,0 1,0 4,1 567
Nam 9,4 3,5 13,4 48,4 22,9 6,4 5,3 2.133
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhat 11,6 2,3 13,9 34,9 32,6 4,6 11,6 100
Nghéo nhi 9,4 0,0 18,5 35,8 29,3 9,8 6,5 100
Trung binh 10,8 7,7 13,5 29,8 37,5 5,8 5,8 100
Giau nhi 12,4 0,0 7,8 62,0 24,1 3,4 2,6 100
Giau nhat 11,0 6,9 23,7 53,5 14,9 0,9 0,0 100

N = 2.700 manh dat

Bang 4.12 trinh bay téng quan ty I1& hd mét dat (cot 1) va ho bi méat dat nhu thé nao
trong giai doan 2 nam trudc cubc diéu tra. Nhin chung, 9,6% hd mat dat trong giai doan 2
nam trudc cudc dudc tra. Ty 1&€ hd mat dat nhiéu nhat la tai Pha Tho va Dak Néng (gan 17%).
Ty 1é thap nhat la tai Lai Chau, chi c6 3% ho thong bao mat mot hoac vai manh dat.

Phan I8n dat bi mat la do ban di, cho di hodac ho gia dinh bi thu hoi, va thi truéng dat
s6i dong hon ca la tai Tay Nguyén. Nhom ho giau nhat cho tang téi mot nlra s6 dat ma ho mat
trong khi nhdm nghéo hon lai co ty |€ bi thu hoi la chu yéu.

Nhém nghéo hon thudng bé hoang dat cia ho nhiéu han so véi nhdm giau nhat (ty 1€
tuong Ung la 4,6% va 0,9%). Cac chu ho nit thudng ban dat nhiéu hon dem tang cho. Thém

vao dd, cac chd ho nir cling co ty Ié bi thu hoi dat cao hon.

Bang 4.13 minh hoat nhitng ngudi nhan dat, dugc phan chia theo cac hinh thic khac
nhau. Xét vé hinh thic cho tang dat hoac bé hoang, hau hét ngudi nhan déu la con cai hoac ho
hang, nhung d6i vGi dat ban thi hau hét la ngudi ngoai (nhu hang xé6m va cac déi tugng khac).
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Trong hau hét cac trudng hgp thu hoéi dat, ngudi nhan la Nha nudc. Biéu nay phu hgp
v@i két qua trong Khai et al. 2013.

Bang 4.13: Ngudi nhan cac manh dat (%)

- Ho R Ngudi - . R
.. Anh chi . Hang R NgugGi Nha To chuc , s
Cha me Con cai hang , thué , , . Khac Tong
em , xom . , khac nuéc tu nhan
khac trudc do
T6ng 2012 0,7 46,3 3,7 2,5 6,6 0,7 7,6 25,9 2,5 3,4 100
Trao doi 10,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 40,0 0,0 0,0 50,0 0,0 0,0 100
Ban 0,0 12,5 6,3 1,5 34,4 1,5 43,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 100
Cho/tang 0,1 91,6 3,5 2,9 0,5 0,0 0,0 0,5 0,0 0,0 100
Thu hoi 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,8 0,0 0,0 90,4 7,8 0,8 100
Bd hoang 0,0 30,4 17,4 17,4 4,4 0,0 4,3 4,3 0,0 21,7 100
Khac 0,0 9,1 4,5 0,0 0,0 9,1 18,2 9,1 9,1 40,9 100

4.6. Tom tat

Trong chuong nay, dac diém dat dai cia hd bao gdm dién tich, phan bd, ngudn géc
manh dat va vai tro cua thi trudng dat, giday chirng nhan quyén s dung dat, han ché doéi vdi
cac manh dat, dau tu trén dat déu dugc dé cap. Nhin chung, thi trudng dat dai phat trién va
s6i ddng hon & cac tinh mién Nam va su phan bd dat cling nhiéu bat binh ddng hon cac tinh
phia Nam so v@i cac tinh phia Bac. Ty |1&é cac hd khdng c6 dat da tdng trong giai doan 2 nam
qua 2010-2012. Tuy nhién, khi so sanh tinh trang khong c6 dat va tinh trang kinh té xa hoi,
ching t6i nhan thdy nhém ho giau hon thudng khong cé dat nong nghiép. Diéu nay am chi
vé su phat trién ndng thdn khi cac hd giau hon it phu thudc hon vao nghé ndng dé€ muu sinh.
Chulng tdi con thdy su khac biét I16n gilra cac tinh phia Bac va cac tinh phia Nam. Viéc phéan
manh dat dai dugc tinh b&ng s manh dat ndm gif va dién tich manh dat dién ra nhiéu hon
3 cac tinh phia Bac. Thém vao do, cac ho tai phia Nam cé xu hudng khong c6 dat nhiéu han.
Céc tinh Tay Bac gom Lai Chau va Dién Bién 13 ndi thi trudng dat dai r&t manh nha. O nhiing
tinh ndy, cac giao dich trong thi trudng dat kha hiém va ty 1é cdc manh dat cé S& Do cling
thdp nhat trong tat ca cac tinh khao sat.

RG rang cac hd giau han co su dam bao han khi sd hitu manh dat dugc cap LURC. Hon
thé, s6 liéu thdng ké con chi ra cé LURC co lién hé tich cuc v@i dau tu dai han, dac biét vé tudi
tiéu. Cung vdi do, gitrta nhdm cac ho nghéo nhat, dang co cach biét rat I6n gilra dau tu vao cac
manh d&t cé va khdéng cé LURC. Diéu nay phl hdp véi quan diém cho rdng gidy chng nhan
guyén sd sif dung quan trong vdi dau tu. Chldng téi quan sat thay cé su sut giam nhiéu trong
dau tu vao dat dai gilta nam 2010 va 2012.

Cling c6 su khac biét I6n gilra cac ho c6 chi hé nam va cac hd cé chu ho nir. Cac chu
ho nir co ty Ié khong cd dat cao haon, cd dat véi dién tich nho han va thudng cé ty 1é dat co
LURC cao haon. Clung v@i do, cac ho coé cha hé nir it dau tu vao cac manh dat cia minh. VEé thi
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trudng mua ban dat, cac ho cé chu hé nam chiém phan I6n nhitng déi tugng tham gia tich cuc.
Diéu nay ggi y réang cadc hd cé chd hd nlt cé thé d6i mat nhiéu hon véi cac can tré va thach
thic trong tham gia thi trudng dat dai.

CudGi cung, chudgng nay con cung cap khia canh vé nhitng han ché trong lua chon cay
trong va s dung dét do cd quan nha nudc cé thdm quyén quy dinh. Nhin chung, phén 18n céc
manh dat trong mau diéu tra déu bi han ché& nén khéng thé tu do s dung cho muc dich phi
néng nghiép. O cac tinh Quang Nam va Ha T4y, cé rat nhiéu ho gia dinh dugc yéu cau trong
lGa subt cdc mua vu trén manh dat cha ho. Tuy nhién, & mién Béc, c6 tudng dbi nhiéu hd bi
han ché khi ho khong dugc tu do Iua chon cay trong ma ho mudn trong trén dat cua ho.
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CHUONG 5: TRONG TROT VA THUONG MAI HOA

Trong chuong nay, ching tdi tim hiéu cac thdng tin lién quan dén hoat ddng trong trot
cua ho, dac biét la cac thong tin lién quan dén tién trinh thuong mai héa néng nghiép. Pay la
qua trinh t4t yéu cla nén kinh té thj trudng khi ma cac hdé ndng dan chuyén dan tur viéc san
xudt bdng cac dau vao tu cd, dé€ phuc vu cho nhu cdu tiéu dung cla gia dinh sang san xuét
gén lién vdi thi trudng, bao gébm ca thi trudng dau vao va dau ra. Su thay ddi nay ciing gilp
cac hé dan mua dudc nhitng dung cu va may moc chuyén dung cho tirng loai cay trong, tir do
gilp t8ng ndng suat. Can luu y rdng qud trinh thuong mai hda nay kha phic tap va dién ra &
nhiéu khia canh trong hoat dong san xudat, do dé ching t6i mudn lam sang té van dé nay ca
vé phia dau vao va dau ra cla san xuat.

MOt chi tiéu quan trong dé danh gid murc dé thusng mai hda néng nghiép la quy mé san
xudt. Cac hd quy mé nhd van cé thé san xudt néng nghiép theo hudng thuong mai héa. Tuy
nhién, khi quy md san xuét cla hd tang |én, cic hd dan s& c6 nhiéu san phdm ndéng nghiép
du thira va ho c6 xu hudng ban cac san phdm du thira dé di d&€ mua sdm cac hang héa khac.

DE& danh giad cac dac diém cua hd gia dinh thdng qua mlc dé thuong mai hda, ching
tdi xay dung chi tiéu quy md san xuét clia hd, dudc tinh bang tdng gid tri cla cac san pham
trong trot cla ho trong ndm 2012. Dua theo cach tinh nay, & mét s6 bang va hinh ching toi
phan nhdm hoé ndng dan theo 5 nhédm?S chi tiéu Ivong thuc thuc phdm vé quy md trong trot.
Ngoai ra ching t6i cling nghién cltu nhirng kho khan cac ho dan gap phai trong viéc ti€p can
cac ddu vao cho san xudt va ban cac san pham ddu ra. & mot s& bang ching toi cling so sénh
cac chi tiéu cta nam 2012 v8i nam 2010 va 2008 néu dit liéu cho phép.

5.1. San pham cuta néng nghiép

Xu hudng giam ty 1é ho tham gia trong trot trong giai doan 2008 dén 2010 lai ti€p tuc
dién ra trong giai doan 2010-2012, vdi ty 1& giam 1a 3 diém phan trdm. Xu hudéng nay dic
biét ro rang d nhom hoé gia dinh giau nhat, cling 1a nhdém co ty Ié hd bd hoat dong trong trot
cao nhét. Ty 1& ho tham gia hoat dong trong trot d& giam 9 diém phan trdm & nhém hd giau
nh&t trong 4 ndm qua. Trong khi d4, 8 nhdm hd nghéo nhéat thi mdc dd gidm chi 1a 1,4 diém
phan tram.

Chia theo tinh thi Phi Tho, Quang Nam va Ha Tay la nhirng tinh c6 ty Ié hé tham gia

15 Ching téi s dung gid tri san xuat danh nghta ndm 2012 dé tinh todn nhitng wéc lwgng nay. Cach tinh khéc dé loai trir y&u t8 lam phat d6i
vd&i gid tri danh nghia 13 s dung chi s6 CPI theo vung. Tuy nhién, uwdc lugng CPI vung khac biét vé gia cla gié hang tiéu dung — va ching téi
quan tam té&i gia tri san xuat. Diéu chinh yéu t6 lam phat d&i vdi gid san xudt danh nghia v&i CPI khong lam thay d&i nhiéu két qua tinh todn,
chi ¢6 63 ho chuy&n nhém ngti vi phan khi thuc hién yéu cau nay.
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trong trot giam dan déu qua cac ndm v3&i mirc dd giam lan lugt 1a 8 diém phan trdm, 8 diém
phan trdm va 5 diém phén tréamte. Mét trong nhitng ly do giai thich cho xu hudng nay Ia viéc
chon mau diéu tra 13 I13p lai qua cac ndm, do dé qua 4 ndm diéu tra thi cdc thanh vién ho gia
di, ma theo moét két qua tinh toan khac cua nhédm nghién clu (khong dugc trinh bay trong
bdo cdo) thi nhitng hé cé chi hé 18n tubi hon thi it tham gia hoat ddng trong trot hon. Tuy
nhién khi tinh todn chi tiéu nay cho bé mau day du ndm 2012, bao gdom ca cac ho tré thi ty 1é
ho tham gia trong trot tham chi con thap hon & tat cd cac nhdm hd. Chinh vi thé, giai thich &
trén la chua that su thuyét phuc.

Két qua cho thdy ty Ié ho phu thudc vao thu nhéap tir cac hoat déng phi néng nghiép,
chan nudi va nudi trong thuy san dang tang dan.

Bang 5.1: Su tham gia cua ho gia dinh vao trong trot (%)

2008 2010 2012 2012
M3u panel M3u panel M3u panel M3u day da

Téng 2012 88,7 86,9 83,5 81,6
Tinh
Ha Tay 88,4 82,6 77,8 77,3
Lao Cai 98,8 98,8 96,4 92,5
Pha Tho 93,4 92,1 84,5 82,8
Lai Chau 93,5 88,9 89,8 88,1
Dién Bién 97,0 98,0 97,0 96,9
Nghé An 81,5 84,7 85,7 84,6
Quang Nam 89,9 88,5 80,6 78,1
Khanh Hoa 78,9 64,9 73,2 71,8
DAk Lic 92,4 91,7 92,4 91,5
P&k Néng 94,6 91,5 89,4 84,6
Lam Dong 97,0 92,4 90,9 91,3
Long An 77,3 78,0 75,9 71,7
Gigi tinh chu ho
N 81,7 80,0 75,8 73,4
Nam 90,6 88,8 85,6 83,7
Nhém chi tiéu lueng thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhat 94,4 91,8 93,0 92,7
Nghéo nhi 90,6 90,3 88,0 86,0
Trung binh 92,8 88,1 82,3 81,7
Giau nhi 88,0 84,0 81,4 79,1
Giau nhat 81,7 80,2 72,9 69,5

N 2012 méu panel =2.155; N 2012 diy di=2.740; N 2010=2.156; N 2008=2.156

16 Tai Khanh Hoa, ching tdi thay ¢ sy gidam manh trong giai doan 2008-2010. Diéu nay c6 thé do quy moé mau cla tinh nay twong d6i nhé (71
quan sat).
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Cac hd cb chu ho la nir it tham gia vao hoat dong trong trot han so véi cac hd co chu
hd 1& nam. Chénh Iéch gilta hai nhém nay la 10 diém phan trdm, tdng nhe so véi mdc 9 diém
phan trédm cta ndm 2010. Chénh |&ch nay la do cac hd cé chu hd Ia nit thudng cb tudi trung
binh ctia chu hd 16n hon va it thanh vién han. Tuy nhién, nhithg han ché lién quan dén gidi
tinh, chdng han nhu phan biét d6i xr cling c6 thé 1a mét trong nhirng ly do.

Trong Bang 5.2, chiing tdi tim hiéu k§ hon vé céc loai cay trong chinh cua hd. Lua van
la cdy trong phé bién nhat trong cac hd dugc diéu tra: 81% téng s6 hd cb trong IGa. Céc loai
cay trong phdé bién khac ngoai la lan luct 1a ngd (28%), cdy an qua (26%) va rau (24%).

Cd cau trong trot co su khac biét ro rét gilta cac vung dia ly khac nhau. Phan I8n cac ho
gia dinh cu tru tai cac tinh phia B&c trong lUa, xen k& 1a ngd va s&n. O phia Nam, cac hd gia
dinh it trong IGa han, tap trung nhiéu vao trong cac loai cay lau nam, dac biét la cay an qua.
Ca phé la loai cay trong phd bién nhat & khu vuc Tay Nguyén, tuy nhién cling cé kha nhiéu hd
dan trong cay an qua, hat diéu, ng6 va lua.
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Bang 5.2: Cac loai cay trong san xuat (theo phan tram ho trong)

tia Ngo MG Niha  S3N  himg tiang R namkhée cay phe O o  Dew  Mia
Téng 2012 80,7 27,5 1,0 1,5 12,7 7,3 4,5 24,3 55 26,1 10,9 3,0 0,1 2,6 1,3 1,9
Tinh
Ha Tay 93,6 11,5 2,6 2,4 4,2 2,9 6,6 13,2 4,8 12,8 0,0 0,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Lao Cai 91,9 70,7 3,0 1,0 30,3 5,1 30,3 75,8 10,1 16,2 1,0 6,1 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Phu Tho 89,7 35,3 1,0 0,6 13,8 9,6 4,2 51,3 4,2 26,6 0,0 10,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Lai Chau 97,5 79,0 0,8 0,0 38,7 3,4 3,4 6,7 1,7 10,1 0,0 4,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Dién Bién 96,9 72,4 0,0 0,0 40,2 3,9 3,9 32,3 3,1 44,1 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Nghé An 79,8 34,7 1,0 4,7 6,7 28,0 2,6 49,7 14,0 41,5 1,0 5,7 0,5 0,5 7,3 1,0
Quang Nam 90,9 15,5 0,0 3,8 10,2 16,3 0,8 7,6 9,5 8,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,4 0,0 0,0
Khanh Hoa 48,1 12,7 0,0 0,0 13,9 0,0 2,5 3,8 2,5 58,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 6,3 12,7 0,0
Pik L3k 55,6 31,1 0,7 0,0 14,6 0,7 4,0 14,6 2,0 41,1 63,6 0,7 0,7 12,6 2,0 14,6
bik Nong 37,2 19,0 0,0 0,8 17,4 0,8 3,3 3,3 50 24,8 77,7 0,0 0,0 18,2 0,0 15,7
Lam Dong 24,7 9,6 0,0 0,0 1,4 0,0 0,0 8,2 2,7 11,0 69,9 13,7 0,0 12,3 0,0 0,0
Long An 77,8 0,8 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,9 0,0 20,2 2,9 45,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,4 0,0
Gigi tinh chua ho
N 75,7 17,9 0,2 1,2 9,5 5,5 2,4 22,9 3,3 26,0 72 1,7 0,0 2,1 1,4 1,9
Nam 81,8 29,7 1,2 1,6 13,4 7,7 50 24,7 6,0 262 11,8 3,3 0,1 2,6 1,2 1,9
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Ngheo nhat 86,0 45,1 0,6 1,0 20,6 6,1 7,5 25,1 49 21,1 9,7 5,1 0,0 2,8 1,6 0,6
Nghéo nhi 84,6 31,4 0,0 2,1 15,6 6,6 4,1 20,5 58 27,1 96 1,9 0,0 2,8 0,9 1,1
Trung binh 79,9 24,4 0,9 1,6 8,6 6,1 3,4 23,7 56 24,4 14,4 2,7 0,0 3,2 1,6 2,5
Giau nhi 76,1 16,9 2,1 1,4 8,0 10,1 3,3 26,0 6,1 29,5 11,5 2,3 0,0 2,3 1,2 2,3
Giau nhét 74,5 14,9 1,6 1,6 8,5 8,2 4,0 26,6 5,3 29,8 9,6 2,4 0,5 1,6 1,1 3,7
Nhom quy moé san xuat
Nho nhat 62,4 15,5 0,2 0,0 5,0 3,7 1,7 25,1 2,8 30,1 0,0 1,1 0,0 0,4 0,0 0,2
Nho th(r hai 94,3 27,3 0,2 3,0 12,2 8,0 3,7 20,2 4,4 154 1.4 1,6 0,0 0,9 0,7 0,0
Trung binh 91,5 32,7 1,6 2,5 16,3 12,3 4,0 27,3 6,5 23,0 2,7 51 0,2 1,6 1,6 0,2
Ln th{ hai 91,3 41,4 2,2 1,6 19,9 10,1 9,4 29,5 8,3 27,1 58 3,8 0,0 1,6 2,5 0,4
Lén nhat 64,7 21,0 0,7 0,7 10,3 2,5 3,8 19,5 56 34,7 44,7 3,4 0,2 8,3 1,6 8,7
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Ty 1€ hd c6 chd hd l1a nam tréng ngd, lUa, sén va ca phé cao hon han so v8i hd cd chu
ho nir, trong khi d6 khac biét nay & cac loai cay trong khac la rat it. Ty 1& ho giau trong lUa
va ngo cling thap hon so va@i nhithg hé nghéo. Ca phé chi dudc trong & cac tinh & khu vuc Tay
Nguyén, va cht yéu ndm & nhdm hd cé quy md trong trot I6n nhat.

Chuing ta cling thdy réng nhém cac hd gia dinh c6 quy mé tréng trot nho nhat va I6n
nhat lai la nhom cé ty 1& hd tréng IGa va ngd thdp hon han so vdi ba nhém con lai. Do it tham
gia vao cac hoat dong trong trot nén ty I& hd quy md nho trong lGa va ngd thap 1a kha dé
hi€u. D6i v8i cac hd quy md I8n thi viéc giai thich cé thé phirc tap hon, mét trong nhitng ly do
la hau hét cac hé quy mo I6n la nhitng h6 trong ca phé & khu vuc Tay Nguyén, vung cé ty |é
ho trong lGa rat thap.

5.2. Giao dich nong san

Tiép theo chiing ta sé& tim hiéu hd ndng dan lam gi vdi cac san phdm ho san xuét ra.
Hinh 5.1 dudi day cho thay ty 1& hang ndng san dudc giao dich (ban hodc trao ddi) trén tdng
san lugng. Trong ndm 2012, trung binh c6 38% san phadm tir trong trot ndi chung va 43%
gao ndi riéng dugc giao dich (Iuu y rang két qua phan trdm nay chua cé trong s6 quy mo san
xuat, do do ty & n6ng san thuc té dudc giao dich cao hon mlc 38%, xem thém trong ghi chu
cla Hinh 5.1). Phdn con lai dudc ho gia dinh tiéu dung hodc du trir. Néu tinh trung binh thi
dudng nhu la mdc do thuong mai hda cua cac ho thuéc nhdom giau khdng cao han so véi cac
nhém con lai, tuy nhién néu xét dén quy mo6 san xuat thi cac hé cé quy mo I6n hon ban san
phadm nhiéu han so vdi cadc hd quy mé nho. Piéu nay khang dinh lai 14p ludn dudc dua ra &
dau Chudng 5.

Hinh 5.1: Ty I1é san pham thuong mai (ban hoic trao ddi, (%)
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Ghi cha: Biéu db thé hién ty Ié sén phdm tréng trot duoc giao dich, st dung trong s6 bdng nhau cho t&t c3 cic hé
c6 tréng trot méc du quy mé san xuét cua ho cé thé khac nhau. Do dé udc Iuong trong bang nay sé thdp hon so vdi
ty 18 gid tri giao dich trén téng gig tri san xuét (vao khodng 62% déi vdi ltia gao va 76% dbi véi san phdm tréng trot
ndi chung). Trong mét sé trudng hop thi ty 1é ban I6n hon 100% (cé thé la do hé ban néng san ho du’ trif tir cac vu
trudc), chung téi sé quy ty Ié dé thanh 100%.
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Nhom hé giau nhat ban 77% san pham trong trot va 73% s& IGa gao ho san xuét ra.
Déng chu y Ida nhém hd nghéo nhét chi ban 10% téng san pham tréng trot, nhung ban t&i 42%
sO Ua gao, ty Ié nay con cao han tat ca cac nhom con lai chi trir nhom giau nhat. Cac chu hd
nif ban lta gao nhiéu hon cac chd hé nam, nhung ddi véi san phdm trong trot ndi chung thi
ty |1é ban cua cac chd hd nam lai cao han mot chut.

Nhu chiing ta d& thdy trong Bang 5.2, trong mau diéu tra thi cac hd tai khu vuc phia
Nam it trong lGa hon, nhung & Hinh 5.1 chlng ta cé thé thdy ty 1& IGa gao dudgc giao dich cla
khu vuc nay cao han khd nhiéu so vdi cac tinh phia Béc. Diéu nay cé thé do cac hd & khu vuc
phia B4c c6 quy md nho, ty 1& 1Ga gao dé lai cho tiéu dung cao hdn. Ngoai ra, su khac biét
nay ciing cé thé do cac hd thudc khu vuc phia Béc gdp nhiéu khé khdn hon khi ban 1Ga gao ho
san xudt ra, van dé nay sé dudc phan tich rd han trong Muc 5.4. D6i vdi trong trot ndi chung,
cac tinh phia Nam va Tay Nguyén trong nhiéu cac loai cay lau nam nhu ca phé, cay an qua ...
va dudc xac dinh 1a d& ban ngay tir dau. Do do, ty 1é ban san phdm trong trot & khu vuc phia
Nam va Tay Nguyén cao hon kha nhiéu so vdi cac tinh phia Bac va Duyén hai. Cac hd giau
hon cé ty I€ IUa gao dugc giao dich cao han, tuy nhién ddi véi trong trot ndi chung thi ching
ta c6 mot blc tranh hdn hap.

Trong khi ty 1& san phdm hang héa nganh trong trot giam trong giai doan 2008 - 2010
(tr 43% xudng con 37%) thi dén nam 2012, ty |é nay lai tang Ién (dén 39% nam 2012). Su
gia tdng nay chd yéu la do su gia tdng ty 1é sdn phdm ndng san dudc giao dich clia ba nhém
hdé quy md san xudt 16n nhat. BG&i véi nhém quy md nhoé nhét, ty 1& san phdm dudgc giao dich
gidm manh tir 27% ndm 2008 xudng con 10% trong ndm 2012. Nhin vao ty & san phdm dudc
giao dich thuc té (két qua nay khéng dudc trinh bay trong cac bang hoac hinh), ty 1é nay la
69,7% trong nam 2008 va giam xudng con 64,4% trong nam 2010 - tudng tu véi xu hudng
trong s6 liéu khong cé trong so phia trén. Dén nam 2012, ty Ié nay tang |én muc 70,7%. Do
do, su sut gidam ty Ié giao dich 2010 dudng nhu chi la tam thdi.

Cac ho nbng dan ban nong san cta ho thong qua cac kénh khac nhau. Hinh 5.2 cho
thay su khac biét trong viéc lua chon kénh ban ndng san cta cac hé nong dan, trong trudng
hop hd cé giao dich néng san. Hai k&nh ban phé bién nhat la ban cho hd gia dinh/cad nhén va
ban cho doanh nghiép tu nhan/thuong 1ai. Tai mot s6 tinh nhu Long An, Quang Nam, Lam
Dong, gan nhu toan bd san pham dudc giao dich qua cac thuang l1ai. & nhiéu tinh khu vuc
phia Bac thi phan I8n san phdm dau ra dudc ban cho cac hd gia dinh/ca nhan, ly do cé thé Ia
do nhitng can tré trong giao dich. Thém vao dd, cac doanh nghiép tu nhan/thuong lai thudng
chi quan tdm dén céc hd san xuat quy mé 16n ma chu yéu ndm & khu vuc phia Nam. Bén canh
dé moét s6 thuong 1ai cling nhén 1udn ca viéc thu hoach san pham.

Cac ho nghéo va cac ho quy mo nho thudng cé xu hudng ban cho cac hé gia dinh/cé
nhan nhiéu hon la cac ho giau va cac hé quy mo I6n. Cac hé cé quy mo san xuat cang Ién thi
ty I8 san phadm trong trot ban cho doanh nghiép tu nhan/thucng lai cang cao. Diéu nay kha
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dé hiéu vi cac doanh nghiép va thuong lai thu mua noéng san dé kinh doanh nén thudng mua
véi s8 lugng 18n, trong khi cdc hd gia dinh/cd nhén thudng mua dé tiéu diung va lugng mua
thudng kha nho. Bén canh do, thudng thi chi cé nhitng ho giau va hé quy mo 16n mdéi co da
diéu kién dé dap ’ng cdc tiéu chudn chéat lugng ddi véi san phdm ma cac thudng lai va doanh

nghiép dat ra.

Hinh 5.2: Ty trong giao dich theo cac kénh marketing khac nhau
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Ghi chi: Chdng téi bé qua nhém cac kénh ban hang khac bao gém: hgp tac x&, doanh nghiép nha nudc va ca nhén/
doanh nghiép nudc ngoai. Do dé téng cua hai ct s& khéng phai la 100%. Biéu db nay thé hién ty 1é gid tri san phdm
tréng trot dugc ban théng qua céc kénh khac nhau, trong sé la bdng nhau déi vdi tét cg céc hé cé ban san phdm.

5.3. SU dung dau vao cua hoat dong trong trot

Nhu da trinh bay & Bang 5.1, qua trinh thuong mai hda khong chi lién quan dén viéc
ban san phdm dau ra ma nd con lién quan dén viéc mua vat tu dau vao cho néng nghiép, bao
gém ca viéc thué lao ddng. S dung cac dau vao mua ngoai trén thi trudng gilp giam thiéu
nhitng khé khan hd nong dan gap phai khi gia tang quy mo san xuat, do do thi truéng dau vao
dong vai tro rat quan trong trong tién trinh thudgng mai héa néng nghiép.

Bang 5.3 thé hién co cdu sir dung phan bén cla cac hd tréng trot, dudc chia thanh
phan hda hoc, phan hitu cd mua ngoai va phan hitu cg hd tu san xuat cling nhu viéc thué lao
ddng cla hd. O nhiéu tinh thi ty 1& hd st dung phan hoéa hoc 1&n téi gan 100%. Khanh Hoa 13
tinh co ty 1€ ho sir dung phan hda hoc thdp nhat véi chi khoang 70% s6 hd. Ty Ié ho s dung
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phan hitu cd it hon kha nhiéu. Néu tim hi€u thém nhitng thdng tin vé viéc lua chon phén bén
cling nhu anh hudng cua viéc st dung cac loai phan bén khac nhau dén nang suat chung ta
c6 thé sé cé nhitng phat hién thi vi. Nhitng hd c6 chd hd 1a nam st dung phan bdén nhiéu hon
so V@i cac ho cé chu ho 1a nif, tuy nhién chénh léch trong ty Ié sir dung phén hda hoc va phan
hifu c6 mua ngoai la khong I6n (l1an Iuct 1a 3 diém phan trdm va 4 diém phan trdm), chénh
léch chinh gilta hai nhdm hd 1a & ty 1& st dung phéan hitu cd do hd tu san xuét (11 diém phan
tram). Nhom ho giau hon thudng s dung phén vo cd va phan hitu cd mua ngoai nhiéu han,
trong khi dé néu nhin vao cd cau st dung phan bon ctia cac nhdm quy mé san xuat khac nhau
ching ta cé thé thdy dudc su khac biét rat 16n. Nhdm hd quy mé nhé nhét sir dung it phan bdn
hon & ca ba loai phan bon, nhom hd cé quy mo6 san xuat I8n thudng hiém khi stir dung phan
htu cg tu san xuat, diéu nay la do khi quy mo san xudt ctia hé tang Ién thi hd khong mudn
phu thudc vao ngudn phan bdn tu san xuat, vén thudng khéng 6n dinh. Tudng tu ching ta
cé thé thdy dudc su khac biét rd rét trong ty 1& thué lao ddng cho trong trot cla cac tinh. Cac
tinh Lai Chau, Dién Bién va Khanh Hoa la nhitng tinh co6 ty Ié ho thué lao dong thap nhat vdi
muc dudi 40%. Tuy nhién ty 1€ nay & Lao Cai lai |én t&i 87%. Nhom ho nghéo thué lao dong it
hon, mot phan do han ché trong kha nang tai chinh, mét phan la do quy mo san xuat clia cac
ho nay nho han. Viéc thué lao dong cua cac chu hd nam va nit khong cé nhiéu khac biét. Mot
diéu kha hién nhién Ia khi quy md san xudt lao déng téng Ién thi lao ddng cua gia dinh khéng
du dap Ung cho nhu cau cua san xuat, do dé nhom hd quy mo I16n nhat cling la nhéom co ty 1é
thué lao dong ngoai cao nhat.
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Hinh 5.3: S& dung cac loai giong laa (%)
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Ghi chi: Biéu db nay thé hién ty co cdu s dung gibng lda cua céc hd tréng lda. Cac gibng lia khdc nhau sé cho
ndng suét khac nhau. O mét s6 cdt thi téng ty 16 cé thé it hon 100% do mdt s6 ngudi tra 107 khdng tra 107 cdu hoi.

Tiép theo chiing ta sé& di sau vao xem xét s dung dau vao clia cac ho trong lua. O
Bang 5.3 chiing ta da thdy dudc lGa 1a loai cay tréng phd bién nhat va do dé viéc tinh todn
cac sb liéu thdng ké cho riéng cdy lda la rat can thiét. Hinh 5.3 thé hién co cdu s dung cac
loai giGng Iba khac nhau ctaa ho, viéc lua chon gidng lUa cua hd phu thubc vao gia lia gidng,
san lugng va muic do san cé cua gidng lta dd. Cac giéng lUa lai thudng cé gid cao hdn so Vi
giéng lua dia phuang, cac bang chiing thuc nghiém cling cho thdy IGa lai cho san lugng cao
hon tir 15 — 20% so vdi la ban dial?. Laa lai nhap tir Trung Qudc va lda lai san xuat tai Viét
Nam |a hai giéng lGa phé bién nhat & cac tinh dudc diéu tra, cé gan 69% tdng sé hd s dung
mot trong hai loai gidng lUa nay. Tuy nhién, cd ciu st dung giéng lda co su khac biét 16n gilra
céc tinh. O Dién Bién chi cd 18% ho trong 1Ua lai va ty 1& ho s dung giéng lGa dia phuong &
tinh nay la 62%. Diéu nay la do diéu kién khi hau va dia hinh dac thi nén nudc tudi é khu vuc
nay khong sin cd, trong khi dé canh tac IGa lai can r&t nhiéu nudc. Thém vao d6, mot phan
rat I8n cac ho & khu vuc nay tréng gidéng lda nép nuong truyén thong ch khong phai lua té.
Mot diéu kha ngac nhién la cac ho dan & Long An - tinh c6 muic d6 thuang mai hoa kha cao
- lai it trong lGa lai. Diéu nay la do cac ho néng dan & tinh nay chudng s dung giéng lta dia
phuong cai tién hon la lda lai. Tinh Dak Nong ciling c6 cd cdu sir dung gidng IGa tuang tu véi
it Iba lai va nhiéu Iba dia phuong cai tién.

17 Xem chi tiét tai, “Lua lai cho an ninh lugng thuc”, mot xudt ban cia FAO nam 2004
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Bang 5.3: Cac loai dau vao dudc st dung (%)

Phan hifu co (tu san xuat)

Phan hitu co (mua)

Thué lao dong

Tong 2012 39,6 23,1 65,7
Tinh

Ha Tay 35,0 39,2 65,2
Lo Cai 86,9 3,0 86,9
Pha Tho 72,1 17,3 75,3
Lai Chau 12,6 1,7 37,8
Dién Bién 48,0 0,8 39,4
Nghé An 77,7 21,2 60,1
Quang Nam 29,9 26,5 73,9
Khanh Hoa 10,1 24,1 35,4
P&k Lak 23,2 13,2 76,8
P&k Néng 5,8 16,5 62,0
Lam Dong 20,5 56,2 68,5
Long An 18,9 28,0 72,4
Gigi tinh chu ho

NG 30,5 26,5 66,1
Nam 41,7 22,4 65,6
Nhém chi tiéu luvong thuc thyc pham

Nghéo nhat 42,7 12,8 57,5
Nghéo nhi 40,6 19,4 65,6
Trung binh 42,9 25,1 70,7
Giau nhi 38,9 27,9 67,9
Giau nhéat 311 34,3 68,1
Nhom quy moé san xuat

Nho nhat 27,5 17,0 36,0
Nho th( hai 42,9 23,2 66,1
Trung binh 51,5 24,6 71,6
L&n th( hai 50,3 23,5 70,2
L&n thi nhat 26,4 27,5 85,2
Toéng 2012 (mAu panel) 41,5 23,5 68,3
Tong 2010 (mAu panel) 45,3 11,6 50,2
Tong 2008 (mau panel) 44,3 10,2 47,6

Ghi chi: Trir khi cé ghi chi khéc, tat cé cac két qua 13 tir méu diy du ndm 2012
N 2012 d3y du=2.135; N 2012 méu panel=1.797; N 2010 méu panel =1.843; N 2008 mdu panel =1.886
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Cac ho co chu ho la nit st dung giéng lUa dia phudng nhiéu han cac chu hé nam, nhiing
ho nghéo c6 xu hudng st dung it lUa lai han so véi cac ho giau, tuy nhién su khac biét nay la
khéng 18n. Xét theo quy md san xudt ching ta cé thé thdy nhédm hd cé quy mé I8n nhét sk
dung lda lai it han mét chit so v8i cdc nhém hé con lai, diéu nay cé thé do chiing ta 18y trong
s6 bang nhau d6i v3i cac hd cé6 quy md khac nhau. Mot phén rat 16n cac hd néng dén thudc
nhom hd quy mo I8n nhat trong cac loai cay trong khac ngoai lta va trong Ida chi la hoat dong
phu ctia hg, do dé ho khéng quan tdm nhiéu dén van dé gidng nhu nhirng ho chuyén trong lda.

Hinh 5.4 cho thay cac ho ndng dan trong lua thudng mua lta giéng 6 dadu. Ngudn cung
cap giéng chinh, chiém 36% la gidng mua tu hgp tac xa/xa, ngudn quan trong th hai la cac
cong ty gidng va th{ ba la tir cac chg dia phudng chiém tudgng Ung la 18% va 16%. Cé khoang
15% ho ndéng dan khéng mua gidng. O Dién Bién co tdi 81% hd khdng mua ma tu sdn xuét
gidng, con s8 nay cua tinh Ldm Dodng la 51%. Ching ta cé thé giai thich l1a do hd dan & céc
tinh nay it sr dung cac giéng Ida lai han nhu trinh bay tai ghi chd Hinh 5.3 néu trén. Tuy nhién
trong trudng hgp cua Long An — moét trong nhitng tinh cé ty 1€ ho st dung Ida lai thap - thi
giai thich nay dudng nhu khong pht hgp. O tinh nay phan 18n cac ho ndng dan mua giéng tir
cac cong ty giéng (47%). Cac hé trong lda quy mo I8n thudng it mua giéng tir hgp tac xa/xa
ma chu yéu mua tir cac cong ty giong.

Hinh 5.4: Ngu6n mua lta giong theo ty Ié ngudi trong
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Hinh 5.5 cho thay ty |é dat canh tac dugc tudi tiéu. Trong nam 2012, trung binh 65,1%
téng dién tich dat ndng nghiép cla céc tinh khdo sat dugc tudi tieu. O cép tinh, cd su khac
biét Idn gilta cac tinh ddng bdng chau thd (Ha Tay va Long An) va céc tinh khac. Trung binh
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khoang 90% téng dién tich dat ndng nghiép hai tinh dudc tudi tiéu. Do san xudt cac loai cay
cong nghiép cé gia tri cao doi hoi dudc tudi tiéu day du nhu ca phé, cao su hay hat tiéu nén
cac tinh Tay Nguyén (Pék L3k, Pak Néng va Ldm Dong) ciling co ty Ié dién tich dat dugc tudi
tiéu kha cao (62,7% dén 84,1%). Ngudgc lai, d cac tinh & khu vuc mién nuli phia Bac (Lao Cai,
Lai Chau va Dién Bién), chi c6 dudi 35,1% dat nong nghiép dudc tudi tiéu. Nghé An, Quang
Nam va Khanh Hoa cé ty 1é dat dugc tudi tiéu lan lugt la 38,4%; 54,5% va 37,5%.

Hinh 5.5: Ty 1&é dat dudc tudi tiéu (%)
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Khac biét trong ty |é dat dudc tudi tiéu gilra cac hé cé chd ho nam va cac ho cé chu
hd ni 1a rat nho, tuy nhién d6i véi nhdm chi tiéu lueng thuc, thuc phdm thi su’ khac biét nay
kha ro rét. Nhom ho giau co ty 1é dat dudc tudi cao han kha nhiéu so véi cac nhom ho con lai,
trong khi 77% dién tich dat cia nhédm hoé giau nhat dudc tudi tiéu thi con s6 nay ciia nhom
ho nghéo nhat chi la 49%. Chia theo quy md san xuat, nhdm ho cé quy mo6 san xuat I6n nhat
co ty |é dat dudc tudi vao khoang 80%, trong khi dé su khac biét gittra cdc nhom quy mo con
lai 1a khdng dang ké.

Hinh 5.6 cho ching ta thay nhirng thong tin chi tiét v& ngudn nudc tudi tiéu clia cac
ho gia dinh. Ngudn nudc chu yéu la lay t&r kénh mudng, giéng khoan, giéng dao hoac sbng,
sudi, ao, ho. Chang ta thay dugc su khac biét I6n trong cc cdu ngudn nudc tudi tiéu gilra cac
tinh, trong khi d6, su khac biét vé ngudn nudc tudi gitta cac h6 gia dinh c6 chd hé 1a nam va
cac gia dinh c6 chu ho la nit cling nhu gilta cac nhém thu nhap la rat nho. Xét chung cho ca
mau diéu tra thi cd 48% dat néng nghiép dudc tudi tiéu tir kénh mucng, 22% tir séng va
sudi, 15% tir ao ho, 10% tlr gi€ng dao, 5% tur gi€éng khoan va 1% la t&r ngudn khac. Tai hau
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hét cac tinh - chi trir cac tinh thudc khu vuc Tay Nguyén - thi kénh mudng la ngudn nudc
tudi tiéu quan trong nhat. Cac hé dan & Tady Nguyén chl yéu tudi tiéu bang nudc séng, sudi,
ao ho, giéng khoan. O khu vuc mién nui phia Bic thi cling cé rat nhiéu hd dan s dung nudc
sOng suGi lam ngudn nudc tudi chinh.

Hinh 5.6: Nguon nuéc tudi cua ho
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Cd cdu nguon nudc tudi khac nhau gilra cac nhém hoé san xuat. Cac ho gia dinh c6 quy
mo cang Ién thi cang it s dung ngudn nudc tr kénh muadng, thay vao doé la nudc tir séng,
subi. Nguyén nhén la do cac hd quy md I16n nam chu yéu & Tay Nguyén va Bbéng bang sdng
Clru Long. Cac ho & Tay Nguyén thudng 1ay nudc tudi tir cac con séng, sudi chay doc cac thung
Iting va cac hé néng dan Béng bang séng Clru Long 18y nudc tudi chu yéu thong qua hé théng
kénh rach.

5.4. Khé khan ho gap phai trudc va sau san xuat

Hinh 5.7 thé hién nhitng khé khadn cac hd trong trot gdp phai trong viéc tiép cn dau
vao!8, Cac tinh véi cdc ddc diém khac nhau cling d8i mat véi nhitng khé khdn khac nhau.
Nhirng khdé khan ma hé gdp phai la kha tudng dong & cac nhom gidi tinh chd ho va nhom
chi tiéu luong thuc, thuc phdm. Cac hé thudc khu vuc ddng bang it gép khé khan han so vdi
nhirng hé vung cao, dac biét & hai tinh dong bang la Ha Tay va Long An thi co t&i 85% hd ndng

18 Day la cau hoi cho khd khan 18n nhdt ma ho gap phai trong viéc ti€p can dau vao. Vi du, chi c6 6% danh gia
rang ti€p cén cd sé ha tang la khé khan I6n nhat hd gap phai, diéu nay khéng cé nghia la cac hd khac khéng gap
phai khé khan d6i vdi co sd ha tang, day van 1a can trd dGi véi hd nhung dé chua phai 1 khd khan 16n nhdt ma
hé gép phai.

95



DAC BIEM KINH TE NONG THON VIET NAM

dan danh gid rang ho khong gdp hé gap khé khan trong viéc ti€p cén dau vao cua trong trot.
Do dia hinh ddi nlGi nén cd s3 ha tang & cac tinh Lai Chau, Dién Bién, Lao Cai va Pak Néng
kém phat trién hon so véi nhitng tinh con lai, do d6 cac hd dan & cac tinh nay gdp nhiéu khé
khan trong viéc tim kiém nha cung cap. Néng dan tai cac tinh Ldm Dong, Khanh Hoa, Long
An va Dak Lak phai mua vat tu vdi giad cao. 21,7% sd hd gia dinh & Lam Dong, 18,6 % s6 hd
3 Khanh Hoa va 15,2 % s6 hd & Lao Cai tra I8i rang thi€u thong tin 1a khé khan 18n nhét hd
gap phai trong viéc ti€p can dau vao. bang chud y la trir Lao Cai thi hdu hét cac hé néng dan
3 cac tinh khac déu khéng cho rang ho gap khé khan trong viéc ti€p cén cdc ngudn vén vay.

Hinh 5.7: Nhitng kho khan trong tié€p can dau vao
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Cac ho giau thudng gap it kho khan hon so véi cac ho ngheo. Nhitng hd ngheo thudng
& nhitng khu vuc ving su viing xa vGi cd sd ha tAng kém phat trién, kha ndng tiép cén tin
dung thap, thi€u thong tin, gid vat tu cao. Day la nhitng can trd I16n nhat déi véi nhom ho
ngheo khi mua dau vao cho trong trot. Ca biét & Lao Cai, c6 t8i hon 30% hé dan cho rang
khéng dugc mua chiu hang héa la kho khan I6n nhat cha ho. M6t phat hién dang ngac nhién la
nhirng ho gia dinh cé quy md I6n hon thi gap nhiéu khé khan han so v8i nhitng hd quy mo nho.
C6 thé la do khi quy md san xuét tdng 1én, nhitng khé khan hd gdp phai nhu gid dau vao cao,
thi€u thong tin, khong dugc mua chiu cling nhu khong ti€p can dugc nhitng khoan vay cla
ho sé I16n hon rat nhiéu so v@i nhitng ho san xuat nhé Ié cho nhu cau tiéu dung cua gia dinh.

biéu tra VARHS khong chi thu thap dir liéu vé nhithg khoé khan lién quan dén viéc ti€p
can dau vao, ma con xem xét ca nhirng khé khan hd gap phai sau thu hoach. Tinh trung binh
thi c6 64,4 % s6 hd dudc hoi cho rang ho khéng gdp bat ky khé khan nao sau thu hoach. Hinh
5.8 cho thay c6 21,3% s6 hé gia dinh gap kho khan trong viéc sc ché (bao gom ca say kho),
10,3% thiéu kho chfa san phdm, 5,5% thiéu théng tin vé gid ca thi trudng, 3,4% phai tra
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chi phi van chuyén cao, 2% gdp kho khan trong viéc tiép cn thi trudng hodc cac khau trung
gian, va 1.2% cac hé gia dinh nhén dinh rdng rdng nhu cau thap cho dau ra la khé khan chinh
cta ho. Nhitng van dé Ién nhat dé6i véi néng dan & Long An, Khanh Hoa, Dién Bién va Lam
Dong la thi€u kho chira, trong khi do6 thi€u kha nang sd ché la van dé I6n nhat ¢ bién Bién va
LAm Dong. O tinh nay con cé 21,7% ho gdp van d@ trong viéc tiép can thi trudng hodc cac
khau trung gian. Mac du Lao Cai, Lai Chau va bién Bién déu la cac tinh & khu vuc mién nui
phia Bac, nhung chi cé cac hé & Lai Chau (18,8%) mdi cho rang chi phi van chuyén cao la khé
khan I&n nhat cta ho.

Hinh 5.8: Nhirng khé khan sau thu hoach (%)
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Nhin vao cac nhom chi tiéu thuc phdm va quy mé san xuét, ching ta thdy rdng cac hd
quy mo I&n hon va cac ho nghéo thudng gap nhiéu khoé khan sau thu hoach han. Cac hé quy
mo 18n thi thi€u kho chfa va kha ndng sd ché la van d& ndi cdm nhéat. Ho ciing gdp khd khén
ti€p can thi trudng va cac khau trung gian, trong khi dé kho khan chinh cta cac hd nghéo la
thi€u thoéng tin gid ca thi trudng va kha nang sc ché. Cé tdi 75% s6 hd giau nhén dinh rang
ho khong gap kho khan gi sau thu hoach, trong khi doé ty I1€ nay & cac ho nghéo chi la 50,5%.
Hau nhu khong cé su khac biét vé khd khan sau thu hoach gilra hai nhém gidi tinh cha hé.

Rt nhiéu nghién clru d& chi ra rédng cac khuyén ndéng cé tac dong tich cuc dén nang
suat nong nghiép. Hinh 5.9 cho thay ty Ié cac h6 gia dinh da dén Trung tdm khuyén nong hoac
tham gia cac cudc hop dé dugc tu van va hd trg vé trong trot va chdn nudi trong 12 thang qua.
Trung binh trong nam 2012 c6 50,1% s6 hd dugc diéu tra da t&i Trung tdm khuyén ndng hoac
tham gia cac cudc hop. Tinh Phu Tho c6 ty Ié cao nhat véi 68,6% va Lam Dong cé6 muc cao
nhat th( hai cia 68,5%. Mdc du nam trong cing mét khu vuc Tay Nguyén gidng Lam Dodng,
nhung Dak Néng va Dak Lak co ty |é tiép can vdi cac dich vu khuyén ndng thdp han han. Trong
nam 2012, chua dén 40% ho gia dinh cla hai tinh nay ti€p can dich vu khuyén ndng, va chua
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dén 5% trong s6 ho da dudc can bo khuyén néng dén tham. Cac ho gia dinh cé chd ho la nam
c6 xu hudng ti€p xuc can bo khuyén néng hodc tham gia cac cuéc hop nhiéu hon. Khong cé xu
hudng nao vé tiép can khuyén ndng gitta cac hd theo cdc nhém chi tiéu thuc phdm, ngoai trir
mot thuc té Ia nhom ho gia dinh nghéo nhat cé quyén ti€p can dich vu khuyén ndng it nhat.
Tuy nhién, c6 moét xu hudng ro rét déi véi nhdm quy mo san xudat la cac hé gia dinh quy mo
I6n tham gia cac cudc hop va dugc cac can bé khuyén néng téi tham nhiéu han.

Hinh 5.9: HO gia dinh tiép can véi khuyén nong (%)
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5.5. Tom tat

Chudng nay trinh bay nhitng sé liéu thGng ké lién quan dén trong trot. Chung t6i da
thdo luan vé cd cdu san xuat cling nhu khoé khan ciia nong dan gap phai déi véi dau vao cling
nhu dau ra. Thuong mai hda, dudgc hiéu la mdc db tudng tac vai thi trudng clia hd néng dan,
cling da dugc xem xét ky cang. D& tdng két lai, chlng tdi tdm tat cidc phat hién chinh cla
chudng nhu sau.

Xét tdng quat thi mlc dd thuong mai hda phu thudc nhiéu vao loai ciy trong cua hd.
Vi du, d6i véi ngudi trong ca phé & Tay Nguyén, muc tiéu cta hd ngay khi bat dau trong la dé
ban 13y tién ch& khéng phai cho nhu cau tiéu dung clda hd. C6 han 80% s6 hd gia dinh trong
mau didu tra cd trong lUa, tuy nhién trong s& dé cé tdi 55% s6 hod chi san xudt cho muc dich
tiéu dung va khéng ban lGa gao cla ho. Néu xét mlc dd thuong mai hda theo ty Ié san phdm
dugc giao dich thi mdc do thuong mai hda ciia cac hd ndi chung cé xu hudng gidm trong giai
doan 2008 - 2010 va tang Ién trong giai doan 2010 - 2012.
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Nhin chung cac ho gia dinh chd hd la nam, cac hd giau han va cac ho quy mé trong
trot I6n han cé mirc do6 thudgng mai hda haon. Cling can noi dén su khac biét gilra cac tinh dugc
khao sat. Cac hé néng dan khu vuc phia Bac thudng cé mic dd thuong mai hda thap hon, ty
|& ban san phdm cla ho thdp hon va ty 1& hd con s dung céc giéng lda dia phuaong kha 16n.
Nhan dinh nay ddc biét ding ddi vdéi ndng dan tai tinh Dién Bién va Lai Chau. O hai tinh nay,
ty 1& ho ndng dan cé thué lao dong la rat thap, bén canh do, cac hd nong dan cha yéu sir dung
phan bén do ho san xuat thay vi phan hdéa hoc hoac phan hitu cd mua ngoai.

TU cubc khado sat, ching ta cling c6 thé thdy dudgc ly do tai sao cac tinh phia Bac cé
murc do thuong mai hda thap han so véi cac tinh phia Nam. Nguyén nhéan chinh cta viéc nay la
nhitng khé khan cac hd dan khu vuc phia Bac gap phai trong viéc ti€p can thi trudng dau vao
va ban san phdm dau ra sau thu hoach. O nhiéu tinh phia Bic, cd sd ha tdng giao thdng kém
phat trién 1a mét trong nhitng kho khan I8n nhat ciia hd. Mét s6 hd khac gap khé khan déi véi
viéc tiép cn ngudn von vay d& mua dau vao, thi€u nha cung cp dau vao |1a can trd dic thu
ddi vdi cac tinh phia Bac. D6i v8i nhitng khé khan sau san xuét, thi€u kha ndng sc ché, chi phi
van chuyén cao va thiéu thdng tin vé gia ca thi trudng 1a nhitng vadn dé ndi bat nhat ma cac
hé néng dan gap phai, ca & khu vuc phia Bac va phia Nam.

Ty Ié ho gia dinh dén cac tram khuyén néng cao hdn rat nhiéu so véi ty 1€ hd dugc
can bd khuyén ndng tdi tdn nha. Kha nang dé phat trién cac chudng trinh khuyén néng la
rat Idn, dac biét la khi nhom ho ngheo nhat va cac hé cé quy mo nho nhat ti€p can rat it vdi
dich vu nay.
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CHUONG 6: CHAN NUOI

Trong chudng nay, chidng toi sé trinh bay cac thong tin vé hoat dong san xuat chan
nuoi va nubi trong thly san clda ho, bao gém cac thong tin vé ty I1é ho tham gia chan nubi va
nudi tréng thay san, quy md chan nudi, sir dung vac xin, thirc an va cac dau vao khac cua hé.
Hoat dong chan nudi dugc ndi dén & day bao gom trau, bo, ngua, Ign, dé/ctru, gia cam (g3,
vit, chim cut) va cac vat nubi khac. Tuy nhién sé h6 dudc diéu tra cé chan nudi ngua hay dé&/
clru la rat it do do6 ching t6i chu yéu dé cap dén cac két qua thong ké lién quan dén trau, bo,
Ign va gia cam.

6.1. Ty Ié ho chan nudi va quy mo hoat dong chan nudi

Hinh 6.1 thé hién ty 1& hd tham gia vao chan nudi hodc nudi trong thdy san trong ndm
2012. Nhin chung, cé 61,1% s6 h6 dudc diéu tra cé tham gia vao hoat déng chan nubi hoac
nudi trong thdy san trong vong 12 thang qua, trong s6 d6 nhitng hé cé nudi trong, danh bat
thay san la 8,5%. Ba tinh thudc khu vuc mién nui phia Bac la Lao Cai, Lai Chau, Dién Bién va
tinh Nghé An & mién Trung la nhitng tinh cé ty Ié hd chan nudi hoac nudi trong thly san cao
nhat va day cling la nhirng tinh nghéo nhat trong s6 12 tinh dugc diéu tra. Hau hét cac ho dan
dudc diéu tra trong cac tinh nay la cac hé ndng nghiép va hoat déng chan nudi va nudi trong
thay san cta hd chu y&u 1a quy md nho dé phuc vu nhu cau tiéu dung ctia ho. O nhitng tinh
giau hon nhu Ha Tay hay Long An, cac ho dan c6 xu hudng it tham gia vao hoat déng chan
nudi va nudi trong thay san han, ly do cé thé la do dién tich d&t binh quan ciia mot hod thép
va cac cd hoi viéc lam phi ndng nghiép nhiéu hon. Tuy nhién, nhirng h6 san xuat chan nudi &
hai tinh nay moét khi d& chan nubi thudng chan nudi theo quy mod I8n va mdc do thugng mai
héa cao, chiing ta cé thé thdy diéu nay trong cac bang va hinh tiép theo.

Hinh 6.1 Ty Ié ho chan nu6i hoac nudi trong thuy san
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Co6 gan 65% sb ho co chd ho la nam c6 hoat dong chan nubi hodc nudi trong thuy san,
trong khi con s6 nay @ cac hd c6 cht ho la nir chi [a 46,9%. Xu hudng chan nudi va nudi trong
thuy san kha rd rang xét theo nhdm chi tiéu lugng thuc thuc phdm. Cac hé giau hon tham gia
vao hoat ddng chan nudi it han han so vdi nhitng hd nghéo. Sé liéu & Chuong 2 cling cho thay
cac ho giau hon cé xu hudng rut khéi hoat ddng san xuat ndng nghiép, thé hién & ty trong thu
nhap tir ndng nghiép trén téng thu nhap cda hdé giam dan khi hd tréd nén giau hon.

Bang 6.2 thé hién cac thdng tin cu thé hon vé hoat ddng chdn nudi cua hd, chia theo
cac loai vat nudi khac nhau. Loai vat nudi phé bién nhat cua cac hé dudc diéu tra 1a gia cadm,
bao gdém ga, vit, chim cut ... nhitng loai gia cAm nay thudng dé nudi, cdc hoé ndng dan cé thé
tan dung thic an thira, gao, rau ..., va c6 thé nudi cho nhu ciu tiéu dung cua gia dinh hodc
nudi dé& ban. Loai vat nudi phé bién th(r hai la Ign, dac biét 1a & cac tinh phia Béc, ca & khu vuc
dong bang va mién nui. Lao Cai, Lai Chau va Dién Bién la nhiing tinh c6 ty 1& hé chan nubi Ign
cao nhit ndm trong khoang tlr 75% dén 85% trén téng s6 hd. Cac hé ndng dan tai cac tinh
nay thudng nudi giong Ign dia phudng trung binh moét nam mot Ida, nudi tha rong va chu yéu
phuc vu nhu cau tiéu dung cla hd gia dinh trong cac dip |1& tét. Trong khi d6 cac hd dan & khu
vuc déng bang thudng nudi giéng Ign ngoai hodc Ign lai.

Bang 6.1 Ty lIé ho chan nuoi, chia theo loai vat nudi

Y

Bo Trau Ngua Lon D&, Ciru  Ga, vit, chim cat Khac
Téng 2012 11,1 14,4 0,2 32,4 1,2 51,4 3,0
Tinh
Ha Tay 7,0 1,7 ) 19,4 ) 36,4 1,5
Lao Cai 4,7 59,8 3,7 81,3 2,8 85,1 28,0
Pht Tho 10,9 13,5 ) 44,8 0,3 65,3 2,7
Lai Chau 4,4 58,5 () 75,6 1,5 84,4 3,0
Dién Bién 12,2 65,7 ) 81,7 6,9 87,8 11,5
Nghé An 28,5 22,4 ) 34,7 3,1 75,4 0,9
Quang Nam 16,0 10,4 e 30,8 ) 31,1 0,3
Khanh Hoa 8,2 () () 5,5 ) 27,3 0,0
D&k L3k 11,5 5,5 () 29,1 1,2 60,6 0,6
D&k Néng 8,4 4,2 () 19,6 2,8 63,6 2,1
Lam Bong 6,3 3,8 () 11,3 1,3 25,0 3,8
Long An 9,1 0,3 0,3 10,0 0,9 32,5 1,2
Chu hd
NG 6 4,4 0,2 19,3 0,5 39,8 2,1
Nam 12,4 17,1 0,2 35,8 1,3 54,4 3,2
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhat 13,2 32,1 0,7 47,3 2,4 62,8 4,8
Nghéo nhi 12,5 16,4 0 34,9 1,1 49,8 3,1
Trung binh 14,6 11,3 0 27,1 1,5 51,3 3,3
Giau nhi 9,3 8,5 0 29,8 0,7 47,8 2
Giau nhat 6,5 4,1 0,2 23,2 0,2 45,6 1,7

N=2.741
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Trau cling 1a loai vat nudi kha phé bién & cac tinh dudgc diéu tra, vira dudc nudi dé 18y
thit vira dé€ 18y suic kéo. Cac vat nudi khac nhu bod, ngua, clru hay dé khdng qué phd bién, chi
c6 dudi 10% s6 ho co cac loai vat nudi nay.

O bang nay chiing ta ciing c6 thé thdy rd xu huéng cac hé cé chd hd nam va cac hod
nghéo chan nudi nhiéu hon so véi cac ho cé cha ho la nit va cac hd giau. Bén canh dé, Bang
6.1 cling cho thay Ign va gia cam la hai loai vat nu6i chinh cua cac ho dugc diéu tra. Chinh vi
thé, phan sau cla bdo cdo ching tbi sé tap trung nhiéu han vao hoat dong chan nubi Ign va
gia cdm cla hd bao gdbm quy md chan nudi, mic dd thuong mai hda va s dung vac xin cla
hai loai vat nu6i nay.

Hinh 6.2 va 6.3 cho thdy s6 lugng Ign va gia cadm trung binh clia cac hé cé chan nudi
hai loai vat nu6i nay. Long An va Ha Tay la hai tinh c6 quy md6 chan nudi Ign I6n nhat véi s6
dau con trung binh moét ho lan lugt la 47 va 33 con.

Long An va Ha Tay déu la nhitng tinh & khu vuc déng bdng va gan vdi cac trung tam
kinh té 16n, hdu hét Ign va gia cam & hai tinh nay dudc nudi trong cac trang trai thugng mai.
Lao Cai, Lai Chau, bién Bién, Nghé An va Quang Nam la nhiing tinh cé quy mé chan nudi nho
nhat vai chi khoang 6 dau Ign trén mot ho.

Hinh 6.2 So6 lugng Ign trung binh moét ho
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Trung binh cac hd cé chu ho la nam nudi khoang 18 dau Ign, cao hon 2,1 dau Ign so vdi
cac ho cé chu hé la nit. Nhédm ho giau nhat nudi 32 dau Ign mot ho trong con s6 nay & nhom
ho nghéo nhat chi 1a 9,8 dau con.
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Hinh 6.3 cho thdy cac hé dan & Long An cb quy md chan nudi gia cdm cao hon han so
v@i nhitng tinh khac. Quy m6 chan nudi trung binh & tinh nay la 471 dau con, cao hdn ba lan
vGi Ha Tay - tinh ¢ quy mo6 I6n th hai — va 12 lan Lai Chau - tinh cd quy mo chan nudi gia
cam thap nhat. Nhitng ho giau cling c6 quy mo chan nudi I6n hon, chi trir nhdom ho giau thir hai.

Hinh 6.3 S0 lugng gia cam trung binh mot ho
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N =2.122

6.2. Thuong mai héa chan nuoi

Phan ti€p theo ching ta sé di vao xem xét mlc do thuong mai hda cua hoat dong chan
nudi. Trong bdo cdo nay, ching téi sir dung chi tiéu ty 1é gia tri sdn phdm chén nudi dugc ban/
trao d6i trén téng gia tri sdn phdm chén nudi dugc san xuét ra dé do ludng muc dd thuong
mai hoda.

Hinh 6.4 cho thdy ty 1& vat nudi dudc giao dich (ban hodc trao ddi) trén téng s6 vat
nudi. Nhin chung, c6 60,5 % s6 Ign va 36,7% s6 gia cam dudgc ban hoéc trao déi. Ching ta
cling cd thé thay rd trong Hinh 6.4, cac hd chan nudi Ign thudc khu vuc mién nui phia Bac bao
gom: Lao Cai, Lai Chau va bién Bién la nhitng ho cé mdc do thugng mai hda thap nhat. Phu
Tho, Nghé An, Quang Nam va Lam Boéng la nhirng tinh c6 ty |Ié thuong mai hda cao nhat vdi
hon 70% s6 Ign nu6i cia ho dugc giao dich.

DGi v@i gia cam, Lai Chau la tinh cé mlc do thucgng mai hoa thap nhéat vdi chi 11,8%
s6 gia cdm nudi dudc mang di giao dich. Dak Néng co ty 1é thuong mai hda thdp th{r 2 vdi
17,4%, Khanh Hoa la tinh c6 mlc d6 thuang mai hda trong chan nudi gia cam cao nhat vdi
hon 60% trong téng s6 ga, vit, chim cit dugc ban hodc trao déi.
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Hinh 6.4 Ty Ié vat nudi dudc giao dich (ban hoéc trao ddi, %)
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O Hinh 6.4 thi su khac biét gilra cdc hd chdn nudi Ign cé chu ho 1a nam va chd hd nit
la kha nhé (1,3 diém phan trdm), tuy nhién su chénh léch nay & cdc hé chén nudi gia cdm lai
kha cao (10,9 diém phan trdm). O ca cac hd chin nudi Ign va cac hd chan nudi gia cam thi
nhom hé giau nhat déu la nhdm ho c6 muic dé thucgng mai hdéa cao nhat. Can Iluu y la trong
bdo cdo nay chung ta xem xét mic d6 thuong mai hdéa ca & cac ho trong IGa va cac ho chan
nudi. Nhitng hd nghéo hon cé thé phai ban vat nudi cua ho dé 18y tién nén ching ta thdy muc
do thuong mai hda cua cac ho nay kha cao. Do la ly do vi sao xu hudng gilra cac hd nghéo nhat
va giau nhét 1a kha rd rét, trong khi d6 su khac biét gilta cdc nhém x& hdi thi khéng dang ké.

Khi hoat dong chan nudi ctia ho thudng mai héa hon, viéc sif dung cac dau vao cua
chan nudi cling bat dau thay déi bao gobm ca vac xin, thiic 8n, lao ddng, dich vu khuy&n néng
va cac dau vao khac. Mét trong nhirng muc tiéu cla chuong nay la xem xét nhitng thay déi
cta dau vao khi quy md chan nudi cia hd md rong. O phan sau nady chlng téi phan loai hd
theo thu nhap tr chan nudi, nhdm hd s6 1 cé thu nhap t&r chan nubi thap nhat va nhom ho s6
5 ¢6 thu nhap tir chan nubi cao nhat.

6.3. SU dung vac xin

Hinh 6.5 va Hinh 6.6 thé hién ty 1& vat nudi dugc tiém vac xin trong giai doan tir 2008
dén 2012 d8i v3i 2 loai vat nudi chinh I1a Ion va gia cdm. Ching ta cé thé th8y rd su gia ting
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cla ty 1é Ign dudc tiém vac xin (tUr 23% |én 41,5%) & tdt ca cac nhém quy mo chan nubi.
Tuy nhién tai Quang Nam, Dak Lak va Ld&m Dong, ty 1& Ign dudc tiém véc xin lai cé xu hudng
giam nhe trong giai doan 2010 dén 2012. Nam 2005, B6 NN&PTNT da ban hanh Quyét dinh
sd 63/2005/QD-BNN, yéu cau cac hd chan nudi phai tiém phong cho vat nudi 7 loai vac xin
bat budc. Nhung cho dén ndm 2008, khi dich bénh L& mdm long mdng va Tai xanh bung phat
khi€n gia suc va gia cadm chét va bi tiéu huy hang loat thi cac hé dan mdi thuc su chu trong
dén viéc tiém vac xin cho vat nudi cia minh. Ngoai ra cling phai k& dén vai trd cha Chi thi
2349/CT-BNN-YT, chi thi nay dudc ban hanh kip thdi gilip thanh 14p mét hé théng kiém dich
chat ché trén toan qudc. Qua trinh thudgng mai hdéa chan nudi cling gép phan khong nho trong
viéc gia tang ty 1& tiém vac xin: khi cadc hd san xust & quy md 16n han thi mot vat nudi nhiém
bénh cé thé nhanh chdng phat tan ra ca dan va gy ra nhirng thiét hai rét 16n.

Hinh 6.5: Ty Ié Ign dudc tiém vac xin trong cac nam 2008, 2010 va 2012 (%)
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N 2008 = 792, N 2010 = 765, N 2012 = 760

Hinh 6.6 cho thdy cé khoang 12% gia cam dugc tiém vac xin trong nam 2008, con sb
nay tang Ién 28,2% nam 2010 va 30,6% nam 2012. Ha Tay la tinh co ty Ié gia cam dudc tiém
vac xin cao nhat trong ndm 2012, ndm 2010 thi tinh cd ty Ié cao nhat lai 1a Phd Tho va ndm
2008 la Long An. Ty |é gia cam dudc tiém vac xin tang manh trong giai doan 2008-2010 va
tang nhe trong giai doan tr 2010-2012. & mét s tinh nhu Pha Tho, Dak L&k, Dak Nong va
Long An, ty |é tiém vac xin tham chi con giam trong gia doan 2010 - 2012.
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Hinh 6.6: Ty lé gia cAm dudgc tiém vac xin trong cac nam 2008, 2010 va 2012 (%)
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Chung ta cling c6 thé thay cac hd cé chu hd 1a nit cb ty Ié gia cdm dudc tiém vac xin
thap hon trong ndm 2008 nhung lai cao han trong hai ndm 2010 va 2012. O ca hai d6i tugng
nay thi ty 1& gia cam dugc tiém vac xin déu tang nhanh trong giai doan 2008 - 2010 va tang
nhe trong giai doa 2010 - 2012. Ty Ié gia cam dudgc tiém vac xin thdm chi con giam trong giai
doan 2010 - 2012 d6i véi nhom ho quy mo I6n nhat. Ty |é€ nay tang & cdc ho quy mo6 nhé han,
tuy nhién mdc do tang thap hon rat nhiéu so vdi giai doan 2010 - 2012.

Hinh 6.7 minh hoa loai hinh thifc an chan nubéi dugc hd s dung. Gia dinh cua nhém
nghién ctu la cac ho cé6 muc do thuong mai hda cao hon sé sir dung thirc an mua nhiéu han
va cac ho chan nubi cho tiéu dung cua ho thudng s dung thidc an do ho san xuat ra. Nhin
vao Hinh 6.7 chlng ta cd thé thdy hau hét cidc hd sir dung két hgp ca thidc 8n mua va thic an
ho tu san xuat (han 69%). C6 23% s hd chi st dung thifc an tu cé va chi cé 7,4% sb ho chi
st dung thifc an mua ngoai. Cd cau nay kha khac biét gilta cac tinh, cac hd & Long An - tinh
c6 muc d6 thudng mai hoa chan nubi cao nhat - ciing la tinh cé ty 1é ho chi sir dung thic an
mua ngodi cao nhat (20%). O cac tinh mién nui phia Bic, chi c6 dudi 5% s& hd dan chi su
dung thdc an mua ngoai, hau hét cac ho dan déu s dung két hgp 2 loai thirc an, ca biét co
tinh Dién Bién v3&i gan 65% s8 hd dan chi chdn nubi bang thirc an tu co.
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Hinh 6.7 S& dung thirc an chan nudi cta hg (%)
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Ca cau sir dung thific an gilra cac ho cé chd hé la nam va chd ho la nit gan nhu khong
c6 su khac biét, tuy nhién, gilta cac nhom quy mo san xuat lai co6 su khac biét kha ré rang.
Nhom h6 quy m6 san xudt nho nhat la nhom chi s dung thific an tu c6 nhiéu nhat (40,2%),
trong khi d6 con s6 nay & nhom hé cé quy mo I6n nhat chi la han 10%. Mot diéu kha ngac
nhién la nhédm ho quy mo nho nhat cling lai la nhédm cé ty 1é hé chi st dung thifc an chan nudi
mua ngoai nhiéu nhat, diéu nay cb thé I1a do viéc ché bién thirc 8n chén nudi 1a viéc kha tén
thdi gian, do do6 cac ho nay lua chon chi s dung thifc an mua ngoai.

O Hinh 6.8, chiing t6i xem xét viéc str dung cac dau vao khac bao géom: lao dong, tin
dung va dich vu khuyé&n néng. Trung binh c6 1,8% s6 ho thué lao dong cho hoat dong chan
nudi, 12,2% s6 ho di vay tién dé€ dau tu vao chdn nudi va 5,3% s hd st dung dich vu khuyén
nong cua Chinh phu. Cac ho dan thudc cac tinh Ha Tay, Long An, Phu Tho va Lao Cai la nhiing
ho c6 xu hudng thué lao dong nhiéu nhat (hon 4%). Khong c6 gi dang ngac nhién khi cac
hé cé quy md I16n nhat cling la nhitng hd cd ty 1é thué lao dong nhiéu nhat trong nam 2012
(7,8%), cao han 5,4 diém % so véi nhdm hd quy md 18n thr 2.

Hinh 6.8 cling cho thdy hau hét cac hd dan & Lao Cai di vay vdn dé& chan nudi (tinh ca
mua chiu dau vao) vdi hon 30% trén téng s6 hd. Ddk NOng la tinh cé ty & thdp nhat vdi chi
5,2% s6 ho vay vGn chan nubi. Cac cht hé nam cling cé xu hudng vay tién dau tu cho chan
nudi nhiéu han so vai cac chu hd nit, chénh 1éch gitta hai nhdm hé nay la 6,3 diém phan tram.
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Hinh nay ciing cho thdy xu hudng thay d6i rd rét gitta cdc nhém quy mé, chi 3,3% trong tdng
s6 ho thudc nhéom quy mdé nhd nhat cd vay tién, trong khi d6 8 nhdom ho giau nhat ty Ié nay
la gan 23%.

Hinh 6.8 SU dung dau vao (%)

® Thué lao déng (%)
m Vay tién dé& chan nuéi (%)

S dung dich w k¥ thuat cla Nha nwéc hoac dai ly (%)

N: Thué lao déng = 1.655; Vay tién hodc mua chiu hang héa = 1.653; Su’ dung dich vu khuyén néng = 1.653

Cac ho quy mo Ién han ciling dugc ti€p can cac dich vu khuyén nong cta chinh phu
tot hon. Trén thuc t€, cac ho dan mudn dau tu xay dung nhirng trang trai quy mo Ién sé can
y ki€n cac chuyén gia trong viéc xdy dung chudng trai, lua chon thic an va s dung vac xin.
Ty 1é cac hé c6 chd hd 1a nam tra tién cho dich vu khuyén ndng cao han so vai cac hd cé chu
hé la nit. Khd ngac nhién la Lao Cai - mot tinh nghéo thubc khu vuc mién nii phia Bac - lai
la tinh cd ty 1& ho tra tién cho dich vu khuy&n ndng cao nhét (khoang 38%). C6 thé & Lao Cai
hoat dong chan nubi dugc chinh quyén tinh uu tién va cac hé chan nudi dudc ti€p can dich vu
tin dung va khuyén néng t6t hon.

6.4. TOmM tat

Chuadng 6 gidi thiéu nhirng théng tin chung vé hoat dong chan nudi va nudi trong thay
san cua hod, bao gdbm ca cac thoéng tin vé tiém phong vac xin va cd cdu s dung thic an. Cé
khoang 2/3 sb hd trong tdng s6 hd dugc diéu tra cd tham gia vao hodc ddng chdn nudi va nudi
trong thuy san, cho thay hoat déng chan nubi déng vai tré quan trong trong kinh té€ nong ho
Viét Nam.
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Nhirng hé nghéo & cac tinh phia Bac thudng chan nudi dé phuc vu nhu cau tiéu dung
cta ho, trong khi @6 nhirng ho giau & phia Nam thudng chan nudi & quy mo I6n hon va & trong
cac trang trai.

Cudi cung, chiing ta cd thé thdy ty |1& vat nudi dugc tiém vac xin tdng Ién trong giai
doan 2008 - 2012, chu yéu la do su bung phat cua dich bénh va y thirc ciia ngudi dan tang
[én. Hau hét cac ho chan nubi cé quy mod kha nhd va chu yéu s dung lao dong ciing nhu
ngudn vén cla gia dinh. Tiém ndng phat trién cua khu vuc nay 1a rat 18n.
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CHUONG 7: NGUON TAI NGUYEN CHUNG

7.1. GidGi thiéu

Néu xét s6 gia dinh tham gia, khai thac tai nguyén chung (CPR) déng vai tro la ngudn
thu nhap quan trong th( ba ctia ho, chi dirng sau ndng nghiép va lam thué (Chuang 2). Dang
thong thudng cua CPR la thu lugm cli lam nhién liéu. Diéu nay minh ching cho nhitng anh
hudng lién quan dén sir dung CPR: CPR ddng gép dau vao dé cac hd san xuéat, chdng han nhu
nang lugng.

Mat khac, viéc khai thdc CPR manh mé thuc su de doa dén cén bang sinh thai, vi du:
khi hoat ddng kiém cui trd nén qua muc cho phép s& dan dén pha rirng. O dat nudc dong dan
nhu Viét Nam, viéc st dung qua muirc ngudn tai nguyén thién nhién Ia rui ro dé nhan thay.

Chuong nay tap trung diéu tra cac dang khac nhau cua hoat déng CPR, thugng mai hoda
khai thac CPR, va tam quan trong ciia CPR trong viéc tao ra thu nhap va cung ’ng lao dong.
Nhitng quy dinh vé khai thac CPR va xu hudng suy thoai CPR cling dudc dé cap tdi.

7.2. Thong tin chung vé cac hoat dong khai thac tai nguyén chung

Bang 7.1 chi ra tir 2010 dén 2012 khdng cbé nhiéu thay ddi vé ty I1é hé tham gia khai
thac CPR. Trong c& hai nam, han 1/3 s6 ho tham gia vao cac hoat dong CPR.

Co nhiéu khac biét gilta cac tinh: H gia dinh phu thudc nhiéu hon vao CPR & cac tinh
mién ndi nhu Lao Cai, Lai Chau, Dién Bién va Lam Dong so vdi cac tinh ddng bang nhu Ha Tay
va Long An. Mac du & khu vuc Tay Nguyén nhung Dak Lak va BPak Nong la hai tinh ngoai 1é
v@i rat it ho tham gia vao cac hoat déng CPR.

M(rc do cua hoat dong CPR c6 su khac biét I8n gilra cac hé co6 chd ho la nam va cac ho
cé chd ho 1a nit, va gilta cac hd dan tdc Kinh va cac hd dan toc thiéu s6. Cac hdé dan tdc thiéu
s6 c6 chu h6 la nam phu thudc nhiéu han vao CPR so vdi cac ho cé cha ho la nit. Ngudi ngheo
thudng phu thudc vao CPR nhiéu han ngudi giau. Cac ho c6 nguon thu chinh t&r néng nghiép
thudng tham gia vao CPR nhiéu hon so véi cac hé dua chu yéu vao lugng va hoat dong phi
néng nghiép.
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Bang 7.1: Phan bé khai thac tai nguyén chung

Ty lé cac ho tham gia S0 lugng cac hoat dong

CPR (%) CPR
Téng nam 2012 35,7 1.315
Tinh
Ha Tay 7,0 87
Lao Cai 81,3 106
Phi Tho 28,6 116
Lai Chau 85,2 174
Dién Bién 84,7 188
Nghé An 37,3 113
Quang Nam 29,3 102
Khanh Hoa 60,0 72
bak L3k 33,9 84
Dak Nbng 42,0 69
Lam Dong 80,0 73
Long An 27,7 131
GiGi tinh cua chu ho
\[ig 28,9 208
Nam 37,8 1.107
Nhém chi tiéu lueng thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhét 68,0 324
Nghéo nhi 55,3 379
Trung binh 37,1 270
Giau nhi 22,7 179
Giau nhat 15,3 140
Dan toc cua chu ho
Dan tdc thiéu s6 81,9 683
Kinh 24,0 632
Ngu6n thu nhap chinh
Luong 32,4 467
N6éng nghiép 59,0 666
Phi ndng nghiép, khong tra luang 9,3 36
Khac 21,9 146
Téng 2012 panel 36,4 1,088
Téng 2010 panel 35,4 1.152

N = 2.712 (N panel 2012 = 2.121 va N panel 2010 = 2.121)
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7.3. Cac loai hoat dong khai thac tai nguyén chung: Thuy san va lam nghiép

Bang 7.2 chi ra ty 1& hé tham gia cac hoat déng CPR khac nhau, cu thé Ia a) thay san,
b) 1dm nghiép chua ché bién, va c) lam nghiép c6 ché bién. Bang cho thay ty I1&é ho tham gia
vao hoat ddng thuy san giam 5 diém phan trém trong giai doan 2010 - 2012 (su khac biét cé
y nghia thong ké & mirc 10%)?°,

Bang 7.2: Ty Ié ho tham gia vao cac hoat dong khai thac tai nguyén chung (%)

CPR thuy san CPR lam nghiép CPR lam nghiép c6 ché bién
Téng 2012 20,0 90,8 21,3
Tinh
Ha Tay 65,9 34,1 7,3
Lo Cai 11,5 98,9 11,5
Pha Tho 4,6 98,1 44,4
Lai Chau 24,3 100,0 42,6
Dién Bién 22,5 99,1 49,5
Nghé An 18,8 94,1 24,7
Quang Nam 4,0 96,0 1,0
Khanh Hoa 3,0 98,5 1,5
D&k Lak 17,9 100,0 17,9
D3k Nong 8,3 98,3 8,3
Lam Ddng 3,1 100,0 3,1
Long An 63,8 50,0 5,3
Gigi tinh cia chua ho
N 15,8 90,3 18,8
Nam 20,5 91,1 21,8
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhét 20,0 94,7 29,8
Ngheo nhi 20,2 90,2 25,1
Trung binh 17,3 91,8 18,3
Giau nhi 20,5 88,4 14,4
Giau nhat 23,8 85,1 7,9
Dan tdc cua chu hd
Dan tdc thidu s8 18,8 98,9 32,6
Kinh 20,5 83,9 11,3
Téng 2012 panel 24,7*x* 89,8 25,4%*
Téng 2010 panel 29,5*x* 89,4 20,6%*

N 2012 = 986 (N panel 2012 = 519 va N panel 2010 = 519)
Chu y: *Khac biét gilta 2010 va 2012 c6 y nghia & muc 10%, **cé y nghia & muc 5%.

19 CPR Iam nghiép gdm: (1) qué, (2) hdi, (3) thdng, (4) cdy cé dau, (5) cdy son, (6) tre nira, (7) co, (8) dira, (9) dong vat sén duoc, (10) cui dun,
(11) gb, (12) song may, (13) ndm, (14) qua hach, (15) thao mac, (16) ré cay, va (17) cac loai khac. Trong s6 nay, lwom cti la hoat dong phé bién
nhat. CPR thly san bao gom: (1) ¢, (2) tom, (3) 50, (4) cua, va (5) cac loai thly san khac. Hoat ddng phd bién nhat 1a dénh bét va nudi ca. Luu
y rang chwong nay tap trung vao thly san tir tai nguyén chung (ao, ho, séng, sudi cong cong; bién), trong khi Chuong 6 tap trung vao thly san
tr ao dam thudc s& hitu riéng.
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M3t khdc, ty 1& cac hd vira thu lugm vira ché bién IAm san tir CPR tdng 5 diém phan
trdm. O cac tinh ddng badng nhu Ha T4y va Long An, mdt phan 18n cac hod khai thac CPR lién
quan téi thay san. O viing cao va mién nui, cac ho thudng tap trung haon vao khai thac tai
nguyén rung.

Do céac tinh ddng bang thudng giau han, diéu nay phan nao giai thich tai sao thiy san
tap trung chu yéu & cac ho kha gia, trong khi cac hdé nghéo han thudng tham gia vao khai thac
CPR tur tai nguyén rirng. Pang ngac nhién 1a cdc hd nghéo thudng ché& bién cac san pham tir
rirng nhiéu hon cac hd kha gia. Cac hd dan toc thiéu s6 tham gia vao |1dm nghiép nhiéu han
hd ngudi Kinh. Diéu nay mdt Ian nita dugc giai thich bdi thuc té€ 1a cac hd dan tdc thi€u s sinh
sOng tap trung & mién nui. Trong khi cac h6é cé chu hé la nam tham gia nhiéu han vao hoat dong
thuy san so véi cac ho cé chu hé la nit, thi gilra hai d6i tugng nay khong cé nhiéu khac biét khi
khai thac CPR rung.

7.4. Vai tro kinh té cua khai thac tai nguyén chung

Bang 7.3 thé hién két qua vé thuang mai héa san phdm CPR (tdc Ia ty 1&é san Iugng
ban ra), ddng thdi chi ra ty trong clia cac hoat ddng CPR trong téng gia tri san xuét va cung
rng lao dong cua hé.

Nhin chung, ty I& sdn phdm ban ra trung binh trong thiy san (43%) nhiéu g&p déi ty
|& san ph&m tUr rirng (17%)2°. Cac hd c6 chu hé 1a nit va hé ngudi Kinh cé xu hudng ban san
ph&m thay san nhiéu hon so v6i hd ¢d chi hd 1a nam va hd dan tdc thi€u s&. Cac hd kha gia
tap trung nhiéu hon vao thly san so vdéi cac ho nghéo han. Nhin chung, CPR dong gép mot
phan tucong déi thap vao téng thu nhép cla hd, ngay ca ddi véi cac hd tham gia nhiéu vao hoat
dong CPR (dudi 10%). T nam 2010 dén 2012, ty |é dong gop tang tir 6% |én 8%.Ty trong
cla gid tri CPR trong téng gia tri ndng nghiép vao khoang 22%.

Thém vao db, Bang 7.3 chi ra rédng cac hoat ddng CPR chi chiém 4% tdng lugng cung
lao ddng. Con s6 nay thdp mét phan la do tdng Iugng cung lao ddng dudc dinh nghia theo téng
s6 ngay lam viéc (s6 ngudi trudng thanh nhan vdi s6 ngay lam viéc trén ngudi truéng thanh,
trir cht nhat va ngay 18), va bao gdm ca ngay that nghiép cong khai hodc tré hinh. Tuy nhién,
thuc t& |a CPR déng goép I8n hon vé ty trong trong thu nhép gia dinh so vdi tdng thdi gian lao
déng, ngu y rdng thu nhép tir CPR la kha cao, trdi vdi quan diém cho rang CPR gan lién vdi
hiéu qua thap. Mat khéac, cac két qua chirng minh rd rang rang CPR khdng phai la yéu td quan
trong trong chién ludc sinh ké cua cac ho, ngay ca & vung cao.

20 Ciing nhu tai cac chuong trudc, ho gia dinh khéng tinh trong s6 theo quy mé san xuat trong cac tinh toan.
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Bang 7.3: Thuong mai héa va vai tro cua khai thac tai nguyén chung trong kinh té
gia dinh (%)

CPR thuy san CPR lam Luaong cun
mua ban, nghiép mua San lugng lao -aé?\ CPgR Thu nhap rong
trao ddi trong ban, trao ddi CPR trong trom fﬁ’n tir CPR trong
tong san trong tong tong gia tri Iu’o’ng cung tong thu nhap
lugng thay san lugng lam  noéng nghiép Ia-o ¢gién 19 rong cua ho?
san nghiép °ong

Téng 2012 (N =986) 36,7 16,6 10,0 4,0 7,9
Tinh
Ha Tay (4) 70,8 18,3 21,8 10,4 21,7
Lao Cai (8) 21,3 26,3 0,9 3,8 3,2
Phu Tho (10) 59,8 24,8 4,9 3,5 4,1
Lai Chau (11) 37,4 8,8 4,3 4,5 14,4
Dién Bien (11) 18,7 16,8 2,7 3,8 7,3
Nghé An (8) 46,0 13,1 4,2 3,3 6,8
Quang Nam (10) 90,1 14,9 16,4 5,0 7,8
Khanh Hoa (6) 90,9 13,0 29,3 2,7 7,4
pik L&k (5) 20,9 24,8 9,4 3,2 9,5
D&k Néng (6) 36,8 13,9 12,6 2,9 3,6
Lam Ddng (6) 22,4 12,9 12,5 2,6 7,5
Long An (9) 23,7 11,1 16,4 4,9 7,3
GigGi tinh cua cha ho
N (16) 44,9 15,9 15,3 4,3 7,9
Nam (83) 35,2 16,7 8,9 4,0 7,9
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhat (23) 29,9 16,0 5,2 3,9 9,1
Nghéo nhi (29) 38,8 16,2 11,0 3,6 8,7
Trung binh (21) 33,6 17,0 8,8 3,9 6,3
Giau nhi (15) 48,6 17,8 13,5 4,7 8,0
Giau nhat (10) 33,7 16,8 14,9 4,8 6,7
Dan toc cua chu ho
Dan tdc thi€u sb (46) 28,2 16,3 3,8 3,7 8,1
Kinh (53) 43,2 16,9 15,5 4,3 7,8
Téng 2012 panel 40,5 15,7 7,1 4, 2%%* 8,8 **
Téng 2010 panel 43,6 17,6 6,0 5,0%** 6,1%*

Chu y: ty trong trong téng s6 méu & s6 phan trém trong ngodc don.

7.5. Quan ly khai thac tai nguyén chung

CPR théng thudng rat dé bi khai thac vugt mirc (goi 1a “Bi kich tai san chung”, Hardin
1968). Pay la ly do tai sao viéc quan ly khai thac CPR dang la van dé gay buc xuc. Bang 7.4
cho théy ty 1é cac hoat déng CPR dudgc quan ly béi t6 chirc, cac loai hinh t& chirc va nhan thic
cla ngudi tra IGi vé su suy thoai CPR.
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Bang 7.4: Quan ly cac hoat dong khai thac tai nguyén chung trong linh vuc thay
san va lam nghiép (%)

TV trong cac Trong dé: San pham San pham
ytre gA . thay san tr  1am nghiép
hoat dong CPR CPR CPR  CPRQUdN  Cprgiam  tir CPR giam

CPRdAugc  quanly quanly quanly Iy béicac

ot b R “ trong 3 nam trong 3 nam
quan ly bGi t0 pgi Nha baidia  béi hd nhan té

qua (tra Igi qua (tra Ioi

chirc nuéc phucong dan khac “c6") “c6™)
Téng 2012 8,2 19,7 68,0 6,6 5,7 90,6 76,1
Tinh
Ha Tay 0,0 NA NA NA NA 94,9 31,3
Lao Cai 55,8 6,0 85,1 9,0 0,0 42,8 82,3
Phii Tho 8,5 30,0 50,0 20,0 0,0 100,0 98,2
Lai Chau 5,1 100,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 62,0 87,5
Dién Bién 0,9 0,0 100,0 0,0 0,0 79,8 45,3
Nghé An 5,8 0,0 42,9 0,0 57,1 92,0 87,7
Quang Nam 3,9 0,0 100,0 0,0 0,0 50,0 49,0
Khanh Hoa 2,7 0,0 100,0 0,0 0,0 40,0 97,1
pak Lk 9,5 37,5 37,5 0,0 25,0 80,8 84,3
pék Nbng 0,0 NA NA NA NA 0,0 53,2
Lam Pdng 7,4 0,0 100,0 0,0 0,0 100,0 100,0
Long An 0,7 0,0 0,0 0,0 100,0 91,5 72,2
Gigi tinh cta chu ho
NT 3,9 0,0 100,0 0,0 0,0 93,8 72,5
Nam 8,8 21,2 65,5 7,1 6,2 89,9 76,8
Nhém chi tiéu luveng thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhat 9,7 2,5 87,5 7,5 2,5 95,7 76,3
Nghéo nhi 8,2 37,8 54,1 8,1 0,0 90,4 79,5
Trung binh 7,6 25,0 62,5 8,3 4,2 93,5 78,5
Giau nhi 9,4 16,7 55,6 0,0 27,8 87,1 74,4
Giau nhat 2,1 0,0 100,0 0,0 0,0 87,9 59,0
Dan téc cta chua hd
Dan tdc thiéu s6 9,4 23,2 65,9 8,5 2,4 50,0 77,2
Kinh 6,2 12,5 72,5 2,5 12,5 92,1 74,5
Téng 2012 panel 7,5%% 10,5  89,5%%*  (,0%* 0,0 93,5 76,5%*x
Téng 2010 panel 10,7%* 21,1 E 26,3%x 5,3 94,0 65, 1%

N 2012 = 986

Chu y: **Khac biét gilta ndm 2010 va 2012 cé y nghia & muc 5%, *** cé y nghia & muc 1%.

K&t qua cho thay chi cé khodng 10% cac hoat ddng CPR dudc quan ly bdi td chirc. Lao
Cai 13 trudng hdp cé biét vdi 55% cac hoat dong dugdc quan ly. O Ha Tay va D&k Nong, khong
mét hd nao cho rédng cé té chirc quan ly viéc khai thac CPR. Nhin vao s6 liéu théng ké phan
tich, chidng ta thdy réng cac hoat ddng CPR dudc diéu tiét nhiéu hon & cac hd c6 chd ho la
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nam, cac hd nghéo va cac hd dan tdc thi€u s8. Hau hét cac té chilric quan ly viéc khai thdc CPR
do chinh quyén dia phudng diéu hanh (68%). Chi 1/5 cac td chiic 1a do Nha nudc diéu hanh.
Vi vay, trong trudng hop clda Viét Nam, nét dac trung cda viéc quan ly CPR la su tu chu dia
phudng cao bat thudng, trong pham vi khai thac dugc quy dinh.

Phan I8n ngudi dan tham gia vao hoat ddng CPR dudc hoi déu khang dinh su suy giam
ctia ngudn CPR sdn ¢é trong 3 ndm trd lai ddy. DGi vai ngudn tai nguyén rirng, con sé nay da
tang tir 65% lén 77% tir nam 2010 dén 2012. K&t qua nay chirng minh cho su lo ngai vé hanh
vi khai thac qué muc dang dién ra va ggi y su can thiét dua ra nhitng quy dinh manh mé han
trong khai thac CPR. Bang chu y, su phong phu ctia CPR c6 xu hudng giam trong ca hai nguon
tai nguyén thuy san va rirng & hau hét cac khu vuc (cac lua chon “0” it di danh cho CPR thuay
san chi dugc ghi nhan & nhitng tinh vdi rat it ngudi khai thac CPR thay san).

7.6. TOm tat

Chudng nay nghién clu vé nguon tai nguyén cong (CPR). SO liéu cho thay hon 1/3
téng s6 hd tham gia vao khai thac CPR. Trong s6 nay, khoang 1/3 khai thac thdy san, va
khoang 90% sl dung tai nguyén rirng (hdu hét 1a nhit cui). San pham thuy san dé thudng
mai hda hon tai nguyén rirng. CPR chi ddng gép vira phai vao téng thu nhap hd gia dinh va
cung Ung lao déng.

Trong ba nam qua van dé suy giam su phong phu ctia CPR trén ca nudc dugc cam nhan
ro rét bagi cac ho gia dinh. Viéc sut gidm CPR, vi du nhu hdu qua cla nan pha rirng, con lién
qguan dén cac van dé moi trudng khac nita nhu xéi mon dat va mat da dang sinh hoc. Nhitng
van dé nay c6 thé cé hdu qua kinh té€ vugt xa vai trd han ché ctia CPR nhu mét ngudn thu hd
gia dinh. Vi du, x6i mon dat dé dan dén gidm ndng suét trong ndng nghiép va méat da dang
sinh hoc cé thé anh hudng dén nganh du lich. Ngoai ra, CPR |a san pham khéng dé dang thay
thé, tai tao. Vi du: nhat cti d€ dap ‘ng nhu cdu ndng lugng, mot khi tai nguyén nay suy thoai,
cac ho dan sé phai dung ngudn ndng lugng thay thé, chdng han nhu dau hda. Diéu nay sé gay
khd khan va tén kém néu thi trudng cho cac loai nang lugng khac nay khéng hoan hao hoac
khéng ton tai. Hién nay, cdc hoat ddng CPR rat it dudc quan ly bdi bat ky loai t6 chifc nao.
Viéc quan ly chat ché hon sé gilp ngan chan suy thoai CPR.
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CHUONG 8: RUI RO VA POI PHO VO1I RUI RO

8.1. M@ dau

NOi dung ctia Chudng 8 dé cap t8i mot khia canh quan trong trong ddi séng cua cac ho
gia dinh & n6ng thon Viét Nam la rui ro va cd ché ing pho vdi rui ro. Cac rui ro nay bao gom
cac rui ro co tac dong trén dién rong nhu thién tai, dich bénh anh hudng I8n téi hoat dong san
xuat néng nghiép, hodc cac rui ro tac dong téi cac ho riéng lé nhu thanh vién trong h6 bi 6m
dau, hodac mat viéc. Cudc diéu tra nam 2012 dugc thuc hién trong bdi canh nén kinh té€ Viét
Nam gdp nhiéu kho khan, tang trudng suy gidm, hoat ddng san xuét kinh doanh tri tré, cé thé
c6 nhirng tac dong bat Igi dén cac hd gia dinh ndi chung.

Phan ti€p theo cia Chucdng xem xét xac xuat gap rui ro, cac loai rdi ro, cg ché doi pho
V@i rui ro va xem xét k§ hon mot sd cdng cu ddi phd quan trong bao gém tiét kiém, bao hiém,
tin dung va cac hd trg tir phia Chinh phu théng qua dich vu khuy&n néng hodc trg cdp. Mot sd
két qua cla cudc diéu tra nam 2012 sé dugc so sanh vdi két qua cua cudc diéu tra nam 2010.

8.2. Rui ro

Hinh 8.1 cho thdy ti Ié hd gia dinh gap phai rui ro (cac cu séc) trong giai doan 2010-
2012 thap han so vdi giai doan 2008-2010 (42% so vdi 51%). Tuy nhién, mot s6 tinh co ty
1& ho gdp rui ro cao han so véi giai doan trudc va so v8i murc trung binh ctia ca mau nhu Lao
Cai (86%), Dién Bién (82%) va Nghé An (71%). Mt sd tinh khac cd su cai thién dang ké so
vdi giai doan trudc nhu Dak Lak (giam tir 71% xudng 41%), Ddk Nong (giam tir 76% xudng
38%) va Lam Dong (giam t&r 79% xudng 23%).
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Hinh 8.1: Ty Ié phan tram cac ho gap rui ro
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So sanh gilta cdc nhém hd vai cac dac diém khac nhau cho thdy, cac hd cé chu hd 1a
nam it gap phai rdi ro han so vdi cac ho co chu ho la nit (36% so vGi 44%), va su khac biét
nay cling gidbng vai két qua cua cac cudc diéu tra trude. Khi phan tich cdc nhém ho véi diéu
kién kinh té khac nhau (dudc do ludng bang chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phdm), cho thay, cac hd
ngheo hon phai d6i mat vdi rui ro nhiéu han so v@i cac ho giau. Cling nhu hau hét cac théng
ké mo ta khac, két qua nay khong chi ra dugc mdi quan hé nhan qua liéu cac hd gia dinh vdi
muc thu nhap thdp hon phai d6i mat va@i cac cu sbéc bat Igi nhiéu han hay ngudc lai, cac cl s6c¢
nay khién cho hé bi suy giam thu nhép va rgi vao nhédm ho ngheo han.

Hinh 8.2 cung cap s6 liéu vé ty |é hé gap phai rui ro phan theo nguon thu nhép chinh,
dan toc va trinh d6 hoc van cua chd hd. S6 liéu cho thay cac hé phu thudc chinh vao hoat dong
néng nghiép cé ty 1€ gap rui ro cao nhat, chiém téi 46%, trong khi ty 1€ nay vé&i cac ho co thu
nhap chinh tir lao dong dugc tra luang va lao déng phi ndng nghiép khong dugc tra luagng lan
lugt 1a 37% va 32%. Bén canh dé, ty |1€ gap rui ro gidm dén doi vdi cac hé co chd ho co trinh
do cao hon (d6i vGi ho c6 chd ho da tot nghiép THPT la khoang 30%, dGi vdi hd co chu hd
khéng biét doc, biét viét la 52%). Cac hd thudc dan tdc thi€u s6 cd ty 1é gdp rdi ro cao han
rat nhiéu so vdi ho thudc dan toc Kinh (60% so vdi 35%).
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Hinh 8.2: Ti I1& cac hd gap phai rai ro phan theo dic di€ém hd, 2012, %
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N=2.741 ; N*=2.542

Hinh 8.3 m6 ta mdrc dé thiét hai cha cac cl sbéc do ludng bang ty |1€ gia tri thiét hai trén
thu nhap thuan cua ho gia dinh trong 12 thang qua.

Hinh 8.3: Gia tri thiét hai trén thu nhap thuan cua ho, %
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2010: N=810; 2012: N=930
Mac du ti 1é cac hé gap phai cl sbc bat Igi trong cubc diéu tra nam 2012 giam so Vi

cudc diéu tra nam 2010, nhung mirc do thiét hai cda rdi ro nam 2012 I6n hdn (15% so vdi
12%). Diéu nay cb thé do gia tri thiét hai cta thu nhdp tdng 1én va/hodc thu nhap thuan cla
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hd bi giam di. O mdt s tinh, mirc dd thiét hai cua rdi ro tdng 1én dang ké so vai giai doan
trudc, nhu Dién Bién (22% so vdi 12%), Lai Chau (15,6% so vdi 6%) va Dak Néng (16,6%
so V@i 6%).

Bang 8.1: Gia tri thiét hai, 2012, nghin dong, theo gia c6 dinh cua Ha Tay (cii)

Thiét hai Thiét hai

Tong 7.989
Tinh Gigi tinh cua chua ho
Ha Tay 11.787 N 7.632
Lao Cai 3.635 Nam 8.066
Phu Tho 4.408 Nhém chi tiéu luvong thuc thyc pham*
Lai Chau 5.922 Ngheo nhat 6.644
Dién Bién 7.981 Ngheo nhi 8.113
Nghé An 4.621 Trung binh 9.416
Quang Nam 5.024 Giau nhi 6.695
Khénh Hoa 17.458 Giau nhéat 9.659
pak Lak 6.833 Ngudn thu nhap chinh
pak Noéng 10.661 Tién luang/tién cong 5.212
Lam béng 8.926 HD Nong nghiép 8.350
Long An 8.513 HD Phi néng nghiép, khéng 12.838

dugc tra cong

HD khac 11.202

Dan téc

Kinh 6.552

DT Khac 8.632

N=1.100; N*=1.093

Xem xét gia tri thiét hai cla rdi ro trong Bang 8.1 cho thay, gia tri thiét hai trung binh
12 thang trudc trong cubc diéu tra nam 2012 la khoang 8 triéu dong, va cé bién dong khac
nhau & cac tinh. Mot s6 tinh c6 muirc d6 thiét hai I6n han nhu Long An (8,5 triéu dong), Lam
Dong (8,9 triéu déng), Khanh Hoa (17,5 triéu déng), Ddk Néng (10,6 triéu déng) va Ha Tay
(11 triéu dong).

Xem xét mirc dé thiét hai cta rdi ro d6i vai cac hd véi dac diém khac nhau (Hinh 8.4)
cho thay, cac ho c6é ngudn thu nhap chinh tir hoat déng néng nghiép bi thiét hai nang né hon
nhiéu so v8i cdc hd khac. Piéu nay cé thé moét phan do hoat ddng néng nghiép chiu nhiéu rui
ro va cac ho phu thuéc vao néng nghiép cé muic thu nhap thuan thap han so vdi cadc nhém ho
khac (ho co6 thu nhéap chinh tir hoat dong ndng nghiép co6 thu nhap thuédn nam 2012 khoang 63
triéu dong, it han thu nhap cta ho cé thu nhap chinh t&r lao dong dugc tra cong la 78,3 triéu
dong, va ho cé hoat dong phi néng nghiép khong dugc trd cong la 130 triéu dong).
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Cac ho dan tdc thiéu s6 cling c6 murc thiét hai I6n hon so véi cac hd khac. DSi vai cac hd véi trinh
do cua cha hé khac nhau, mic thiét hai cang I6n ddi véi ho cé chu ho cé trinh d6 cang thap.

Hinh 8.4: Ti lé thiét hai trén thu nhap thuin phan theo dic diém hd, 2012, %
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N=1.100; N*=1.031

Bang 8.2 xem xét ky han cac loai rui ro xdy dén vé@i cac hé gia dinh. Nhirng rui ro
thudng gap nhat bao gom thién tai, dich bénh (sau bénh, dich bénh déi véi vat nudi va cay
tréng, cum gia cdm), va thanh vién hd bi 6m dau, qua ddgi. Ti Ié cac hd gap cac rui ro khac
tudng d6i nhd, nhu méat dat (1,1%), dau tu khéng thanh céng (2,9%), thay d6i gia san phdm
(6-7%), va cac rui ro khac (4,7%). Tuy nhién, xem xét muc d6 thiét hai ctua tirng loai rui ro
cho thdy, mat viéc hoac thanh vién ho bi 6m dau hoac qua dGi gady ra muiic giam thu nhap Ién
nhat, cho thay cd ché& bado hiém xa& hdi cé thé cd vai tro tich cuc trong viéc ho trg cac ho gia
dinh d6i phdé véi rui ro. Mot nghién clru sau dua trén s6 liéu VARHS (2006, 2008, 2010) da
dua ra bang chi*ng cho thdy bao hiém x& hdi ddng vai trd quan trong gitip cac hd bét viéc phu
thudc vao tiét kiém dé d6i phd véi cac rii ro cé tdc dong riéng |é téi tirng hd, nhung khdng thé
gilp cac h6 hoi phuc dugc hoan toan nhitng thiét hai do rui ro gay ra (CIEM, 2011a).
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Bang 8.2: Ti & gap rui ro, phan theo loai ruai ro va dic diém hd, 2010-2012

Thanh vién

Thién tai Eﬁc" B:-;ig g::': ’ Tg%é"‘ug/::g'n Iz%nhqﬂ;g Mat viec PAUtwkhéng o g 223;%? Cac ril
énh pham néng dau vao hoa/lu’o’l)g thanh cong ro khac
nghiép thu'c khac qua dai

Téng 30,9 58,3 6,7 5,4 7,7 1,2 2,9 1,1 26,3 4,7
Gidi tinh caa chu ho

N@ 25,5 45,4 6,6 4,1 5,6 1,5 1,5 2,5 40,8 6,1
Nam 32,1 61,1 6,7 5,6 8,2 1,1 3,2 0,7 23,1 4,4
Ngudn thu nhap chinh

T HD dugc trad luong/céng 34,0 54,1 6,2 4,8 7,3 2,1 3,2 1,1 24,2 6,4
T HD néng nghiép 32,4 69,8 6,8 6,6 9,6 0,5 2,8 0,8 15,9 3,6
Igéﬂg gﬂ;g?pfc%%rgép 15,4 58,9 16,7 15,4 10,3 1,3 1,3 0,0 26,9 2,6
TU HD khac 27,7 47,3 4,1 0,9 4,5 0,4 3,2 1,8 47,3 4,1
Trinh d6 hoc van cta chu ho**

Khong biét doc &viét 32,7 65,3 11,8 7,9 17,8 2,9 1,9 1,9 21,8 1,9
T6t nghiép tiéu hoc 26,7 65,3 2,8 7,9 10,8 0,5 2,4 0,9 20,6 5,6
T6t nghiép THCS 32,4 60,1 6,9 4,0 4,7 0,9 3,3 1,1 25,8 4,2
T6t nghiép THPT 26,5 44,7 7,6 5,3 6,5 2,5 4,1 1,2 38,2 6,5
Dan toc cua chu ho

DT Kinh 31,6 50,6 7,4 5,1 5,4 1,2 2,9 1,3 30,9 5,0
DT Khac 29,4 75,3 5,3 5,8 12,9 1,2 2,9 0,6 15,8 4,1
N=1.100; N*=1.093; N**=1.031

Bang 8.3: Gia tri thiét hai trén thu nhap thuan, phan theo loai rui ro, 2012
Bién dong i e Bién dong Thanh vién
Thental Dichbénn SR aonggidaau (JOPIS  macviee  ChAMMO  wavas [NOSm/El Céclosiri
nghiép thuc khac doi
% 8,6 13,4 8,1 6,2 4,4 23,4 16,5 16,7 25,7 15,2
SO0 quan sat 222 510 34 23 20 5 20 9 228 35
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8.3. Co ché doi pho vai rui ro

Cac ho tham gia diéu tra dudc héi vé hai bién phap quan trong nhét ho s dung dé déi
pho vdéi rui ro, va ti 1é ap dung dudc liét ké & Bang 8.5. K&t qua thong ké cho thay, hau hét
cac ho sir dung cd ché tu dua vao ban than, hoac khéng lam gi ca, hoac s dung cac tai san,
tiét kiém, hodc cac cd ché tu than khac dé kh&c phuc thiét hai. Xét trong tdng mau, ti 1& cac
ho khong lam gi ca chiém 45,5%, giam chi tiéu chi€ém 52% hodc s dung tiét kiém (chiém
13,1%). Trong cac cd ché phi chinh thic d&€ d6i phd véi rui ro, hd chd yéu dua vao trg gilp
cua ngudi than hodc ban bé (chi€ém 10%).

So sanh gilta cdc nhém hd vai ddc diém khac nhau trong déi phé vdi rui ro cho théy,
cac h6 giau nhat va h6 cé chd ho co trinh d6 hoc van cao nhat sir dung cac cong cu da dang
hon: ho st dung nhiéu haon cac bién phap nhu vay tién, nhan su trg gilp ctua ban bé hoac
ngudi than, nhan tién bao hiém, hodc st dung tiét kiém. Cac hd dan toc thi€u s chu yéu sl
dung cd ché tu than nhu khong lam gi ca hoac ban tai san/vat nuoi.

Culc diéu tra cling thu thap thong tin vé mc do hdi phuc sau cac rai ro gap phai, do
cac ho gia dinh tu danh gia. So liéu dugc miéu ta chi tiét trong Bang 8.5 cho thdy thién tai
hodc dich bénh |Ia nhitng rui ro thudng gap nhat nhung dé€ lai hdu qua it nghiém trong nhét,
do phan I6n cac ho hoan toan héi phuc sau cac cli séc nay (chiém 63,2%). Trong khi do, chi
cé mot ti 1& nho hd gép phai cac rui ro vé kinh té& (thay d6i gid ca, mét viéc hay dau tu khdng
thanh cong), nhung ti 1é hé héi phuc hoan toan sau cac cu séc nay thap, chua dén 50%.

Bang 8.4: M{rc do hoi phuc doi véi cac loai rui ro, 2012, %

. Phuc hbi Phuc hbi
Mau hoan toan mot phan  Chua phuc ho6i
Thién tai 340 63,2 49,1 14,1
Dich bénh 641 51,5 49,6 19,5
Bién déng gia san phdm NN 74 44,6 50,0 39,2
Thiéu/bién déng gia dau vao 59 40,7 55,9 32,2
Bién dong gid ludng thuc/hang hda khac 85 49,4 61,2 35,3
M3t viéc 13 30,8 61,5 23,1
Pau tu khong thanh cong 32 40,6 68,8 25,0
Mat dat 12 50,0 33,3 16,7
Thanh vién hé ém/dau/qua ddi 289 45,3 48,8 20,1
RUi ro khac 52 53,8 38,5 32,7
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Bang 8.5: Co ché do6i pho véi rui ro, 2012, %

TN cocneon  coce  Cocné Kwng Gamen vinuo, teip  wogiy VopfEn Nty sidins gy
than chinh thirc  chinh thic khac lam gi tiéu hvoac tr—:n cua I’lgLfO'I cua Chinh hang Kkhac Kiém Khac
san khac than phu/NGOs

Téng 91,5 14,5 9,8 4,7 45,5 52,0 9,2 10,2 2,9 3,8 4,7 13,1 8,6
Gigi tinh cta chu ho
NG 85,2 27,0 10,7 7,1 42,3 45,9 7,1 20,9 4,1 2,0 7,1 12,8 13,3
Nam 92,9 11,7 9,6 4,2 46,1 53,3 9,6 7,9 2,7 4,2 4,2 13,2 7,6
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhat 95,4 11,8 8,9 3,9 44,1 59,5 11,5 7,9 3,3 3,0 3,9 10,2 11,2
Nghéo nhi 92,4 14,8 8,9 4,6 48,9 47,7 10,1 10,5 2,5 5,1 4,6 11,4 5,9
Trung binh 91,6 12,0 12,0 5,3 49,3 52,0 8,9 8,0 4,0 5,3 5,3 14,7 8,4
Giau nhi 88,9 16,1 8,3 4,4 42,8 52,8 7,2 11,7 2,2 3,9 4,4 12,8 5,6
Giau nhat 87,1 19,7 10,2 5,4 42,2 42,2 5,4 15,0 0,7 1,4 5,4 20,4 11,6
Nguon thu nhap chinh
Tu HD dugc tra lugng/cong 92,0 14,8 9,1 6,2 44,3 55,0 7,8 9,6 2,3 4,6 6,2 13,2 8,4
TU HD ndng nghiép 96,7 8,0 5,5 3,6 50,3 50,5 12,6 4,7 2,7 2,7 3,6 13,7 5,5
gg;c"atrpéhcié”négng nghiép khdng ¢4 20,5 9,0 11,5 50,0 56,4 3,8 9,0 1,3 5,1 11,5 6,4 5,1
TU HD khéc 82,3 22,3 18,6 1,4 38,2 46,8 8,2 20,9 5,0 3,6 1,4 14,1 15,5
Trinh d6 hoc van cua cha hd
Khéng biét doc &viét 97,0 9,9 6,9 0,9 60,4 50,5 12,9 8,9 5,0 2,0 1,0 11,9 7,9
T6t nghiép tiéu hoc 89,7 17,4 11,7 4,2 43,2 50,7 11,3 13,2 5,6 5,2 4,2 13,6 5,6
T6t nghiép THCS 92,3 11,5 9,3 4,6 43,3 52,7 9,0 7,3 1,8 3,3 4,8 13,0 9,1
T6t nghiép THPT 87,1 20,6 11,8 7,6 45,3 48,8 5,3 14,1 1,8 5,9 7,6 14,7 10,0
Dan toc cua chu ho
DT Kinh 88,6 18,0 11,7 5,7 40,5 52,9 7,5 13,0 3,4 4,2 5,7 14,6 9,5
DT khéc 98,2 6,5 5,6 2,6 56,5 50,0 12,9 3,8 1,8 2,9 2,6 9,7 6,8
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8.4. Bao hiém

Khong giéng nhu nhiéu nudc cé thu nhap trung binh thap khac ngi cac thi trudng bao
hiém kém phat trién, & Viét Nam, phan 18n cac hd gia dinh néng thén trong mau diéu tra
VARHS 2012 déu sd hitu it nhat mét loai bado hiém. Nhu cd thé thdy trong Hinh 8.5, ti I& bao
phu bao hiém ndm 2012 1a 90%, cao hon so v3i 88% nam 2010. Tuy nhién, ti I& bao phu cua
bao hiém lai giam sut tlr 5-10% & modt s6 tinh nhu Lai Chau, Dak Lak, Dak Nong, LAm DPdng
va & cdc nhém hd c6 mic chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phdm th&p nhét.

Hinh 8.5: Ti I1& hd cé it nhat mdt loai bao hiém, %
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Bang 8.6 mo ta ti 1& hd s hitu cac loai bao hiém khac nhau. Loai bdo hiém phd bién
nh&t d&i vai cac ho gia dinh 1a bao hiém y t& (nhat 1a bao hiém y t&é mién phi cho ngudi nghéo
va tré em, bao hiém hoc dudng va bao hiém phuong tién (céc bao hiém nay cé tinh chat bat
budc). Chi mot ti 1&é nhé cdc hé mua cac loai bao hiém tu nguyén. M3c du khdng chi ra & bang
s6 liéu, khéng cé hd nao trong mau diéu tra tham gia vao bao hiém ndng nghiép hodc bao
hiém phong chdng chdy nd.?t Bao hiém y té mién phi rat phd bién, nhat 1a gitra nhdm nghéo
nhat, diéu nay giai thich cho ti 1& bao phd clia bao hiém rat cao 8 nhém nay nhu chi ra trong
Hinh 8.522. Nghién cltu sdu da chi ra r&ng méc du bao hiém mién phi ctia Nha nudc mang lai Igi
ich 16n nhat cho nhdm chi tiéu Iveng thuc thuc phdm trung binh, cac loai bao hiém nay ciing
ddng vai tro nhu mét dém d& quan trong clia cac hé ngheéo han khi d6i mat véi cac ca s6c thu
nh&p (CIEM, 2011a). Nghién cfu nay ciing chi ra réng, bao hiém mié&n phi phan nao gitp cac
ho gia dinh gidm bdt phu thudc vao st dung tiét kiém dé d6i pho vai cac rui ro riéng 1é.

21 Chinh phu Viét Nam trién khai chuong trinh thi diém bao hi€m néng nghiép vao ndm 2011 tai 21 tinh, nhung
khéng cé hd ndo trong mau didu tra VARHS 2012 tham gia vao chudng trinh nay.

22 Can luu y réng viéc sd hitu bao hiém y t& mién phi cho ngudi nghéo khong bi gidi han d8i vai cac hd nghéo theo
phan loai cia MOLISSA (xem Chuong 1), va ti Ié nay dugc udc tinh da 1én téi 57% & Viét Nam (VASS, 2011).
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Bang 8.6: Ti lé s& hitu cac loai bao hiém, 2012, %

. < " BHYT mien gyt mign BH
BHnhan BHXHty BHXHb3t BHY BH thét phi cho phi cho tré BH hoc phuong  BH khac
tho nguyén buodc tée nghiép ngu’({l ng- em dudng tién
héo ;
Téng 2,7 1,5 13,6 35,2 5,9 18,5 28,7 24,7 30,2 12,8
Ngu6n thu nhap chinh
T HD dudgc tra luong/céng 3,1 1,9 24,5 39,9 10,7 16,6 33,6 26,0 34,3 8,2
T HD néng nghiép 1,8 0,9 3,4 23,9 1,4 23,9 30,0 23,2 29,1 19,3
Tu HD phi néng nghiép khong dugc
tra céng 3,7 0,4 7,8 42,0 3,3 4,9 25,7 43,7 39,2 5,7
T HD khéac 2,7 1,7 6,8 38,4 2,7 20,9 16,7 14,9 18,0 16,9
Trinh d6 hoc van cua chua ho
Khdng biét doc &viét 0,5 0,0 3,1 14,9 0,0 50,3 33,8 11,3 14,4 23,1
T6t nghiép tiéu hoc 1,3 0,9 9,4 31,0 5,1 26,3 27,0 22,5 24,5 12,7
T8t nghiép THCS 3,0 1,5 12,0 35,4 5,3 13,1 27,6 27,1 33,7 11,9
T&t nghiép THPT 5,2 2,3 27,4 46,6 11,2 7,6 31,9 27,1 36,5 11,7
Nhém chi tiéu luvong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhét 0,7 0,4 4,8 15,2 2,0 45,1 34,8 18,7 19,6 15,2
Ngheo nhi 1,7 1,7 7,9 29,2 2,8 24,1 30,1 27,4 26,3 13,2
Trung binh 2,0 0,7 10,5 36,3 3,7 12,2 27,9 23,2 30,4 13,1
Giau nhi 3,0 1,9 20,0 42,2 8,9 5,9 25,7 29,4 33,3 12,2
Giau nhéat 5,9 2,6 24,9 53,9 11,8 5,0 22,7 24,9 42,1 10,7
Dan tdc cua chu hd
DT Kinh 3,4 1,7 15,8 41,0 7,3 11,7 25,5 28,6 32,7 8,0
DT khac 0,0 0,7 5,1 12,9 0,5 44,4 40,9 9,7 20,5 31,5
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Cac hd ¢ chi hd co trinh dd cao han hodc thudc nhém chi tiéu lvong thuc thuc phdm
nhiéu hon co ti 1é s& hitu cac loai bdo hiém tu nguyén nhiéu hon. Diéu nay ggi y rang viéc mua
cac san pham bao hiém khdng phai 1a mdt co ché ddi phé rui ro phd bién véi cac hd gia dinh
dé bi ton thuong nhat. Do vay cé thé noéi bao hiém van chua thuc su dén dudc véi nhitng doi
tugng can thiét nhat.

O mét khia canh khodc, ti I& ddu tu vao cac cdng cu bao hiém chinh thirc cé thé thap do
cac ho gia dinh da khong nhan dugc nhirng khoan tién dén bu nhu mong dgi tir cac hgp doéng
bao hiém ma ho d3 tham gia. Mot s6 két qua théng ké c6 thé minh ching cho nhén dinh nay.
Trong cudc diéu tra ndm 2012, c6 218 hd gia dinh cb s& hitu bao hiém slc khoe va gép phai
cac rui ro lién quan tdi thanh vién ho bi 6m dau, tai nan hodc qua dgi. Tuy nhién trong s6 do
chi ¢6 77 hd nhan dugc cac khoan tién bao hiém va chua d&€n mét nira trong sd nay (chiém
43%) hoi phuc dugc hoan toan sau cu s6c nay.

Trong bGi canh Viét Nam dang cé nhiéu nd luc d& md rdng mang Iudi an sinh x& hoi, c6
€ can c6 thém nhiéu nghién cifu sadu han s dung so liéu tr cudc diéu tra VARHS va cac cudc
diéu tra khac d€ xem liéu cac hd cé dugc Igi nhiéu han khi ti 1é bao phl cua bao hiém téng 1én
khong, nhat 1& & nhém cac hd dé bi tén thuong nhat.

8.5. Tiét kiém

Cac nghién clu trudc day s dung s6 liéu clia VARHS nhan thay tiét kiém déng mot
vai tro quan trong gilp cac ho gia dinh duy tri dudgc muic tiéu dung sau khi gap phai cac cu
sOc lam giam thu nhap (CIEM, 2011a). Nhu chi ra trong Hinh 8.6, giita nam 2010 va 2012, ti
|& cac hod gia dinh ndm gill tiét kiém tang 1én 10%, v8i mirc tdng dang ké & cac tinh nhu Dak
L3k (tdng t&r 53,3% ndm 2010 1én 99,3% nam 2012), Ldm DOng (tir 49,3% Ién 92,4%), va
Dién Bién (tr 63,8% I&n 84,6%).

Hinh 8.6: Ti Ié ho c6 tiét kiém, %
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Mac du cac khoan tiét kiém chinh thirc véi 1di suat mang lai Igi ich 16n hon cho cac ho
gia dinh, nhung véi phan I6n cac hd gia dinh & néng thén déu ndm gilr cdc khoan tiét kiém
phi chinh thic. Ti [é cac hd c6 khoan tiét kiém chinh thic chi€ém chua dén 20%, trong khi ti |é
ho co6 khoan tiét kiém phi chinh thirc chi€ém gan 100%. Hinh 8.7 cho thay, ti€t kiém phi chinh
thirc phé bié€n han han & tat cad cdc nhdm hd vai dac diém khac nhau. Nghién clru chuyén sau
cho thay cac khoan tiét kiém tai chinh, dac biét Ia tién mat va vang cat gilr ¢ nha, dong vai
tro la coéng cu bao trg dac luc cho cac hd gia dinh khi d6i mat vdi rdi ro cé tdc dong trén quy
mo rong nhu thién tai (CIEM, 2011a).

SO liéu & Hinh 8.7 cling c6 thdy, cac ho dan toc Kinh khong chi cé ti 1é gui tiét kiém
chinh thirc cao hon, ma ti 1é tiét kiém phi chinh thiic cling cao hon han so véGi cac hd dan toc
thi€u s&. Bén canh d9, tiét kiém chinh thic cling phd bién han ddi véi cac hd thudc nhdm giau
hon va vdi cadc hd cd trinh dd cua chi hd cao hon. Nhu vay, rd rang van con khoang tréng
rat réng cho cac chinh sach phat trién hé théng tai chinh chinh thlic 8 ndng thén va gilta cac
nhém hd dan tdc thiéu séb.

Hinh 8.7: Ti I1é ho c6 khoan tiét kiém chinh thidc va phi chinh thirc, 2012, %
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8.6. Muc dich tiét kiém

Bang 8.7 liét ké muc dich tiét kiém cla cac hd gia dinh. Phan I8n cac hd tiét kiém dé
du phong, nhét la dé€ du phong cho cac khoan chi khdng du tinh trudc dugc cho chdm séc y
té€ (chiém tdi 50,5%), dé dé phong mat mua hodc thién tai (chiém 13,5%). Diéu nay cling
nhat quan vdi két qua nghién clfu chuyén sau st dung so liéu VARHS 2008 va 2010 cho thay,
tiét kiém la mot cong cu d6i pho rui ro cia cac ho gia dinh khi d6i mat vdéi cu s6c bat Igi vé
thu nhap va cd ché nay ti€p tuc dugc duy tri & khu vuc ndng thon (CIEM, 2011a). Ti lé ho tiét
kiém cho muc dich dau tu sinh Igi thdp han, chiém 9,3% trong khi ti 1& ho tiét kiém dé mua
dau vao trong ndong nghiép chiém tdi 23,2%. Nhirng muc dich quan trong khac cua viéc tiét
kiém la dé tich |0y cho tiéu dung, chiém td&i 41,4%, va dé du phong cho tudi gia, chiém 19,6%.
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Bang 8.7: Ly do tiét kiém, 2012, %

métminy Duphong  chamsc LN TD,  chicho  NISCTIIS oaute  mycdich
thién tai cho tuoi gia sui’c khoe tidu 16n giao duc nghiép sinh Igi khac
Téng Tiét kiém 13,5 19,6 50,5 41,4 24,3 23,2 9,3 24,7
Chinh thurc 11,8 29,9 28,2 44,9 16,4 6,9 36,4 12,9
Phi chinh thtrc 12,4 16,0 48,7 37,5 23,0 22,8 3,6 24,0
Gigi tinh caa cha ho
N 8,1 28,0 55,8 40,9 20,1 16,9 8,4 28,4
Nam 14,8 17,5 49,2 41,5 25,4 24,7 9,5 23,7
Ngu6n thu nhap chinh
Tu HD dugc tra luang/cong 11,8 16,4 51,7 44,8 26,8 18,7 8,7 24,9
TU HD ndng nghiép 22,2 13,7 42,2 35,8 24,3 41,0 7,3 20,6
g” HD phi ndng nghiép khdng 5,6 19,0 49,2 56,4 33,9 7,7 15,4 35,4
ugc tra cong
TU HD khac 7.1 38,0 62,0 34,7 13,4 12,4 10,9 25,6
Nhém chi tiéu luveng thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhét 20,4 39,9 21,4 33,8 8,8 33,5 4,8 25,7
Nghéo nhi 16,6 49,9 24,0 27,3 14,0 35,4 4,7 23,3
Trung binh 12,9 51,6 21,8 23,1 21,6 38,2 8,2 23,6
Giau nhi 11,0 54,2 27,3 21,3 23,9 46,5 10,3 19,6
Giau nhat 8,7 53,8 25,9 14,2 27,1 50,2 16,4 30,6
Trinh d6 hoc van cta chua hd
Khdng biét doc &viét 11,1 12,5 47,2 45,1 13,9 34,7 2,8 20,1
T6t nghiép tiéu hoc 15,5 24,4 51,2 37,5 23,3 25,1 7,1 20,6
26,”
T6t nghiép THCS 14,4 18,2 48,8 41,1 25,5 24,2 9,1 .
T6t nghiép THPT 11,2 18,0 52,6 48,0 26,3 15,9 13,7 27,5
Dan toc cua chu hd
DT Kinh 12,0 53,7 25,6 19,2 21,9 41,0 10,6 25,7
DT khac 19,4 38,0 19,2 38,7 10,5 43,0 3,7 20,5
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8.7. Tin dung

Cac nghién clu siu trudc day da nhdn manh tin dung la mét céng cu quan trong dé
dGi phd v@i cac rui ro vé thu nhap (CIEM, 2011a). Tuy nhién, trong cubc diéu tra VARHS nam
2012, chi mot ti 1é hd nho Iva chon viéc vay tién dé déi phé véi rui ro (chi 3,8% hé lua chon
vay ngan hang va 4,7% ho vay tién tir cac nguon khac.

Tuy nhién, cd su khac biét dang ké vé ti & hdé ndm gilt cadc khoan vay gilta nhdm phai
d6i mat hoac khoéng phai déi mat vai cac cu séc.

Hinh 8.8 cho thdy, ddi vai cac ho gap rui ro trong giai doan 2010-2012, khoang 50%
ho cé thém mot khoan vay mdi, trong khi ti Ié nay 8 nhom ho khéng gap rui ro 1a 30%. Mac
du chua thé khang dinh m&i quan hé nhan qua giita cac su kién, nhung su khac biét nay da
cho thay tin dung ddng mot vai trdo nhat dinh d6i v8i ho gia dinh trong viéc ddi pho vai rui ro.
Do véy, can cé nhitng nghién cltu sdu han dé xem xét k§ hon mdi lién hé nay.

Hinh 8.8: Ti lIé cac ho gia dinh c6 khoan vay va gap rui ro, 2012, %

60

50

40

30 -

m Khong gap cu séc
20 -

M gdp cac cu séc
10 - gap

C6 khodn vay Khoan vay chinh  Khoan vay khoéng
thirc chinh thic

N=2.741

biéu tra VARHS ciing thu thap thong tin vé muc dich cla cac khodn vay ma ho gia dinh
trinh bay vdi chu thé cho vay va muc dich s dung thuc t& cla khoan vay. Nhu cé thé thay
& Hinh 8.9, 45% hd vay vén liét ké muc dich dé s dung la d€ phuc vu cho san xuét ndng
nghiép. Trén thuc t€, chi 28% ho thuc su sir dung khoan vay cho muc dich nay va 17% ho s
dung cho cac muc dich khac. Biéu nay cho thay, trong nhiéu trudng hgp, khoan vay da khong
dugc phan bé hiéu qua va khéng dugc str dung cho cdc muc dich ban dau. Mét diéu dang luu y
khac la cac ho6 sir dung khoan vay cho muc dich tiéu dung cé nguy cg phai déi mat vai rdi ro
tich Ity ng, khién cho ho cang dé bi tdn thuong hon trong tuong lai, nhat 1a khi phai d6i mat
v@i cac cu sbc vé thu nhap (CIEM, 2011b).
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Hinh 8.9: Muc dich dudc liét ké va muc dich st dung thuc té ctia cac khoan vay, 2012, %
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sdnxudt HDphi trdkhodn muatdi chiviéc Chicho cham séc tieudung khac
nong néng vaykhac  san hiéu/hi gidoduc  yté
nghiép  nghiép

B muc dich dugc liet ké  m s dung thyc té

N=1.094

8.8. Khuyén néng va cac khoan trg cap chinh thirc

Céac hinh thirc hd trg tir phia Chinh phu cé thé déng vai tro gilip cac hd gia dinh di mét
t6t han vai cac cl s6c, bao gobm cac dich vu khuyén nong, thong tin thi trudng, cac chuong
trinh dao tao, day nghé, va cac khoan trg cap. Mac du diéu tra VARHS khong thu thap day
du cac thong tin lién quan, nhung mot s6 phan tich dua trén nhitng dir liéu tir cube diéu tra
c6 thé déng gbép thém mot vai danh gid vé vai trd ciia mang |udi an sinh xa hdi d6i véi cac hd
gia dinh & n6ng thon.

Cac dich vu khuyén ndong bao gom tat ca cac hoat dong cung cap thong tin va dich vu
tu van cho ngudi ndbng dan vé csac van dé lién quan dén san xuat néng nghiép nhu giéng,
phan bdn, k§ thuat canh tac va gia ca thi trudng. & Viét Nam, dich vu khuyé&n ndng chd yéu
dugc cung cap bdi Nha nudc, va dudc hinh thanh tr nam 1993. Tuy nhién, sau 20 nam hoat
dong, ti 1& hd gia dinh ti€p cdn véi cac dich vu nay van con tudng d6i han ché. Ndm 2012,
c6 it hon mot nira s& hd trong mau didu tra (chiém 46,4%) cho biét ho da tdi thdm cac van
phong khuyé&n néng, tham gia vao cac hoat déng do cc s& khuyén ndng té chic, hodc dugc
nhan vién khuyén néng ghé tham.

Bang 8.8 cho thay c6 khoang 21-27% h6 dudc ti€p can vdi thong tin khuyén nong danh
gia cac thong tin khuyén néng (tir cac nguén khac nhau) coé tac dong 16n, khoang han 50%
cho rdng céc thong tin nay cé tdc dong binh thudng téi cac quyét dinh chan nudi, hodc quyét
dinh gia ban trén thi trudng. Da4i v8i quyét dinh vé nubi trong thay san, tac dung cla thong
tin khuyé&n néng rat han ché (61,97% cho rang khéng cé tac dung gi). Nhirng sé liéu nay cho
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thay cac théng tin khuy&n ndng van chua thuc su dap (ng dudc nhu cdu cla ngudi dan nhu 13
mot co sd quan trong dé€ ho ra cac quyét dinh cho hoat ddng san xuét ndng nghiép cta minh.

Bang 8.8: Panh gia cua cac ho gia dinh vé tac dong cua thong tin khuyén néng, 2012, %#*

Cac quyét dinh vé

Cac quyét dinh

Trong trot Chan nuoi Nuql trong §|a ba!\p khac trong san xuat
thuy san san pham N in
nong nghiép
Rat nhiéu 27,76 22,94 6,33 21,68 13,77
Binh thudng 56,05 52,82 31,71 56,14 52,14
Khéng anh hudng 16,18 24,24 61,97 22,18 34,09
SO quan sat 2.280 2.092 1.454 2.232 2.106

* S6 lidu dua trén su danh gid cua cac hé gia dinh. Cac théng tin khuyén néng cé thé duodc cung cdp bdi nhiéu ngudn,
nhu cac cd sé khuyén néng, cac nha cung cap dau vao, khach hang, ngudi thdn/ban beé...

Tuy vay, s6 liéu & Bang 8.9 lai cho thay rd rang, d6i vaGi cac ho dudc ti€p can thong tin,
kha ndng hodi phuc sau cac cu sdc ndi chung cua ho lai t6t hon han so véGi cac hd khac. Trong
mau diéu tra ndm 2012, cé 10% s6 hd gdp phai cac ci s6c khong dugc ti€p cdn véi thong
tin khuyén noéng, va chi 35% trong s6 dé hdi phuc hoan toan, 27% hoan toan chua hdi phuc.
Trong khi d6, ddi véi cac hé dudc ti€p can thoéng tin, co téi 51,5% cac ho hoi phuc dudc hoan
toan va 18% cac ho chua hoi phuc.

Bang 8.9: MUc dd phuc hd6i sau cil s6c ciia cac nhém ho dudgc va khong dugc nhan
cac thong tin khuyén néng, 2012, %

Cac ho khong nhan dugc Cac ho nhan dugc théng tin

thong tin khuyén néng khuyé&n néng
Phuc hoi hoan toan 35,0 51,5
Phuc hoi mot phan 40,0 46,0
Chua thé phuc hoi 27,0 18,0
SO lugng quan sat 100 1.000

O mot khia canh khac, cac khoan trg cap x& hdi cé thé dong vai trd nhu mot dém dd
gilip cac hd gidm bdt tadc dong bat Igi ctiia cac cl s6c vé thu nhdp. Trong mau didu tra ndm
2012, ti 18 hé nhan dudc trg cdp xa hdi 8 nhdm hd gap phai ci sdc bat Igi I6n hon han so véi
nhom ho khong gap phai cl s6c (55,4% so vdi 38,4%). Piéu nay cho thdy, 8 mét mirc do nao
do, trg cap xa hoi da dugc chuyén dén dlng cac ddi tugng can dugc ho trg.

Bang 8.10 cung cap thong tin chi ti€t vé ly do nhan dugc trg cap xa hoi cua cac ho gia
dinh. S0 liéu cho thay ddi v8i nhom ho gap phai cd sdc, ti 1é hd nhan dudc trg cdp cho cac muc
dich nhu chi cho gido duc, chdm séc y t&, dé x6a déi gidam nghéo va hd trg cho cac ho dan
tdc thiu sd cao hon han so v8i nhém khéng gdp phai cl s6c. Tuy nhién két qua théng ké md
ta chua cho thay su khac biét vé mirc do hodi phuc gitta nhdm hd nhan dudc trg cdp xa hoi va
nhom ho khéng nhan dugc khoan trg cdp nay khi gap phai cac cu soc (ti 1é ho hdi phuc hoan
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toan sau cu s6c nhung khong nhan dugc trg cap xa hoi la 53,8%, ti Ié nay ¢ nhdm hd nhan
dudgc trg cap xa hoi la 47,9%). Diéu nay c6 thé mét phan do nhédm nhan dudc trg cp xa hoi la
nhém nghéo hon, yéu thé han va dé bi tén thuong hon nén kha ning phuc hdi kém hon, hodc/
va ho cling la nhém bi tac ddong nang né hon tUr cac cu séc. Do vay can c6 nhitng nghién clru
sau han vé vai tro cla trg cap xa hoi ddi véi ho gia dinh & ndng thén trong viéc doi phé vdi rui ro.

Bang 8.10: Li do nhan dudc cac khoan trg cap chinh thirc, 2012, %

HO gap rai ro HO khong gap rui ro
Khoéng cd li do cu thé 1,1 2,0
Chi tiéu cho gido duc 2,1 9,0
Chi tiéu cho cham séc y té 6,1 14,7
HO trg nudi con 0,6 0,9
Chi viéc hiéu/hi 0,7 0,6
Pau tw 0,3 0,3
Ludng huu 7,4 6,7
HO trg céc hé nghéo 11,7 19,2
HO trg cac hd dan toc thiéu s6 4,1 12,4
Céac ly do khac 14,4 14,9
SO quan sat 1.641 1.100

8.9. Tém tat

Cac két qua dudc trinh bay trong Chudng nay cho thdy gilra nam 2010 va 2012, ti Ié
cac ho gap phai cu sbc bat Igi giam so véi cubc diéu tra trudc, nhung muic do thiét hai téi thu
nhép lai ndng hon. Cac tinh bi thiét hai ndng né nhat cac tinh  mién nli phia Bac nhu Lao
Cai, Dién Bién, cac tinh & khu vuc Tay nguyén nhu Dak Lik, Dak Nong, L&m D6ng va Khénh
Hoa. Nhu vay, nhitng tinh ndy can dugc uu tién han trong cac chinh sach hd trg tir phia Chinh
phu dé& déi phé vdi cac rui ro.

O tat ca cac tinh, cac hd véi murc chi tiéu ludng thuc thuc phdm thap hon (hay nghéo
han), cac hd cd chu hd cb trinh dd thdp han hodc cac hd thudc dan tdc thi€u sd cd mirc giam
thu nhéap I16n haon cac hd khac khi d6i mat véi cac cu soc.

Phan 18n cac hd gia dinh & ndng thon van tié€p tuc st dung cac cd ché tu dua vao ban
than hodc cac co ché& phi chinh thic d& d6i phd véi rui ro, va chi 50% s& hd hdi phuc dugc
hoan toan vdi it nhat mot trong ba cl s6c nang né nhat xay ra véi cac hé. Cac ho giau hon va
ho c6 chd ho cé trinh do cao han sir dung cac bién phap déi phd da dang hon va kha nang hoi
phuc cling t6t hon han cac nhém khac.

Xem xét ba cdng cu tai chinh quan trong gom tiét kiém, bao hiém va tin dung cho théy
cac hd van chu y&u dua vao cac khoan tiét kiém va tin dung phi chinh th&rc. Hau hét cac ho
sé hiru it nhat mot loai bao hiém (chiém khoang 90%) nhung chu yé&u 1a cac bao hiém mién
phi dudc cung cép bdi Nha nudc, va ti 1é hé nhan dugc cac khoan thanh toan tir bao hiém khi
gap rai ro con han ché.
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Mac du muic d6 ti€p can dich vu khuyén néng cta Nha nudc va tac dong cua théng tin
khuyé&n ndng dén quyét dinh san xuét kinh doanh cta hd gia dinh con han ché, c6 nhitng bang
chiing cho thdy dich vu khuyén nong co6 vai tro nhat dinh trong viéc gilp cac ho gia dinh dadi
pho véi rli ro. & mot khia canh khac ctia hd trg tir phia nha nudc, cac khoan trg cap xa hoi
mac du da dén dudc nhiéu hon véi cac doi tugng can thu hudng, nhung can cé cac nghién clu
sau hon vé hiéu qua cua cac khoan trg cap nay. SO liéu dudc trinh bay & Chudng nay cho thay
su' can thiét phai phat trién hon nita cac dich vu khuyé&n néng dé&€ dap ¢’ng nhu cau cua ngudi
néng dén va trg cdp xa hdi dé giup cac hd yéu thé han ddi pho tét hon vdi rui ro.

Nhin chung, s6 liéu tir cudc didu tra cho thdy cac ho gia dinh néng thon van rat thudng
xuyén phai d6i mat véi cac cu sbc bat Igi vé thu nhdp cd thé cé tac dong dai han dén s6 Iugng
va chat lugng cac hang hoéa va dich vu ma ho tiéu dung.

bi kém vdi qua trinh tang trudng cla nén kinh té Viét Nam sé la nguy cd lam gia tang
bat binh ddng gilra cdc nhém x& hdi khac nhau. Do vay, viéc thuc thi cdc chinh sach phu hgp
hd trg tdng cudng kha ndng dsi phé véi rdi ro cua cac hd gia dinh & ndng thon dé gitip cac ho
nay khong bi rai sdu vao bay nghéo ddi do anh hudng cua cac cl sdc bat Igi, va trén hét 1a
cung cdp mot mang ludi an sinh xa hdi hiéu qua dé dat dugc tdng trudng bén virng va cong
bang haon la hét siic can thiét.
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CHUONG 9: DI CU

9.1. Gigi thiéu

Trong subt hai mudi 13m ndm tir khi 'D6i md&i’, nén kinh té€ Viét Nam d& chuyén ddi
manh mé vdi téc db tang trudng kinh té€ cao, thic ddy dong chay di cu trong va ngoai nudc
(UNFPA, 2011). Di cu, dac biét la di cu trong nudc va do thi hoa, déng vai trdo quan trong trong
qua trinh phat trién kinh t&. Theo UNFPA (2011), dua trén két qua ctia AgroCensus nam 2009,
ngudi di cu gilta céc tinh cua Viét Nam da tang tur 1,3 triéu ngudi nam 1989 Ién 2 triéu trong
nam 1999 va tang Ién dén 3,4 triéu ngudi trong nam 2009. Ngudi di cu tir khu vuc ndng thon
la luc lugng quan lao dong quan trong ddi vaéi cac khu cong nghiép, dac biét la va@i cac nha dau
tu nudc ngoai hoat dong trong khu kinh té. Hon nita, cc héi viéc lam va thu nhap cho ngudi
di cu cd thé gilp gia dinh ho & qué c6 ngudn thu nhap mdi dé€ cai thién sinh ké.

Ngudi di cu gép phan quan trong vao su phat trién kinh t&-xa hdi ¢ Viét Nam, nhung
su gia tang di cu cling tao ra nhitng van dé xa hoi mdi trong cac cong dong xuat phat va cong
dong ti€p nhéan, doi hoi phai c6 su quan tam cla chinh quyén cac cdp. Ngoai ra, cb bang chirng
cho th&y ngudi di cu Viét Nam van phai ddi mét véi nhiéu thach thic va khé khdn trong thich
rng. Vi du, UNFPA (2010) nhan manh ngudi di cu tam thGi thudng xuyén bi phan biét doi khi
tim ki€ém viéc lam véi nhitng cong viéc khong an toan, muc luong thap han va thudng khong
cé bao hiém y té& hay that nghiép. Ngoai ra, ngudi di cu it dudgc ti€p can cac dich vu céng cdng
so v3i ngudi dan dia phuang vi cac dich vu nay thudng chi dudc cung cap cho ngudi dan co
hd khau. K&t qua 1a, nhitng ngudi di cu thudng phai tra nhiéu tién hon cho cac dich vu cd ban
nhu y té va gido duc. Diéu nay dac biét dang chu y & cac d6 thi, lam tang mdc do déi ngheo
va bt binh dadng déi vdi ngudi di cu.

Tinh hinh nghiém trong hon nhiéu d&i v8i cdc nhdm nhap cu dé tén thuong nhu tré em,
ngudi gia hodc phu nit. Su méat can ddi hodc khéng 6n trong xa hdi va cdng ddng ndi ngudi
di cu chuyén tdi hodc r&i di da thu hat duge su’ quan tdm cla cadc nha nghién cltu va nhiing
ngudi hoach dinh chinh sach. Su bé sung mét phdn mdéi vé di cu trong bd s6 liéu VARHS ndm
2012 sé& giup chdng ta hiéu vé tinh chat, mic dd di cu & Viét Nam va cho phép tim hi€u mét
s6 van dé. Tuy nhién, can luu y trong cudc diéu tra VARHS ching t6i tap trung vao cac hd gia
dinh c6 ngudi di cu chr khdong phai chinh ngudi di cu va do dd, phan tich cua chidng to6i lién
quan dén cac tac dong dén cong dong gui di. Hon nita, chdng t6i khong thu thap théng tin vé
di cu té chlc bdi Chinh phu va vi vy ching téi khdng thé dua ra két ludn hodc kién nghi lién
quan dén tac déng cla cac chinh sach/chuadng trinh hodc cac hoat dong khac ctia Chinh phu
dGi v@i ngudi di cu.
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9.2. Mirc do di cu

Phan nay mo ta muc do di cu tir cac hé gia dinh tham gia vong diéu tra VARHS 2012.
Bang 9.1 cho thay gan 20% ho gia dinh cé it nhat mot thanh vién da di cu nhung cé chénh
[éch 18n vé s6 ngudi di cu gilra cac tinh. Nghé An cé ty |é ho gia dinh cé ngudi di cu cao
nhat, cé thé do tinh nay kha cd 1ap vé mat dia ly va kinh té&, va cé ty I& hd nghéo cao.

Bang 9.1: Ty lé di cu (phan tram)

o - . Trong do6
HO6 c6 nguai di cu
(%) Lau dai Tam thai
(%) (%)

Téng ndm 2012 19,6 22,7 63,8
Tinh 2012

Ha Tay (n=587) 18,7 14,5 75,5
Lao Cai (n=106) 17,9 31,6 52,6
Phu Tho (n=383) 17,2 21,2 59,1
Lai Chau (n=135) 7,4 10,0 90,0
Dién Bién (n=130) 13,8 44,4 50,0
Nghé An (n=229) 46,3 28,3 67,0
Quang Nam (n=340) 27,1 27,2 46,7
Khanh Hoa (n=110) 20,9 8,7 73,9
DAk L3k (n=164) 18,3 13,3 86,7
DAk Néng (n=143) 16,1 47,8 39,1
Lam Dong (n=80) 20,0 0,0 68,8
Long An (n=334) 7,8 15,4 57,7
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham (2012)

Ngheo nh&t (n=546) 11,7 25,0 65,6
Nghéo nhi (n=544) 16,9 28,3 57,6
Trung binh (n=542) 21,6 28,2 56,4
Giau nhi (n=540) 20,4 20,9 67,3
Gidu nhat (n=542) 28,4 14,9 68,2
Dan toc cua chua ho

(Dné:565t)©c thidu  s6 12,0 25,0 64,7
Kinh (n=2176) 21,6 22,4 63,7
N= 2721

Ghi chii: Cac s6 mbi hang ngang cong lai cé thé khéng dugc 100 vi mét s6 nqudi trd I5i khéng chdc ngudi thén cua
ho di cu tam thoi hay ldu dai.

Bang 9.1 cho thay 22,4% ho gia dinh c6 mot ngudi di cu’ lau dai trong khi 63,5% nhiing
ngudi di cu rdi khdi ho gia dinh chi la tam thdi. Di cu 1du dai chd yéu xay ra & cac tinh mién nui,
xa cac trung tdm coéng nghiép, vi du, Ddk Néng (48%), Dién Bién (44%) va Lao Cai (32%).
Di cu lau dai it xay ra v@i cac ho gia dinh trong khu vuc trung tam hodc da do thi hda tucng
dGi nhu Ha Tay cl va Khanh Hoa.
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M&i quan hé gilta khuynh hudng thanh vién ho gia dinh di cu va thu nhap da dugc
chirng minh trong nghién cru hién nay la phi tuyén tinh, cé dang chir U ngugc véi “budu di
cu” @ mdc thu nhdp thap va cao (de Haas, 2007; Nguyén, et al., 2008). Nhu minh hoa trong
Bang 9.1, m&i quan hé gilta tinh hinh kinh t&€ ctia hd gia dinh (dugc do bang nhdém chi tiéu
luong thuc thuc phdm) va di cu phu thudc vao loai hinh di cu dang xem xét. Di cu tam thdi
dudng nhu theo hinh chir U véi ty 1é cao nhitng ngudi di cu thudéc nhdom ho giau nhat va nghéo
nhat. Ngudc lai, ty 1€ phan tram ngudi di cu 1au dai thap han déi véi ca hai nhdm ho nay. Nhin
chung, cac ho kha hon c6 xac suat cé mot ngudi di cu cao han nhung chu yéu la di cu tam thdi.

Bang 9.2 téng két ly do cac hd gia dinh dua ra cho viéc cac thanh vién gia dinh cua
ho di cu. Trong sd cac hd gia dinh cé ngudi di cu, 47% ho gia dinh ndi rang cac thanh vién di
cu vi cd hdi viéc lam, 42% vi viéc hoc va 16% vi két hon. Nhitng phat hién nay phu hgp vdéi
UNFPA (2010) trong d6 cho rdng di cu vi cdng viéc la phd bién nhét tir nhitng viing san xuét
nong nghiép la chinh va thi€u cac cg hodi viéc lam tao ra thu nhap.

Bang 9.2: Ly do di cu nam 2012 (%)

Co hoi viéc lam Tim viéc bi hoc Nhap ngii Két hon Poan tu gia dinh

Téng s6 (n=533) 46,7 1,9 41,7 5,4 15,9 0,9
Tinh 2012

Ha Tay (n=587) 52,7 0,9 41,8 2,7 10,0 0,0
Lao Cai (n=106) 52,6 0,0 15,8 10,5 21,1 0,0
Ph( Tho (n=383) 36,4 1,5 42,4 7,6 18,2 1,5
Lai Chau (n=135) 10,0 10,0 70,0 0,0 10,0 0,0
Dién Bién (n=130) 50,0 0,0 33,3 5,6 22,2 0,0
Nghé An (n=229) 77,4 1,9 23,6 5,7 15,1 2,8
Quang Nam (n=340) 30,4 2,2 52,2 5,4 20,7 1,1
Khanh Hoa (n=110) 30,4 4,3 69,6 4,3 13,0 0,0
D3k L&k (n=164) 40,0 3,3 56,7 10,0 6,7 0,0
Dak Nong (n=143) 39,1 4,3 43,5 0,0 21,7 0,0
Lam Bbdng (n=80) 12,5 0,0 75,0 12,5 0,0 0,0
Long An (n=334) 42,3 0,0 19,2 3,8 34,6 0,0
Téng s6 (n=539) 46,7 1,9 41,4 5,4 16 0,9
Nhoém chi tiéu lueng thuc thuc pham (2012)

Nghéo nhét (n=546) 42,2 0,0 35,9 9,4 15,6 1,6
Nghéo nhi (n=544) 44,6 2,2 35,9 6,5 20,7 1,1
Trung binh (n=542) 56,4 0,0 35,0 3,4 16,2 0,0
Giau nhi (n=540) 44,5 0,9 41,8 8,2 16,4 1,8
Giau nhat (n=542) 44,8 4,5 51,3 2,6 13,0 0,6
Tong s6 (n=539) 46,9 1,9 41,3 5,4 16,0 0,9

Dan toc cua chu ho

Dan tdc thiéu s6
(n=565)

Kinh (n=2176) 48,0 1,9 41,9 5,2 16,1 1,1

38,2 1,5 39,7 7,4 14,7 0,0

Ghi cht: Vi hé cé thé cé hon mét ngudi di cu’ nén mét sé hang ngang cong lai cé thé 1én tdi hon 100%.
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C6 su khac biét dang ké trong ly do di cu & cac tinh khac nhau. Su khac biét nay lién
quan chat ché vgi mic do di cu tam thdi so véi mirc do di cu lau dai tai cac tinh khac nhau. Vi
du, di cu tam thdi chd yéu cho viéc hoc hodc phuc vu quén déi, nén day Ia nhitng ly do phé
bi€n cho viéc di cu & Lam Dong nai co ty I1€ I16n la di cu tam thdgi. Ngoai ra, hén nhan va doan
tu gia dinh 1a nhitng ly do chinh cho di cu 1au dai, nén d&i vdi cac tinh cb di cu 1au dai phd bién
han, nhu Dién Bién hodc Dak Nong, day thudng la ly do di cu. Tuy nhién, can luu y vé quy md
mau nhd khi giai thich nhitng théng ké nay.

C6 thé thay rd rang tlr Bang 9.2 réng di cu dé di hoc |a phd bién nhéat trong cadc nhém
hé gia dinh cé mc chi tiéu cao, cho th8y cé thé cac hd nghéo cd it cd hdi hon trong ti€p cén
gido duc dai hoc ngoai dia phuong ctia ho. Di cu tim cd héi viéc lam va hén nhén 1a phé bién
nhat cho cac hé gia dinh trung binh va cac hé nghéo nhat.

Bang 9.3 liét ké diém dén cua ngudi di cu chia theo kiéu di cu: i) trong cing mot tinh,
ii) cac tinh khac & Viét Nam, va iii) nudc ngoai. Ty |é ho gia dinh cé it nhat mot thanh vién di
cu trong tinh co su khac biét I16n gilta cac dia phuong, tir chi 3% & Dak Néng dén 83,6% & Ha
Tay. Diéu nay cd thé do thuc té |a Ha Tay dudc sdp nhap vao Ha Nbi tir nam 2008, va ké tir khi
sap nhap, mot s6 lugng 18n ngudi tr Ha Tay chuyén dén cac khu vuc ven dé trong khi nhitng
ngudi khac ban nha & va chuyén dén cac dia diém khac do dugc hudng Igi tir su gia tdng trong
tai san va/hodc gia dat trong thdi gian nay. Chi mét ty Ié nho cac ho gia dinh c6 ngudi di cu
tir Ha Tay dén cac tinh khac (15,7%).

Rat nhiéu trudng hdp di dan ndi tinh cling dugc ghi nhan tai Dién Bién (81,5%). Tai
Dién Bién, tai phan bé dan cu dién ra nhiéu do viéc tai dinh cu mot s lugng 18n cac hd gia
dinh dan tdc thiéu s6 dén huyén Mudng Nhé, noi cd nhitng ca hdi kinh té tét hon, dac biét
trong 1am nghiép. DGi vaGi cac tinh khac, hdu hét dan di cu di dén cac tinh khac. Ty |é cao nhat
la & cac tinh nghéo Ddk Nong, Pha Tho, Lai Chau, véi cac con sd tuang ng la 97, 76 va 69%.
Tai Nghé An, chi mot ty 1é rat nhd cac ho gia dinh cé thanh vién di cu noi tinh. Cung vdéi ly do
chinh dé di cu khoi Nghé An 1a cg hdi viéc lam, viéc ngudi dan khdng di cu' ndi tinh cling phan
anh tinh trang b&o 16c xay ra thudng xuyén & Nghé An, din dén rui ro cao hon va san xuét
kém &n dinh hon & cdc ving néng thén cda tinh nay.

Hau hét cac tinh khong cé ho gia dinh cé ngudi di cu ra nudc ngoai. Trudng hdp ngoai
Ié la Dién Bién, Nghé An va Ha Tay cili véi 3,7%, 1,2% va 0,7% ngudi di cu ra nudc ngoai.

Diém dén cua ngudi di cu tudng tu nhau gitta cdc nhém chi tiéu Ivong thuc thuc pham.
Trong khi chi cac hd gia dinh kha gia mdi cé thanh vién di cu ra nudc ngoai, ty I& nay van con
rat thap, nho han 2%. Dudng nhu chi cac hd gia dinh trong nhirng nhém chi tiéu luong thuc
cao nhat méi c6 kha nang tai chinh dé thuc hién cac yéu cau vé di cu hgp phap hodc di du
hoc, khién viéc di cu xuyén qudc gia chi kha thi trong nhém nay.
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Bang 9.3: Piém dén cta ngudi di cu nam 2012 (%)

Trong tinh Tinh khac trong nudc Nuéc ngoai
Téng s6 (n=727) 43,6 55,8 0,6
Tinh (2012)
Ha Tay (n=587) 83,6 15,7 0,7
Lao Cai (n=106) 54,2 45,8 0,0
Phi Tho (n=383) 23,8 76,3 0,0
Lai Chau (n=135) 30,8 69,2 0,0
Dién Bién (n=130) 81,5 14,8 3,7
Nghé An (n=229) 33,1 65,6 1,2
Quang Nam (n=340) 33,1 66,9 0,0
Khanh Hoa (n=110) 48,5 51,5 0,0
D&k L&k (n=164) 34,8 65,2 0,0
Pék Nong (n=143) 3,0 97,0 0,0
Lam Dong (n=80) 38,9 61,1 0,0
Long An (n=334) 40,0 60,0 0,0
Nhom chi tiéu lwong thyc (2012)
Ngheo nh&t (n=546) 44,9 55,1 0,0
Ngheo nhi (n=544) 48,3 51,7 0,0
Trung binh (n=542) 45,4 54,0 0,6
Giau nhi (n=540) 40,7 58,0 1,3
Gidu nhat (n=542) 42,7 56,9 0,4
Gigi tinh caa chu ho
N (n=134) 48,5 50,7 0,7
Nam (n=602) 43,0 56,5 0,5
Dan toc cua chu ho
Dan téc thidu s6 (n=565) 53,6 45,2 1,2
Kinh (n=2176) 42,3 57,2 0,5

Ngudi di cu tr cdc hé gia dinh dan tdc thi€u s6 c6 nhiéu kha ndng & lai trong tinh
(53,6% ho gia dinh cé ngudi di cu) trong khi nhitng ngudi di cu tir cac hod gia dinh ngudi Kinh
¢ nhiéu kha ndng di dén cac tinh khac (57,2%). Diéu nay cho thdy ngudi dan tdc thiéu s6 cb

it cd hoi di cu hon.

9.3. Pic diém cua ngudi di cu

Phan nay xem xét cac dac diém cua ngudi di cu. Tat ca cac s6 liéu théng ké dugc trinh
bay & cap do ngudi di cu. Nhu Bang 9.4 chi ra, ndi chung, hau hét ngudi di cu la tuong doi tré
vGi dd tudi trung binh 24,7 tudi. K&t qua nay ung hd thuc té& 1a nhitng ly do chinh cho viéc di
cu la vi ca hdi viéc lam va di hoc. D6 tudi trung binh cao nhéat & tinh Long An (28) ngi cé ty 1é

di cu dé€ két hon ciling rat cao.
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Bang 9.4: Tudi va gidi tinh cua ngudi di cu

Tudi (nam) Nir (%) Nam (%)

Téng (n=765) 24,7 49,0 51,0
Tinh (2012)

Ha Tay (n=587) 26,9 48,3 51,7
Lao Cai (n=106) 24,6 48,0 52,0
Phd Tho (n=383) 23,6 42,9 57,1
Lai Chau (n=135) 21,5 46,2 53,8
Dién Bién (n=130) 22,5 44,4 55,6
Nghé An (n=229) 25,5 43,5 56,5
Quang Nam (n=340) 23,5 53,2 46,8
Khanh Hoa (n=110) 22,5 57,6 42,4
D&k L&k (n=164) 23,3 52,2 47,8
D&k Nong (n=143) 22,8 51,5 48,5
Lam Ddng (n=80) 20,6 63,2 36,8
Long An (n=334) 28,3 59,5 40,5
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thuc pham

Nghéo nh&t (n=82) 24,5 50,0 50,0
Nghéo nhi (n=126) 24,1 54,0 46,0
Trung binh (n=167) 24,9 43,7 56,3
Giau nhi (n=153) 24,6 49,0 51,0
Giau nhét (n=235) 25,0 49,8 50,2

Bang 9.5: Tinh trang hén nhan cta ngudi di cu (%)

Poc than Két hon Goa Ly di
Téng(n=765) 67,0 30,4 1,0 1,6
Tinh (2012)
Ha Tay (n=147) 66,7 29,3 3,4 0,7
Lao Cai (n=25) 60,0 40,0 0,0 0,0
Phi Tho (n=84) 67,9 26,2 0,0 6,0
Lai Chau (n=13) 92,3 7,7 0,0 0,0
pién Bién (n=27) 63,0 29,6 0,0 7,4
Nghé An (n=177) 60,5 37,9 0,6 1,1
Quang Nam (n=124) 69,4 29,8 0,8 0,0
Khanh Hea (n=33) 78,8 18,2 3,0 0,0
D3k Lik (n=46) 84,8 15,2 0,0 0,0
D&k Nong (n=33) 69,7 27,3 0,0 3,0
Lam Pbdng (n=19) 100,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Long An (n=37) 35,1 62,2 0,0 2,7
Téng s6 (n=765) 66,9 30,5 1,0 1,6
Nhém chi tiéu Iwong thwe thuc phdm
Nghéo nhat (n=33) 70,7 24,4 2,4 2,4
Nghéo nhi (n=132) 62,7 34,9 0,8 1,6
Trung binh (n=134) 62,9 34,7 1,2 1,2
Giau nhi (n=194) 64,1 34,6 1,3 0,0
Giau nhat (n=272) 72,8 24,3 0,4 2,6
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Ngoai ra trong Bang 9.4 chung toi thdy 51% ngudi di cu la nam gidi va 49% la nif gidi.
O céc tinh phia B&c va Bac Trung B9, ty 1& di cu 1a nam cao hon so véi nit, trong khi di cu nit
phd bién hon & cac tinh Duyén hai Nam Trung Bd va cac tinh mién Nam. Khéng c6 xu hudng rd
rang cua viéc gidi tinh cla ngudi di cu’ phu thudc vao chi tiéu cho luang thuc thuc phdm, méc
du nhitng ngudi di cu tir cac ho gia dinh trong nhédm nghéo nhat nhiéu kha nang la nam gidi.

Tinh trang hén nhan clda ngudi di cu dugc trinh bay trong Bang 9.5. Hau hét ngudi di
cu doc than (67%). Long An la tinh duy nhat cé nhiéu ngudi di cu dd két hon hon ngudi doc
than. Nhu da dé cap 46 trén, day ciing la tinh cé ty Ié cao nhat ngudi di cu véi muc dich hon
nhan va cb dd tudi trung binh clia ngudi di cu cao nhit. Bang 9.5 ciling cho thdy ngudi di cu
trong nhédm ngudi ngheo cé nhiéu kha nang géa han so véi cac nhém giau han.

Trinh d6 hoc van cla ngudi di cu dugc trinh bay trong Bang 9.6. Hau hét nhitng ngudi
di cu ¢ trinh d6 gido duc cao hodc van con di hoc, v8i khoang 38% ngudi di cu d& hoan thanh
trinh do trung hoc phd théng va 37% van con di hoc (hodc di cu dé di hoc). Khoang 20% ngudi
di cu d& hoan thanh gido duc trung hoc cd s3. O Viét Nam, di cu ti ndng thén ra do thi chiém
phan 18n di cu trong nudc va nhiéu ngudi di cu dén cac thanh phé dé lam viéc trong cac khu
cdng nghiép: trong nganh may mac hodc da giay (Téng cuc Théng ké, 2012). P& cé dudc hop
dong cho cac vi tri nay, ngudi lao dong phai hoan thanh gido duc trung hoc cd sd. Ngugi dan
néng thén co trinh dd trung hoc phé théng cé kha ndng di cu cao hon.

Trong mau diéu tra VARHS, D&k L&k dudng nhu 1a mot trudng hop déc biét, s6 lugng
ngudi di cu hoan thanh trung hoc co sé cao hon s da hoan thanh trung hoc phé théng. Ngugc
lai, cac tinh mién nui phia Badc nhu Lao Cai, Lai Chau va Dién Bién co ty I& cao nhat nhitng
ngudi di cu ¢ trinh dd hoc van thap hon (khdng thé doc/viét hodc chi t6t nghiép tiéu hoc).

Bang 9.6: Trinh do hoc van cua ngudi di cu (%)

Co thé doc va viét

Khong biét Tﬁ:t,\ Ta.'t,\ Tﬁ:t,\ nhung chua bao gi¢ Pang di
doc va viét r_|§h|¢p nghiép nghiép di hoc hay tot nghiép hoc
tiéu hoc THCS THPT ti€u hoc

Téng (n=762) 0,9 3,5 19,4 38,5 0,3 37,4
Tinh 2012
Ha Tay (n=146) 0,0 2,1 14,4 45,9 1,4 36,3
Lao Cai (n=25) 4,0 8,0 12,0 44,0 0,0 32,0
Phti Tho (n=84) 0,0 3,6 15,5 35,7 0,0 45,2
Lai Chau (n=13) 7,7 7,7 0,0 7,7 0,0 76,9
pién Bien (n=27) 3,7 3,7 22,2 40,7 0,0 29,6
Nghé An (n=177) 1,1 4,5 28,2 46,3 0,0 19,8
Quang Nam (n=123) 0,0 0,8 18,7 33,3 0,0 47,2
Khanh Hoa (n=33) 3,0 3,0 3,0 30,3 0,0 60,6
Pak L3k (n=46) 0,0 0,0 28,3 26,1 0,0 45,7
DAk Nong (n=33) 0,0 0,0 18,2 39,4 0,0 42,4
Lam Ddng (n=19) 0,0 0,0 5,3 15,8 0,0 78,9
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Long An (n=37) 2,7 18,9 29,7 32,4 0,0 16,2
Nhém chi tiéu lvong thwe thuc pham

Nghéo nhéat (n=82) 4,9 11,0 18,3 28,0 1,2 36,6
Nghéo nhi (n=126) 1,6 3,2 22,2 36,5 0,0 36,5
Trung binh (n=167) 0,0 4,8 25,1 41,3 0,0 28,7
Giau nhi (n=153) 0,7 2,0 15,1 44,1 0,7 37,5
Giau nhat (n=235) 0,0 1,3 16,7 37,6 0,0 44,4
Dan toc cua chu ho

DT thiéu s6 (n=86) 3,5 8,1 20,9 24,4 0,0 43,0
Kinh (n=676) 0,6 3,0 19,2 40,2 0,3 36,7

MGi quan hé gita nhém chi tiéu va trinh do hoc van cla ngudi di cu dudc trinh bay
trong Bang 9.6. Ngudi di cu tir cac hd gia dinh kha gia co trinh d6 hoc van t6t han vdai ty 1€ cao
haon ngudi di trong nhém nay da hoan thanh trung hoc phd théng. Ngudc lai, véi trinh d6 hoc
vén thdp hon (khéng thé doc/viét, khong di hoc hodc khdng hoan thanh ti€u hoc, hay chi méi
tét nghiép ti€u hoc), khdng ngac nhién khi ty 1& ngudi di cu trong nhém hd nghéo cao hon so
vdi nhdm ho gia dinh kha gid. Ngudi Kinh di cu c6 trinh d6 gido duc cao han so véi ngudi dan
tdc thiu s6 di cu, véi ty 1& ngudi Kinh di cu d& hoan thanh trung hoc phé thdng dat 40% so
vGi 24,4% ngudi di cu’ thudc dan toc thiéu sé.

Bang 9.7 tap trung vao trinh d0 dao tao nghé cua ngudi di cu. Bang cho thday 63%
ngudi di cu khéng co bat ky dao tao nghé nao, tuy vay, 16% ngudi di cu da dat dugc bang cur
nhan. Mat khac, ty |é ngudi di cu da tham gia dao tao nghé la rat thap, chi 8 mic 2,7%. bay
cé thé 1a mét van dé dang chu y d6i v8i cac nha hoach dinh chinh sach, nhitng ngugi trong
nhitng ndm gan day da c6 gang cai thién cac k§y nang cua lao déng ndng thén théng qua cac
chuang trinh dao tao khac nhau trong nd luc nhdm tao ra mét cudc sdng &n dinh hon cho
nh{rng ngudi di cu tir n6ng thon ra thanh phd véi viéc lam co6 tay nghé cao.?3

Bang 9.7: Pao tao nghé cua ngudi di cu (%)

‘_‘Khém_i Pao tao nghé Pao tao Bgflanog Pai hoc hoac
bang cap ngan han ngheé déng cao han

Tong sé (n=765) 62,5 13,4 2,8 5,2 16,1
Tinh 2012

Ha Tay (n=147) 54,4 11,6 3,4 7,5 23,1
Lao Cai (n=25) 88,0 8,0 0,0 4,0 0,0
Pha Tho (n=84) 63,1 10,7 1,2 4,8 20,2
Lai Chau (n=13) 100,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Dbién Bién (n=27) 63,0 11,1 3,7 11,1 11,1
Nghé An (n=177) 52,5 21,5 4,0 4,0 18,1

23 Nhiéu du &n va chudng trinh tao viéc lam va dao tao nghé da dudc trién khai theo Quyét dinh ctia Thu tudng
(1956/QD-TTg ngay 27/11/ 2009) vé phé duyét dé an day nghé cho lao dong néng thon dén nam 2020.
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Quang Nam (n=124) 69,4 8,1 2,4 5,6 14,5
Khanh Hoa (n=33) 81,8 9,1 0,0 0,0 9,1
Dak Lak (n=46) 76,1 8,7 0,0 0,0 15,2
Dak Nong (n=33) 63,6 6,1 0,0 9,1 21,2
Lam Dong (n=19) 89,5 0,0 0,0 10,5 0,0
Long An (n=37) 37,8 40,5 10,8 5,4 5,4
Téng s (n=765) 62,5 13,5 2,7 5,2 16,1

Nhém chi tiéu luvong thuc thuc pham

Ngheéo nhat (n=82) 74,4 7,3 1,2 4,9 12,2
Ngheo nhi (n=126) 61,9 13,5 3,2 4,8 16,7
Trung binh (n=167) 67,7 12,0 4,2 4,2 12,0
Giau nhi (n=153) 60,8 14,4 2,6 7,8 14,4
Giau nhat (n=235) 56,2 15,7 2,1 4,7 21,3

Lai Chau la tinh duy nhat ma ngudi di cu khéng cé bat ky loai hinh dao tao nghé nao.
Can luu y, mot ty 1€ I8n ngudi di cu tir tinh nay van con di hoc (Bang 9.6). Ty 1& ngudi di cu
dugc dao tao chuyén nghiép cao nhét & tinh Long An (60%), khéng ngac nhién khi biét réng
dé tudi trung binh cta nhitng ngudi di cu tir tinh nay (28,3) cao haon nhiéu so v3i ngudi di cu
tlr cac tinh khac.

Bang 9.8 tim hiéu khia canh s& hitu d4t va tai san cla ngudi di cu theo tinh, nhém chi
tiéu luong thuc va dan tdc cla chd hd. SE hitu tai sadn chia ngudi di cu phd bién nhét & qué
nha cta ho (13,2% ngudi di cu sé hitu dat ndbng nghiép trong xa cua minh trong khi 6,8% s
hitu dat & riéng trong xa clia ho). Mét ly do cé thé dé duy tri quyén s& hitu, thdm chi sau khi
di cu, 1a khi ngudi di cu di chuyén dia diém dé tim mot cdng viéc, ho gilr lai dat dai va tai san
3 qué nha nhu la mét hinh thirc bdo hiém trong trudng hgp khdng thanh céng hodc khdng cé
cudc sdng tét hon & nai ho di chuyén dén. Mot I8i giai thich kha di nita 1a nhitng ngudi di cu
hy vong ho sé trd vé trong tuang lai.

Bang 9.8: SA hitru dat nong nghiép hoac dat é cua ngudi di cu (%)

Pat nong nghiép sdé hiru: Pat & sd hiru:
bae OGlns  Ociexd  gqe  Oxidms  Sgicx

'(rf:gezzo)n 13,2 2,6 0,3 6,8 2,5 0,0
Tinh

Ha Tay (n=147) 13,6 4,8 0,7 9,5 5,4 0,0
Lao Cai (n=25) 5,3 1,7 0,0 0,0 4,0 0,0
Phl Tho (n=84) 0,0 2,4 0,0 1,2 3,6 0,0
Lai Chau (n=13) 3,6 71 0,0 7,7 0,0 0,0
Dién Bién (n=27) 1,8 3,6 1,8 3,7 7,4 0,0
Nghé An (n=177) 41,2 3,9 0,0 18,1 1,1 0,0
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Quang Nam

(n=124) 1,6 0,8 0,0 0,8 1,6 0,0
Khanh Hoa

(n=33) 3,0 0,0 0,0 3,1 0,0 0,0
D&k Lk (n=46) 1,1 2,1 1,1 0,0 2,2 0,0
D&k Nong (n=33) 1,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Lam Bong

(n=19) 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Long An (n=37) 5,4 2,7 0,0 2,7 0,0 0,0

Nhém chi tiéu lueng thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhét

(n=82) 18,3 4,9 1,2 6,1 0,0 0,0
Ngheéo nhi

(n=126) 7,9 2,4 0,0 3,2 2,4 0,0
Trung

binh(n=167) 15,6 3,0 0,0 6,0 3,0 0,0
Giau nhi (n=153) 12,4 3,9 0,6 7,8 5,2 0,0
Giau nhat

(n=235) 12,8 0,8 0,0 8,5 1,3 0,0
Dan toc

Dan tdc thiéu s6

(n=86) 4,6 3,5 1,3 2,3 4,6 0,0
Kinh (n=676) 14,3 2,5 0,1 7,4 2,2 0,0

Sé hitu dat dai va tai san trong nhirng ngudi di cu la dac biét cao & Nghé An, v&i mic
tuong Ung la 1,2% va 18,1%. S3 hitu dat va sd hifu tai san cling cao & Ha Tay cii (tuong Uing
13,6% va 9,5%). Ty Ié nay dac biét thap ¢ Lam Dong khi khong cé ngudi di cu nao tu tinh
nay co6 bat ky loai quyén sd hitu dat hodc tai sdn nao. Noi chung, rat it ngudi di cu sé hitu dat
nong nghiép ngoai qué goc cua ho.

Quyén sd hitu dat va s& hitu tai san cd thé cung cdp mdt vai ggi y v& mirc dd ma ngudi
di cu 1ap k& hoach 8n dinh hodc d& 6n dinh 1au dai tai ndi ho chuyén dén. Vi du nhu ngudi di
cu c6 dat va tai san tai ngi 8 maéi ma ho cu trd, né cho thdy rdng ho d& quyét dinh dinh cu
G do trong thdi gian dai va ho da hoa nhéap tot hon vao cong dong/xa hoi. Vi du, ngudi di cu
tUr Lai Chau cd nhiéu kha nang c6 dat va tai san & cac xa khac (7,1%) han & qué nha cua ho
(3,6%) cho th8y so v&i nhitng ngudi di cu tir cac tinh khac, nhitng ngusi di cu nay cé thé én
dinh han. Di cu t&r Ha Tay cli va Dién Bién cd vé lau dai hon dua trén ty Ié s hitu dat va tai
san cao cla ngudi di cu & cac xa khac han la é qué nha cua ho (tudng Ung la 4,8% va 5,4%
3 Ha Tay, va 3,6% va 7,4% & Dién Bién).

S& hitu dat va tai san trén dia ban x& ma ngudi di cu d3 chuyén dén séng ciling cé thé
ggi y vé mirc do thanh cong cua ngudi di cu. Ngudi di cu tir Ha Tay, Lai Chau va Dién Bién co
vé thanh c6ng nhét theo tiéu chudn nay. Khéng ai trong s6 nhitng ngudi di cu dudc khao sat
ndi rang ho cd sé hitu nha 4 tai cac xa khac.

Chung t6i thdy rang ngudi di cu tir cac hod gia dinh nghéo nhat cé xu hudng sé hitu dat
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nong nghiép cao han so vGi cac nhdm khac (6 qué huong cua ho, trong xa ho séng va & cac xa
khac). Tuy nhién, cac ho gia dinh nghéo nhat sg hitu tai san it hon & nci ma ho da di cu dén
(va s8ng) cho thdy ngudi di cu tir cdc hd gia dinh nghéo it 8n dinh trong cdng ddng méi hon
so v@i nhirng ngudi di cu giau.

Theo dan toc, ngudi di cu thudc dan téc Kinh co ty Ié s& hitu dat dai hodc tai san & qué
nha cao hon so v8i nhém dén tdc thi€u s6. Ngugc lai, ty 1& hd gia dinh s& hitu dat dai va tai
san trong xa ho dang s6ng la cao han & nhédm déan toc thiéu s8. Diéu nay cho thdy ngudi di cu
thudc dan tdc thiéu sé c6 xu hudng 6n dinh 1au dai han so véi ngudi di cu thudc dén toc Kinh.

9.4. Sinh ké cua ngudi di cu

Trong phén nay, ching tdi tim hiéu sinh k& va tinh hinh thu nhép cta ngudi di cu va vai
trd clia cdc mang ludi va thong tin trong viéc hd trg di cu. Bang 9.9 cho thay trong s6 nhitng
ngudi di cu vi cong viéc, 57% tu tim ki€ém mot cong viéc cho minh, 30% nhan dudc thong tin
vé cdng viéc tir gia dinh/ban bé trong khi 7% tim kiém thdng tin cdng viéc tir cac td chirc dich
vu viéc lam hodc phuong tién truyén théng. Cang I8n tudi, ngudi di cu cang it ¢ kha nang
tim dugc mot viéc lam théng qua cac dich vu viéc lam hoac phuadng tién truyén thong. Viéc
tim viéc théng qua cac phuong tién truyén théng phé bién han véi nhitng ngudi di cu tré tudi.

Bang 9.9: Cac kénh tim viéc (%)

Tu tim viéc Ngudi than/Ban Dich vu viéc Truyén thong Khac/ Khong

be lam biét
Téng 2012 (n=765) 56,5 30,0 6,1 0,5 7,0
Gigi tinh cua ngudi di cu
\[og 58,9 28,4 5,1 0,5 7,1
Nam 54,5 31,3 6,9 0,4 6,9
Tudi ctia ngudi di cu
Tudi>30 54,0 31,2 6,5 0,6 7,7
30=<TuBi<40 59,5 31,1 6,8 0,0 2,7
Tudi>=40 75,0 15,6 0,0 0,0 9,4

Granovetter (1973) xem xét mdi quan hé giita s&'c manh cia mdt mang x3 hdi va trién
vong cong viéc. Ong I1&p ludn r&ng mot mang Iudi cd nhan cé quan hé 1dng 1éo 1am ting xac
suat tim ki€m dugc mot cong viéc hon so véi cac mang udi quan hé than thiét chat ché. Mai
qguan hé than thiét chat ché bao gébm cac thanh vién gia dinh va ban be than. Cac ca nhéan
trong m6t mang Iugi than thiét cé xu hudng giong nhau va dugc ti€p can vdi cung loai thong
tin. Do nhitng ngudi ban than hoac gia dinh chu yéu sGng trong cung mot khu vuc, vay nén
c6 xu hudng trung lap ddi véi nhitng ngudi ma ho tudng tac véi va do dod, cac thong tin dudc
truy@n qua mang lugi nay dé trung I8p véi nhitng thong tin ma ho da tirg nhan dugc. Do dé
ca nhan cé nhiéu kha ndng da biét nhitng thdng tin cé sén thdng qua mot mang ludi vai cac
maGi quan hé than. Néu chung toi dinh nghia mang Iugi quan hé véi «ngudi than hoac ban béx»
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nhu cac moéi quan hé than, két qua cua thu dudc tlr cudc diéu tra cé phan trai ngugc trén mot

s0 khia canh véi gia thuyét cua Granovetter khi s6 liéu cho thdy cac mang Iudi ngudi than co

hiéu qua nhat trong qua trinh tim ki€m viéc lam cho ngudi di cu Viét Nam. Nghién clfu chuyén

sdu dudc tién hanh sau nay sé di sau tim hiéu cac kénh ma qua dé ngudi di cu tim hiéu vé cg

héi viéc lam va muiic d0 ma cac mang xa héi va cac méi quan hé tac dong vao qua trinh nay.
Hinh 9.1: Thu nhap trung binh tir viéc lam cta ngudi di cu (‘000 VND)

Trinh d& hoc van Gidvi tinh Dén tic

el el 50000
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Thu nhap cua ngudi di cu theo bao cdo cua cac ho gia dinh cé ngudi di cu dugc trinh
bay trong Hinh 9.1. Gidi han cla cudc diéu tra khéng cho phép tdng hgp téng thu nhép cla
ngudi di cu nén chi cé thu nhap tir viéc lam dudc trinh bay. Thu nhap binh quan tlr viéc lam cua
ngudi di cu trong mau 13 43,5 triéu ddng mdi ndm. Con s6 trung binh nay thay doi theo cua
trinh d0 hoc van, gidi tinh, va ly do di cu clia ngudi di cu. Khdng may ngac nhién khi ngudi di
cu da hoan tat trung hoc ki€m dugc thu nhap cao han so véi ngudi di cu cd trinh d6 gido duc
th&p hon. Ngusi di cur «van con di hoc» cé thu nhap thap nhat (18 triéu dong) tir viéc 1am. Két
qua nay phu hdp véi phat hién ngudi di cu tré tudi (dudi 30 tudi) cé thu nhdp thdp han nhiéu
so véi ngudi di cu 18n tubi hon. Thu nhép cla ngudi di cu’ 1a nam cao hon nhiéu so v3i phu ni?
di cu, m6t phan phan dnh mot s bat binh ddng gidi trong thi trudng lao déng, viéc lam & Viét
Nam. Tudng tu nhu vay, thu nhap binh quan cda ngudi di cu khéng phai ngugi Kinh thap han
nhiéu so véi ngudi di cu la ngudi dan toc Kinh.

Han 25% ho gia dinh c6 ngudi di cu nhan dudc tién nhung coé su khac biét I8n gilta cac
tinh. Vi du, tai Nghé An hdn mét nlra s6 h6 gia dinh cé ngudi di cu nhan dudc tién gui trong
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khi con s6 nay chi la 6% cho cac hé gia dinh cé ngudi di cu 8 Lam Dong. Bang cha y 1a, nhiing
ngudi di cu tir Nghé An cé muc thu nhép cao nhat

Bang 9.10 trinh bay cac théng ké vé mot s6 ly do tai sao nhirng ngudi di cu gui tién vé
cho cac hd gia dinh & qué. M3c du cé quy mdé mau nho, muc dich phd bién nhat cua tién gui
dé danh cho chi tiéu thuc pham vdi 58,8% trén tdng mau véi ty 1é déc biét cao quan sat dugc
tai cac tinh Lai Chau, D3k Nong va Long An. Tiét kiém la ly do quan trong th( hai giai thich
cho viéc nhirng ngudi di cu g tién véi 33,8% téng hd nhén dudc tién guli cb ly do tiét kiém.
Khanh Hoa cé ty |é cao nhat cac ho gia dinh nhan tién gui vé cho cac chi phi gido duc véi mic
40%. Nghé An Ia tinh duy nh&t ma cac hd gia dinh nhan tién gui vé dé xay nha &.

Bang 9.10: Muc dich cuta tién gui (%)

I‘r,‘@:ﬁ f!(:rqhgtién Thic an ;:Zle:g Nha & Chi,\,tiéu C!1’i tiéu Giao duc

guii Kkhac y té giao duc
Téng 2012 (n=538) 25,3 58,8 26,5 0,7 18,4 13,2 33,8
Tinh
Ha Tay (n=110) 11,8 46,2 38,5 0,0 30,8 7,7 30,8
Lao Cai (n=19) 10,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 50,0 0,0 50,0
Phi Tho (n=66) 19,7 53,8 15,4 0,0 15,4 15,4 53,8
Lai Chau (n=10) 10,0 100,0 100,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Dién Bién (n=18) 27,8 20,0 40,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Nghé An (n=106) 53,8 63,2 19,3 1,8 8,8 17,5 33,3
Quang Nam (n=92) 20,6 63,2 36,8 0,0 15,8 10,5 47,4
Khanh Hoa (n=22) 22,7 40,0 0,0 0,0 40,0 40,0 40,0
DAk LAk (n=30) 16,7 20,0 40,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 20,0
DAk Néng (n=23) 21,7 100,0 20,0 0,0 80,0 0,0 40,0
Lam Déng (n=16) 6,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 100
Long An (n=26) 38,5 90,0 50,0 0,0 40,0 10,0 0,0
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Ngheo nhat (n=64) 20,8 46,7 26,7 0,0 6,7 26,7 26,7
Ngheo nhi (n=92) 20,2 57,1 19,0 0,0 28,6 19,0 33,3
Trung binh (n=117) 36,1 71,1 36,8 0,0 13,2 7,9 34,2
Giau nhi (n=110) 29,2 57,1 21,4 0,0 17,9 10,7 32,1
Giau nhat (n=154) 19,9 51,5 21,2 3,0 24,2 12,1 36,4
GiGi tinh cua chu ho
Nit (n=103) 28,2 62,1 34,5 0,0 10,3 17,2 34,5
Nam (n=435) 24,6 57,9 24,3 0,9 20,6 12,1 33,6
Dan téc cua chua hd
Khong phai Kinh (n=68) 17,6 41,7 33,3 0,0 16,7 16,7 33,3
Kinh (n=470) 26,4 60,5 25,8 0,8 18,5 12,9 33,9

Ghi chu: Cac hé nhén dudc tién giri dé dung cho nhiéu hon mét muc dich, vdy nén céc hang cé thé khéng cé téng
100 phén trdm. COt dau tién cho thdy ty I1é cua tat cd cdc hé nhén dugc tién gui. Nhitng cot khac cho théy ty Ié tién
gui cac ho gia dinh nhédn dugc cho nhitng muc dich dugc xac dinh.
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Cac ho gia dinh trong nhom thu nhap trung binh cé xac sudt cao nhat tién gui vé sur
dung cho thuc phdm (71%) va tiéu thu khac (36,8%), so véi ty 1é trung binh 58,8% va 26,5%
cho toan bé mau. Tuy nhién, cdc nhédm thu nhap trung binh ctia ho gia dinh cling c6 ty 1& thap
nhat cla tién gui vé cho chi tiéu gido duc. Ngoai ra, kha nang tién gli dugc sir dung cho chi
tiéu gido duc trong nhédm hdé nghéo nhat cao han nhom ho giau nhat (26,7% so véi 12,1%).

Nhu trinh bay trong Bang 9.11, mét ty & 18n cac hd gia dinh vé thdm gia dinh moi
thang mot I1an hoac ba thang mot Ian trong khi chi cé 10% ngudi di cu khéng bao gid vé tham
gia dinh. Trong thuc t€, hau hét ngudi di cu thudng xuyén lién lac vdi gia dinh cdia ho. Mrc do
ti€p xuc gilra ngudi di cu va cac thanh vién trong gia dinh cang cao thi dong tién gui vé dugc
mong dgi la cang I&n cang I8n. Tuy nhién, s6 liéu thuc té tur diéu tra khong phan anh diéu nay
va nguyén nhan cla né co thé sé dudc di sdu tim nhiéu trong nghién cltu chuyén sau trong
tuong lai.

Bang 9.11: MGi quan hé giilra ngudi di cu va gia dinh cua ho (%)

Lién lac véi gia dinh: Tham gia dinh:
Mot Mot Khén
Hang Hang Hang 3-6 nam Khong Hang Hang 3-6 nam baog
ngay tuan thang thang hodc baogid tudn thang thang hodc i
hon hon 9
Gidi tinh ngudi di cu:
N
(n=374) 78 48,1 29,7 8,8 2,7 2,9 10,6 28,9 283 234 88
Nam
n 9,7 44,8 32,5 11,0 1,8 0,3 8,5 30,8 332 17,2 10,3
(n=390)
Nhém chi tiéu luveng thuc thuc phdm
Ngheo
nhat 3,7 37,8 36,6 17,1 3,7 1,2 7,2 360 264 20,0 10,4
(n=82)
Ngheo nhi
(ne126) 40 43,7 33,3 12,7 1,6 4,8 10,8 42,3 29,2 10,0 7,7
Trung binh
(ne167) 156 37,7 35,9 9,0 1,8 0,0 80 32,1 339 188 7,1
Giau nhi ¢ 5 56,2 26,8 5,9 2,6 2,0 12,9 23,4 29,8 22,6 11,3
(n=153)
Giau nhat g o 50,6 27,7 8,9 2,1 09 87 199 32,3 280 11,2
(n:235) ! ! I 7 ! I’ 7 ! ! I !
—
(::‘-;63) 8,8 46,4 31,2 9,8 2,2 1,6 9,5 302 304 203 9,7
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9.5. Xa hoi nong thon va di cu

Culc khao sat VARHS cling dat ra cac cau hoi véi cac ho gia dinh vé mot loai van dé
ngudi di cu cé thé phai d6i mat trong cdng ddng dia phuong ti€p nhén ho bao gom tiép can
dat dai, tim kiém viéc lam, d6i mat vai cac xung dot, ti€p can gido duc, cham soc y t€ va viéc
st dung cac dich vu xa hoi, khac biét van hda va phan biét ddi x(r. Bang 9.12 cho thay nhirng
van dé I6n nhat déi véi ngudi nhap cu, dudi con mat cua nhitng hd gia dinh cé ngudi di cu la
van dé ti€p can dat dai (45,1%) va tim kiém viéc lam (45,5%). Viéc lam va dat dai la hai yéu
t& quyét dinh quan trong nhat dé€ mot ngudi di cu 6n dinh cudc s6ng tai ndi ho chuyén dén,
ca hai diéu dé cling rat quan trong doi vdi viéc xac dinh thu nhap va sinh ké ctia ngudi di cu.

O Dék L3k, 64,8% hd gia dinh cho r&ng ngudi di cu c6 v&n dé trong ti€p can dat dai
trong khi 52,7% cho rdng ho c6 van dé trong tim ki€m viéc lam. Ngugc lai, ty 1& nay thadp hon
nhiéu & tinh Lai Chau véi ty 1& hé cho rang ngudi di cu gdp nhitng van dé nhu vay (tuong ('ng
la 25,2% va 31,8%).

Ti€p can cac dich vu céng nhu gido duc, y t€ va cac dich vu xa hdi cling gop phan vao
nhitng van dé ngudi di cu phai d6i mat theo danh gid clia cac h6 gia dinh VARHS véi ty |é
tuong U'ng 17,2%, 17,3%, va 11,9% cac hd gia dinh cho rang ngudi di cu tir hé gia dinh cla
ho gdp nhitng vdn d& nhu vay. It hd bao cdo r&ng ngudi di cu phai ddi mat vai cac van dé lién
quan dén phén biét d&i xr (4,7%), mac du c6 kha ndng |a trong xa ndi ngudi di cu’ chuyén tdi
ho phai d6i mat vdi nhiéu van lién quan khac nhu ti€p can viéc lam, gido duc, dich vu céng
cdng, va cham sdc sic khoe, day cling Ia van dé ndi cdm. Phan biét d6i x(r d6i vdi ngudi di cu
dudng nhu phd bién hon vdi nhitng ngudi di cu tir Lao Cai va Nghé An .

Bang 9.12: Nhirng van dé ngudi di cu doi mat trong cac xa VARHS, (%)

Tiép can Tiép can Xung dét Xung Xung Giado Cham Tiép can Hoa Phéan
dat dai viéc lam dat dai dot lao dot duc s6c sirc  dich vu nhap biét
dong khac khoe XH van héa doi xuor
Ha Tay 38,3 34,5 4,6 4,1 7,0 14,6 14,5 7,1 9,5 2,9
Lao Cai 63,5 51,4 20,6 6,5 17,8 11,2 17,8 13,1 42,1 11,2
Phu Tho 52,0 72,9 2,6 10,3 2,1 28,6 32,9 19,9 18,6 5,8
Lai Chau 25,2 31,8 3,0 0,0 16,3 34,1 32,6 37,8 32,6 3,7
bién Bién 32,8 38,2 3,0 3,0 15,3 19,8 19,1 8,4 7,6 2,3
Nghé An 53,1 46,9 12,3 10,5 3,1 16,2 14,5 2,2 8,8 15,3
Quang Nam 29,0 35,5 1,8 3,0 6,5 7,1 8,9 3,5 10,6 0,6
Khanh Hoa 41,8 44,5 5,4 1,8 10,0 13,6 2,7 3,6 2,7 1,8
Dak Lik 64,8 52,7 12,7 8,5 6,7 13,9 9,7 17,0 26,7 4,8
Dak Néng 60,1 56,6 2,8 1,4 5,6 7,7 10,5 15,4 4,9 0,7
Lam Dong 38,7 33,7 1,2 0,0 6,2 11,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Long An 53,1 44,2 5,9 8,8 12,4 21,8 23,6 18,6 15,3 6,5
Khong phai Kinh 43,0 46,4 5,7 2,5 11,0 25,0 24,6 19,3 22,5 4,4
Kinh 45,6 45,3 5,6 6,5 7,1 15,2 15,4 10,0 11,9 4,8
Téng 45,1 45,5 5,6 5,7 7,9 17,2 17,3 11,9 14,1 4,7
N=2,741
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9.6. Tom tat

Tinh trang di cu kha phé bién trong cac ho gia dinh VARHS 2012: gan 20% hd gia dinh
bdo cdo co it nhat mét thanh vién trong gia dinh di cu. Ty |1é€ hd gia dinh c6 ngudi di cu tam
thdi cao han rat nhiéu so vdi cac ho gia dinh c6 nguGi di cu lau dai. Di cu dén céac tinh khac
phd bién hon di cu trong pham vi tinh, nhung rat it hd cé ngudi di cu’ ra nudc ngoai. Co hdi
viéc lam va gido duc la hai ly do chinh cho viéc di cu.

Hau hét ngudi di cu tuong ddi tré véi dd tudi trung binh 24,7. Ty 1& ngudi di cu 1a nam gidi cao
hon. Nhidu ngudi di cu’ con doc than (67%) va van con di hoc (37,4%). Hau hét ngusi di cu
(38,5%) da hoan thanh trung hoc phd thdng trong khi chi c6 0,9% ngugi di cu khdng cé thé
doc va viét. Mdc du nhiéu chuong trinh dao tao cho lao ddng néng thén da dudc trién khai bdi
Chinh pht trong nhitng ndm gan day, 63% ngudi di cu trong mau diéu tra da khéng tham du
bat ky hinh thirc dao tao nghé nghiép chuyén mén nao. Két qua nay cho thay cac nha hoach
dinh chinh sach va cac cd quan thuc thi chinh sach can phai xem xét lai cdc muc tiéu va hiéu
qua cla cac chuong trinh dao tao nghé.

DGi véi viéc lam va thu nhap cho ngugi di cu, hau hét ngudi di cu tu tim viéc lam hoac
thong qua ban bé&/ngudi than cua ho. Chi c6 mot ty 1é nhd ngudi di cu dua vao su hd trg cla
cac dich vu viéc lam hodc cac phudng tién truyén thdng dé tim viéc lam. Diéu nay cling chi
ra rang cac chuong trinh cta chinh phua trong viéc thac ddy viéc lam khong cé hiéu qua & cac
tinh VARHS. MOt y nghia cta phat hién nay la hiéu qua cta chuadng trinh tao viéc lam & khu
vuc ndng thén can phai dugc xem xét va sap xép lai.

Thu nhap binh quan clia ngudi di cu trong mau 13 43 triéu ddng mdi ndm vdi su’ chénh
léch 16n gilra cac nhdm ngudi di cu khac nhau. Ngudi di cu cd trinh do hoc van cao hon, |a
nam gidi, la ngudi dan téc Kinh, va di cu vi cd hoi cong viéc ki€Em dugc thu nhéap cao han. Tuy
nhién, chi c6 khodng moét phan tu cac ho gia dinh cé ngudi di cu nhan dudgc tién tir cac thanh
vién di cu ctia ho méc du van lién lac thudng xuyén véi nhau.

CuGi cung, cac ho gia dinh c6 ngudi di cu cling néu mot s6 van dé ma ngudi di cu phai
dGi mat tai nci & mdi cua ho, cho thady ngudi di cu phai chiu nhiéu van dé xa hoi , phan biét
doéi xur hon so v@i cac thanh vién khac trong cong dong. Do ty I€é cao cua di cu trong nudc &
Viét Nam hién nay va cé thé sé& con tiép tuc trong tuong lai, dm bao hd trg cho ngudi di cu
tai cdc cdng dong ti€p nhén 1& mot thach thirc chinh sach néi cdm d6i vai Chinh pha.
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CHUONG 10: VON XA HOI, CAC VAN PE XA HOI VA HANH PHUC

10.1. Gigi thiéu

VGn xa hoi ton tai trong mGi quan hé gilta con ngudi v8i con ngudi. Cac hinh thai quan
trong ctia v8n x& hdi bao gdm niém tin, chudn muc va cdc mang xa hdi chinh thirc va phi chinh
thic (Putnam 1993). Coleman (1988) md ta lam thé nao von xa hoi trong gia dinh va céng
déng cé thé mang lai nhitng két qua quan trong nhu hinh thanh vén con ngudi. Chuong 10
diéu tra mot vai khia canh khac nhau cta vén x& hoi bao gom cac hoat dong trong mang xa
hoi chinh thirc va phi chinh thirc, niém tin va quan diém vé mic dd phé bién ctia mét sé hién
tugng nhu sir dung ma tdy, tdi pham, trém cdp, cd bac & cp x&. Nhirng diéu nay cé thé dugc
xem nhu céc chi tiéu phan anh vén xa héi. Chuong nay ciing tim hiéu quan diém vé murc dé va
ngudn gbc cua hanh phuc. Trong nhitng nam gan day, cac nha kinh té tap trung nhiéu han vao
nghién clu thuc nghiém vé hanh phuc (vi du nhu Layard 2006, Kahneman va Deaton 2010).

Céc thudc do chu quan vé hanh phuc, nhu cac chi tiéu hanh phlc da nhac téi & trén,
cb thé dugc coi nhu mot thudc do truc tiép han ddi vdi nhitng quan diém kinh té& ly thuyét nhu
“lgi ich” hay “phtic Igi” so véi tiéu diing hodc thu nhap, nhitng chi tiéu ma cac nha kinh té& van
thudng quan téam. Cac thudc do hanh phlc chd quan dudc cho la dang tin cay khi danh gia
muc do hanh phuic ciia mot ca nhan. Cac nghién clru co gia tri da ti€n hanh so sanh cau tra IJi
chd quan cla ca nhan véi cac thuc nghiém trong phong thi nghiém nham danh gid mirc hanh
phic khach quan béng cdch do nét mat va giong ndi.

Cai goi la “ngudi cung cap thoéng tin” vé mulc d6 hanh phic cia mot ca nhan chinh Ia
ba con ho hang cua ngudi doé tir dé cho thay hiéu qua cua cac cach do ludng chu quan. Nhin
chung, cach do chd quan niém hanh phuc hay thudc do hanh phic cé6 mdc d6 tuong quan cao
v@i cach do hanh phuc tir ca thi nghiém va ngudi cung cdp thong tin 1a cac mGi quan hé than
thi€t véi ngudi dudc danh gid, vi vay phuong phap cht quan vé hanh phudc nhin chung dugc
coi la c6 co s vitng chéc (xem vi du cua Diener 1984; Veenhoven 1984).

Chuadng 10 gom cé: phéan 10.2 mé ta ty |1é tham gia cua ho trong cac nhém chinh thrc,
déc diém cha nhém va Idi ich ma ho dat dugc khi tham gia nhém. Phan 10.3 tim hiéu cac
nhom phi chinh thirc va phan 10.4 mo ta thai do ddi vdi niém tin. Ngudn thong tin ma cac ho
st dung dudgc trinh bay trong phan 10.5. Phan 10.6 mo ta két qua danh gia vé mdc do nghiém
trong clia cac van dé lién quan dén tdi pham, ma tdy va cd bac. Cudi cling, phan 10.7 thé hién
két qua vé hanh phuc va danh gia vé cac yéu té anh hudng dén hanh phic va thanh cong kinh
té va phan 10.8 la két luan.
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10.2. Cac mang ludi chinh thic

Nh{tng nhdm chinh thic I6n nhat & Viét Nam ngoai Dang Cong san la boan Thanh nién,
Hoi phu nit, Cong doan va Hbéi néng dan. Nhitng t6 chlic ndy dudgc thanh 1ap chinh thiic hodc
c6 tinh hgp phdp vé muc dich va su ton tai cia nd. Cac td chiic nay cling dudc coi la cac “té
chlrc quan chidng”, hoat déng nhu cac nhom chinh tri xa hoi lién két gilta ngudi dan va Bang
cong san.

Bang 10.1: Thanh vién theo cac nhém (%)

Ho gia dinh cé it nhat mot thanh vién tham gia...

Nhom HOi
Bat ki Poan HOi HOi cuvu  sd thich Nhom ngudgi
nhém Pang thanh HOi nong chién nong ton cao
nao Cdng san nién  phu nir dan binh dan giao tuoi
Tinh
Ha Tay 88,9 8,2 18,6 63,4 32,0 16,2 4,9 0,5 25,6
Lao Cai 85,0 1,9 9,3 53,3 64,5 11,2 0,9 0,0 14,0
Phu Tho 97,9 11,8 17,8 74,1 55,5 24,6 5,5 6,0 22,3
Lai Chau 82,8 17,2 17,9 59,0 26,1 9,0 0,0 0,0 14,2
Dién Bién 86,9 16,9 16,9 63,8 46,2 16,2 0,0 0,0 17,7
Nghé An 99,1 8,2 19,7 63,4 32,0 11,2 0,0 0,4 29,7
Quang Nam 94,7 1,9 18,6 53,3 64,5 24,6 0,0 0,3 28,4
Khanh Hoa 95,5 11,8 9,3 74,1 55,5 9,0 0,0 0,0 29,5
P&k Lak 83,5 17,2 17,8 59,0 26,1 16,2 2,4 5,5 11,6
Dak Néng 82,1 16,9 17,9 63,8 46,2 11,2 0,0 0,7 11,0
Lam Ddng 92,2 8,2 16,9 63,4 32,0 24,6 0,0 1,3 18,2
Long An 65,8 1,9 19,7 53,3 64,5 9,0 0,0 0,6 20,5
GiGi tinh cua chu ho
NTr 86,4 12,4 22,1 66,8 37,3 8,6 3,3 0,6 37,7
Nam 88,5 13,5 25,7 71,9 58,5 21,5 3,0 2,6 18,0
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhat 92,0 2,4 11,1 53,9 43,1 6,9 0,3 0,9 24,4
Nghéo nhi 94,1 7,3 14,0 61,8 45,1 11,7 0,2 2,1 21,2
Trung binh 95,2 6,9 14,3 64,7 47,3 13,1 0,7 2,7 25,8
Giau nhi 94,0 9,8 17,2 59,9 40,2 13,5 2,9 1,1 20,6
Giau nhéat 95,8 14,5 21,8 65,0 38,7 14,8 4,5 0,7 20,2

N=2.741

Chi y: Cac nhdém vdi ti 1é ngudi tham gia nhd hon 1% khéng dugc thé hién trén bang nay. Nhitng nhém dé la Hiép hdi
s’ dung nudc, Hiép héi kinh doanh, Nhém tai chinh/tin dung vi mé, Hop tac x4, Nhém thé thao va Héi chif thap do.

Chinh x@c thi tu cdch thanh vién cta cac hdi nhém nhu Doan thanh nién gitp thic day
su nghiép cua cac thanh vién do. Theo Dalton va cong su (2001) tham gia vao cac nhém xa
hoi hd trg su phat trién cac ki ndng giao ti€p can thiét cho qua trinh phat trién cia mot xa hoi
hién dai. Bang 10.1 mo ta so liéu vé cac thanh vién trong ho thudc nhém chinh thic véi s6
liéu phan bé theo tinh, gidi tinh ctia cht hd va nhédm chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phdm.
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Ty 1€ cac ho co it nhat mot thanh vién tham gia cac nhdm chinh thic la 88% va ty 1€
nay khac nhau gitfa cac tinh. O Nghé An thudc khu vuc Bic Trung B0, chling toi thay ty 1& ho
c6 it nhat mot thanh vién tham gia cac nhdm chinh thirc Ia I6n nhat (99%) trong khi Long An
3 dong bang séng Clu Long coé ty |é thdp nhét 1a 65%. Lao Cai va Quang Nam cd ty 1&é hd cé
thanh vién la Dang vién rat thap va ty 1é hé tham gia H6i ndbng dan tuong doi cao. Cac tinh &
Tay Nguyén co ty Ié ho cd ngudi la Bang vién cao nhat (khodng 17%). Co rat it su khac biét
gilta xac suat tham gia cia cac ho cé chu ho la nam va cac hé c6 cha hé la nir.

Vé& nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phdm, cac hé 8 nhém trung binh va nhém giau nhét
cd xac xuat tham gia nhédm cao nhét. Téng céng cb 95,8% cac hd giau nhét 1a thanh vién cla
cac hoi nhdm so va@i 92,0% ho ngheo nhat. Mirc do giau coé ty |1é thuan cao vdi viéc tham gia
vao cac h6i nhdm. Chi s6 nay cho thay nhitng h6 giau han cé von xa hoi I8n han, va m6i quan
hé nay sé dudc chung t6i dé cap xuyén sudt trong Chucng 10.

Trong Bang 10.2 ching t8i md ta cac dic diém chinh cia mdi nhdm dugc néu trén.

Bang 10.2: Pic di€ém cua cac nhém

Nhom gap hang Thanh vién tham gia Phi hang ném

Nhom thang hoac thudng phéan Ién cac cudc 000 VND SO quan sat
xuyén hon (%) hop (%) (median)
Tong 2012 28,2 61,8 15 5.406
Dang Cong san 41,2 77,3 180 763
Doan thanh nién 41,5 64,0 46,5 1.437
Hbi phu nir 27,7 62,7 60 4.068
H6i nong dan 23,9 61,5 30 3.132
Ho6i cyu chién binh 25,8 69,8 48 1.097
Nhém s@ thich nong dan 25,6 57,4 48 176
Nhém ton gido 49,1 72,7 0 161
Hoi ngudi cao tudi 26,3 58,4 24 1.573

N=5.406 thanh vién tham gia cac nhém.

Co khoang 62% s6 thanh vién clia cac nhom thudng xuyén tham gia cac cudc hop. Cé
su khac biét dang k& trong su tham gia hdi hop gilta cdc nhdm khac nhau. Bang trén cho thay
khoang 28% cac nhom hop hang thang hoac thudng xuyén haon, bang Céng san, Doan thanh
nién va Nhom ton gido la cac nhédm hop thudng xuyén nhat.
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Bang 10.3: Lgi ich tir viéc tham gia nhém (%)

Lgi ich chinh tir viéc tham gia nhém nay la gi? (%)

) ’Mang Iainlqi B Pia viva o Lgi ic’:h Nﬁn_gm ) Khéng
Nhom ich cho cong Lgi ich quanhéxda Giditri vésdc cao kién Khac , .,

déng kinh t& héi khée  thirc co ich
Téng 2012 36,8 9,3 9,4 19,1 6,2 14,7 3,3 0,7
Dang Cong san 39,2 6,7 22,9 11,5 3,7 14,6 0,6 0,7
Doan thanh nién 36,0 8,7 8,8 18,2 4,8 15,2 7,8 0,5
Hoi phu nir 36,7 9,7 9,0 18,2 4,9 17,4 3,1 1,1
HOi ndng dan 33,9 11,7 7,6 16,4 4,8 21,4 3,1 1,1
Ho6i cyu chién binh 34,8 6,0 12,0 21,9 51 16,8 2,9 0,5

Nhém sg thich

néng dan 16,8 7,1 14,1 37,5 2,7 13,6 6,0 2,2
Nhém ton gido 42,9 0,6 12,4 17,5 4,0 19,2 3,4 0,0
H&i ngudi cao tudi 32,6 7,6 8,1 25,8 9,3 11,3 4,5 0,8

N=5.406 thanh vién tham gia nhém

Cac hd gia dinh coi “Igi ich cho cdng ddng” la ly do quan trong nhat dé tham gia nhém,
déc biét 1a Nhdm tdn gido va Bang Cdng san. Diéu nay cb thé cho thdy cac cd nhan tham gia
nhédm khong chi vi Igi ich cd nhan ma con vi cong dong.

Ly do quan trong th( hai dudc dua ra la giai tri, ti€p theo la ki€n thiric va Igi ich kinh
té. Dia vi xa hdi va cdc mbi quan hé 1a Igi ich quan trong dé tham gia Pang céng san va Hoi
cuu chién binh.

10.3. Cac mang luéi phi chinh thirc

Trong phan trudc, chiing téi da tim hiéu vé cdc mang Iudi chinh thirc. Trong phan nay,
chiing t6i xem xét cdc mang ludgi phi chinh th{c. Mang Iugi phi chinh thic khac véi mang IuGi
chinh thirc & chd né dudc tao ra bdi cac sang kién ca nhan. Nhitng mang Iugi nay cé thé déng
vai tro thay thé& cho bao hiém va tin dung chinh thiec.

Phan 10.3 trinh bay s& liéu vé cac yéu t6 quan trong cla vén x3 hdi nhu su hd trg
trong trudng hop khan c8p va céc chi s8 vé mang ludi xa hdi dugc thé hién bang s8 dam cudi
ma ho tham du.

Bang 10.4 cho th&y ty 1& cac hd cho biét ho cd ngudn hd trg tai chinh trong trudng hop
kh&n cép cling nhu ty 1& gitp d& tir ho hang.
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Bang 10.4: Cac mang lugdi phi chinh thirc (%)

Ty I€ ho c6 it nhat mot

ngudi giup dd trong trudng Ty 18 ho c6 ngudi giap 45

hop khan cap la ho hang
Téng 2012 91,0 73,7
Tinh
Ha Tay 85,0 71,9
Lao Cai 99,1 83,2
Phu Tho 93,7 80,6
Lai Chau 94,8 76,9
bién Bién 87,7 73,8
Nghé An 99,6 82,1
Quang Nam 78,1 58,6
Khanh Hoa 100,0 82,1
Pak Lak 95,7 74,4
bak Noéng 94,5 66,9
Lam Ddng 98,7 84,4
Long An 94,3 71,7
Gigi tinh cua chu ho
N 88,7 71,5
Nam 91,6 74,3
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhét 89,5 74,3
Nghéo nhi 89,1 73,0
Trung binh 92,1 77,0
Giau nhi 92,8 71,9
Giau nhat 91,3 72,0

N=2.741

Khoang chin trong mudi hd dudc diéu tra déu co ai dd dé nhd gilp dd vé tién bac trong
trudng hgp khan cép. Ty 1& hd dudc khao sat c6 mdt ngudi giup d8 khi can thiét 16n hon mot
chit trong trudng hdp chd hd 1a nam, thé hién c6 phan biét gidi tinh 8 mdc dd nao dé. Trong
hau hét cac trudng hop, nhitng ngudi gitp dd la ba con ho hang vdi ho, cho thay mdi quan hé
ho hang chat ché - déc di€ém mang tinh dién hinh trong x& hdi néng thén Viét Nam.

M6t ngudn vén quan trong tao nén vén x& hdi ¢ Viét Nam, va mot cd hdi dé duy tri
mang Iudi, 1a ddm cudi. Bang 10.5 cho thay ty 1& hd tham gia ddm cudi hodc td chirc ddm cudi
hay tiéc sinh nhat.

Xét tdng thé, hau nhu tat cd cidc hd déu tham du it nhdt mot ddm cudi trong ndm
trudc. Nhitng ho c6 chu ho 1a nam cé xu hudng tham gia nhiéu han. Nhdm hd nghéo nhat it
tham gia cac dam cudi, cé |1€ do han ché& vé nguon luc kinh té€ va mang Iudi xa héi. Thanh vién
clia nhom nghéo nhat trung binh tham du mudGi dam cudi trong khi nhom giau nhat tham du
trung binh 20 dam cudi. Diéu nay moét Ian nita cho thdy cac hd nghéo kém may man hon vé
von xa hoi.
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Bang 10.5: Pam cudi va Sinh nhat

Ty Ié ho tham gia it
nhat moét dam cudi
trong nam qua (%)

S6 lugng dam cudi Ty lé ho t6 chirc Ty lé ho t6 chirc
tham du (median) dam cudi (%) sinh nhat (%)

Toéng 2012 98,7 15 6,4 6,4
Tinh

Ha Tay 99,5 20 7,7 8,3
Lao Cai 99,1 7 10,3 7,5
Pha Tho 99,5 20 8,9 5,8
Lai Chau 96,3 6 1,5 1,5
Pién Bién 99,2 10 9,2 1,5
Nghé An 99,1 20 5,2 2,2
Quang Nam 97,3 10 5,3 0,3
Khanh Hoa 99,1 10 3,6 1,8
bak Lak 99,4 12 7,3 6,7
D&k Néng 100,0 10 9,0 0,7
Lam Ddng 98,7 11 6,5 1,3
Long An 96,7 10 2,4 5,1
Gigi tinh caa chu ho

\[vg 97,9 12 5,6 4,0
Nam 98,8 15 6,6 4,5
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham

Nghéo nhét 97,2 10 5,7 0,4
Nghéo nhi 98,7 12 6,7 1,9
Trung binh 99,4 15 5,5 3,3
Giau nhi 98,9 15 6,6 5,9
Giau nhat 99,1 20 7,7 10,1
N =2741

Ty 1& ho t6 chirc tiéc sinh nhat kha nho. Co it hon 0,5% hd nghéo nhét td chirc tiéc sinh
nhat so v8i 10% hd giau nhat. Diéu nay cé thé do td chirc sinh nhat khdng phai la hoat ddng
mang tinh truyén théng & Viét Nam. Tuy nhién, ty 1& cac hd giau td chiic sinh nhat téng 1én
cho thay anh hudng cta hoi nhéap van hda quéc té€ dé€n mot bo phan xa hoi Viét Nam.

10.4. Niém tin

Phan 10.4 thé hién cac bang chling qua khao sat c6 lién quan dén thai dé cua hd vdi
niém tin. Trong Bang 10.6 chldng t6i quan sat thai do vdi niém tin cla cac hé dugc phdéng van.

Nhu d& nhéc tdi trong phan gidi thiéu, niém tin la mét khia canh quan trong cua von xa
hoi. Niém tin trong mot cong ddng cé thé hd trg cac két qua kinh t& nhu viéc giao thudng budn
ban gilra hai dG6i tac khong quen biét nhau trudc. Cac ca nhan séng trong xa hoi cé niém tin
cao c6 xu hudng s dung it ngudn luc hon cho viéc bao vé va héi 16. (Knack va Keefer, 1997).
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Bang 10.6: Thai do ddi véi niém tin (%)

Ty Ié ho dong y véi nhan dinh:

"Trong xa nay moi ngudi phai can than
vi ¢6 nhitng ngudi ban khdng thé tin
tudng dugc”

""Hau hét moi ngudi néi chung that
tha va c6 thé tin tuéng dugc”

Téng 2012 87,2 41,8
Tinh

Ha Tay 89,9 57,8
Lao Cai 70,1 55,1
Phi Tho 88,0 40,3
Lai Chau 90,3 34,3
Dién Bién 90,8 20,0
Nghé An 91,3 78,6
Quang Nam 78,1 23,4
Khanh Hoa 98,2 19,6
Dak Lak 87,8 51,8
D&k Nong 74,5 48,3
Lam Doéng 96,1 5,2
Long An 89,9 24,4
Gigi tinh cua chu ho

\[og 85,6 44,2
Nam 87,6 41,2

Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham

Ngheo nhat 88,2 40,3
Nghéo nhi 88,1 41,3
Trung binh 87,5 46,7
Giau nhi 86,9 39,3
Giau nhéat 85,3 41,3
N = 2.741

Bang trén cho thdy khoang 87% hd ddng y vdi nhan dinh hdu hét moi ngudi cdm thay c6 thé
tin tudng ngudi khac. Mac du ty Ié hé ddng y rang nhin chung cé thé tin tudng ngudi khac cao
nhung gan 42% s8 hd cho rang cé nhitng ngudi ban khéng thé tin dugc.

HO giau nhin chung it tin tudng ngudi khac han nhitng ho nghéo hon. Cac cha ho la
nam to ra tin tudng ngudi khac nhiéu hon mot chut so vGi cac chu ho la nit. Thong tin chi tiét
vé thai do clia ngudi ngoai gia dinh trong bGi canh nén ndng nghiép truyén théng va nho gido
xin xem trong bao cao Dalton va cong su (2001).

10.5. Ngu6n thong tin

Phan nay tim hi€u nhiing nguén théng tin cia hé. Ngudn thdng tin lién quan dén cha dé
v8n xa hdi do mang Iudi chinh thirc va phi chinh thic cé thé ndm trong s& nhitng ngudn théng tin

quan trong nhat, mac du ching téi cling xem xét cac nguon khac.
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Bang 10.7 cho thdy s6 liéu vé cac ngudn thdng tin quan trong d6i véi mdi van dé sau:
san xuat néng nghiép, tin dung va bao hiém, thay déi chinh sach va thi trudng. Bang cho thdy
mang ludi phi chinh thifc gom ngugi than, ban beé va hang xém la nhirng nguon thong tin quan
trong nhat ddi vdi san xuat nong nghiép, ti€p theo la loa phat thanh céng cong va cac don vi
khuyé&n ndng. Cac hd thudng nhan théng tin vé tin dung va bao hiém théng qua ngudi thén,
ban bé&, hang xém hodc tivi, dai phat thanh. Trong khi d6, cac thay déi vé chinh sach thudng
dudc biét dén théng qua tivi, ho hang, ban ve, hang xdm va loa phat thanh cong déng. Ho
hang, ban b&, hang xom ciling nhu tivi 1a nhitng nguon thong tin thi trudng manh nhat. Mot
diéu khéng ngac nhién 1a cac hd thudng trao d6i théng tin thi trudng & cac chd dia phudng.

Tém lai, ho hang, ban bé va hang xém dudc xem la nhirng ngudn quan trong nhat cung
cdp thdng tin cho nhitng hd dugc khao sat, khdng dinh vai trd quan trong clia cdc méi quan hé
xa hdi khéng chinh thirc trong viéc phd bién kién thirc. Mat khac, véi viéce tivi 1 ngudn cung
cap théng tin quan trong th( hai, vai tro clia phudng tién truyén thong hién dai cling dudc
khang dinh.

Bang 10.7: Nguon cung cap thong tin (%)

San xu._lf’:l't nf\)ng Nguon tEn C,E'IC th?y dé‘)’yi Théng tin thi
ngh’!'t_ep va d’t_mg_\Al’a chlnl'! sach cua trudng

khuyén ndng bao hiem chinh phu
Nguon cung cap thong tin:
Ngugi than, ban be, hang xé6m 56,5 53,7 43,4 65,2
Ban tin cong dong 28,3 30,6 22,1 12,6
Loa phat thanh céng cong 49,2 37,9 42,2 22,6
Chd dia phuong 8,4 7,1 9,4 50,1
B&o chi 3,5 7,8 13,8 8,9
Pai phat thanh 5,4 8,6 17,0 11,8
Tivi 36,7 42,5 76,6 63,9
Céc t6 chlc khuyé&n néng 40,2 6,6 4,6 5,1
Cac nhom truyén théng khac 18,3 41,8 21,4 7,2
Hiép héi kinh doanh, nganh hang 0,4 1,3 0,5 1,4
bién thoai di dong 0,4 0,7 0,3 0,8
Internet 0,3 1,0 1,4 1,9
Khéc 3,1 5,3 2,5 4,1

N = 2.741 hé
Luu y: Cac hé dugc yéu cdu liét ké ngudn cung cadp théng tin quan trong tha nhét, tha hai va tha ba. Nhitng ngudn

quan trong thd’ nhéat, thi hai va thi ba dugc tinh nhu nhau (vi du: ho hang nhén gi tri 1a 1 b&t k& né dudc danh gi
la quan trong nhét, quan trong tha hai hay thd ba).

159



DAC BIEM KINH TE NONG THON VIET NAM

10.6. Cac van dé xa hoi

Phan nay dua trén cac sé liéu tlr vong diéu tra méi cia VHRHS nam 2012 nham tim
hi€éu cac thdng tin v& nhan thiic ctia hd ddi vai cac van dé xa hdi & cap xa. Bang hdi cling diéu
tra liéu tdi pham, trdm cap, nghién cap, cd bac va rugu ché & xa cé dudc xem la van dé hay

khong.

Hinh 10.1 cho thdy ty I& hd cho rdng tdi pham la mot van dé nghiém trong hodc kha
nghiém trong & xa cua ho.

Hinh 10.1: Quan diém vé tdi pham
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N=2.741

Hinh trén cho thdy hon 60% nhitng ngudi dugc hdi cho rang tdi pham la van dé nghiém
trong hoac kha nghiém trong & xa. Mc d6 lo ngai cia nhitng ngudi tra I3i cling khac nhau
theo tinh vdi muic lo ngai I6n nhat dugc ghi nhan & Khanh Hoa va Lam Dong trong khi muic
th@p nhat & Long An.
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Hinh 10.2: Quan diém vé trom cap
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Nhifng ngudi tra IGi la nir to ra lo 1dng nhiéu hon ngudi tra IGi la nam. M&i quan hé gilia
cac nhdm chi tiéu va muic dé lo 18ng vé téi pham la yéu va khdng don diéu. Piéu nay cé thé
phan anh tac déng cla cac xu hudng déi lap: ngugdi giau coé nhiéu kha nang gap toi pham vi
ho 1& muc tiéu hap din d6i véi ké trdm tuy nhién nhitng ho kha gia cé thé chi trd nhiéu hon
dé tdng nang luc tu bao vé trudc nhitng tén tdi pham, vi du dau tu vao nha & chat Iugng cao
hon, bdo vé hodc két sat.

Tiép theo chlng ta chuyén sang moét loai tdi pham cu thé, dé Ia trém cap. Cling nhu
cac loai tdi pham ndi chung, trdm cap bi 60% s ngudi dudc phdong van danh gia la mot vén
dé nghiém trong hodc kha nghiém trong, va theo diéu tra hd gia dinh thi mic dd lo 1ang vé
trom cap 16n nhat 8 Khanh Hoa va Lam Dong.

Thai d6 ddi véi téi pham trom cép la nhu nhau gitra chd hd 1a nam va chu ho la nir. M6t
lan nira, khéng cé méi lién quan rd rang gilta nhom chi tiéu luong thuc va mdc dd lo 1dng vé
toi pham. Nhdm nghéo nhat va nhdm giau nhét Ia hai nhom it lo 1dng nhét.

Trong hinh 10.3 ching t6i xem xét ty 1é ho quan tam dén té nan ma tly trong xa.
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Hinh 10.3: Quan di€ém vé sif dung ma tay
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N =2.741

Phéan I6n cac ho trong cudc khao sat déu coi sir dung ma tuy & xa la mot van dé nghiém
trong hodc kha nghiém trong, phan anh tinh trang kinh t& kém phat trién & mét sd nai. Thai
do nay gan nhu giéng nhau d6i véi cha hé la nam va cha ho la nir.

Hinh 10.4 thé& hién ty 1& hd coi nghién rugu la vdn dé nghiém trong hodc kha nghiém
trong & xa.

Hinh 10.4: Quan di€ém vé nghién rugu
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N=2.741
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Gan 70% ngudi tra I8i coi nghién rugu la mot van dé nghiém trong hoac kha nghiém
trong. Pan 6ng Viét Nam thudng sir dung d6 udng cé con va nghién rugu dugc thira nhan la
mot van dé xa hoéi & Viét Nam, dac biét trong tang I6p coé thu nhap thap.

Tradi ngudc v3i quan diém thdng thudng nay, ty I& hd trong nhédm nghéo coi nghién rugu
la mot van dé khdng cao hon nhdm giau - nhém chi tiéu nghéo nhat cé mirc do lo 1dng vé van
dé nay thép th(& hai. Thai d6 cho rdng nghién rugu la moét té nan xa hodi cling giéng nhau giira
cac chu ho la nam va cac chud ho la nir.

Hinh 10.5 thé hién ty Ié hd coi danh bac |a mdt vdn d& nghiém trong hodc kha nghiém
trong G xa. CG bac trong xa dudc khoang 70% ngudi tra I1Gi cong nhan la mot van dé nghiém
trong hodc kha nghiém trong.

Hinh 10.5: Quan diém vé cd bac
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N=2.741

Toém lai, cac van dé xa hoi nhu tdi pham, trém cép, cd bac, va nghién rugu dudgc phan
I&n cac ho trong cudc diéu tra coi la van dé nghiém trong hoac kha nghiém trong. Mdc do lo
ldng vé cac van dé xa hoi rat khac nhau gilta cac tinh nhung chi tuong quan yéu vdi gidi tinh
cta chd ho hay cac nhom chi tiéu.

10.7. Thanh cong Kinh té va Hanh phic

Phan nay dé cap dén nhitng quan diém vé cac yéu té quyét dinh hanh phic. Bang 10.8
thé hién s6 liéu vé cac yéu t6 ma hd nghi la quan trong nhat dé dat dudc thanh céng kinh té.
S0 liéu dudgc tach ra theo tinh, gidi tinh cia chu hd, va dia vi kinh té€ xa hdi. C6 mot s6 yéu to
c6 thé anh hudng dén thanh cdng vé kinh t& nhu chdm chi, m&i quan hé vdi nhitng ngudi cé
thé luc, quan hé tot vdi gia dinh, la dan 6ng hay phu nif, gido duc va kinh nghiém lam viéc.
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Hon mot nlra s6 ho coi cham chi la yéu t6 quan trong nhat cda thanh cong va khoang
mot phdn ndm s6 hd xem gido duc nhu la yéu t8 quan trong nhat. Gan 9% cho rang c6 mdi
quan hé véi nhitng ngudi cé thé luc la quan trong nhat. Hau nhu khong hd nao nghi la phu nit
la yéu té quan trong doi vdi thanh cong (it han 0,5%).

C6 su khac biét 16n gitra cac tinh va dia vi kinh t& x3 hoi. O D&k Néng hon mot nura s6
hd dugc phong van cho réng gido duc 1a yéu t& quan trong dé thanh cong vé kinh t&. O Ldm
Dong, 77% sb hd cho rang cham chi la yéu té quyét dinh thanh céng va chi cé 8% cho rang
gido duc la yéu t6 quan trong nhat. S6 chu hd la nir coi viéc la nam gidi la mot yéu té quan
trong cla thanh cong nhiéu hdn cac cht ho la nam, diéu nay cho thay mot vai ho cé cha ho
la nir cam th&y bi thiét thoi. Ty Ié cac hd nghéo cho rdng cham chi la yéu t6 quyét dinh thanh
cong cao han cac ho giau (ty I€é 1an lugt 1a 59,1% va 49%). Trong khi do, ty Ié cac h6 giau
nhan thady gido duc la yéu t6 quan trong nhat lai cao hon (30,2% s6 ho giau nhat va 20,5%
s6 hé nghéo nhat).

Bang 10.8: Nhirng yéu té quan trong nhat dé thanh céng vé kinh té

Ty Ié ho coi (...) la yéu té quan trong nhait dé thanh cong vé kinh té (%)
MGi quan hé

MGi quan hé

Ch5p1 vc’ii‘r'Ih("rng ~ tot vai gia La,\ dan La th_l Giao duc Kin‘h ng_hjém
chi ngUC);lu(::o thée dinh/ban bé ong nda : lam viéc

Téng 2012 56,9 8,8 2,8 3,6 0,3 23,0 5,6
Tinh
Ha Tay 65,2 9,5 1,7 1,0 0,2 14,1 8,5
Lao Cai 46,7 21,5 0,0 1,9 0,0 28,0 0,9
Phu Tho 45,5 12,8 7,3 6,0 0,3 25,1 4,5
Lai Chau 68,7 10,4 3,0 2,2 0,0 14,9 0,7
bién Bién 58,5 5,4 0,0 0,8 0,0 32,3 3,1
Nghé An 46,3 6,1 3,9 4,8 0,9 35,8 9,2
Quang Nam 57,4 5,0 1,2 4,1 0,0 27,2 5,3
Khanh Hoa 78,6 7,1 3,6 0,9 0,0 8,0 1,8
D3k L&k 61,6 9,8 4,9 1,2 2,4 15,9 4,3
D&k Nong 31,0 1,4 0,7 13,1 0,0 51,7 2,1
Lam Bong 76,6 10,4 5,2 0,0 0,0 7,8 0,0
Long An 57,1 8,3 1,5 4,8 0,0 20,8 8,6
Gigi tinh caa chua ho
\[og 57,7 8,5 2,6 4,9 0,2 20,5 7,0
Nam 56,7 8,9 2,9 3,2 0,3 23,7 5,2
Nhém chi tiéu lueng thuc thuc pham
Ngheo nhat 59,1 9,1 2,4 5,0 0,2 20,5 3,3
Ngheo nhi 63,5 7,2 2,6 1,9 0,4 21,9 3,7
Trung binh 58,1 10,8 2,2 3,1 0,6 19,9 6,8
Giau nhi 54,2 9,7 3,7 4,0 0,2 22,8 6,6
Giau nhat 49,0 7,4 3,3 3,9 0,2 30,2 7,7
N =2.741
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Muc tiéu quan trong trong nghién ciu kinh t€ vé hanh phudc hién nay la méi quan hé
gitra thu nhap va va hanh phuc chd quan. M6t vai tac gia dua ra y ki€n cho réng khéng c6 mai
lién quan manh mé gilra thu nhap va hanh phuc (Easterlin, 2009) hoac chi thu nhap tuong déi
la co6 y nghia (tUc la khi miic thu nhap cta ban cao hon hodc thap han hang xém, ban bé va
dong nghiép cua ban, Layard 2006). Nhitng tac gid khac, nhu Kahneman va Deaton (2010)
cho réng thu nhap cé anh hudng tich cuc dén mot sé thudc do hanh phic. Giéng nhu diéu
ching ta nghi, ho da tim ra dnh hudng cua thu nhép la 16n hdn d6i véi nhitng ngudi cé thu
nhap thap, so véi nhithg ngudi giau.

Bang 10.9 thé hién mc dd hai Idng véi cudc sdng clia nhitng ngudi dudc khao sat.
Chung t6i danh gia su hai long theo bon muc: rat hai Iong, kha hai Iong, khong hai long va
hoan toan khdng hai long. M6t Ian nira, so liéu phan theo tinh, gidi tinh va dia vi kinh t€ xa hoi.

Bang 10.9: Hanh phic trong cudc séng (%)

R4t hailong  Kha hai long Khéng hai Idng khgg;“h;‘i’?gng
Téng 2012 7,5 45,1 41,5 5,8
Tinh
Ha Tay 8,7 52,8 33,7 4,7
Lao Cai 8,4 37,4 49,5 4,7
Pha Tho 4,7 39,3 45,8 10,2
Lai Chau 0,0 27,6 67,2 5,2
Dién Bién 4,6 53,1 38,5 3,8
Nghé An 4,8 33,2 53,7 8,3
Quang Nam 10,6 51,8 35,5 2,1
Khanh Hoa 1,8 53,6 42,0 2,7
DAk Lik 11,0 46,3 28,6 14,0
P&k Nbng 4,8 48,3 40,0 6,9
Lam Dong 5,2 61,0 29,9 3,9
Long An 13,4 37,8 46,1 2,7
Gigi tinh caa chua ho
N@ 9,2 36,3 45,2 9,2
Nam 7,1 47,5 40,6 4,8
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhat 3,9 33,1 52,3 10,7
Ngheo nhi 3,7 43,1 45,2 8,0
Trung binh 8,3 49,3 38,8 3,7
Giau nhi 8,3 49,3 38,8 3,7
Giau nhat 16,2 52,9 28,5 2,4

N = 2.741. Céu hoi & déy la “"Xét chung tét ca cac vadn dé, éng/ba cé hai long vdi cuéc séng cua minh khéng?”
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Bang trén cho thdy han 80% ngudi tra IGi cho biét ho chi kha hai long hoac khong hai
long 1dm. Khoang 8% rét hai long va khoang 6% hoan toan khéng hai ldng véi cudc s6ng clia ho.

MOt diéu thu vi xudt hién néu chudng ta nhin vao su khac biét gilra cac tinh. Nhirng tinh
ngheo hon nhu Lai Chau, Dién Bién va Nghé An co it ho tra IGi rat hai long, trong khi nhiing
tinh giau hon nhu Long An va Quang Nam c6 ty Ié hai long cao hon (khodng 10%). Khoang
gan mot nlra (47,7%) cac cha hé la nit thay rat hai long hodc kha hai 1ong so véi 54,6% chu
hd 1a nam gidi. Bang trén cling thé hién su khac biét trong dia vi kinh té& x& hdi. Chi c6 3,9%
hd nghéo nhat thay rat hai long vdi cudc séng cla ho so vdi 16,2% ho giau nhat. Diéu thu vi
la 10,7% ho nghéo nhat hoan toan khéng hai long trong khi cé 2,4% ho giau thdy hoan toan
khéng hai long vé cudc sng cua ho. Su hai long cua cac ho giau nhat ang ho cho ly thuyét
vé moi quan hé thuan (nghich) gilra thu nhap tuong dbi cao han (thap han) véi hanh phuc.

Bang 10.10: Nhirng yéu t6 quan trong nhat dé cé dudgc hanh phic

Ty 1& ho coi (...) la yéu té quan trong nhat déi véi hanh phic (%)

r;rhhéup ksht;ce sgr:_lg (t“:)’n K&t hon Co6 con nI;%'i‘é“?p Tu do Sg E::%gc;’g;

cao tot dinh i :
Tong 2012 29,0 51,3 10,3 7,4 1,1 1,0 0,4 0,7
Tinh
Ha Tay 19,3 61,2 14,0 2,6 1,4 0,7 0,9 1,0
Lao Cai 42,1 41,1 8,4 4,7 0,0 0,9 0,0 0,9
Phu Tho 24,6 45,3 11,0 17,0 1,0 0,0 0,3 0,3
Lai Chau 48,5 48,5 3,7 0,7 0,7 0,0 0,0 0,7
pién Bién 40,8 46,2 7,7 4,6 0,0 0,8 0,0 0,0
Nghé An 40,2 44,1 4,8 14,8 2,6 2,2 1,3 1,7
Quang Nam 26,0 53,0 9,8 12,1 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Khanh Hoa 51,8 36,6 4,5 3,6 0,9 0,9 0,0 1,8
D3k Lak 22,0 65,2 7,3 2,4 1,2 0,6 0,0 0,0
D3k Néng 29,0 53,1 6,2 6,2 2,1 2,8 0,0 0,7
Lam Déng 46,8 37,7 6,5 3,9 1,3 3,9 0,0 0,0
Long An 21,7 51,2 17,3 5,1 0,9 2,4 0,9 0,6
Gigi tinh cua chu ho
Nr 25,4 53,2 12,2 7,0 0,9 1,2 0,2 1,0
Nam 30,0 50,8 9,7 7,6 1,1 1,0 0,5 0,6
Nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham
Nghéo nhét 33,8 51,6 7,6 4,6 0,4 1,3 0,4 0,6
Ngheo nhi 31,5 51,9 8,0 6,9 1,5 0,4 0,2 0,6
Trung binh 29,2 53,3 8,3 7,7 0,9 1,1 0,4 0,4
Giau nhi 28,9 47,1 13,1 8,6 1,5 1,1 0,4 0,4
Giau nhét 21,5 52,7 14,5 9,6 1,1 1,3 0,9 1,5

N =2.741
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DE tim hiéu thém vé hanh phuc va su théa mén trong cudc sdng, chlng tdi héi hd theo
ho nhirng yéu t6 nao quan trong nhat d6i véi hanh phuc. Trong Bang 10.10, s6 liéu tap trung
vao nhitng yéu té anh hudng dé€n hanh phuc. Phan I6n (51%) xem suic khoe t6t la yéu t6 quan
trong nhat. GAn mét phan ba hd tin réng thu nhép cao va giau cé quan trong hon dé c6 hanh
phuc. Khoang 6% cho réng mot cudc séng 6n dinh la diéu quan trong.

Cé su khac biét 16n gilra cac tinh. M6t nlra s6 hé 6 Khanh hoa tin rdng thu nhap cao va
giau cob la yéu té quan trong nhat cta hanh phuc, trong khi it hon mot phdan nam sé ho & Ha
Tay dong y vdi diéu d6. Chu hd la nir cd xu hudng cho rang suiic khoée la yéu té quan trong hon
so V@i cac chu h6 la nam nhan manh thu nhap va giau cé la yéu td quan trong nhat. Nhitng ho
nghéo han xem thu nhép cao va giau cé la quan trong (33,8% so vdi 21,5% sb h6 giau han).
Nhirng hd giau hon cé xu hudng danh giad cao mét cudc séng 8n dinh va Iap gia dinh. M6t nira
s6 hd giau han va nghéo hon xem sic khoe tot la yéu té quan trong nhat ciia hanh phuc.

10.8. TOm tat

Chuong nay bat dau bang viéc diéu tra vén xd hoi thong qua cac mang xa hdi chinh
thic va phi chinh thdc va niém tin. DPa s6 nhitng hdé dudc phong van la thanh vién cla cac
nhém chinh thic va c6 mét mang IuGi phi chinh th&fc manh mé thé hién bang ty 1& hd c6 ngudi
gilp @& trong trudng hop khén cép.

MOt chi tiéu quan trong déi véi mang ludi phi chinh thidc & Viét Nam la s6 dam cudi ho
tham du. Tat ca cac ho déu cho biét da tham du it nhat mot dam cudi trong nam trudc va s6
dam cudi tham du trung binh la 15. Bat chdp nhirng dau hiéu ré rang cia mang ludi chinh
thic va phi chinh thi'c manh, su khac biét gilta cac muc dia vi kinh té xa hoi khac nhau, trong
chirng muc nao do, la mot van dé dang lo ngai.

Cac ho nghéo nhat it cé kha nang la thanh vién cia cac nhém chinh thirc nhu bang
Cong san Viét Nam hodc Boan Thanh nién; it cé kha ndang c6 ngudi giup dd vé tai chinh trong
trudng hop khén cdp; va tham du it ddm cudi hon. Mat khac, nhitng hd nghéo khéng thé hién
niém tin véi dong bao clia ho  muc thap han so véi nhirng ngudi khac.

Th{ hai, chugng nay trinh bay két qua vé cac ngudn cung cap thong tin cho hd. Cac
mang ludi phi chinh thic nhu ban bé, gia dinh va hang x6m nhin chung la nguon thong tin
quan trong nhat, ti€p theo do la tivi.

Th{ ba, chugng nay diéu tra quan diém vé mic d6 nghiém trong cla tdi pham, té nan
ma tly va cd bac. K&t qua cho thdy 60-70% ngudi dan néng thdn kha lo 1dng hodc rét lo lang
vé “cac van dé xa hdi”. Mlc dd lo lang vé cac van dé xa hoi khdng c6 mdi lién quan chat ché
v8i mUc chi tiéu hodc gidi tinh, tuy nhién cd su khac biét dang ké giira cac tinh vdi ty 18 lo 1&ng
cao nhat 8 Khanh Hoa va Lam Dong.

Th{ tu, chuong nay tim hiéu mic dd hanh phlc va quan diém vé cac yéu té tao nén
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hanh phuc va thanh cong vé kinh té. V& hanh phuc, dudng nhu cé méi quan hé rd rang gilra
tinh trang nghéo déi va muiic d6 thoa man véi cudc séng vi nhitng hé giau hai long hon vai
cubc s6ng. Cac ho nghéo han phéan I6n khéng hai 1ong véi cudc séng cia ho. Tudng tu, ty 1€
hd nghéo coi thu nhap cao va giau cdé la yéu té quan trong nhat ctia hanh phuc cling cao han
ty I&é ho giau nghi nhu vay. Nhin vao nhitng yéu t6 anh hudng dén thanh cong kinh té&, cac ho
ngheéo cé xu hudng coi cham chi la yéu t6 quan trong trong khi cac hd giau lai xem giao duc
la quan trong han vdi thanh cong kinh té.
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KET LUAN

Mac du téc do tang trudng chung clda nén kinh té Viét Nam giam, khu vuc ndng thon
trong 12 tinh VARHS van cho théy tin hiéu rd rang vé tién trién kinh t&. Gilta ndm 2010 va
2012, thu nhap binh quan va da dang luong thuc thuc phdm da ting va tiép can dén day nghé
cling gia tdng. Mét s lugng I6n cac hd gia dinh d& chuyén khoi nganh tréng trot dé bat dau
sinh ké cla ho tir hoat dong phi ndng nghiép. M6t s6 chuaong trinh cia Chinh phd da cho thay
tién trién &n tugng: ty I1é manh dat dugc c8p gidy chirng nhan quyén s dung dat da gia tdng
nhanh va ty Ié tiém phong cho gia suc cling tdng I1én dang ké trong nhirng nam géan day. Ngudi
dan tai néng thon Viét Nam d3 tham gia tich cuc vao cac té chirc doan thé khac nhau va thé
hién niém tin vao nhau Ién han.

Mat khac, bao cao ciling dua ra nhirng quan ngai. Xem xét mo6i quan hé dat dai: trong
nén kinh té dang tdng trudng nhanh trai qua nhirng su thay d6i cc cu dién rdong, dat dai can
thiét phai tai phan bé tlr muc dich sir dung nady sang muc dich khac dé dap ng vdi su thay
ddi gid ca, su md rong céng nghiép va di cu cia nhitng ngudi dan & ndng thén téi khu vuc
thanh thi. Trai lai, két qua cua chung t6i cho thay rat it ngudi di cu lam chd dat ngi ho séng
va rat nhiéu hd gia dinh cho rang khong ti€p can dugdc ngudn dat la mot van dé quan trong
véi nhitng ngudi di cu. Trong khi, viéc c6 dugc dat ndng nghiép qua thi trudng ngay cang phé
bi&n, thi cdch mat dat phd bién thir hai van 13 bi Nha nudc thu hdi (cdch phd bién nhét 1a
chuyén nhugng dat cho con cdi). Lua chon cdy trong tiép tuc bi kiém soat nghiém ngét va cé
su sut giam ro rét trong dau tu lién quan dat dai gitta nam 2010 va 2012. Nhirng két qua nay
cho thdy can phai mé rong va cung c6 quyén ca nhan vé dat dai.

Mot van dé lo ngai khac la src ép gia tang dGi véi moi trudng. Hau hét cac hé gia dinh
ti€p tuc xir ly réc bang cach dét hodc chén |&p, thay vi tdp trung rac tai diém tap két rac va
mot phan I8n cac hd gia dinh ti€p tuc st dung cui l1a ngudn nang lugng chinh. Tuy nhién, két
qua cho thay phan I&6n ngudi tra IGi khao sat tai cac tinh va cdc nhom kinh té€ xa hoi déu giam
st dung cui va cac nguodn tai san chung (CPRs) khac trong 3 nam qua. Can thiét cé su diéu
chinh dGi vai CPR tlir cong dong hodac Nha nudc.

Mot vai khu vuc cua kinh t€ néng thdn dudng nhu chua dudc phat trién nhung cé tiém
nang phat trién manh mé. Vi du, nganh chan nudi hién nay phén I8n 1a quy md nho véi viéc
han ché sir dung ngudn lao dong ngoai hé gia dinh va tin dung. Nhu cau ndi dia vé thit va cac
san pham tu chdn nudi sé tdng trong cac ndm tdi, va su phat trién khu vuc chadn nudi sé 1a
mot cd hoi lam tang gia tri gia tang cho néng nghiép. Mot vi du khac la viéc cung cap thuaong
mai bao hiém clia cdc doanh nghiép tu nhan. R4t it hd gia dinh mua san phdm bao hiém tur
cac doanh nghiép tu nhan. Theo Chinh phu Viét Nam, hau hét cac hé gia dinh mua moét s6 loai
bao hiém khac nhau nhu bao hiém bat budc, bao hiém céng, nhung nhitng chuong trinh bao
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hi€ém nay chua bao vé ho khoéi nhitng cl s6c va thudng khdng cé su bao vé tai chinh I6n sau
nhifng cu s6c tiéu cuc, va khdng chi trd du cho cac hd bi anh hudng. Van con cach biét trong
thi trudng ma céc doanh nghiép tu nhan cé thé tham gia.

Rat it ho gia dinh dé cap tdi nhitng cu s6c kinh té trong ndam 2012 so véi nam 2010,
nhung nhitng ho gia dinh chiu thiét hai trong nam 2012 lai nhiéu han nam 2010. Nhiing cu
soc da gay khd khan cho nhom cac hé nghéo nhiéu hon cac ho giau, ca vé tan suat va doé kho
khan. Trong khi ci s6c lién quan tdi bénh tat va cic tham hoa thién nhién la phd bién nhét,
cac ho gia dinh con d8i méat vdi nhitng thir thach méi ndi tir co cdu xa hdi clia cdng ddng: 60%
t8i 70% ho gia dinh dé cap cac van dé xa hdi nhu trdm cap, cd bac, rugu che la nhitng méi lo
ngai rat quan trong.

Dang chd vy, chi cd 53% nhitng ngudi tra IGi khao sat néi rang ho “kha” hodc “rat”
hai 1ong v@i cudc séng cua ho, trong khi cé 47% “rat khong” hoac “khéng” hanh phuc. Trong
nhom tiéu dung nghéo nhat, ty Ié nay Ién t&i 65%, trong khi nhom giau nhat chi cé 33%
khdng hanh phuc. Nhitng nghién cltu sdu hon s& kiém dinh liéu c6 méi tuong quan chat ché
gilra tinh trang kinh té xa hoi va hanh phuc véi mic thu nhép tuyét déi hoac tucng déi va liéu
muc mic d& hanh phic thdp cé phai do san phdm mat trai cla su gia tdng thu nhdp, nhu toi
pham, danh mat danh tinh, hodc bi cach biét vGi nhitng ngugi than yéu do di cu, hoac la két
qua cua suy thoai kinh t€ gan day.

Didu quan trong cla bdo cdo nay [a van ton tai su khac biét rat 16n trong phat trién
kinh té€ va phuc Igi gilta cac tinh khac nhau cta Viét Nam. Cac ho gia dinh & vung cao, dac biét
3 vung Tay Bac, nghéo hon va cé it cd hdi ti€p can tdi nhitng hang héa thiét yéu nhu nudc
udng an toan va nha & chat lugng han cac ho & cac vung khac. Ho cling it tham gia thi trudng
vé dat dai, lao dong va dau vao cho néng nghiép. Tai bién Bién va Lai Chau, ca thi trudng mua
ban va cho thué dat déu khong ton tai va lao dong an luong dong vai tro rat nho trong viéc tao
nguon thu nhap cho ngudi dan tinh nay hadn nhithg ngi khac. Khéong giéng nhu tai ving dong
bang, cé rat it hd viing cao mua lda gidng, thay vao dé ho tu dé 1Ga l1am gidng.

Cac doanh nghiép hd gia dinh khdéng phai khdng phé bién & viing cao, ho hoat ddng &
quy md nhd han cac nai khac. D& chic chdn, c6 nhiéu két qua kha quan tir viing cao: cu dan
cla nhirng tinh nay cé niém tin cao haon v@i ngudi cing vung so véi dan cu & cac tinh khac.
Mot s6 chuadng trinh chinh sach ciling cé tin hiéu an tugng. Vi du, ty 1€ cac ho gia dinh cd can
bd khuyé&n néng t&i thdm va hudng dan trong ndm ngodi cao hon & Dién Bién so véi Ha Tay.
Ty |é tiém chung vac xin tdng nhanh hon & vung Tay Bac so vdi cac vung khac trong nhirng
nam gan day.

DU vay van cé khodng cach I4n gilra nhitng két qua phat trién gilra viing cao va viing
thap, va gilta dan toc Kinh va céc déan tdc thiéu s6. D& dam bao nhitng thanh qua kinh té Viét
Nam dudc chia sé binh dang, cac nha hoach dinh chinh sach Viét Nam cung céng déng cac
nha tai trg nén tap trung manh vao giam khoang cach nay.
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Dac biét, phat trién kinh té & viing cao nén trd thanh uu tién hang dau, thuc hién thdng
qua cac chuadng trinh dau tr vé von nhan luc (stic khde va gido duc) va von vat chat (cd sé ha
tang) dé€ gilip cdng ddng vling cao gia tang gia tri cho san phdm ndng nghiép, théng qua néng
cao tiép can dén thi trudng hang hoa, lao déng va von. Mot khia canh khac cua van dé nay la
can nhac lai tinh phap ly diéu chinh di cu ndi bd d€ gilip nhitng ngudi di cu c6 thé hudng céc
cd hoi kinh té& tét hon. Diéu nay cé thé dugc thuc hién théng qua, vi du, tdng cudng quyén vé
dat dai, thi trudng dat, tu do hoa gidy phép di cu va cai thién mang Iugi giao théng.

Diéu tra ti€p can nguodn luc cua ho gia dinh (VARHS) trong tudng lai sé tiép tuc khao
sat va phén tich su phat trién ctia ndng thén Viét Nam va thu thdp nhiéu sé liéu can thiét.
Théng tin va phan tich tir cdc vong khao sat tuong lai s& cung c8p mdt lugng sd liéu 18n cb thé
hd trg cho viéc hinh thanh va danh gid cac chinh sach khuyén khich phéat trién va loai bd cac
han ché& d6i vai viéc gia tdng phuc Igi cac hd gia dinh, ddc biét gilta cdc nhém déan tdc thiéu
s6, nhom dan cu dé bi tén thudng, va & nhitng viing ndng thon nai nhitng ich Igi kinh t& van
chua dudc chia sé tai nhiéu vung khac cua Viét Nam./.
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PREFACE

The origin of this report dates back to 2002, when the first Vietnam Access to Resources
Household Survey (VARHS) was carried out. The results of the VARHS02 inspired the Central
Institute for Economic Management (CIEM) of the Ministry of Planning and Investment (MPI)
and the Centre for Agricultural Policy Consulting of the Institute of Policy and Strategy for
Agriculture and Rural Development (CAP-IPSARD) of the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural
Development (MARD), the Institute of Labour Science and Social Affairs (ILSSA) of the
Ministry of Labour, Invalids and Social Affairs (MoLISA), and the Development Economics
Research Group (DERG) of the University of Copenhagen, together with Danida, to plan and
carry out another survey in 2006 and subsequently in 2008 and in 2010. The survey on which
the present report is based builds on these previous four rounds.

The fieldwork behind this report, referred to as the VARHS12, consisted of interviews of more
than 3,700 households in the months of June and July of 2012. It was carried out in the rural
areas of 12 provinces in Vietnam: (i) four (ex-Ha Tay, Nghe An, Khanh Hoa and Lam Dong)
supported by Danida under the Business Sector Programme Support (BSPS); (ii) five (Dak
Lak, Dak, Nong, Lao Cai, Dien Bien and Lai Chau) supported under the Agriculture and Rural
Development Sector Programme Support (ARDSPS); and (iii) three (Phu Tho, Quang Nam and
Long An), which were all initially surveyed in 2002 and are now covered by the BSPS.

The 2012 sample has been expanded by more than 500 households in order to ensure that the
sample is representative of the rural population within the sampled provinces. This addition
makes the VARHS an even stronger tool for gaining detailed and policy relevant information
about the economy and society of rural Vietham.

ILSSA carried out a wide range of tasks related to the planning and implementation of the
survey in the field, and the DERG collaborated with CIEM, IPSARD and ILSSA in all aspects of
survey design and data analysis. Capacity building activities by DERG staff were conducted
throughout this process under on-going institutional twinning arrangements to ensure that
the VARHS project develops both the data required to deliver policy-relevant research to
decision makers and the research capacity within Vietnamese institutions to take advantage
of that data.

The VARHS surveys were designed as collaborative research efforts with the explicit objective
of complementing the large and nationally representative Vietham Household Living Standards
Survey (VHLSS) conducted biennially by the General Statistics Office (GSO), most recently in
2012. Many households surveyed in the VARHS have also been surveyed in the VHLSS. The
VARHS thus focuses on building on the substantial database already being collected in the
VHLSS, with a specific focus on collecting data and gaining an understanding of the access to
and interaction of rural Vietnamese households with the markets for land, labour and credit.
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Moreover, as in 2006, 2008 and 2010, particular attention was paid in 2012 to collecting
agricultural data at the plot level of individual farmers.

The present report provides an overview of key insights from the VARHS12 database, comparing
them, wherever feasible and appropriate, with results from earlier surveys. It should be
noted, however, that the report by no means provides exhaustive coverage of all of the data
collected, and the reader is encouraged to refer to the household and commune questionnaires
(available on-line) that were used in the collection of data to see the comprehensive set of
issues addressed or to explore topics addressed in this report in greater depth.

Further in-depth studies of selected issues on the Viethamese rural economy are underway,
and follow-up surveys are being planned for 2014 and 2016 with a view to continuing and
expanding the panel database.
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INTRODUCTION

Following the successful implementation of the Doi Moi reform programme, Vietnam has
experienced outstanding economic progress, for example in aggregate output and poverty
reduction. For many years, Vietham developed much faster than the typical developing
country. Figure 1 shows that from 1988 to 2006, GDP per capita growth was consistently
higher in Vietnam than in the average low- or middle income country. From 2007 onwards,
however, Vietnam stopped outperforming other developing countries, partly due to a rise in
the growth rates of other countries, and partly due to a slowdown in Vietham. The slowdown
is partly a result of the International Financial Crisis in 2008-2009 but the figure shows that
while other developing countries were initially hit harder by the crisis than Vietnam, they also
rebounded more strongly.

Figure 1: GDP per Capita Growth
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Figure 2 shows a similar pattern for inflation. Until 2007, Vietnam had inflation rates that are
similar to other developing countries. Since then, prices have increased significantly faster in
Vietnam than elsewhere.

These well-known facts underscore a simple point: continued, successful development
in Vietnam cannot be taken for granted. To maintain high levels of growth and ensure
macroeconomic stability, Viethamese policymakers and citizens must constantly adapt to
changing circumstances. The overall purpose of the VARHS survey is to contribute to making
sure that this process is informed by high-quality, systematic, and rigorous evidence. In
particular, the survey collects detailed information about a large range of economic and social
aspects of the lives of households in rural areas of 12 provinces in North, South, and central
Vietnam.

While the survey includes respondents from all parts of the country, a disproportionately large
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number of households are sampled in poor upland provinces in the North-West and Central
Highlands. In addition to providing general information about development in rural Vietnam,
the survey and this report are particularly concerned about highlighting the fact that these
regions continue to lag behind other regions in a number of dimensions, and to understand
why that is the case.

Figure 2: Inflation (CPI)
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Source: World Development Indicators.

As in the reports based on previous rounds of the VARHS survey, this report maintains a
strong focus on income-generating activities, land relations, financial markets, risk-coping
and social capital (CIEM 2007, 2009, 2011). However, compared with the report published
in 2011 (based on the 2010 round of VARHS), this report includes wholly new chapters and
sections on food security, household enterprises, livestock and aquaculture, common property
resources, migration and remittances, social problems, such as crime and gambling, and
happiness.

Some of these chapters were made possible by the fact that the VARHS questionnaire in
2012 was augmented to include new sections on migration and remittances, social problems,
happiness, and constraints to the expansion of household enterprises. These additions to the
questionnaire reflect the need to understand the fast-changing circumstances of rural areas,
where migration and non-farm enterprises play increasingly important roles. While these
changes are natural components of a process of economic development, citizens and policy
makers need to handle them in ways that minimize economic inequality and social problems.

The report is based on a sample of 2,741 rural households. The majority of these households
are re-sampled from the 2004 VHLSS sample in rural areas of the 12 VARHS provinces, ex-
Ha Tay, Phu Tho, Lao Cai, Dien Bien, Lai Chau, Nghe An, Quang Nam, Khanh Hoa, Dak Lak,
Dak Nong, Lam Dong and Long An (and from the 2002 VHLSS sample in Ha Tay, Phu Tho,
Quang Nam and Long An). However, because this strategy cannot include households that
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came into existence after 2004, the former VHLSS-based sample is somewhat biased toward
older households. To solve this problem, and to replace households that could not be re-
interviewed, the sample for the 2012 VARHS was expanded by 544 new households, sampled
from the 2009 census. Fifty households were sampled from the general population in order to
replace households that could not be re-interviewed. The remaining households were sampled
exclusively from households with young heads. This ensures that the VARHS sample is now
representative of the rural population in each of the 12 provinces covered.?!

The report mainly focuses on presenting results for the 2,741 households. However, in some
cases it is interesting to compare results from the 2012 VARHS with results from earlier
rounds of the survey. Since the 544 households added to the sample in 2012 are not available
in earlier years, we base such comparisons on the “panel sample” of 2,197 households for
which data is available in 2012 and earlier years. This ensures that results from different
rounds of the survey are comparable. Due to missing data, the numbers of observations in
the figures and tables presented below may in some cases differ somewhat from the numbers
stated here.

All money value figures included in this report are inflation-adjusted to reflect changes in
prices over time and differences in prices across regions. The price index used was constructed
using data from the Vietnamese Household Living Standards Survey in 2008 to generate
comparable regional Consumer Price Indices for 2008. Data from the General Statistics Office
were then used to measure within-province inflation from July 2008 to June 2012. These
changes in prices are applied to the regional data for 2008 to generate a Consumer Price
Index that can be used to express all value figures in constant ex-Ha Tay prices.

The outline of the report is as follows: Chapter 1 presents basic information on the report
sample and on living standards, education and food security. Chapters 2 to 7 all focus on
income-generating activities. In particular, Chapter 2 presents a general overview of different
types of income sources and analyses wage employment in detail. Chapter 3 investigates the
role of non-farm, household enterprises. Chapter 4 explores land rights, land markets and
land-related investment, while Chapter 5 analyses crop agriculture and Chapter 6 investigates
the role of livestock and aquaculture. Chapter 7 focuses on common property resources, such
as fishing in common rivers and lakes. Chapter 8 investigates the frequency and severity of
economic shocks experienced by households, and how households cope with such shocks
through savings, borrowing, insurance and other strategies. Chapter 9 analyses migration of
household members to other areas and chapter 10 investigates social capital, social problems
and happiness. A concluding chapter sums-up and highlights key conclusions, aiming at
adding perspective.

1 Data are also available on 945 additional households from the five provinces covered by the ARD-SPS pro-
gramme, namely Lao Cai, Dien Bien, Lai Chau, Dak Lak and Dak Nong. The purpose of surveying these house-
holds was to evaluate the effects of a range of measures under the ARD-SPS programme. Since the sampling
strategy used for these households was specific to the introduction of this programme these households are not
included in this report. They are included in other studies based on VARHS.
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CHAPTER 1: POVERTY, LIVING STANDARDS AND FOOD
SECURITY

1.1 Introduction

In this chapter we present and discuss results on poverty, living conditions, and food security.
In each table or figure we show detailed statistics disaggregated by province, gender of the
household head, and by socioeconomic status defined by food expenditure quintile. Results
from 2010 are also included where relevant in order to investigate changes over time.

This chapter examines general characteristics of great importance to overall living standards.
While it does not aim to undertake a poverty analysis, nevertheless, poverty dynamics are
explored alongside living conditions such as access to safe water and garbage disposal. Finally,
food security status, measured by a food diversity index and consumption of protein sources,
is presented.

1.2 Poverty Dynamics

Table 1.1 presents summary statistics for gender, ethnicity, and main language spoken in the
household, as well as the percentage of households that are classified as poor by MoLISA? in
each province.

The table displays some interesting facts. The majority of household heads are male with
the highest proportion of 91 percent found among households in Lai Chau and the lowest
proportion of male-headed households found in Khanh Hoa, where 31 percent of household
heads are female.

The largest ethnic group in Vietnam is the Kinh people. Unsurprisingly, the head of the
household belongs to the Kinh people in 79 percent of the households interviewed. Yet, as Table
1.1 clearly demonstrates, there is significant variation across provinces. In the mountainous
provinces in Northern and North-western Vietnam (Lao Cai, Lai Chau, and Dien Bien), a low
number of ethnic Kinh household heads are found due to a large number of ethnic minorities
residing in these provinces.

The lowest number of ethnic Kinh is found in Dien Bien, where less than 10 percent of
household heads belong to this ethnic group.

2 Acronym for Ministry of Labour, Invalids, and Social Affairs (MoLISA).
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Table 1.1: General Household Characteristics by Province

Gender of - HH head Viethamese HH classified
HH HH HH head Ethnicity of Ki . b
survey, survey,b eac, HH head Speaxing main as poor by
! ! percent ’ Vietnhamese, language of authorities,

number percent percent Kinh

male percent HH, percent percent
Total 2012 2.741 100.0 79.2 79.4 98.9 83.7 17.9
Province
Ha Tay 588 21.5 78.9 98.8 100.0 100.0 9.5
Lao Cai 107 3.9 89.7 24.3 89.7 43.9 43.9
Phu Tho 377 13.8 78.0 80.6 100.0 96.0 13.5
Lai Chau 135 4.9 91.1 14.1 92.6 22.2 37.0
Dien Bien 131 4.8 87.8 9.2 98.5 12.2 35.9
Nghe An 228 8.3 81.1 89.0 99.6 89.5 18.0
Quang Nam 338 12.3 74.0 97.0 100.0 97.9 21.6
Khanh Hoa 110 4.0 68.2 88.2 100.0 88.2 19.1
Dak Lak 165 6.0 84.2 70.3 97.6 73.3 22.4
Dak Nong 143 5.2 83.2 72.7 100.0 76.2 24.5
Lam Dong 80 2.9 80.0 60.0 98.8 62.5 15.0
Long An 339 12.4 72.6 99.7 100.0 100.0 6.2
Total 2012
panel 2,197 78.0%* 79.9* 99.0 84.1 17.2%%*
Total 2010
panel 2,197 78.8* 79.6* 98.8 84.0 13.1%%%*
N = 2,741

Note: *Difference between 2010 and 2012 is significant at 10 percent level; *** significant at 1 percent level.

The majority of household heads speak Vietnamese, but there is significant variation in
whether Vietnamese it the main language spoken in the household, with the lowest preva-
lence in those provinces with a lower level of household heads belonging to the Kinh ethnic
group.

Table 1.1 shows that 17.9 percent of the surveyed households are classified as poor by
MoLISA. In Long An and Ha Tay we find the lowest number of poor households in our sample
whereas the largest proportion of poor households are located in Lao Cai, Lai Chau, and Dien
Bien. The table presents the same statistics for the households we have interviewed in both
2012 and 2010 allowing for comparisons over time. Overall, the change in general household
characteristics from 2010 to 2012 has been small.

This is not a coincidence, as we follow the same households over time. However, it should be
noted that poverty has increased significantly from 2010 to 2012 (17.2 percent of the sample
in 2012 compared to 13.1 percent in 2010). The explanation behind this change is that the
poverty line has been increased by MoLISA for the period 2011-2015.* In Figure 1.1 we
explore the change in more detail by looking at change in poverty at provincial level.
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Figure 1.1: Changes in Poverty Status between 2010 and 2012 by province (percent)
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Figure 1.1 demonstrates changes in poverty status in 2012 and 2010 by province. The figure
shows that not all of the sampled provinces saw an increase in poverty rates, even as poverty
lines have been raised by the authorities. There is an upward trend in poverty in the majority
of the sampled provinces, but three provinces show a downward trend, namely Khanh Hoa,
Lam Dong, and Long An. Lam Dong is an interesting case as it is in the Central Highlands
where nearly 40 percent of the population belongs to ethnic minorities (see Table 1.1).

Figure 1.2 explores poverty dynamics to investigate which provinces have the most vulnerable
households. Figure 1.2 indicates that Lao Cai, Lai Chau, and Dien Bien have a high share of
vulnerable households moving from non-poor to poor over the two-year period. Khanh Hoa,
Lam Dong, and Long An have the highest ratio of households moving from poor to non-poor
between survey rounds compared to the number of households moving in the opposite direction.
We investigate changes in poverty by looking at changes in the distribution of households’
net incomes? in the period 2010 to 2012. Figure 1.3 shows the cumulative distribution of
real household income for 2010 and 2012. To minimise the influence of households with
exceptionally high or low recorded income, the natural logarithm of income is used.
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Figure 1.2: Poverty Dynamics between 2010 and 2012 by Province (percent)
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Figure 1.3: Cumulative income distribution in 2010 and 2012.
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The distribution of (log) income in 2012 lies to the right of that in 2010, showing that average
incomes increased between survey rounds. Similarly, poverty is lower in 2012 than in 2010
regardless of which poverty line is used. The VARHS data therefore suggests that the increase
in the share of households classified as poor by MoLISA is purely due to the change in the
poverty line, rather than to changes in actual poverty levels.
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1.3 Education

In this section, we present statistics on education. Table 1.2 presents data on formal education
of the head of the household in 2012. For the entire sample, the percentage of household
heads that cannot read or write is only 1.3 percent. However, there is variation among those
that cannot read or write across ethnicity with non-Kinh heads having a higher prevalence of
illiteracy (2.7 percent) compared to Kinh household heads (1 percent).

Nine percent can read and write but never went to school, and 24 percent left school after
completing primary school while 45 percent of the sample completed lower secondary school.
One fifth of the sample managed to complete upper secondary school. More male than female
heads completed either lower or upper secondary school. For example, 48.4 percent of males
completed lower secondary school compared to 33.5 percent of female heads.

Table 1.2: Highest Formal Education Level of HH Head 2012 (percent)

Cannot read Completed Completed Completed Can read and
and write lower primary lower Upper write but
secondary secondary never went to
school
Total 2012 8.3 24.2 45.1 20.4 2.1
Gender of HH head
Female 13.1 36.4 33.5 12.3 4.7
Male 6.9 21.0 48.4 22.3 1.4
Ethnicity of HH head
Non Kinh 26.0 26.5 35.2 8.5 3.7
Kinh 3.6 23.6 47.9 23.3 1.7
Poverty classification
Non poor 5.4 21.9 48.3 22.8 1.6
Poor 21.0 34.6 31.6 8.6 4.3
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 23.6 36.0 29.0 6.0 5.4
2nd poorest 13.5 26.2 46.6 10.6 3.1
Middle 5.9 26.3 46.8 19.5 1.6
2nd richest 3.7 22.9 48.9 23.1 1.4
Richest 2.9 16.4 46.8 33.3 0.6
Total 2012 panel 8.7 26.0 45.7 17.5 2.2
Total 2010 panel 9.0 26.7 43.8 18.4 2.0

Poor households are clearly less educated with almost five percent reporting that they can
read and write, yet never went to school (for non-poor households the figure is 0.6 percent).
The same tendency is seen across food expenditure quintiles. Just 6 percent of heads in the
poorest households have completed upper secondary school compared to one third of heads
in the richest households.
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We can compare educational level of the head of the household in 2010 and 2012. Table
1.2 indicates that for the panel of households surveyed in both 2010 and 2012, educational
status has not changed significantly over the two-year period. The discrepancies between
educational level of the full 2012 sample and the 2010/2012 panel sample are due to an
inclusion of younger households in 2012. There is a small decrease in the number of illiterate
household heads between the two survey rounds.

In Table 1.3 we further investigate educational status of household heads by looking at the level
of professional education obtained by the head. Table 1.3 presents statistics of professional
education of head in 2012 by gender, ethnicity, and poverty status.

Table 1.3: Highest professional education level of HH head 2012

No Short term Long Professional College or Total Sample
Diploma, Vocational term Vo- high school, University, size
percent training, cational percent percent
percent training,
percent
Total 2012 76.6 13.7 2.0 4.1 3.6 100 2,696
Gender of HH head
Female 86.4 7.0 0.7 2.6 3.2 100 568
Male 74.3 15.4 2.4 4.5 3.5 100 2,157
Ethnicity of HH head
Non Kinh 86.8 7.1 1.4 3.7 0.9 100 562
Kinh 74.2 15.3 2.2 4.2 4.1 100 2,163
Poverty classification
Non poor 74.2 14.6 2.2 4.8 4.2 100 2,238
Poor 88.7 9.4 1.0 0.8 0.0 100 487

Food expenditure quintile

Poorest 90.9 6.4 0.6 1.5 0.6 100 332
2nd poorest 84.3 11.0 1.4 2.5 0.8 100 525
Middle 80.2 12.8 2.2 3.4 1.4 100 565
2nd richest 73.3 15.7 2.0 4.4 4.6 100 640
Richest 63.9 18.3 3.0 7.0 8.1 100 663
Total 2012 panel 80.7 11.8 1.7 3.4 2.4 100 2,105
Total 2010 panel 86.8 5.7 1.2 4.0 2.3 100 2,105

N 2012 = 2,969 (N 2012 panel = 2,105; N 2010 panel = 2,105)

Table 1.3 shows that the majority of the household heads - almost 77 percent - have no
professional education. Some 13.7 percent have short-term vocational training. As with formal
education, we see variation across ethnicity, gender, and poverty level.

Nearly 87 percent of the non-Kinh household heads do not have any professional education
(for heads who are Kinh the figure is 74.2 percent). Female heads are also less likely to have a
professional education compared to male heads (86.4 percent for females and 74.3 for males).
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A total of 63.9 percent of the richer households’ heads have no diploma. The figure is almost
91 percent for the poorest household heads (a difference of 27 percentage points).

If we compare the professional educational level of the heads that are part of the panel, we
witness a statistically significant increase in the percentage of heads that have some form of
professional education. Heads reporting having no diploma has fallen from almost 87 percent
to close to 81 percent. The decline is largely due to an increase in heads that have completed
some form of short-term vocational training.

1.4 Living Conditions

In this section, we consider important aspects of the living conditions of rural households,
such as access to safe water, quality of housing, energy use, and garbage disposal.

Quality of housing

Housing quality is a strong indicator of prosperity. The VARHS collects data on the material
used for constructing residential building floors, walls, and roofs. Solid material such as
cement, brick, and concrete is considered good quality material.

Table 1.4 presents statistics on housing. Dien Bien has the lowest prevalence of households
with good quality housing whereas households in Ha Tay on average live in much higher
quality buildings; for example, 98 percent of the households from Ha Tay have solid floors
compared to less than one fifth of houses in Dien Bien. Female headed households are more
likely to have solid floor, walls, and roof. As with many of the other living conditions, the
richest households are better off as they have a higher share of houses with good quality floor,
walls, and roof.

If we compare the households that are part of the panel we see that the overall quality of
housing has increased slightly. In 2010, almost 80 percent of households had high-quality
floors and 72.3 percent had high-quality walls. In 2012, the figure is 84.4 percent and 76.3
percent respectively. The estimated increase in quality of housing among the households
surveyed in 2012 and 2010 is statistically significant. This supports the view that the increases
in poverty reported above are due to changes in the poverty line rather than a real drop in
welfare.

194



EVIDENCE FROM A 2012 RURAL HOUSEHOLD SURVEY IN 12 PROVINCES OF VIETNAM

Table 1.4: Quality of Housing (percent)

- . Outer walls in .
Floor in cement brick Roof in concrete,

h brick, stone "
r marbl il ’ ment or til
o arble/tiles or concrete cement or tiles

Total 2012 85.5 76.6 57.3
Province

Ha Tay 97.6 98.3 88.6
Lao Cai 57.0 29.0 31.8
Phu Tho 92.4 83.5 65.7
Lai Chau 39.6 14.2 30.6
Dien Bien 18.5 10.8 27.7
Nghe An 90.4 90.4 91.3
Quang Nam 95.0 92.0 61.2
Khanh Hoa 97.3 95.5 53.6
Dak Lak 86.0 61.6 42.1
Dak Nong 91.7 56.6 42.8
Lam Dong 92.2 64.9 10.4
Long An 85.1 80.4 18.5
Gender of HH head

Female 90.3 83.8 58.4
Male 83.7 74.1 56.5
Food expenditure quintile

Poorest 66.9 52.1 42.3
2nd poorest 81.5 70.9 52.2
Middle 89.3 80.7 63.4
2nd richest 92.8 85.8 60.3
Richest 94.7 90.8 66.9
Total 2012 panel 84 .4*** 76.3%** 58.7
Total 2010 panel 79.9%*x* 72.3%*x* 59.8

Note: *Difference between 2010 and 2012 is significant at 10 percent level; *** significant at 1 percent level.

N 2012= 2,543 (N 2012 panel =2,197, N 2010 panel = 2,197)

Access to services

Figure 1.4 shows the distribution of garbage disposal across households, which we consider to
be an important proxy for, and determinant of, environmental sanitation and health. The figure
shows that the majority of households burn their garbage. The percentage of households
where garbage is collected is highest in Ha Tay (76 percent) and lowest in Dien Bien where no
households had their garbage collected. Female-headed households are more likely to have
their garbage collected, as are richer households (31 percent) compared to the poorest (9
percent).
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Figure 1.4: Distribution of Garbage Disposal (percent)
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Figure 1.5 presents a comparison of households’ access to safe water® in 2012 and 2010.

Figure 1.5: HHs with Access to Safe Water for Cooking or Drinking (percent)
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3 The following water sources are considered safe: private or public tap water, bought water (tank or bottle), water
pumped from deep drill wells, water from hand-dug and reinforced wells, and water tank. Water from spring,
river, lake, pond, and other sources not specified are considered unsafe.
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The figure shows that overall, 84 percent of households had access to safe water in 2010
and 2012, yet there is a large variation across provinces. Access to safe water is low in the
mountainous provinces of Lao Cai and Lai Chau where 43 percent and 23 percent respectively
had access to safe water in 2012. Dak Lak, Lam Dong, and Dak Nong - all provinces situated
in the Central Highlands - report relatively good access to water with almost 100 percent of
the households surveyed having good access.*

We next consider energy use: improvement in living conditions is associated with a decrease
in the use of firewood. Figure 1.6 presents differences in the main energy source for cooking
used by households in 2012. Overall, 53 percent of households use firewood and 41 percent
use natural gas for cooking. Yet, the figure shows that there are substantial discrepancies in
main energy source used for cooking across households. As can be seen from the figure, the
poor are more dependent on firewood for energy (58 percent) compared to the richest food
expenditure quintile (38 percent). The figure shows large variation across provinces. Lao Cai
and Dien Bien have a very high majority of households depending on firewood (84 percent
and 87 percent, respectively) compared to the richer provinces of Ha Tay (32 percent) and
Khanh Hoa (35 percent).

Figure 1.6: Distribution of Main Energy Source for Cooking (percent)
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In Figures 1.7 and 1.8, we look at ilinesses suffered among household members during the two
weeks prior to being surveyed. Figure 1.7 presents the percentage of households reporting

4 The large drop in access to safe water in Dien Bien province between 2010 and 2012 is difficult to
explain. We suspect that it may result from data errors.
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one or more sick family members. Overall, 19 percent of the households in the sample had
one or more sick household members, but this number varies a lot across province and food
expenditure group.

The poor are more likely to have had a sick member of the household (32 percent) compared
to the richest group of households (15 percent). Lam Dong reported the lowest number
of households with a sick member (10 percent) while Khanh Hoa reported the highest (38
percent). Female-headed households are more likely to have had one or more sick family
members. One explanation for the difference in this statistic across gender of household head
is that female heads are significantly older than male heads which could make them more
vulnerable to diseases.

Figure 1.7: Proportion of HHs with Sick Members - Past Two Weeks (percent)

N= 2,543

In Figure 1.8 we look at the most serious illness suffered by the household members that
were sick. The figure shows that mental disease, heart disease and cold/flu are among the
most common illnesses, whereas diarrhoea and skin-diseases are less frequent. The poor are
more likely to have suffered from mental illness (24 percent versus 18 percent) whereas the
rich are more likely to have had a cold or a flu (21 percent versus 13 percent).
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Figure 1.8: Most Severe Iliness Affecting HHs - Past Two Weeks (percent)
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We next consider access to important services - hospital, primary school, and the People’s
Committee. Table 1.5 provides statistics on access to these services measured by the median
distance in kilometers between the household and the nearest point of service provision.

There is little variation across provinces in distance to primary school and People’s Committee
Office. On average the distance to primary school is 1 km. The households in the province
of Long An have the largest distance of 2 km to primary school. The average distance to the
People’s Committee Office is 1.2 km. Households from Dak Lak have the largest distance of
2.5 km. There is almost no variation across food expenditure quintiles.

Distance to hospital varies quite a lot. Households in Lam Dong are on average 20 km from
the nearest hospital while households from Khanh Hoa and Ha Tay report a relatively short
average distance of 5 km. The average for all surveyed households is 8 km.
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Table 1.5: Distance to School, Hospital and People’s Committee Office (in km, median)

Distance to primary Distance to People’s

Distance to hospital

school Committee Office
Total 2012 1.0 8.0 1.2
Province
Ha Tay 1.0 5.0 1.0
Lao Cai 1.0 10.0 2.0
Phu Tho 1.0 7.0 1.0
Lai Chau 1.0 12.0 1.5
Dien Bien 1.5 13.0 2.0
Nghe An 1.0 8.0 1.2
Quang Nam 1.5 7.0 2.0
Khanh Hoa 1.0 5.0 1.0
Dak Lak 1.1 13.0 2.5
Dak Nong 1.5 10.0 2.0
Lam Dong 1.5 20.0 1.5
Long An 2.0 8.0 2.0
Gender of HH head
Female 1.0 7.0 1.4
Male 1.0 8.0 1.5
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 1.2 11.0 2.0
2nd poorest 1.0 9.0 1.5
Middle 1.0 7.4 1.5
2nd richest 1.0 7.0 1.2
Richest 1.0 7.0 1.0

N =2,741
1.5. Food Security

In this section we present statistics on food security, measured by a food diversity index and
by total number of protein sources consumed by the household within the past 24 hours. A
diverse diet and protein intake are important determinants of key health outcomes, including
cognitive outcomes and vulnerability to disease (see e.g. Arimond and Ruel, 2004; WHO,
2012). Figure 1.8 shows a food diversity index for 2010 and 2012. The index is defined as the
total number of food items consumed out of a list of the following 11 items: cereals, roots and
tubers, vegetables, fruits, meat/poultry/offal, eggs, fish and seafood, pules/legumes/nuts,
milk and milk products, oil/fats and sugar/honey.

A large diversity in food consumption is associated with a higher degree of food security and
better health.> Respondents in the survey were asked to report whether or not they consumed

5 The World Health Organization uses four as the minimum number of food groups a child should have consumed
in the last 24 hours in order to reach a minimum micronutrient density of foods. Lack of micronutrient density of
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items from the list of the 11 different food groups within the last 24 hours. Food diversity has
increased slightly from 2010 to 2012. On average, households consumed 6.1 food items in
2010 compared to 6.3 in 2012.

Figure 1.9: Food diversity index
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However, the figure clearly demonstrates variation across provinces and rich and poor
households. The rich households consumed an average of seven types of food in 2012 (an
increase from 6.2 in 2010). Poor households have seen a decline in their food diversity over
the two-year period (5.4 in 2012 compared to 6.1 in 2010). Households in Long An reported
the most diverse diet, where they consumed 7.3 different food types on average. Consumption
diversity is lowest in Lai Chau, just 4.4 food types (a decline from 7.2 in 2010). Figure 1.9
shows the number of different protein sources consumed by the household in the past 24
hours.

Protein is important especially for children below five years of age, since lack of protein
can cause children to have a low height for their age (also known as chronic malnutrition
or “stunting”). Chronic malnutrition affects a child’s cognitive abilities and impacts learning
ability (Behrman and Hoddinott, 2000; WHO, 2007). WHO (2007) provides standard minimum
requirements of daily protein for adults and children measured in kilogram. The survey did
not collect measures of protein consumption in kilograms, however. Instead we assume that
having access to several protein sources increases the likelihood of meeting the minimum

food is correlated with child under-nutrition or even mortality (WHO, 2010).
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daily requirements set by the World Health Organization (WHO, 2007). The list of protein
items includes the following: meat/poultry/offal, eggs, fish and seafood, pulses/legumes/
nuts, milk and milk products.

Figure 1.10 shows the average number of protein sources consumed by households in 2010
and 2012. Nearly 4 percent of all households consumed zero protein sources in the 24 hours
prior to being surveyed. The majority of the households that had not consumed protein are
in the relatively poorer provinces of Lai Chau and Dien Bien (25 and 16 percent respectively).
Out of a maximum of five, households on average consumed two protein sources in both
years. Richer households consumed 2.4 sources while poorer households consumed 1.5. The
figure demonstrates the large cross-province variation in this statistic. Households in the
central highlands consumed one more item on average than households in Northern Vietnam.
The food diversity index and the intake of protein sources combined show a drop in levels of
food security in Lai Chau and Lao Cai, where the intake of protein sources fell from 2.5 items
in 2010 to just 1.1 items in 2012.

Figure 1.10: Number of Protein Sources Consumed - Past 24 hours
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1.6 Summary

This chapter presented detailed information on important characteristics of the rural households
surveyed. The changes in basic characteristics such as main language and ethnicity are very
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small, which is unsurprising given the static nature of these characteristics. The results
demonstrate one very clear trend, namely that the mountainous provinces of Lao Cai, Lai
Chau, and Dien Bien lag behind the other provinces in many important factors such as poverty
mobility, access to services, education, and food security. For Lai Chau the data suggests that
food security among the households surveyed has dropped significantly from 2010 to 2012.
Many households in these three provinces continue to lag behind.

There has been an increase in the number of household heads with a professional education,
mainly driven by an increase in the number of household heads that have completed short-term
vocational training. Nevertheless, the education statistics show large discrepancies between
poor and richer households and between male and female heads of households. Female-
heads are on average less educated than male-heads. Quality of housing has also improved
slightly as more households have good quality floors in 2012 compared to 2010. This is a
positive indication of rural development and increased prosperity. The majority of households
rely on firewood for cooking. However, we witness variation across food expenditure quintile.
Some 58 percent of the poorest households still reply on firewood as their main energy
source compared to 38 percent of the richest households. This is another indication of poorer
households lagging far behind richer households in terms of living conditions. We see the
same picture when we look at garbage disposal. Again, the poor are worse off than richer
households, with 9 percent of poor households getting their garbage collected compared to
31 percent of the richer households.

We conclude that despite general improvements in terms of real income, access to services,
and quality of housing, a significant share of households clustered in poorer provinces continue
to lag behind.
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CHAPTER 2: LABOUR AND INCOME

Vietnam'’s rural communities are increasingly linked to markets for goods and labour. While
smallholder agriculture continues to dominate much of the country’s economic landscape,
rising wages, the increasing importance of non-farm household enterprises, and migration
from rural to urban areas are collectively working to fundamentally change how Vietnamese
households accumulate wealth. In addition to these structural changes in rural economies, the
2012 survey occurred against a backdrop of high but volatile economic growth and increasing
price levels in many areas.

This chapter presents descriptive data about how households and individuals earn income and
generate wealth and, as such, is pertinent to a large number of emerging policy discussions
about the changing nature of rural production and labour supply. The chapter begins by studying
how households across Vietnam earn income, with an emphasis on wage employment, which
is an increasingly important source of overall household income.

The term “wage employment” describes working for an employer outside the household, and
wages are reported in real terms relative to Ha Tay province in 2012, so they represent a
common measure of real purchasing power. In addition to comparing wages across Vietnam
in terms of quantity (the value of goods and services they purchase), we also study the
quality of employment by examining how much workers earn and whether they have formal
contracts. Understanding how rural households generate wealth is relevant to developing
evidence-based policies to make sure rural areas can benefit more equally from Vietnam'’s
remarkable economic expansion.

2.1 Income-Generating Activities in Rural Vietnam

The VARHS captures information about individuals within households, including all jobs
undertaken by each household member. Because a respondent may do more than one job
or perform more than one income-generating activity, specific sections of the survey collect
information about each job done by each respondent in each household.

The 2012 survey uses four categories of income-earning activities: working on a household
farm, working in a household enterprise, working for a wage outside the household, and
using common property resources (CPRs), for example fishing from rivers or other commonly-
owned bodies of water, or gathering resources from forests.

Increasing the number of formal and informal businesses requires hiring new workers, and
economic growth is therefore generally associated with an increase in size of the labour force
that earns a wage through formal or informal employment. However, because employment is
often temporary or seasonal, and because many workers might be involved in more than one
activity to earn income (for example, being employed by a local enterprise while running a
household business), the relevant measure is the type and number of activities or jobs, rather
than whether a respondent earns or does not earn income from a particular source.

Figure 2.1 shows the relative importance of each kind of activity across the VARHS provinces as
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a share of the total number of activities in each province (a respondent can, and usually, does,
participate in more than one activity): despite the growing importance of wage income and
employment outside the home, a significant share of labour remains allocated to agriculture
in the rural areas emphasized by the VARHS sample.

Figure 2.1: Breakdown of Activities by Type, within Province Shares (percent)
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Of the total number of activities observed in each province, working for a wage currently plays
an important but smaller role, with a lot of variation in relative importance across provinces.
Table 2.1 shows that of all income-earning activities in the 12 provinces surveyed, around
24 percent of all activities are wage activities, ranging from a minimum of 10.4 percent of
respondents in Dien Bien to a maximum of 36.4 percent in Long An, implying that some
households are increasingly reliant on wage-based employment outside the household.

Table 2.1: Average Income-Earning Activities and Share of wage Activities (percent)

Province Share of Wage_A_cFivities / Average Number of Activity types
Total Activities / Respondent
Total 24.1 1.2
Ha Tay 27.3 1.1
Lao Cai 14.3 1.7
Phu Tho 25.5 1.1
Lai Chau 10.8 1.7
Dien Bien 10.4 1.3
Nghe An 25.6 1.2
Quang Nam 31.5 1.0
Khanh Hoa 28.9 1.4
Dak Lak 23.1 1.3
Dak Nong 20.8 1.0
Lam Dong 21.2 0.7
Long An 36.4 0.4
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Table 2.1 also shows there are variations in the number of activities per working person:®
figures above one mean the average respondent does more than one type of activity, while a
number below one indicates there are some respondents who do not participate in income-
earning activities (but might do household chores).

This simple measure suggests income-earning activities are most diversified in poor provinces
like Lai Chau and Lao Cai, and least diversified in Long An, where income per capita is
significantly higher. This is consistent with a large amount of research showing that economic
development is associated with specialisation: performing fewer activities with higher returns
compared to performing many activities with low or volatile rates of return.

Table 2.2 studies the reasons respondents say they are not working. Over 70 percent of those
not working are at school, while 18 percent are too old or retired. A very small minority of
7.3 percent reports they do not work because they are disabled, do not want to work, or are
unable to find a job (“other”). This is preliminary evidence that workers are generally able
to connect with available jobs (even though these jobs may not offer high levels of wages or
formal employment contracts).

Future research will investigate the role information plays in connecting workers with labour
markets, including whether employers in rural areas have demand for labour that is not being
met because they are not aware of where or when workers are available, or because workers
do not know about job opportunities.

Table 2.2: Reasons for Not Working, Within-Province (percent)

Unable to Find

At school Does housework Too old, retired Other N

Job

Total 2012 71.7 2.8 18.0 0.8 6.5 100
Province

Ha Tay 65.3 3.6 25.1 0.2 5.7 505
Lao Cai 59.3 0.0 35.2 0.0 5.6 54

Phu Tho 66.3 3.2 23.7 0.0 6.8 279
Lai Chau 75.4 2.6 17.5 1.8 2.6 114
Dien Bien 83.2 0.6 12.4 0.6 3.1 161
Nghe An 75.5 2.7 14.1 1.4 6.4 220
Quang Nam 74.2 3.5 11.1 2.0 9.1 395
Khanh Hoa 59.4 7.5 31.1 0.0 1.9 106
Dak Lak 82.4 1.3 11.3 0.6 4.4 159
Dak Nong 84.2 1.1 9.6 1.1 4.0 177
Lam Dong 76.0 1.3 16.0 1.3 5.3 75

Long An 67.1 2.6 17.2 0.6 12.5 343
Observations 1,856 73 466 21.0 167 2,588

6  The analysis excludes children, defined as respondents aged 14 and younger at the time of the survey.
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2.2 Wage Employment and Personal Characteristics

Because wages are stable and predictable sources of income that are an increasingly important
share of total household income, it is useful to investigate if there are systematic differences
between households in which a member works for a wage and those in which all members do

other activities.

Table 2.3 examines participation in different kinds of income-earning activity by household
characteristics. Working for a wage is more likely for more educated respondents, and
is positively related to speaking Viethamese and belonging to the ethnic majority group.
Members of the poorest households are less likely than others to work for a wage or run a
household enterprise, and more likely to collect common property resources.

Table 2.3: Type of Income-Generating Activity by Personal Characteristic (percent)

Wage Work on own farm Non-farm, non-wage CPR
Total 2012 24.1 48.9 10.1 16.8
Gender of HH head
Female 24.5 48.5 10.0 17.0
Male 23.8 49.3 10.3 16.7
Education
Cannot Read and Write 21.0 49.8 7.8 21.5
Completed Lower Primary 23.6 48.5 9.9 18.0
Completed Lower Secondary 25.2 48.3 10.8 15.7
Completed Upper Secondary 25.4 49.8 11.1 13.7
Main language
Vietnamese 27.4 49.2 12.0 11.4
Other 14.4 48.0 4.8 32.8
Poverty classification
Non poor 25.2 49.5 11.4 13.8
Poor 19.9 46.4 5.4 28.3
Ethnicity
Non-Kinh 15.4 48.1 5.2 31.3
Kinh 28.1 49.3 12.4 10.2
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 17.1 49.1 5.6 28.2
2nd poorest 22.8 49.0 8.4 19.8
Middle 26.0 51.1 9.4 13.5
2nd richest 27.8 48.8 14.8 8.5
Richest 31.4 46.7 16.2 5.8
Observations 2,899 5,876 1,219 2,023
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Figure 2.2 summarises information about the age distribution of respondents engaging in
different classes of income-earning activities (since same individual might do more than one
activity, these figures are for average age within each activity in each of the survey provinc-
es). A key result is that while the age of the overall surveyed working population varies across
provinces, there is no systematic variation across types of activities within each province.

Age does not appear to be a relevant barrier to paid employment, and the relatively young
average working age of around 30 suggests that Vietnam continues to benefit from the demo-
graphic dividend of a young, growing workforce. This relatively young workforce will require
jobs, so job creation will remain a focal point of Government policy in the short- and medi-
um-term.

Figure 2.2: Age Structure by Activity Type, within-Province Average (mean)
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2.3 Wage Levels and Formalisation

There are large differences in households’ annual income across surveyed provinces. In an
environment of rising average wages and changes in minimum wage legislation, we can get
a picture of overall employment in labour markets by looking at differences in wage levels.
This is not a perfect measure, since variation in annual wages is due to a combination of days
spent working, workers’ productivity, and the demand for/supply of labour, so earning higher
or lower wages does not mean a worker is “better” or “worse”.

Table 2.4 shows the average, median, and standard deviation of total wages earned over a
year broken down by personal and household characteristics. In contrast to rural areas of
many lower middleincome countries, this survey does not find systematic differences in the
total wage income earned by men and women, and only small differences in total wages
earned across age quintiles, consistent with results in Pham and Reilly (2007) and Liu (2004)
(total wages are calculated as wage income per year, measured in real terms relative to Ha
Tay province, 2012).
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There is a large premium to belonging to a household headed by a member of the Kinh
majority and speaking Vietnamese. Since these characteristics are also associated with being
employed, ethnic minorities could face a double hurdle: they are less likely to connect with
rural labour markets, and those ethnic minority members that have jobs appear to earn
significantly less income from wage labour.

Table 2.4: Individuals’ Earned Wage Income by Personal and Household Charac-
teristics (millions of real VND)

Mean Median St. Dev.
Total 2012 25.3 21.0 20.4
Gender of HH head
Male 24.8 20.8 19.3
Female 25.6 21.0 21.4
Education
Cannot read or write 26.1 21.6 24.2
Completed lower primary 25.8 21.7 19.7
Completed Lower Secondary 24.9 20.7 20.7
Completed Upper Secondary 24.6 21.0 18.5
Education (excluding Long An)
Cannot read or write 17.3 10.2 16.4
Completed lower primary 24.2 18.6 19.7
Completed Lower Secondary 24.2 20.0 20.5
Completed Upper Secondary 23.8 20.6 18.2
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 16.7 12.7 14.0
2nd poorest 19.9 17.4 14.6
Middle 26.6 22.4 20.3
2nd richest 27.9 24.2 18.2
Richest 36.8 36.0 26.6
Age quintile
Youngest 25.3 22.9 19.7
2nd youngest 22.8 18.4 18.5
Middle 25.6 20.4 21.7
2nd Oldest 25.5 22.3 21.2
Oldest 26.7 22.7 20.5
Main language
Vietnamese 27.4 24.0 20.4
Other 12.9 7.5 15.5
Classified as poor by MoLISA
Non-poor 27.6 24.1 20.8
Poor 13.6 10.0 12.9
Ethnicity
Kinh 27.9 24.6 20.5
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Non-Kinh 14.1 8.3 15.5

Army service

Yes 25.5 21.5 19.2
No 25.7 21.2 21.3
Employer

Private only 22.4 18.6 18.0
Public only 36.7 35.4 24.7
Public and Private 34.8 26.1 29.1

N =2,899 individuals

A seemingly surprising result is that higher levels of education are associated with lower annual
real wage income. However, closer examination of the data shows that this effect is driven
by Long An province. When Long An is excluded from the analysis, median annual earned
wages are consistently higher for better educated respondents, in line with intuition and most
economic evidence, although the correlation remains quite weak. One possible explanation
is that the effect of education on wage income is suppressed by age (older individuals earn
higher wages because they have more experience, despite being less educated than younger
workers). Further research will establish if the result is also due to the industries that hire
labour in rural areas, or a mismatch between skills developed through formal schooling and
the skills demanded in rural labour markets.

A history of service in the Vietnamese Army does not appear to affect wage income, but the
average wage levels for public sector workers is much higher than those working only for
private sector businesses. This finding might be relevant for future research and policy: if
hiring by the public sector systematically pays more than wages offered in the private sector,
this may create a crowding-out effect that deprives the growing private sector of better-
educated or more-skilled workers.

As expected, jobs and wage levels are not evenly distributed across surveyed provinces.
Table 2.5 shows that average annual real wage income is highest in Ha Tay and Long An
(calculated as average annual earnings reported by all respondents with a job).

Table 2.5: Wage Income and Share of Wage Jobs

Wage income (millions of real VND per year)

Mean St. Dev. Median

Total 25.0 20.2 20.7
Province

Ha Tay 30.8 20.3 29.7
Lao Cai 16.4 16.2 9,.6
PhuTho 23.8 16.8 21.2
Lai Chau 25.4 24.8 16.1
Dien Bien 22.6 26.4 9.5
Nghe An 20.6 17.2 18.1
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Quang Nam 22.6 16.0 19.9
Khanh Hoa 21.0 13.6 18.6
Dak Lak 16.7 18.6 8.4
Dak Nong 21.0 23.4 11.7
Lam Dong 11.2 9.8 8.3
Long An 35.2 23.3 34.3

Contract-based employment is an important indicator of formalization: it means workers
earn regular, predictable income and increases the chance they enjoy benefits like pensions,
disability, maternity, or unemployment.

Rand and Torm (2011) study both formal and informal small and medium enterprises (SMEs)
in Vietnam and find that formally registered firms are less likely to use casual labour, so the
low shares of jobs with a formal contract in this survey partially reflect low levels of company
registration. Nguyen et al. (2013) find the gap in average wage rates between informal and
formal workers is mostly determined by workers’ characteristics, which are a more important
determinant of wage levels and wages earned than the formalization of hiring firms.

Figure 2.3 shows the share of contracted jobs as a share of overall employment in each
province, and demonstrates that formalization remains low both within the surveyed provinces
and, on average, across Vietnam. The prevalence of informal employment suggests changing
legislation will not be enough to expand coverage of employment-based social insurance in
rural areas. Overall, evidence from this VARHS survey round suggests that rural areas have
not yet fully benefited from the increases in overall labour demand due to Vietham's relatively
high economic growth rate.

Figure 2.3: Share of Employment with Contract
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2.4 Wage Labour and Household Income

Analysing activities that generate income and aggregating this to the household level allows
researchers to study how earning wages affects overall household wealth. While not identical
to household welfare (see McKay and Tarp, 2010, for a discussion of welfare dynamics in rural
Vietham using VARHS data), income and wealth are strongly correlated with spending on
services like education and health care, and with increases the quality and quantity of goods
available to household members.

Expanding access to wage-based employment is an important policy objective, and
understanding which types of households can benefit from wages is an important research
question.

Figure 2.4 shows that the average household income of households with at least one member
working for a wage is higher than households with no wage-earning members.” The median
and average real net incomes of households with at least one wage earner are 62,671
thousand VND and 84,831 thousand VND, while the same statistics for households without
anyone working for wages are 48,618 thousand VND and 84,390 thousand VND. Working for
a wage does not seem to dramatically increase total household income.

Figure 2.4: Net Income, Households With and Without Wage-Earning Members

1
Net income (real, logs)

Number of waged members

[ 1o [_] 1ormore

N = 2,699

7  Note that this figure shows the natural log of real household income, preserving the ordering of incomes but not their absolute amounts.
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Many households report at least one household member working for a wage. Table 2.6 provides
further background.

Table 2.6: Households With and Without Members Working for Wage (percent)

Number of HH Members Working for a Wage

Gender of HH head None One or More
Female 37.7 62.3
Male 35.1 64.9
Education Cannot read and 48.7 51.3
Completed lower 37.5 62.5
Completed Lower 34.2 65.8
Completed Upper 29.9 70.1
Main language Vietnamese 34.7 65.3
Other 40.1 59.9
Poverty classification Non poor 35.8 64.2
Poor 34.7 65.3
Ethnicity Non-Kinh 37.0 63.0
Kinh 35.3 64.7
Food expenditure quintile Poorest 34.7 65.3
2nd poorest 33.6 66.4
Middle 37.8 62.2
2nd richest 35.6 64.4
Richest 37.1 62.9
N = 956 1,717

The table shows that wage-earning households are typically those in which the head of
household is more likely to be male, have at least a lower secondary education, and be from
the ethnic majority.

Similarly, more than 80 percent of the wage-earning households are classified as non-poor
(based on the MoLISA poverty line). Connecting households with labour markets might help
to combat poverty and vulnerability, but it is not clear whether non-poor households are more
likely to have members who find jobs, or whether finding a job makes a household non-poor.

Table 2.7 expands this analysis by investigating whether the characteristics of the household/
household-head are related to the total amount of income from wages (all households are
included regardless of whether they earn income from wages). Three patterns emerge.

Firstly, average and median income from wages increase quickly in the household head'’s level
of education. This contrasts with Table 2.4, which showed only a weak correlation between
the education level of individual workers and their wage income. The likely reason is that
households with more educated heads have more members who work for a wage (see Table
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2.6), and so earn more total income from wages than other households, even if the effect of
education on wage income is rather weak among individual wage earners.® Secondly, ethnicity

plays a major role in wage levels.

Finally, households in higher food expenditure quintiles earn more from wages: the poorest
households as measured by food spending earn around 12,303 VND in wages, while those in
the richest quintile earn 36,392 (all figures are for the average household and are measured
in *000 real VND). Food expenditure is an important welfare indicator, and is strongly and
positively associated with wage income.

N= 2,740

Characteristic (millionsof real VND)

Table 2.7: Total Household Income from Wages by Household/Household Head

Mean Median St. Dev.
Total 2012 25.0 20.7 20.2
Gender of HH head
Male 25.0 20.8 19.9
Female 25.0 20.7 20.6
Education
Cannot read and write 13.2 8.8 13.1
Completed lower sec. 23.3 18.0 22.1
Completed lower high school 27.8 24.1 19.3
Completed upper high school 34.8 30.0 25.9
Main language
Vietnamese 27.2 24.0 20.2
Other 12.9 7.5 15.4
Poverty classification
Non poor 27.4 24.0 20.6
Poor 13.5 9.9 12.8
Ethnicity
Non-Kinh 14.0 8.3 15.5
Kinh 27.7 24.2 20.3
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 12.3 7.5 12.4
2nd poorest 19.5 14.3 17.1
Middle 21.3 18.1 16.1
2nd richest 27.3 24.5 18.8
Richest 36.4 33.3 23.9

8

It is also possible that well-educated heads have better connections than others can help other household members to get more highly-paid

jobs.
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Households in which the household head is non-Kinh earn, on average, less than half the
wage income of Kinh households, while the median for these ethnic minority households is
less than a third of that for ethnic majority households. Table 2.8 investigates whether this
effect is mainly driven by specific provinces. In fact, there is a large and consistent difference
in wages earned between ethnic groups across all provinces of the sample. This does not
automatically imply minority households face systematic discrimination in labour markets. At
the least, though, it shows minority groups do not have access to the same job opportunities,
and this issue should be investigated in further research.

Table 2.8: Average Total Household Wage Income, by Ethnicity (millions of real
VND per year)

Ethnicity

Province

Non-Kinh Kinh
Ha Tay 18.6 33.2
Lao Cai 10.9 36.5
Phu Tho 20.3 22.6
Lai Chau 13.4 59.2
Dien Bien 11.8 45.6
Nghe An 20.1 22.7
Quang Nam 25.3 26.2
Khanh Hoa 23.5 31.3
Dak Lak 16.2 22.5
Dak Nong 15.6 20.0
Lam Dong 12.8 14.9
Long An 41.9 42.1
N= 673 1,097

In some areas, earned wages comprise a substantial share of overall household earnings,
but this statistic varies widely across Vietnam, and Figure 2.5 shows substantial differences
in the average level of income from employment across provinces. As expected, the rural
households near the urban areas of Ha Noi and HCMC in the Ha Tay and Long An provinces
earn the most from wages. In contrast, the average household in Dak Lak and Dak Nong earns
significantly more from agriculture, in part due to the high price of commodities, particularly
coffee, produced in these areas.
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Figure 2.5: Average Household Income by Source (‘000 real VND)
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While the level of wages earned by households varies significantly across provinces, Figure 2.6
shows that the relative share of wages in overall household income is more uniform: income
from non-farm, non-household enterprise employment contributed around 30 to 40 percent
of the average household’s net income in most provinces. Dak Lak, Dak Nong, and Lam Dong
are notable exceptions: wages in these provinces are a much smaller share of the average
households’ overall income, but this is mainly due to the value of agricultural earnings in the
Central Highlands.

Figure 2.6: Average Household Income by Source, within-Province Shares (percent)
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Table 2.9 extends the analysis of Figure 2.6 by studying wages relative importance in household
income. The ratio of wage to net income ranges from 15 percent in Lam Dong to over 40
percent in Long An. As in previous survey rounds, wages contribute more to net income in
peri-urban provinces where households are located near the large urban labour markets of
HCMC and Hanoi.

Table 2.9: Household Wage and Net Income, within-Province Mean, Median, and
St. Dev. (millions of real VND)

Wage Share of Net

Wage Income Net Income Income, Percent

Mean Median St.Dev. Mean Median St. Dev. Mean Median St. Dev.
Total 2012 26.6 13.0 35.1 84.7 58.2 137.2 31.4 22.4 25.6
Province
Ha Tay 33.1 24.0 38.2 108.6 74.6 156.2 30.5 32.2 24.5
Lao Cai 16.9 7.8 24.6 51.7 41.2 44.8 32.8 19.1 55.0
Phu Tho 22.1 10.1 29.7 66.6 48.4 63.6 33.2 20.8 46.7
Lai Chau 19.9 5.9 32.5 56.5 35.6 60.7 35.4 16.6 53.5
Dien Bien 14.1 0.0 32.0 48.2 33.3 41.0 29.3 0.0 78.0
Nghe An 21.4 15.1 24.2 66.9 46.7 65.4 32.1 32.5 37.1
Quang Nam 26.2 17.4 31.4 76.0 42.7 267.4 34.5 40.7 11.7
Khanh Hoa 31.1 26.7 28.0 78.6 59.3 65.9 39.6 45.0 42.5
Dak Lak 20.5 6.0 31.2 100.5 73.2 116.4 20.4 8.2 26.8
Dak Nong 18.7 4.4 29.1 124.3 81.4 151.1 15.1 5.4 19.3
Lam Dong 14.3 10.0 15.8 96.6 71.4 79.7 14.8 14.1 19.8
Long An 41.8 29.7 49.2 96.1 78.6 77.4 43.6 37.8 63.6
N= 2,669

The average share of wage income in net income disguises the fact that in some areas the
median household gets little or no wealth from wages. Dien Bien province is a dramatic
example, where the median household earns no income from wages, but a minority of
households earns a substantial share of total income from waged employment.

2.5 Summary

Even in rural areas of Vietham, being better educated makes it more likely you will have a
wage-paying job. Households with well-educated heads earn much more income from wages
than others. In particular, it seems that public sector jobs in the Government provide the best
wages and most secure employment. While Vietnam’s economic transformation continues, a
robust, private-sector labour market is still emerging and is highly concentrated. Most jobs
continue to be short-term or do not offer permanent contracts, and income from wages remains
a relatively small share of overall household income in most rural areas when compared to
income from other sources like household enterprises or agriculture.
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Comparing mean and median values for the share of income from wages in total household
income shows that while in several provinces some households benefit from engaging with
labour markets, many continue to earn significantly more income from other sources (the
high levels of income from agriculture in Dak Lak and Dak Nong are a good example).
Households that receive some income from formal and informal employment belong to higher
food expenditure quintiles and earn higher median incomes, suggesting there may be some
benefits to wage-based employment compared to other activities.

As policies to expand and deepen Vietnam’s rural labour markets are developed, it will be
essential to make sure vulnerable populations, especially ethnic minority groups, are able to
access “good” wage employment that can supplement volatile earnings from activities like
agriculture and household enterprises which continue to play a central role in the economic
life of rural Vietnam.

Future economic development will be characterised by more people working for wages
outside the home and a greater importance of wages to overall household wealth and welfare.
Policymakers can play an important role in preparing for this shift in the structure of labour
by supporting job creation and labour markets, and establishing institutions to protect labour
rights.
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CHAPTER 3: NON-FARM HOUSEHOLD ENTERPRISES

3.1 Introduction

While labour markets are beginning to draw agricultural labour into wage-based employment
in rural areas of Vietnam, many households continue to operate small-scale household
enterprises (HHEs) to supplement their income.

Whether HHEs are “good” for participating households depends on whether the resources
used to invest in and operate businesses, such as human and financial capital, could be
used more effectively in other activities. Much like wage employment, household enterprises
deserve policymakers’ attention because they are a significant and persistent feature of
rural economic activity, absorbing large investments of working time and making significant
contributions to household income.

In this chapter we explore the prevalence and nature of household enterprises in rural
Vietnam. We focus on the characteristics of households who own and operate enterprises
and the characteristics of the enterprises themselves. We conclude with an analysis of the
constraints to enterprise development as reported by enterprise owners.

3.2 Prevalence of HHEs

As Figure 3.1 shows, on average 25.6 percent of households operated an enterprise in 2012,
less than in 2010 (using a balanced panel of households surveyed in both 2012 and 2010 for
comparison purposes).’® Among the 12 provinces, more than half observed some decrease in
the proportion of household enterprises, with the exceptions of Ha Tay, Lao Cai, and Dak Lak.
The largest change was observed in Khanh Hoa with a decrease of over 11 percent.

Further research will investigate whether the drop in the prevalence of household enterprises
is a result of households terminating small businesses with low value-added to take up wage
employment or to focus on agricultural activities, or if the decrease is caused by increasing
difficulties faced by small business owners.

The former interpretation receives some support in the data due to the fact that the decrease
in business ownership is observed disproportionately among richer households (see Figure 3.2).

9 The large proportion of households in Lai Chau that operate HHEs is somewhat misleading. As revealed later in
Table 3.1 they tend to be informal and located in the family home. Moreover, Table 3.3 shows that they account for
a small proportion of total household income with agricultural income still remaining the most important source
of income for households in this province.
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Figure 3.1: Share of Households with a Household Enterprise (percent)
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Figure 3.2: Household Enterprises by Characteristic (percent with enterprise)
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It remains the case, however, that richer households are more likely than poor ones to own a
non-farm business, though this correlation may not imply causation: these households may
be wealthier because of successful HHEs, or wealthier households may be better placed to

invest in and operate an HHE.
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Figure 3.2 also shows that, as in the case of wage employment, studied in Chapter 2, there
appears to be a systematic difference between Kinh and non-Kinh households. Households
headed by ethnic minorities are less likely to operate a HHE. This difference between groups
is consistent across the 2010 and 2012 survey rounds.

The percentage of female-headed households that operate a household enterprise is 19.5
percent in 2012, almost identical to the proportion in 2010. In contrast, 27.3 percent of male-
headed households operate a household enterprise in 2012 compared with 30.7 percent in
2010.

A further breakdown of HHEs at the individual level shows that half of HHE activities are
operated by a woman, a slight increase from 2010 when 46.6 percent of enterprises were
operated by a woman (result is not shown). This suggests that the gender of the household
head is not a constraint to entrepreneurship in rural areas. It is interesting to note that only
10.5 percent of HHEs are operated by a poor household (result is not shown). This suggests
that micro-enterprise development is more associated with non-poor households.

3.3 Characteristics of HHEs

Table 3.1 investigates key characteristics of household enterprises, including location,
formalisation, and number of workers, for the full sample of households included 2012. The
share of HHEs with a license (i.e. those classified as “formal”) is 21.4 percent in 2012.

Comparing the balanced panel of households with enterprises in 2010 and 2012 we find that
there is a decrease in the proportion of firms with a business licence compared with 2010, but
this decline is not statistically significant. As with most indicators, however, there is significant
heterogeneity across the sample: levels of formalisation vary widely across provinces, food
expenditure quintiles of the household operating the business, and the ethnicity of the
household head.

Around 58 percent of HHEs are operated in the family home, and the average HHE is a “micro”
enterprise, employing less than one worker, on average, in addition to household members.
While operating a micro-enterprise may help households diversify their income sources and
hedge against risks (for example, volatile prices for agricultural output), they (by definition)
do not hire significant numbers of additional workers.
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Table 3.1: Characteristics of Household Enterprises'®

Number of
Sha_re of HHs Number I-I_HE has H';'nEf:’;?lt:d ‘?:’::::_Ieé,s gf"':::_)ee(;
with HHE, HHEs license, home, incl. HH workers in
percent observed percent percent members, HHE, mean
mean
Total 2012 26.4 858 21.4 58.0 2.1 0.5
Province
Ha Tay 37.8 265 16.6 54.2 2.7 0.8
Lao Cai 21.5 26 19.2 46.2 1.9 0.4
Phu Tho 23.1 103 34.0 60.4 1.9 0.8
Lai Chau 49.6 76 10.5 92.1 2.2 0.4
Dien Bien 10.7 15 6.7 66.7 1.9 0.0
Nghe An 25.9 71 12.7 35.7 1.7 0.3
Quang Nam 24.3 97 27.8 61.7 1.9 0.4
Khanh Hoa 26.4 33 39.4 31.3 1.7 0.4
Dak Lak 26.1 54 24.1 56.6 2.2 0.6
Dak Nong 23.4 41 12.2 65.9 1.7 0.2
Lam Dong 15.0 14 42.9 57.1 1.7 0.2
Long An 15.3 63 28.6 61.3 1.6 0.3
Gender
Female 21.2 140 25.0 54.3 1.6 0.2
Male 27.8 718 20.8 58.8 2.3 0.6
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 19.2 116 6.9 62.6 2.2 0.1
2nd poorest 23.2 146 11.6 60.3 1.7 0.1
Middle 24.7 149 23.5 52.3 1.6 0.2
2nd richest 33.0 216 23.6 59.2 2.2 0.7
Richest 32.0 220 31.8 56.7 2.7 1.2
Ethnicity of HH head
Non Kinh 20.2 127 7.9 78.0 1.9 0.1
Kinh 28.0 731 23.8 54.5 2.2 0.6
Total 2012 panel® 475 22.1 61.7 2.1 0.5
Total 2010 panel® 475 25.7 60.6 2.3 0.6

N = 2,740

? Based on a balanced panel of 364 households with 475 household enterprises. Differences between 2010 and

2012 are not statistically significant at the 10 percent level for any enterprise characteristic.

10 Differences between the results presented in Table 3.1 and in Figure 3.1 and 3.2 are due to the fact that the for-
mer are based on the “full sample” of 2012 households, while the latter use the “panel sample”, a balanced panel
of households based on those included in the 2010 report.
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Table 3.2 presents the share of household income from various sources and reveals considerable
variability in the importance of income from HHEs in total income across provinces. For
example, in Dien Bien, the majority of income is derived from agricultural activities with only
2.2 percent coming from HHEs. In contrast, in Ha Tay, wage employment is most important
at 38.4 percent of total income followed by income from HHEs at 22.3 percent. This suggests
that for some provinces, at least, HHEs may help households diversify their income sources
and protect against risks or unexpected shortfalls in income. Given their small scale, however,
they are unlikely to generate significant wage-based employment in rural areas. Future
research is required to explore this issue in greater detail.

Table 3.2: Diversification of Income Sources by Province (percent)

Share of income from: HHE Agriculture Wage Other
Total 2012 (N = 2,740) 12.5 30.6 35.2 21.8
Province

Ha Tay 22.3 16.5 38.4 22.8
Lao Cai 7.1 51.8 28.8 12.3
Phu Tho 12.3 22.1 34.7 31.0
Lai Chau 7.2 55.8 27.7 9.3
Dien Bien 2.2 63.6 17.0 17.3
Nghe An 9.5 17.6 37.3 35.6
Quang Nam 13.5 20.2 41.6 24.8
Khanh Hoa 16.3 18.4 45.1 20.2
Dak Lak 9.9 53.5 23.3 13.3
Dak Nong 7.5 45.9 24.7 21.8
Lam Dong 7.5 56.9 22.6 13.0
Long An 7.7 34.1 44.4 13.7
Total 2012 panel® 11.4 32.3%** 32.6%** 23 7%*x
Total 2010 panel® 10.9 28.2%** 25.2%%* 35 7%**

2N 2012 and 2010 panel = 2,120 (balanced panel); ***Difference between 2010 and 2012 significant at 1 percent level.

In 2012 HHEs accounted for 12.5 percent of total net household income in comparison
with income from agriculture (30.6 percent, including income from CPR), from wages (35.2
percent) and from other income sources (21.8 percent), namely rental income, sale of assets,
transfers, etc. Between 2010 and 2012 the share of income from HHEs remained unchanged
with statistically significant increases in the share accounted for by agricultural production,
suggesting that HHEs are not, on average, the most important source of income for rural
households.

Figure 3.3 presents results on the sectoral distribution of household enterprises. It shows that
over 35 percent of micro-enterprises are related to the agricultural sector. It is also of note
that 15 percent of enterprises are classified as providing “other services” and over 15 percent
were involved in small-scale processing and manufacturing.
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Figure 3.3: Sectoral Distribution of HH Enterprises 2012 (percent)
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3.4 Investment and Performance of HHEs

Turning to the investment and performance data for the micro-enterprises in Table 3.3a, the
2012 survey shows that the average start-up cost for household enterprises is 7.5 million
VND (approximately 360 USD). This average value disguises very large variation across
food expenditure quintiles, our proxy for relative wealth: among poor households, the initial
investment is only 650,000 VND, compared to around 20 million VND among the richest; and
self-reported median revenues (Table 3.3b) range between 10.5 million VND for the lowest
quintile to 130 million VND for the richest.

As with wage employment, there are significant differences between ethnicities. Kinh
households invest more than 10 times as much as ethnic minority households, which are more
likely to self-finance their investment. This may indicate that ethnic minorities experience
difficulties accessing loans and other forms of credit, preventing them from expanding their
business. More in-depth research is required to establish the extent to which this is the case.
More generally, there is some evidence that richer households are the most likely to secure
outside financing, as might be expected.
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Table 3.3a: HHE Performance: Investment Capital, and Sources of Financing

Initial investment All self-financed, Self-financed All borrowed,
(000 VND), median percent and borrowed, percent
percent
Total 2012 7,500 67.4 24.0 5.0
Province
Ha Tay 10,000 63.8 24.9 8.7
Lao Cai 1,800 76.9 15.4 0.0
Phu Tho 20,000 58.3 34.9 6.8
Lai Chau 500 82.9 15.8 0.0
Dien Bien 2,000 73.3 20.0 6.7
Nghe An 7,000 69.0 22.5 5.6
Quang Nam 5,000 60.8 25.8 3.1
Khanh Hoa 5,000 78.8 18.2 3.0
Dak Lak 10,000 70.4 29.6 0.0
Dak Nong 10,000 63.4 29.3 4.9
Lam Dong 10,000 71.4 21.4 0.0
Long An 10,000 74.6 11.1 3.2
Gender of HH
head
Female 5,000 62.9 25.7 7.9
Male 9,000 68.3 23.7 4.5
Food expenditure
quintile
Poorest 650 79.3 9.5 3.4
2nd poorest 5,000 63.7 30.8 3.4
Middle 6,000 70.5 21.5 5.4
2nd richest 10,000 67.1 25.5 4.2
Richest 20,000 61.8 27.3 7.3
Ethnicity of HH
head
Non Kinh 800 77.2 17.3 3.1
Kinh 10,000 65.7 25.2 5.3
Total 2012 panel® 58,971 67.8 24.0 4.0
Total 2010 panel? 48,969 66.9 24.8 4.6

2 Based on a balanced panel of 364 households with 475 household enterprises. Differences between 2010 and

2012 are not statistically significant at the 10 percent level for any enterprise characteristic.
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Table 3.3b: HHE Performance: Revenue, Costs and Net Income (000 VND, median)

Total revenue from Total costs for HH Net income from

HH enterprise enterprise activi- HH enterprise
ties

Total 2012 64,080 31,000 27,000
Province
Ha Tay 120,000 67,000 38,000
Lao Cai 32,000 15,200 17,728
PhuTho 60,000 28,000 30,000
Lai Chau 4,650 2,765 1,305
Dien Bien 20,000 10,000 10,000
Nghe An 30,000 8,000 18,500
Quang Nam 80,000 43,000 24,000
Khanh Hoa 95,000 48,900 46,500
Dak Lak 60,000 33,570 23,260
Dak Nong 87,200 42,000 31,700
Lam Dong 65,000 31,250 54,650
Long An 84,000 13,000 40,500
Gender of HH head
Female 61,680 33,550 26,200
Male 64,900 31,000 27,250
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 10,600 3,580 5,600
2nd poorest 40,850 20,550 17,250
Middle 60,000 24,300 24,500
2nd richest 99,000 44,000 36,000
Richest 130,000 68,700 46,510
Ethnicity of HH head
Non Kinh 6,000 2,950 3,000
Kinh 84,000 43,000 32,000
Total 2012 panel® 268,371 216,260 52,110
Total 2010 panel® 230,648 185,422 45,226

N= 858

2 Based on a balanced panel of 364 households with 475 household enterprises. Differences between 2010 and 2012
are not statistically significant at the 10 percent level for any enterprise characteristic.

Just as wages earned in non-farm, non-household employment (see Chapter 2) is higher
amongst better educated respondents, and increased educational attainment is associated
with being involved in better-performing HHEs.

As illustrated in Table 3.4, for households in which the head of household is illiterate, HHEs
earn a median total income (revenues less costs) of around 3.1 million VND a year. In cases
where the head of household has completed his/her upper secondary education, HHEs earn
40.7 million VND a year on average.
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While Table 3.3a suggests some groups (particularly households with a non-Kinh or ethnic
minority head) have difficulty accessing credit and are more likely to self-finance, Table 3.4
shows the potential negative consequences of credit rationing: the median total net income
amongst those HHE entrepreneurs able to access loans is roughly twice that of those who
cannot. It should be noted, however, that causality could run in the other direction in that
low-income households (or enterprises) find it more difficult to access loans.

Table 3.4: Education of Household Head, Investment, and Performance (‘000 VND, median)

Initial invest- Revenue Costs Total net Income
ment
Total 2012 7,500 64,080 31,000 27,000
Highest general
education HH head
Cannot Read or Write 500 6,150 3,380 3,100
Completed Lower
Primary 4,000 48,000 24,000 22,200
Completed Lower
Secondary 9,000 63,000 32,100 25,880
Completed Upper
Secondary 15,000 120,000 60,000 40,700
Highest professional
education
No Diploma 5,000 62,000 29,800 26,325
Short Term Vocational 10,000 60,000 29,000 26,300
Long Term Vocational 25,000 140,000 66,500 65,000
Professional high school 15,000 45,000 26,000 24,400
College/University 35,000 76,000 43,000 31,900
Borrowing Status
No loan 5,000 50,000 22,840 24,000
Have loan 20,000 145,000 86,100 50,800
N= 858
Table 3.5: Days per Year Working on Non-Farm, Non-Wage Activities
Number of days Share of HHE Number of days Share of HHE la-
involved in HH labour supply involved in HH bour supply in to-
enterprise, in total labour enterprise, days, tal labour supply,
days, 2012 supply, 2012, 2010 2010, percent
percent
Total 2012 74 6.9 70 6.4
Province
Ha Tay 133 12.4 100 9.4
Lao Cai 47 4.2 36 2.7
PhuTho 62 6.7 93 8.6
Lai Chau 28 2.6 30 2.7
Dien Bien 11 0.7 25 1.8
Nghe An 64 5.8 61 5.3
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Quang Nam 72 7.1 62 5.8
Khanh Hoa 70 6.6 117 9.7
Dak Lak 46 4.1 57 5.0
Dak Nong 69 5.7 59 4.8
Lam Dong 40 3.0 38 2.4
Long An 67 6.2 65 6.6
HH head sex

Female 61 6.7 50 5.5
Male 77 7.0 76 6.7
Food expenditure quintile

Poorest 26 2.0 31 2.8
2nd poorest 56 4.7 43 3.4
Middle 65 6.1 67 6.1
2nd richest 109 10.3 95 8.3
Richest 111 11.3 116 11.6
Ethnicity of HH

head

Non Kinh 19 1.7 23 1.7
Kinh 88 8.3 83 7.6

N 2012= 2,740 and N 2010 = 2,200

Time use is another indicator of household investment in non-farm household enterprises.
Respondents’ self-reported number of days working in HHEs (see Table 3.5) is approximately
stable between survey rounds, with the notable exception of the average household in Ha Tay
(an increase of over a month of time invested in HHE activities) and Khanh Hoa (a decrease
of about 47 days).

With respect to time invested in HHEs and household or personal characteristics, within-
year averages provide a clearer picture and indicate two trends: time invested in household
enterprises is significantly higher amongst wealthier households, and Kinh-headed households
invest significantly more time in their businesses than ethnic minority households.

3.5 Constraints to Small Business Development

To develop an understanding of the constraints affecting the formation and operation of
HHEs, the 2012 survey round included an expanded section asking respondents to rank a
variety of constraints in terms of difficulty, like business registration, land purchase/rental,
borrowing money, buying inputs, etc.!! Table 3.6 summarises the findings from this section of
the questionnaire.

The majority of households respond ‘Do not know’, *Easy’ or *Neither easy nor difficult” when

11 Some comparisons can be drawn with the 2012 Province Competitiveness Index available at: http://www.pciviet-
nam.org/reports _home.php.
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asked what level of difficulty they face in relation to a variety of different aspects associated
with starting and operating a household enterprise. This suggests that for the most part
households are not very constrained in terms of running their businesses or are not aware of
these constraints. The issues that were more likely to be reported as posing some difficulties
include borrowing money and accessing markets for output (approximately 20 percent of
households report some difficulties in relation to each of these issues).

Table 3.6: Constraints Faced by HHEs (percent)

Level of difficulty Very Difficult Neither Easy Very easy Do not
difficult easy nor know
difficult

Register your business 0.3 4.1 19.5 15.8 3.0 55.8
Comply with business
regulations 0.3 4.5 25.1 18.0 3.5 46.9
Buy or rent land 0.6 7.7 20.6 15.9 2.4 50.2
Borrow money 1.3 19.2 28.3 14.8 2.1 32.8
Save money in a state or
commercial bank 0.4 1.6 17.9 26.5 16.5 35.5
Hire skilled workers 1.1 10.8 19.6 10.4 1.6 54.3
Train employees 1.4 10.8 19.8 9.4 1.0 55.0
Learn about new technol-
ogies 2.0 12.2 19.7 7.7 1.4 54.6
Purchase new machinery 1.6 12.8 20.8 11.8 3.4 47.1
Access markets for what
you produce 2.8 17.9 30.5 14.9 3.0 29.5
Buy inputs 0.1 7.7 31.4 31.3 6.0 22.3

N= 703. This is rather low due to missing data.

li

In addition to business-specific constraints, Table 3.7 summarises data about respondents
perceptions regarding constraints created by the environment in which HHEs operate. Broadly
speaking, it appears that most respondents do not characterise corruption and infrastructure as
significant impediments to operating HHEs, but there is variability across provinces and other
household groups. For example, in Lam Dong, 33.3 percent, and in Khan Hoa, 14.3 percent,
of households report that corruption imposes a large or very large cost on HHEs. Moreover,
in Lao Cai, Phu Tho and Lai Chau, households have a poor perception of local infrastructure
relative to other provinces (30.4, 22.4 and 38.2 percent of households, respectively, report
that local infrastructure as it relates to their HHE is bad or very bad). Infrastructure is perceived
as worse by poor and non-Kinh households, while corruption appears to affect richer and Kinh
households to a greater extent.
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Table 3.7: Assessment of Corruption and Infrastructure (percent)

Assessment of costs imposed by corruption Assessment of local infrastructure

(N: 721) (N:723)
Large and Very Small No effect Good Neither Bad and
large and Very good nor Very bad
good bad
Total 2012 5.0 25.2 69.8 20.5 67.4 12.2
Province
Ha Tay 4.1 25.9 70.0 20.9 72.3 6.8
Lao Cai 4.3 21.7 73.9 17.4 52.2 30.4
Phu Tho 4.7 35.3 60.0 10.6 67.1 22.4
Lai Chau 4.4 5.9 89.7 4.4 57.4 38.2
Dien Bien 0.0 14.3 85.7 7.1 85.7 7.1
Nghe An 5.1 28.8 66.1 47.5 50.8 1.7
Quang Nam 4.9 20.7 74.4 31.3 65.1 3.6
Khanh Hoa 14.3 78.6 7.1 25.0 75.0 0.0
Dak Lak 4.7 4.7 90.7 2.3 88.4 9.3
Dak Nong 0.0 12.1 87.9 15.2 72.7 12.1
Lam Dong 33.3 41.7 25.0 50.0 50.0 0.0
Long An 3.7 31.5 64.8 21.8 63.6 14.5
Gender
Female 6.7 25.0 68.3 20.0 68.3 11.7
Male 4.7 25.3 70.0 20.5 67.2 12.3
Food expenditure
quintile
Poorest 1.0 10.7 88.3 8.7 68.3 23.1
2nd poorest 4.0 16.0 80.0 13.6 69.6 16.8
Middle 3.7 24.3 72.1 22.8 67.6 9.6
2nd richest 5.6 30.9 63.5 23.5 69.3 7.3
Richest 8.7 34.9 56.4 27.3 62.8 9.9
Ethnicity of HH
head
Non Kinh 2.6 9.6 87.8 6.1 61.7 32.2
Kinh 5.4 28.2 66.3 23.2 68.4 8.4

Reduced sample size due to missing data.

3.6 Summary

Small-scale household enterprises are only studied as one component of the overall income of
households. The contribution of HHEs to income in rural Vietham remains smaller than that of
agriculture and wage income, but is an appreciable one that absorbs significant investments
of households’ time and money. On balance, while education and ethnic status are strong
predictors of the financial investment in, performance of, and time allocated to household
enterprises, these micro-enterprises remain small in size and most often informal and based
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in the household home. Their scale means that this sector is not yet driving a broad-based
expansion in rural formal, or informal, labour demand.

In general, the data presented in this chapter suggest that relatively few business owners feel
constrained by business regulation and lack of access to land, information, or other resources.
Further research should investigate whether this shows that conditions for doing business are
in fact quite good in Vietnam, if the results are a result of business owners not seeking to grow
their enterprises. Constraints that do appear to hinder households in expanding and growing
their enterprises include difficulties in accessing credit and output markets, suggesting there
may be some justification for policies providing support to business in these areas. It is
difficult, however, to infer concrete policy implications from the descriptive analysis presented
here and further in-depth investigation is needed to determine how policy can be designed to
support the growth of viable enterprise activities.

As Vietnam’s economy continues the process of structural transformation from subsistence
agriculture towards higher value-added activities, it will be increasingly important to monitor
household firms to investigate their effects on welfare and employment creation in rural
areas, and in particular to observe which factors mediate the graduation of these firms from
small scale household enterprises into larger, sustainable businesses.
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CHAPTER 4: LAND

This chapter investigates issues related to land. We present statistics on several important
topics such as land distribution, Land Use Rights Certificates (LURC), land fragmentation,
and households’ involvement in the markets for buying, selling, and renting land. The VARHS
questionnaire collects data on four types of land: (i) land owned and used by the household;
(ii) land not owned but used by the household (i.e. rented in or borrowed in land); (iii) land
owned but not used by the household (i.e. rented out or lent out land); and (iv) land the
household owned in the past where ownership has ceased (i.e. because the land was sold or
exchanged, given away or expropriated).

Vietnam has 33.1 million hectares of land. The country has one of the lowest amounts of land
per capita of around 0.38 ha, while agricultural land per capita is approximately 0.30 ha. To
manage and protect land used for agriculture, aquaculture, and salt production, Vietnam has
issued a number of legal documents including laws, decrees, and decisions to strictly manage
the conversion of agricultural land into land for non-agricultural purposes. These initiatives
are aimed at strengthening national food security, encouraging farmers and localities to keep
paddy land and to convert unused land to agricultural land. As a result, total agricultural land
area has increased.!?

Land use in Vietham seems to have become gradually more economically rewarding and
efficient. This is important with a view to food security, urban development, industry, and
services in the process of national industrialisation and modernisation. For rural society,
land is vital for agricultural production. In the next section, we consider distribution and
fragmentation of land owned by the households in the sample.

4.1 Distribution and Fragmentation of Land

In Vietnam, land is allocated by the State. Households use more than 14 million ha (53.6
percent of total agricultural land). The rest of the land is allocated to other land users, such as
the Commune People’s Committees, local economic organizations, other domestic agencies,
and foreign individuals and organizations. Farmers have been encouraged to use land for
cultivating especially food production, cash crops, and aquaculture. As a result, Vietnam has
become a leading exporter of several agricultural products such as rice, seafood, rubber, and
pepper. The preparation and implementation of land use planning and land use plans have
contributed to the change of the rural face. Agricultural land has been allocated based on
the principle of protection of land for growing rice, in order to ensure the goal of providing
enough food for domestic consumption as well as for strategic reserves and for exporting. In
this section, we investigate agricultural land holdings of rural households.

12 The agricultural land increased by 556 thousand ha during 2001-2010. The Government has proposed to the
National Assembly to consider maintaining a target of 3.8 million ha of paddy until 2020.
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Table 4.1 presents the distribution and fragmentation of the land holdings of the sampled

households.
Table 4.1: Distribution and Fragmentation of Owned Land
Landless- Total Total Annu- No. of No. of Plots shar- Plot Plot Size
percent agr.Land agr.land alland plots plots ing border Size (sqm),
(sqm), (sqm),- (sqm), per per w. other (sqm) median
mean Median mean HH, HH, plots, per- mean
mean max cent

Total 2012 9.6 7,897 3,079 4,403 4.4 24 15.3 1,784 500
Province
Ha Tay 8.6 1,922 1,372 1,536 4.7 17 14.3 404 240
Lao Cai 3.8 9,885 6,640 5,930 4.9 12 13.0 1,865 900
Phu Tho 9.4 3,963 2,140 1,790 5.7 24 10.6 617 312
Lai Chau 9.2 8,627 7,000 8,041 4.9 14 9.8 1,517 1,000
Dien Bien 4.7 10,916 9,150 9,633 5.7 13 13.4 1,809 1,000
Nghe An 6.7 7,471 3,006 2,582 4.9 14 10.4 1,519 452
Quang Nam 11.4 3,940 2,200 2,695 3.9 13 8.6 964 500
Khanh Hoa 22.8 8,827 4,200 4,532 3.0 16 10.2 2,382 1,000
Dak Lak 8.6 13,807 10,780 5,562 3.7 11 21.0 3,484 2,000
Dak Nong 8.2 24,083 18,000 6,440 3.0 7 12.8 6,944 3,000
Lam Dong 8.1 14,778 9,650 2,333 2.9 9 13.4 4,827 2,670
Long An 13.5 14,745 5,700 11,264 2.9 15 39.3 4,161 1,800
Gender of HH head
Female 15.9 5,531 2,270 3,380 3.8 16 15.6 1,387 420
Male 8.0 8,455 3,400 4,643 4.5 24 15.2 1,868 500
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 8.5 10,780 4,750 6,065 4.4 17 10.7 2,099 900
2nd poorest 10.2 8,544 3,402 4,803 4.4 16 13.4 1,784 570
Middle 8.7 7,899 2,933 3,064 4.3 15 17.2 1,448 500
2nd richest 13.6 7,019 2,391 3,236 4.4 17 15.3 1,652 432
Richest 12.1 5,243 2,304 4,357 4.2 24 20.7 1,949 427
Total 2012 panel 7.9 7,861 3,040 4,436 4.3 24 15.3 1,823 500
Total 2010 panel 6.3 8,197 3,425 4,330 4.6 26 13.8 1,773 500

N 2012 = 2,356 households; N 2012 plots = 9,926 (N 2012 panel= 9,821 plots; N 2010 panel =9,805 plots)

In Table 4.1, the total size of land owned by households measured in square meters, number
of plots owned, and fragmentation measured as number of plots, as well as the average size of
each plot. Column 1 of Table 4.1 provides detailed statistics on the percentage of households
that do not own land. Overall, approximately 10 percent of households in the sample do not
own any agricultural land.
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The percentage of landless households differs over the 12 provinces, with the Southern
provinces showing a higher share of landless households compared to the Northern provinces.
Female-headed households are more likely to be landless than their male-headed counterparts.
In total, 16 percent of female-headed households are landless. This is statistically significantly
higher than the eight percent of male-headed households that are landless.

Landlessness is, however, not necessarily linked with poverty, as many richer households have
little or no land. This may imply that the contribution to income from agricultural production
is playing a less important role in the total income of rich households.

Further, landlessness has increased for the panel households over the two-year period 2010
to 2012. Overall, 8 percent of the panel households were landless in 2012, a statistically
significant increase from 2010. There is a correlation between being a more economically
dynamic province and having more households that do not own land: rural households in
economically better-performing regions have a higher likelihood of finding non-farm jobs
and as a consequence they sell their agricultural land. For further discussion of this issue see
Chapter 9 on migration and Chapter 5 on crop production, as well as Ravallion and Van de
Walle (2008).

Looking at total agricultural land, Table 4.1 shows that households in the Southern provinces
have more land than farmers in the Northern provinces. In terms of land and socioeconomic
status we observe that poorer households have a larger area of agricultural land (10,780
square meters) compared to the richest households (5,243 square meters). This is likely due
to poorer households being more dependent on agriculture. Male-headed households have on
average larger sizes of land than female-headed households.

The variation in land holdings across provinces is partly due to historical reasons and also to
differences in population. The North is more densely populated. In addition, land is more likely
to be fragmented in the North. One way of measuring land fragmentation is by calculating the
number of plots a household operates. In Table 4.1 we see that the average number of plots
per household is higher in the Northern and North-western provinces of Phu Tho, Dien Bien,
Lai Chau, and Nghe An.

The average number of plots is lowest in the Southern provinces of Lam Dong, Dak Nong,
and Long An. The maximum number of plots owned by a single household is as high as 24 in
Phu Tho. However, in Dak Nong in the South the number of plots does not exceed seven plots
per household. Additionally, land in the North is not only more fragmented but also smaller in
terms of the average size of plots.

In Table 4.2, we present a transition matrix of landless households between 2010 and 2012,
and between 2006 and 2012. Some 89.5 percent of the households surveyed in all years
owned land in 2006 and 2012, while around three percent were landless in both years. Of
the nearly 8 percent landless households observed in 2012 (see Table 4.1), 4 percent were
structurally landless while 2.5 percent became landless between 2010 and 2012. The longer
term transition between 2006 and 2012 shows a rise in households becoming landless.
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Table 4.2: Landlessness Transition Matrix, 2006-2010-2012 (percent)

Between 2010 and 2012 Between 2006 and 2012
Never landless 91.5 89.5
Became landless 2.5 4.1
Escaped landlessness 2.0 3.1
Always landless 4.0 3.3
N = 2,192 2,039

In Figure 4.1, we turn to the distribution of land across households by region (North and
South) and by year (2012 and 2010). The first two panels at the top of the figure (a and b)
show the distribution of land in 2012 by region, as well as, a comparison of land distribution
in 2012 and 2010.13

Panel (a) demonstrates that the average size of land holdings is small, with the majority of
farms being less than one hectare in size. Panel (a) also portrays the differences in the land
distribution between the North and the South. The South has larger farms. In the North,
85.8 percent of households have farms of less than one hectare while in the South the
corresponding figure is 69.2 percent.

In the North, farms with a size of more than three hectares are rare (around 1.7 percent)
compared to the South where farms larger than three hectares account for almost 9 percent
of all farms. Panel (b) presents a comparison of land distribution in 2012 and 2010 (for
the households that have been interviewed in both years). Land owned by households has
decreased slightly but statistically significantly over the two-year period.

13 The top 5th percentile is excluded to avoid bias due to a few very high outliers.
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Figure 4.1: Total and Regional Land Distribution
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The two middle panels (c and d) present the Lorenz curves for the distribution of total
agricultural land by region (North and South) and by year. Panel (c) shows a less equal
agricultural land distribution in the South. The distribution over the two-year period 2010 to
2012 does not appear to have changed. The lower two diagrams (e and f) show distribution of
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land used designated for production of annual crops by region and by year. Results show that
the distribution of annual land is also less equal in the South.

In Table 4.3, Gini coefficients for the distribution of land across provinces are presented to
investigate land inequality in detail. As with agricultural land, the distribution of land does not
appear to have changed significantly over the two years.

Table 4.3: Plots Acquired by Source (percent)

State Inheritance Sales Cleared Exchanged Obtained Other GINI
market and Occu-
(=bought) pied

Total 2012 59.8 17.3 9.0 13.0 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.66
Province
Ha Tay 88.7 8.0 1.9 0.9 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.49
Lao Cai 36.0 38.4 6.4 19.1 0.0 0 0.0 0.48
Phu Tho 82.8 10.7 2.7 2.7 0.5 0.2 0.3 0.54
Lai Chau 17.2 15.8 0.4 65.2 0.0 1.4 0.0 0.41
Dien Bien 29.8 15.4 2.3 52.1 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.39
Nghe An 76.3 12.7 4.7 5.4 0.7 0.0 0.1 0.72
Quang Nam 81.8 12.9 1.8 3.1 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.60
Khanh Hoa 32.8 28.0 22.8 12.1 2.6 1.2 0.4 0.71
Dak Lak 14.3 12.8 46.1 24.8 0.5 0.7 0.6 0.47
Dak Nong 5.5 14.4 50.0 29.5 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.51
Lam Dong 5.0 22.9 29.3 42.2 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.46
Long An 10.2 63.5 23.9 1.1 0.4 0.8 0.0 0.68
Gender of HH
head
Female 67.2 15.8 8.3 7.6 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.69
Male 58.2 17.6 9.2 14.1 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.64
Food expenditure
quintile
Poorest 45.9 18.1 5.8 29.3 0.3 0.5 0.1 0.69
2nd poorest 57.1 18.9 7.8 15.5 0.1 0.4 0.2 0.63
Middle 65.2 15.9 10.9 6.8 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.62
2nd richest 67.2 15.8 10.3 6.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.60
Richest 65.9 16.7 11.0 5.5 0.6 0.2 0.1 0.66

N =10,265 plots

Note: The GINI coefficient for the Northern six provinces is 0.61 in 2012 while the GINI coefficient for the Southern
six provinces is 0.66.

Table 4.3 also displays interesting patterns of modes of land acquirement across provinces.
Households located in the Northern provinces have to a larger extent received their land from
the State or the commune. The highest prevalence of households that have bought their
land at the market is found in the Central Highland provinces of Dak Lak, Dak Nong, and
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Lam Dong. In Dak Nong, half of all plots have been purchased. The lowest level of market
acquisition is in the North-western province Lai Chau where just 0.4 percent of all plots are
purchased. This clearly indicates a less dynamic rural land market in the North compared to
the Southern provinces.

Table 4.3 also demonstrates variation across gender of the household head. Female-headed
households have statistically significantly more land acquired through the State or the
commune than male-headed households. This could imply that female heads are less actively
involved in the land market. Looking at socioeconomic status and mode of acquirement,
the richest households are more likely to have received their plot through the State or the
commune (66 percent compared to around 46 percent for the poorest). Poorer households
are more likely to have cleared and occupied the land they have. This is explained by the fact
that poor households are disproportionately found in upland provinces, where land clearing is
much more common. Eleven percent of the richer households report that they have bought
their land compared to 6 percent of the poorest. This suggests that the richer households are
more active in the land market. The average Gini coefficient (for the total sample) for land
distribution is 0.66. The Gini coefficient for the six Northern provinces was 0.61 and 0.66 in
the six Southern provinces in 2012.

Table 4.4 shows the source of acquirement for recently acquired plots (within the past three
years), divided by region.

Table 4.4: Sources of Recently Acquired Plots (Past Three Years)

Acquirement source of plots Total North South
<3 years Total Percent Total Percent Total Percent
Total 296 100 159 100 137 100
State/Commune 36 12.1 17 10.7 19 13.9
Inheritance 88 29.7 57 35.9 31 22.6
Sales market (bought) 108 36.5 34 21.4 74 54.0
Cleared and occupied 41 13.8 36 22.6 5 3.6
Exchanged 21 7.1 14 8.8 7 5.1
Other 2 0.7 1 0.6 1 0.7
N=296 plots

As in Table 4.3, Table 4.4 portrays large variation in modes of acquirement between the North
and the South. In the South 54 percent of all plots recently acquired have been bought at the
market compared to 21.4 percent of plots in the North. At the same time, more plots have
been obtained through inheritance in the North compared to the South (almost 36 percent in
the North versus 22.6 percent in the South). A possible explanation for this is that households
in the North are more likely to perceive land as inalienable to the family, while households in
the South typically view land as a commodity, which can be traded on the market.
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A higher share of recently-acquired plots have been cleared and occupied in the North (22.6
percent) than in the South (3.6 percent). Of interest is the relatively small share of recent
plots that have been obtained from the State or the commune (around 12 percent for both
regions). This may suggest that public land available for allocation to rural households has
become scarcer. More plots are now acquired through transactions in the land market. These
results are consistent with the detailed findings on land transactions reported in Khai et al.
(2013).

4.2 Land Titles

Nearly a decade has passed since the implementation of the Land Law of 2003, which
established the system of Land Use Right Registration Offices alongside guidance and financial
support of the Central Government, funding from localities, and measurement of cadastral
mapping. Registration and issuance of certificates for land use rights have been strengthened
according to the Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment (MONRE). As a result of these
efforts, 75 percent of all land has been mapped and Land Use Rights Certificates (LURCSs)
have been issued to 85 percent of agricultural land. In 2012 alone, according to the General
Department of Land Administration, MONRE, 1,822,200 LURCs were newly issued while in
2010 and 2011 732,200 LURCs were issued. In addition, in 2012 there were 2,640,000 LURCs
reissued, an increase of 1,696,000 compared to the years 2010 to 2011.

Table 4.5 presents statistics on the issuance of LURC for land use in agriculture, forestry, and
aquaculture. The table shows that Long An, Ha Tay, and Phu Tho have the highest share of
land registered with a LURC. Lai Chau in the North-West has the lowest share (22.7 percent).

The Land Use Rights Certificates (LURC) is commonly referred to as a "Red Book”. A Red Book
is a formal documentation held by the household in which the Land Use Rights Certificate
(LURC) for each plot is registered. A LURC provides the household with security in the form
of legal protection in the event of disputes, complaints or adjustments to land holdings in the
case of changes in land use.

There is, however, large variation in the number of plots that different households have
registered. Figure 4.2 presents statistics on the percentage of plots owned by a household
that is registered (i.e., has a LURC) for 2012 and 2010. Figure 4.2 reveals that overall 80
percent of plots had a LURC in 2012 compared to 72.6 percent in 2010.
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Table 4.5: Issuance of LURCs in the 12 Surveyed Provinces

Province Agricultural production land Forestry land Aquaculture land
No of Area Percent No of Area Percent No of Area Percent
LURC (ha) area LURC (ha) area LURC (ha) area
with with with
LURC LURC LURC
Ha Tay 646,863 132,277 87.0 1,204 4,174 17.4 6,089 1,367 12.9
Lao Cai 130,856 58,934 72.1 70,803 256,792 90.1 22,210 1,400 68.5
Phu Tho 248,826 74,688 83.5 34,621 110,144 70.2 9,738 3,965 79.3
Lai Chau 38,847 20,418 22.7 33,521 252,599 89.3 2,020 196 35.5
Dien Bien 46,051 82,021 53.3 43,677 300,572 62.6 3 0.3 0.0
Nghe An 493,629 170,287 67.7 84,885 362,798 50.2 10,528 1,373 19.2
Quang Nam 253,388 92,106 81.5 34,043 66,107 27.4 1,158 731 20.6
Khanh Hoa 87,208 64,474 69.9 6,794 128,212 65.6 3,897 3,391 62.4
Dak Lak 345,361 336,442 64.1 901 445,507 87.4 9,350 1,029 45.3
Dak Nong 100,321 196,526 66.4 193 278,998 90.4 2,989 897 54.2
Lam Dong 306,953 221,875 70.1 21,66 572,879 99.5 11,850 1,526 71.1
Long An 405,315 287,754 93.1 16,290 35,583 81.0 14,731 6,822 82.8

Source: General Department of Land Administration, MONRE

Figure 4.2: Proportion of Plots Owned with a LURC (percent)
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As Figure 4.2 clearly indicates there are large provincial differences in the percentage of

registered plots. In the mountainous provinces of Dien Bien and Lai Chau less than 40 percent

of plots have been registered. One explanation for the low level of registration in these

provinces is that the plots are situated in upland areas with challenging topography and
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steep slopes. The location of the plots makes land registration difficult due to, among other
things, measurement of the plots. In addition, migration and the re-allocation of land in
connection with development of the Son La Hydropower Plant could also explain the low level
of registration.

In the Central Highland provinces in the South, the percentage of plots that have a LURC
is low compared to Long An in the Mekong River Delta, where registration of plots is at 91
percent. Differences in land titling between male and female-headed households are also
evident in Figure 4.2. Plots owned by female-headed households are more likely to have a
LURC than plots owned by a male-headed household. The result can be compared with the
statistics presented in Table 4.1. Here it was shown that female-headed households have
acquired a larger share of their plots from the State or through inheritance. Finally, the figure
also shows large differences across socioeconomic status as richer households are more likely
to have land titling for their plots compared to poorer households. This is true for both years.
In 2012, 87 percent of plots owned by the richest households were registered with a LURC
compared to 77 percent in 2010. The poorest households had a LURC for 66 percent of all
plots owned in 2012 and 58 percent in 2010 (a gap of 21 percentage points between richer
and poorer households in 2012). Thus the poorer households have lower tenure security. This
could potentially affect other economic aspects such as investment in land, an issue that will
be explored in sub-Section 4.6.

Table 4.6: Reasons for a Plot Not Having a LURC (percent)

Total North South
Total 100 100 100
Land in conflict 0.3 0.2 0.5
Land acquired and no RB yet 47.7 54.3 29.5
Agreement to be using land but do not hold
RB 24.9 21.8 33.5
Redbook ready but not collected from the
authorities 10.8 9.1 15.4
Don’t know what a RB is 0.6 0.6 0.3
Other 15.7 13.9 20.7

N=2,450 plots

Note: RB is an abbreviation for Red Book (LURC).

As Figure 4.2 demonstrated not all plots owned by a household is formally registered. In Table
4.6 reasons for not having a LURC for a plot is presented. The statistics are divided by region
to examine differences across the North and the South.

The majority of the plots that do not have a Red Book yet are newly acquired plots. This is
especially the case in the North.

Another reason for not having a Red Book could be that households fear collecting it from the
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authorities. A household may be afraid that if they collect the Red Book for their plot, they
might have to pay accumulated debts/responsibilities (the local authorities may take this
opportunity to force people to pay their debt and/or to take social responsibilities that they
have not yet taken before). Further, households that are not involved in land transactions and
have no safe place to keep the Red Book may perceive little incentive to collect it. Interestingly,
only a tiny fraction of households report “conflict” as the reason for not having a Red Book.

Following the 1993 Land Law, LURCs included the name of just one person, usually the head
of the household. The newest Land Law of 2003 made it possible to register two names in
the case of a married couple, i.e., including the spouse. The majority of beneficiaries from
the new policy are women, as land-related documents used to be registered in the name of
the husband/household head only. The purpose of the change in the law is to improve gender
equality in rural areas.

In order to see how the Land Law of 2003 has affected the registration of the households in
our sample, Table 4.7 presents a summary of name registration structure in the LURC. The
table shows that, overall, the majority of plots are registered by the head. Some 13 percent
of plots are registered by both the head and the spouse, with variation across provinces.
Registration of plots by both head and spouse is high in Khanh Hoa (42.1 percent) and low in
Ha Tay, Nghe An, and Long An (around 8 percent). The richest households have a high share
of registration of the head only compared to the poorer households (78 percent versus 71
percent).

One explanation for the variation across socioeconomic status could be that poorer household
received LURCs for the first time after the Land Law of 2003, while richer households have
older LURCs from before the change in regulation. This would imply that richer households
traditionally have had better land security than the poorest households (who have more
recently begun to register their plots).

Table 4.7: Name Registration Structure in LURC (percent)

Both head and

Only head Only spouse spouse Other
Total 2012 74.3 4.0 12.9 8.8
Province
Ha Tay 76.9 5.0 8.2 9.9
Lao Cai 57.1 3.8 32.9 6.3
Phu Tho 71.1 4.7 13.6 10.5
Lai Chau 72.3 0.4 19.7 7.6
Dien Bien 70.8 5.3 14.8 9.1
Nghe An 80.5 6.1 7.6 5.9
Quang Nam 87.4 1.8 2.8 7.9
Khanh Hoa 43.8 5.6 42.1 8.4
Dak Lak 70.5 0.7 14.2 14.6
Dak Nong 60.0 1.6 29.8 8.6
Lam Dong 48.1 3.2 39.7 9.0
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Long An 82.1 4.0 8.3 5.5
Gender of HH head

Female 66.5 8.6 5.3 19.5
Male 76.3 2.8 14.8 6.1
Food expenditure

quintile

Poorest 71.3 5.1 16.4 7.3
2nd poorest 74.6 2.0 12.7 10.8
Middle 71.0 6.0 15.4 7.5
2nd richest 76.4 2.7 12.3 8.6
Richest 78.4 4.0 7.7 9.8
Total 2012 panel 76.2 4.0 11.6 8.0
Total 2010 panel 82.0 3.5 8.6 5.7

N 2012 = 7,461 plots (N 2012 panel = 8,911 plots; N 2010 panel = 7,790 plots)

The table also displays statistics for panel households to look at changes over 2010-2012.
Some 11.6 percent of LURCs are registered in both the name of the head and the spouse in
2012 - a statistically significant increase from 2010 suggesting improvements in the economic
rights of spouses in recent years.

4.3 Restrictions on Land Use

In this section we turn to restrictions on land use issued by the authorities. Motivated primarily
by food security concerns, the Vietnamese State strictly supervises the transfer of land use
from rice to the production of other crops and to non-agricultural use. Table 4.8 shows the
percentage of plots with restrictions placed on them, and the different types of restrictions on
land use among the surveyed households.

The table demonstrates substantial variation at provincial level in terms of restrictions set by
the authorities. In the North, there is less freedom among households surveyed in the general
choice of which crops to grow compared to the provinces in the South. Yet, in the South more
of the restricted households are demanded to grow rice. The highest percentage of restricted
plots (for rice) is seen in Lam Dong where all plots are required to grow rice in all seasons.

Land use purposes such as constructing fixed structures or turning land into non-agricultural
use is clearly more restricted by the authorities. The results show that rural households in the
North are more restricted than farmers in the South. In Lai Chau and Phu Tho in the Northwest
around 85 percent of all plots are not allowed to be used for non-agricultural purposes or to
have fixed constructions built on them, whereas, in Lam Dong in the South the figure is 14.4
and 16.5 percent, respectively.

The table demonstrates substantial variation at provincial level in terms of restrictions set by
the authorities. In the North, there is less freedom among households surveyed in the general
choice of which crops to grow compared to the provinces in the South. Yet, in the South more
of the restricted households are demanded to grow rice. The highest percentage of restricted
plots (for rice) is seen in Lam Dong where all plots are required to grow rice in all seasons.
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Table 4.8: Restriction on Non-Residential Plots (percent)

Types of restrictions on choice of Construct Convert into
Formal crops: fixed non-
restrictions structure agricultural
on choice of Rice all Rice some (not allowed) use (not

crops seasons seasons Others allowed)
Total 2012 45.3 56.1 38.4 5.5 67.5 66.9
Province
Ha Tay 75.8 48.4 50.7 0.8 79.5 80.1
Lao Cai 41.1 24.3 62.1 13.6 72.3 70.7
PhuTho 68.4 42.6 47.7 9.7 81.7 79.7
Lai Chau 10.6 53.3 35.0 11.7 86.2 85.9
Dien Bien 30.4 88.2 1.6 10.2 50.2 44.1
Nghe An 48.8 58.8 30.9 10.3 72.6 72.6
Quang Nam 56.5 81.9 16.1 1.9 82.3 82.3
Khanh Hoa 23.4 90.2 9.7 0.0 44.6 48.8
Dak Lak 9.1 65.8 28.9 5.3 45.5 46.8
Dak Nong 13.9 86.7 13.3 0.0 33.4 37.6
Lam Dong 6.9 100.0 0.0 0.0 14.4 16.5
Long An 14.6 85.8 11.7 2.3 48.1 46.2
Gender of HH head
Female 45.7 66.8 28.7 4.5 66.2 65.9
Male 45.2 53.8 40.4 5.7 67.8 67.1
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 38.1 51.3 42.1 7.0 71.3 71.2
2nd poorest 46.7 57.4 38.2 4.5 73.6 71.8
Middle 54.9 62.5 32.3 5.3 71.7 71.8
2nd richest 56.4 51.2 43.8 4.8 73.4 72.0
Richest 54.6 46.4 48.5 5.2 59.5 60.5

N = 7,046 plots.

Land use purposes such as constructing fixed structures or turning land into non-agricultural
use is clearly more restricted by the authorities. The results show that rural households in the
North are more restricted than farmers in the South. In Lai Chau and Phu Tho in the Northwest
around 85 percent of all plots are not allowed to be used for non-agricultural purposes or to
have fixed constructions built on them, whereas, in Lam Dong in the South the figure is 14.4
and 16.5 percent, respectively.

Figure 4.3 shows, the relationship between land titling and the restrictions placed on plots in
terms of crop choice. The figure demonstrates that plots with a LURC are more likely to be
restricted in terms of choice of crop. Therefore, stronger tenure security (LURCs) does not
imply stronger rights in terms of crop choice. Rather, the opposite is the case. For in-depth
nalyses of crop chouice restrictions, based on VARHS 2006 and 2008, see Markussen, Tarp
and Van den Broeck 2011.
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Figure 4.3: Share of Plots with Restricted Choice of Crop, by Red Book status (percent)
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4.4 Investment in Land

This section explores investments in land. Table 4.9 shows the current status of land investment
in irrigation and planting of trees and bushes. Results are presented separately for plots with
a LURC and plots without LURCs to see whether investment status is correlated with formal
land titling. One rationale for issuing land titling is to provide households with security which
may encourage them to make longer-term investments in land.

Overall, 82 percent of plots that have a LURC have irrigation. Of plots without a LURC only 55
percent have irrigation. The result shows how land titling may be positively correlated with
long-term investments. Irrigation varies a great deal across provinces. The poor provinces
of Lao Cai, Lai Chau, and Dien Bien have a very low percentage of plots that have irrigation
compared to Ha Tay, Lam Dong, and Long An. Across all provinces, we see a clear tendency
that plots with LURCs are more irrigated. The largest difference is found in Lai Chau and
Dien Bien where almost 66 percent of plots with LURCs are irrigated compared to around 25
percent of plots that do not have a LURC.

Looking at investments in the form of cultivation of trees and bushes we see that 17 percent
of all plots in our sample have made such investments. The gap between plots with and
without LURCs is less than one percent for all plots. Nevertheless, a large gap of more than 20
percentage points is found in Dak Nong. The highest prevalence of plots with trees and bushes
is found in the Central Highland provinces of Dak Lak, Dak Nong, and Lam Dong.
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Table 4.9: Current Status of Land Investment - Irrigation Facilities and Perennial Crops

Percent of plots w. irrigation Percent of plots w. tree/bushes

All plots All plots

owned owned and

and used No LURC LURC used No LURC LURC
Total 2012 77.1 55.1 82.0 17.2 17.5 18.2
Province
Ha Tay 97.3 92.8 98.1 4.6 6.2 5.0
Lao Cai 50.8 40.5 56.0 17.4 17.3 17.7
Phu Tho 90.3 84.7 90.1 14.1 22.2 14.1
Lai Chau 40.4 25.5 66.3 6.0 3.8 9.8
Dien Bien 40.2 23.5 65.4 7.9 6.7 9.9
Nghe An 73.4 52.5 76.2 11.7 13.1 12.4
Quang Nam 75.4 68.8 74.7 15.3 20.5 15.6
Khanh Hoa 46.5 38.0 47.5 42.9 38.0 48.3
Dak Lak 72.2 66.6 75.8 50.4 43.9 56.0
Dak Nong 74.6 68.9 77.4 64.2 49.1 72.3
Lam Dong 81.5 76.1 83.3 69.3 73.9 68.8
Long An 79.2 67.7 78.2 23.0 32.2 23.1
Gender of
HH head
Female 77.4 61.5 79.2 20.3 17.7 20.0
Male 77.0 54.2 82.6 17.7 17.5 17.4
Food expenditure
quintile
Poorest 63.5 35.2 75.7 14.1 11.8 15.9
2nd poorest 75.8 45.2 82.6 17.2 16.4 17.5
Middle 83.1 78.6 83.8 18.0 15.7 19.0
2nd richest 84.0 76.3 83.8 16.7 20.7 17.6
Richest 83.4 74.7 84.0 18.0 23.4 18.5

N = 7,753 plots

There is little variation across gender of head, yet, as expected a large variation across
socioeconomic status. The poorest households have made significantly lower investments in
irrigation and trees and bushes compared to the richest group of households. Of interest is the
large discrepancy of investment in irrigation by poor households on plots with and without a
LURC. There is an almost 41 percentage point gap for the poor compared to a gap of less than
9 percent for the richest group. The above would support the hypothesis that secure land titling
provides incentives to invest in longer-term investments especially for the poor. An important
caveat, though, is that the data does not distinguish between public and private investment
in irrigation. The higher prevalence of irrigation infrastructure on plots with a LURC probably
reflects to some extent more intense public investment in areas with high land titling.
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In Table 4.10 statistics on land related investments occurring over the two-year period prior
to 2010 and 2012 (i.e., two years prior to the survey) are presented.

Table 4.10: Investment of Households (Last Two Years)

Irrigation/soil /water Structures for Other (semi-) Trees and bushes
conservation aquaculture permanent structures

Percent Value Percent Value Percent Value Percent Value

(000) VND (ooo (ooo (ooo

VND) VND) VND)

Total 2012 9.3 2,206 4.3 6,278 5.7 145,642 6.2 4,995

Province

Ha Tay 11.9 952 1.9 7,625 4.4 228,542 4.4 1,227
Lao Cai 67.7 342 12.1 523 22.2 75,929 9.1 2,014
PhuTho 4.4 2,390 1.0 1,667 3.1 404,901 3.1 1,481
Lai Chau 7.5 1,720 0.7 25,000 1.5 5,850 2.2 1,067
Dien Bien 2.5 6,000 6.7 363 5.0 195,000 0.8 15,000
Nghe An 3.3 1,000 3.3 2,963 12.8 111,413 12.2 6,071
Quang Nam 3.6 1,220 1.4 1,785 5.4 23,839 3.3 1,613
Khanh Hoa 0.0 0,0 2.0 85,000 2.0 52,000 1.0 10,000
Dak Lak 4.7 5,200 3.1 3,500 3.9 250,400 24.8 5,259
Dak Nong 9.2 18,500 3.8 5,075 6.1 238,000 16.0 11,973
Lam Dong 0.0 0,0 0.0 0,0 3.2 306,000 9.5 1,617
Long An 10.7 3,404 15.2 6,141 5.2 67,433 2.8 4,480

Gender of HH head

Female 4.6 2,681 3.2 6,021 4.4 56,277 3.8 8,269
Male 10.7 2,153 4.6 6,331 6.1 164,189 6.9 4,495

Food Expenditure Quintile

Poorest 14.0 809 3.9 1,572 6.0 77,377 6.3 3,075
2nd poorest 13.6 1,915 3.6 1,615 6.4 283,045 7.3 4,494
Middle 7.9 2,431 5.0 6,081 7.0 77,378 7.2 4,590
2nd richest 10.1 5,445 3.2 6,050 6.5 163,562 6.1 2,021
Richest 7.0 1,914 10.3 4,758 3.9 221,970 5.0 12,412
Total 2012

panel 10.6 2,400 4.8 4,576 6.4 152,151 6.4 5,019
Total 2010

panel 38.1 528 6.3 7,700 4.1 44,045 11.2 1,885

N 2012 = 2,448 (N 2012 panel = 2,242; N 2010 panel =2,182)

Note: Landless households are not included. Values are expressed in ex-Ha Tay 2010 constant prices

The table displays the percentage of households that have invested and the average value of
their investments (for the households that have invested) in constant 2010 ex-Ha Tay prices.
Overall, nine percent of all households have invested in irrigation or water and soil conservation
over the past two years. Four percent of the households we interviewed have invested in
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aquaculture. Almost 6 percent have invested in semi-permanent structures and finally 6
percent have invested in planting of trees and bushes. A very high number of households in
Lao Cai have invested in irrigation (almost 68 percent) while no households in Khanh Hoa or
Lam Dong have made any investments in irrigation or water and soil conservation over the
past two years.

As described in Table 4.9 almost 80 percent of plots are irrigated in Lam Dong, nevertheless,
Khanh Hoa has a relatively low level of irrigated plots (less than 50 percent). Lao Cai has also
seen a high (compared to the average) share of investments in aquaculture (12 percent),
semi-permanent structures (22 percent), and cultivation of trees and bushes (9 percent).
Male-headed households have invested more over the two years.

Interestingly, poorer households seem to have had a higher share of households investing in
land related investments compared to richer households. The average value of investment
varies quite substantially (for example, from 5.9 million VND in Lai Chau to 405 million
VND in Phu Tho for semi-permanent structures). Comparing investment in land in 2010 and
2012, we witness a large decline in the share of households investing in irrigation/water/soil
conservation (38 percent in 2010 and 10.6 percent in 2012).

There are several explanations for this downward trend in investments. Firstly, the rise in
world prices for agricultural products world during 2008 may have encouraged more farmers
to invest in their land during 2009 and 2010. Secondly, the world economic crisis has also
affected Vietnam, and an overall decline in capital investment occurred during 2010 to 2012,
as well as a drop in the growth rate of agriculture. All these factors may explain the lower level
of investment we see among the households in the survey.

4.5 Land Transactions

In this section we consider land transactions. In Vietnam, land legislation makes specific
provisions for each what land can be used for. According to MONRE, after the 2003 Land Law
came into force, the official number of transactions has increased significantly, particularly
in localities where the economy is growing faster and where land prices are high. Many
localities have organised land consolidation of agricultural land. As a result, the number of
plots per household has been reduced significantly. Rental and lease rights to land seem
to have had positive impacts on investment in land, enabling investors to more confidently
invest in infrastructure and high-tech and economic zones.

Results on participation in the land market, as well as the value of transactions are reflected in
Table 4.11. It shows the sales value of agricultural land, land designated for annual crops, and
perennial land across provinces. The value is reported per square meter. It should be noted
that the value is not the exact value transacted in the market, but the value that households
think their plot could be sold for. In many of the provinces, no transactions occurred among
the surveyed households. A (.) is used to indicate no estimated sales price due to a low
number of observations.
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Table 4.11: Approximate Sales Values of Agricultural, Annual, and Perennial Land
(000 VND/sqm.)

Appro. Sales value Appro. Sales value Appro. Sales value

of agricultural of annual land of perennial land
land

Total 2012 141 145 95
Province
Ha Tay 402 384 (.)
Lao Cai 97 97 ()
PhuTho 40 40 40
Lai Chau 14 14 (.)
Dien Bien 4 4 ()
Nghe An 155 157 ()
Quang Nam 36 37 32
Khanh Hoa 52 52 53
Dak Lak 33 27 43
Dak Nong 37 46 34
Lam Dong 41 58 33
Long An 70 70 (.)
Gender of HH head
Female 152 161 41
Male 138 141 105
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 122 135 36
2nd poorest 169 157 276
Middle 138 145 37
2nd richest 113 122 26
Richest 158 163 66

Notes: Cell filled with (.) means there are fewer than 10 observations.

Table 4.11 highlights that there are very few observations of land transactions at provincial
level, and that a large number of households do not know the value of their plots, especially
in terms of land used for perennial crops. It reflects the fact that many farmers do not own
perennial land, and that the land market is very thin (i.e. there is little activity) in many areas.

The value of land (both agricultural, annual, and perennial) in the mountainous provinces is
relatively small compared to the value of land in the delta and lowland provinces. The statistics
also show that the value of land in the delta area in the North is relatively high compared to
the South. It is the opposite for upland provinces where there is a higher value of land in the
Central Highland compared to the Northern mountainous areas (except for Lao Cai).

The value of land in former Ha Tay (Red River delta) is much higher than that in Long An
(Mekong River delta). This may reflect distance to cities - Ha Tay is merged and belong to
Hanoi, while Long An is relatively further away from a major city. For agricultural land and
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annual land, the perceived value of land by female-headed households is much higher than
that of male-headed households.

The table also displays variation in perceived sales value across socioeconomic status. The
richest households on average report land to have more value than the second richest group,
whereas the poorest perceive land to have less value. This would suggest that the richer
households tend to hold land of higher quality than the poor.

Figure 4.4 presents an overview of household participation in the land market, showing the
share of households who currently own or use agricultural land that has been acquired through
the land sales- and rental markets. The figure highlights the large differences in land market
activity across provinces.

The share of households who own land that has been purchased at the market for land is
highest in the Southern provinces of Dak Lak, Dak Nong, Lam Dong, and Long An. In the
North-western mountainous provinces of Lai Chau and Dien Bien, almost no households own
land acquired through the land market.

Male-headed households are more likely to have purchased land than female-headed
households; and the richest households are more active in the sales market. Some 19 percent
of all plots owned by the richest group have been purchased at the market compared to
around 14 percent of plots owned by the poorest group.

Figure 4.4: Participation in Agricultural Land Sales and Rental Markets (percent)
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Table 4.12 provides an overview of the share of households who parted with land (column 1)
and how plots were parted with during the two-year period prior to the survey. Overall, 9.6 per-
cent parted with their land over the last two years. The highest prevalence of households part-
ing with land is seen in Phu Tho and Dak Nong (almost 17 percent). The lowest level is found in
Lai Chau where just 3 percent of all households reported parting with one or more plots.

The majority of plots that have been parted with have been either sold, given away, or
the households have been expelled, and a more active land market is found in the Central
Highlands. The richest households have given away half of the plots they have parted with,
while the poorer households to a larger degree have been expelled.

Table 4.12: Modes of Parting with Plots

Share of HHs Modes of parting with land
who parted

with land Exchanged Sold Gave Expelled Abandoned Other Total
Total 2012 9.6 2.8 15.3 46.0 25.5 5.3 5.1 2,700
Province
Ha Tay 9.1 1.1 17.6 52.7 14.3 9.9 4.4 577
Lao Cai 7.4 0.0 25.0 37.5 18.7 0.0 18.7 107
Phu Tho 15.7 0.0 6.8 61.8 27.9 0.8 2.5 375
Lai Chau 3.0 0.0 7.7 7.7 69.2 0.0 15.4 133
Dien Bien 10.2 0.0 0.0 42.1 31.6 26.3 0.0 127
Nghe An 8.8 23.7 2.6 34.2 28.9 5.2 5.2 227
Quang Nam 9.1 4.3 2.8 35.2 49.3 7.0 1.4 338
Khanh Hoa 8.1 0.0 16.7 41.6 0.0 0.0 41.6 111
Dak Lak 12.8 0.0 43.8 50.0 3.1 0.0 3.1 164
Dak Nong 16.9 0.0 55.5 14.8 22.2 0.0 7.4 130
Lam Dong 9.2 0.0 22.2 44.4 22.2 0.0 11.1 76
Long An 4.2 0.0 28.0 56.0 4.0 12.0 0.0 335
Gender of HH
head
Female 10.6 0.0 22.7 37.1 35.0 1.0 4.1 567
Male 9.4 3.5 13.4 48.4 22.9 6.4 5.3 2,133
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 11.6 2.3 13.9 34.9 32.6 4.6 11.6 100
2nd poorest 9.4 0.0 18.5 35.8 29.3 9.8 6.5 100
Middle 10.8 7.7 13.5 29.8 37.5 5.8 5.8 100
2nd richest 12.4 0.0 7.8 62.0 24.1 3.4 2.6 100
Richest 11.0 6.9 23.7 53.5 14.9 0.9 0.0 100

N = 2,700 plots
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The poorer households are also more likely to have abandoned their land compared to the
richest households (4.6 percent and 0.9 percent respectively). Female-headed households
are more likely to have sold their land than to have given it away. In addition, female-headed

households are also more likely to have been expelled from their plot.

Table 4.13 illustrates the recipients of lost plots, split by the modes of parting with a plot. In
terms of land given away or abandoned, most of the recipients are children or other relatives,
but for land that is sold it is mostly to outsiders (such as neighbours and other persons).

In almost all cases of expelled plots the recipient has been the State. This is consistent with
results in Khai et al. 2013.

Table 4.13: Recipients of Land (percent)

Parent Child Sibling Other Neigh- Prior Other State Private or- Other Total

relative bour tenant person ganization
Total 2012 0.7 46.3 3.7 2.5 6.6 0.7 7.6 25.9 2.5 3.4 100
Exchanged 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 40.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 100
Sold 0.0 12.5 6.3 1.5 34.4 1.5 43.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100
Gave away 0.1 91.6 3.5 2.9 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 100
Expelled 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0 90.4 7.8 0.8 100
Abandoned 0.0 30.4 17.4 17.4 4.4 0.0 4.3 4.3 0.0 21.7 100
Other 0.0 9.1 4.5 0.0 0.0 9.1 18.2 9.1 9.1 40.9 100

4.6 Summary

In this chapter the characteristics of households’ land holdings, including size, distribution,
source of acquisition, and the role of the land market, titling of plots, restrictions on land use,
and investment in land are discussed. Overall, the land market is more developed and active
in the South, and land distribution is also more unequal in the Southern provinces compared
to the North. The proportion of households that own no land has increased over the two-year
period 2010 to 2012. However, when we compare landlessness and socioeconomic status, we
see that richer households are more likely to own no agricultural land. This is an indication
of rural development where richer households become less dependent on farming for their
livelihood. We see a large discrepancy between the North and the South. Land fragmentation
measured as number of plots owned and the size of each plots is more prevalent in the
North. Additionally, households in the South are more likely to be landless. The North-
western provinces of Lai Chau and Dien Bien have very thin land markets. In these provinces,
transactions in the land market are rare and the percentage of plots that have a Red Book is
the lowest among all the provinces surveyed.

There is a clear indication that richer households are more secure in terms of having a
higher share of their plots registered with a LURC. Further, the statistics presented show that
having a LURC is positively associated with longer-term investments, especially in irrigation.
Additionally, a very large gap between investments on plots with and without a LURC is seen
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among the poorest households. This is consistent with the view that land titling is important
for investment. We observe a large drop in land-related investment between 2010 and 2012.

Significant differences are also observed between male- and female-headed households. The
latter are more likely to be landless, have smaller landholdings, and are more likely to hold a
LURC for their plots. At the same time they are less likely to invest in their plots. With respect
to the land sales markets, male-headed households represent the most active participants.
This suggests that female headed households may face more constraints and challenges in
terms of participating in land markets.

Finally, the chapter also provides an overview of restrictions on crop choice and land use by
the authorities. Overall, a large proportion of all plots in the sample are restricted so that they
cannot be used for non-agricultural purposes. In the provinces of Quang Nam and Ha Tay a
large proportion of households are required to grow rice all season on their plots. Yet, in the
North a comparatively larger proportion of households are restricted in the sense that they
are not free to select which crops they would like to grow on their plot.
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CHAPTER 5: CROP PODUCTION AND COMMERCIALIZATION

In this chapter, we investigate the structure of households’ involvement in crop production
with a special focus on the important issue of commercialization. Commercialization is the
process of increased market orientation, and is a complex and multidimensional phenomenon.
It entails a switch from self-sufficiency of farming enterprises to a reliance on markets for
purchase of inputs and for the sale of production. This switch from producing to buying what
the household needs allows for more specialized production, which increases yields. We try to
shed light on the issue from both the input and the output side.

An important parameter in the discussion of agricultural commercialization is the scale of
production. It is certainly possible for small farmers to be commercially-oriented. But as
household agricultural production increases, households will generally want to convert some
of the additional production into other goods, producing a need for selling off part of the
output.

To investigate the characteristics of households through the lens of commercialization, we
have constructed a household production scale measure defined as the value of agricultural
production in 2012. Where feasible, we split the sample of crop producers into five quintiles
based on this measure.* We also analyse households’ difficulties with getting access to inputs
as well as with selling the output. Where the data allows, we compare with results from 2008
and 2010.

5.1 Output from Agriculture

The declining trend in the share of households that are growing crops, which was already
observed from 2008 to 2010, continued from 2010 to 2012 with a decline of 3 percentage
points. It is especially the very richest households who have moved out of crop production.
The participation rate for the richest food expenditure quintile has dropped 9 percentage
points over this four year period. In the poorest food expenditure quintile, there is a slight
decrease in the frequency of households engaged in crop production of 1.4 percentage points.

Geographically, the decline in the share of households engaged in crop production is driven by
sizable declines in the provinces of Phu Tho (8 percentage points), Quang Nam (8 percentage
points) and Ha Tay (5 percentage points).'®> One possible explanation for the general decline
in crop production is that the panel subsample that is re-interviewed every second year
naturally gets older. While it is the case that households with older household heads are less

14 We use the nominal value of production in 2012 to create this measure. The alternative would be to deflate the
nominal value with the regional CPI index. However, the regional CPI measures differences in prices of consump-
tion baskets — and we are interested in the value of production. Deflating the nominal value of production with
the CPI does not change results much and only 63 households change quintile when deflating.

15 In Khanh Hoa, a sharp drop is recorded between 2008 and 2010. This may partly be a result of the relatively low
sample size in this province (71 observations).
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frequently engaged in crop production (results not reported), it does not explain the drop in
crop production that is observed: when looking at the full 2012 sample which also includes
young households, the total involvement in crop production decreased even more. This is
caused by the fact that for each cohort, the full sample has a lower rate of crop involvement.

The results indicate a gradual increase in the share of households relying on income from non-
farm enterprises, or from livestock and aquaculture.

Table 5.1: Household Involvement in Crop Production (percent)

2008 2010 2012 2012
Panel sample Panel sample Panel sample Full Sample

Total 2012 88.7 86.9 83.5 81.6
Province
Ha Tay 88.4 82.6 77.8 77.3
Lao Cai 98.8 98.8 96.4 92.5
Phu Tho 93.4 92.1 84.5 82.8
Lai Chau 93.5 88.9 89.8 88.1
Dien Bien 97.0 98.0 97.0 96.9
Nghe An 81.5 84.7 85.7 84.6
Quang Nam 89.9 88.5 80.6 78.1
Khanh Hoa 78.9 64.9 73.2 71.8
Dak Lak 92.4 91.7 92.4 91.5
Dak Nong 94.6 91.5 89.4 84.6
Lam Dong 97.0 92.4 90.9 91.3
Long An 77.3 78.0 75.9 71.7
Gender of HH head
Female 81.7 80.0 75.8 73.4
Male 90.6 88.8 85.6 83.7
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 94.4 91.8 93.0 92.7
2nd poorest 90.6 90.3 88.0 86.0
Middle 92.8 88.1 82.3 81.7
2nd richest 88.0 84.0 81.4 79.1
Richest 81.7 80.2 72.9 69.5

N 2012 panel=2,155; N 2012 full=2740; N 2010=2,156; N 2008=2,156

Female-headed households are around 10 percentage points less likely to be engaged in crop
production than their male-headed counterparts. This is a slight increase from previous years
where this difference was around 9 percentage points.

Part of the explanation for this difference is the fact that on average, female-headed
households have older household heads and the households consist of fewer household
members. However, other gender-related constraints, such as discrimination, may potentially
also be contributing to this gap.
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In Table 5.2, we look more closely at the production structure of crop growing households.
Rice is still the most common crop in the sample: 81 percent of all farmers have at least
some rice production. Following rice in popularity is maize (28 percent), fruit (26 percent) and
vegetables (24 percent).

The crop production structure displays large geographical variation. A larger share of the
households residing in the Northern provinces grows rice, often complemented with production
of maize and cassava. In the south, households are less likely to grow rice, focusing relatively
more on perennial crops such as fruits. The Central Highlands provinces have a strong focus
on coffee production, complemented by fruit and cashew nuts as well as some rice and maize
growing.

All crops listed in Table 5.2 except for sugar cane are cultivated more by male headed
households. Rice and maize are both grown less by the very richest food expenditure quintile.
Coffee is only grown in the relatively poor Central Highland provinces and coffee producers
are more likely to be found in the highest production quintiles.

We see that households that are producing crops on the smallest and largest scales are both
less likely to grow rice and maize than households in the three middle household production
scale quintiles.

For small production scale households, the direction of causality is not clear. It could be that
households with a low total production will be engaged in fewer forms of crop production
or the other way around that households engaged in less crop production will have a low
production. For the highest household production scale quintile, this finding is perhaps more
puzzling. Part of the explanation lies in the fact that almost half of the highest production
scale quintile are coffee growers, and that the Central Highland provinces have much lower
rice participation shares.
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Table 5.2: Types of Crops Produced (percent of farming households)

Sweet Other Ca- Sug-
Pota- pota- Cassa- Pea- Soy Vegeta- annu- Cof- Co- shew ar Pep-

Rice Maize to to va nuts bean bles al Fruit fee Tea coa nuts cane per
Total 2012 80.7 27.5 1.0 1.5 12.7 7.3 4.5 24.3 5.5 26.1 10.9 3.0 0.1 2.6 1.3 1.9
Province
Ha Tay 93.6 11.5 2.6 2.4 4.2 2.9 6.6 13.2 4.8 12.8 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Lao Cai 91.9 70.7 3.0 1.0 30.3 5.1 30.3 75.8 10.1 16.2 1.0 6.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phu Tho 89.7 35.3 1.0 0.6 13.8 9.6 4.2 51.3 4.2 26.6 0.0 10.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Lai Chau 97.5 79.0 0.8 0.0 38.7 3.4 3.4 6.7 1.7 10.1 0.0 4.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Dien Bien 96.9 72.4 0.0 0.0 40.2 3.9 3.9 32.3 3.1 44.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nghe An 79.8 34.7 1.0 4.7 6.7 28.0 2.6 49.7 14.0 41.5 1.0 5.7 0.5 0.5 7.3 1.0
Quang Nam 90.9 15.5 0.0 3.8 10.2 16.3 0.8 7.6 9.5 8.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0
Khanh Hoa 48.1 12.7 0.0 0.0 13.9 0.0 2.5 3.8 2.5 58.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.3 12.7 0.0
Dak Lak 55.6 31.1 0.7 0.0 14.6 0.7 4.0 14.6 2.0 41.1 63.6 0.7 0.7 12.6 2.0 14.6
Dak Nong 37.2 19.0 0.0 0.8 17.4 0.8 3.3 3.3 5.0 24.8 77.7 0.0 0.0 18.2 0.0 15.7
Lam Dong 24.7 9.6 0.0 0.0 1.4 0.0 0.0 8.2 2.7 11.0 69.9 13.7 0.0 12.3 0.0 0.0
Long An 77.8 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 0.0 20.2 2.9 45.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0
Gender of HH head
Female 75.7 17.9 0.2 1.2 9.5 5.5 2.4 22.9 3.3 26.0 7.2 1.7 0.0 2.1 1.4 1.9
Male 81.8 29.7 1.2 1.6 13.4 7.7 5.0 24.7 6.0 26.2 11.8 3.3 0.1 2.6 1.2 1.9
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 86.0 45.1 0.6 1.0 20.6 6.1 7.5 25.1 4.9 21.1 9.7 5.1 0.0 2.8 1.6 0.6
2nd poorest 84.6 31.4 0.0 2.1 15.6 6.6 4.1 20.5 5.8 27.1 9.6 1.9 0.0 2.8 0.9 1.1
Middle 79.9 24.4 0.9 1.6 8.6 6.1 3.4 23.7 5.6 24.4 14.4 2.7 0.0 3.2 1.6 2.5
2nd richest 76.1 16.9 2.1 1.4 8.0 10.1 3.3 26.0 6.1 29.5 11.5 2.3 0.0 2.3 1.2 2.3
Richest 74.5 14.9 1.6 1.6 8.5 8.2 4.0 26.6 5.3 29.8 9.6 2.4 0.5 1.6 1.1 3.7
Household production scale quintile
Smallest pro-
duction 62.4 15.5 0.2 0.0 5.0 3.7 1.7 25.1 2.8 30.1 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.2
2nd smallest 94.3 27.3 0.2 3.0 12.2 8.0 3.7 20.2 4.4 15.4 1.4 1.6 0.0 0.9 0.7 0.0
Middle 91.5 32.7 1.6 2.5 16.3 12.3 4.0 27.3 6.5 23.0 2.7 5.1 0.2 1.6 1.6 0.2
2nd largest 91.3 41.4 2.2 1.6 19.9 10.1 9.4 29.5 8.3 27.1 5.8 3.8 0.0 1.6 2.5 0.4

Largest 64.7 21.0 0.7 0.7 10.3 2.5 3.8 19.5 5.6 34.7 44.7 3.4 0.2 8.3 1.6 8.7
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5.2 Trading Structure

We now turn to analysing what happens to the output after production. Figure 5.1 below
shows how much of total output that was traded, i.e. either sold or bartered. In 2012, the
average share of production that was traded was 38 percent of total output and 43 percent of
rice production (note that this result is based on equal weighting of small and large producers,
meaning that the share of aggregate output traded is significantly higher than 38 percent;
see notes to Figure 5.1). The remainder was either consumed or stored. While it seems that
richer households were not on average more commercially-oriented, the size of production
matters for how much of production households trade, with larger producers trading more
of their output. This is consistent with the discussion about determinants and effects of
commercialization at the beginning of Chapter 5. For the highest production scale quintile,
77 percent of total output and 73 percent of rice output is traded. It is also worth noting that
while households in the smallest production scale quintile only trade 10 percent of their total
production, they trade 42 percent of their rice production - more than any other quintile
except the highest. In production of rice, female headed households sell a large share of their
production, but in total production male headed households sell a slightly greater share of
their production.

Figure 5.1: Share of Traded Production (Sold or Bartered), percent

100
90

m All crops m Rice

Note: The chart shows the average share of production traded, giving equal weights to all farming
households, no matter how much they produce. Hence, the chart underestimates the share of total
production which is traded (this share is about 62 percent for rice and 76 percent for all crops together).

As we saw in Table 5.2, less rice is grown in the southern provinces sampled in the survey,
but from Figure 5.1 we see that larger shares of the rice production are traded, compared
to the northern provinces. One contributing factor to this difference is the fact that farms in
the Northern provinces are typically smaller. These households consume a larger part of their
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production, leading to lower traded shares. Furthermore, part of this difference can be due to
commercial remoteness of households in the northern provinces. This issue will be analysed
further in Section 5.4. For total production, the larger production of perennial crops which are
primarily grown with trading in mind, including coffee, fruit and vegetables, in the southern
provinces, account for at least part of the larger shares of traded output in the southern
provinces. Richer households sold greater shares of their rice production, but for all crops,
the picture is more mixed.

While there was a decrease in the overall share of traded output of all crops from 2008 to 2010
(43 percent to 37 percent), it rose again from 2010 to 2012 to 39 percent. This increase was
driven by an increase in traded share for the three highest production scale quintiles. For the
lowest quintile, the share of traded output fell quite dramatically from 27 percent in 2008 to
10 percent in 2012. Looking at the shares of aggregated output traded (results not reported in
tables or figures), the share of total value of output that was traded was 69.7 percent in 2008.
This share fell to 64.4 percent in 2010 corresponding to the fall in the household-weighted
shares reported above. In 2012, the share was 70.7 percent. Thus, the drop in traded shares
2010 appears to have been temporary.

Farmers can sell their production through several different channels. Figure 5.2 shows
how prevalent the different forms are, among households who trade at least some of their
crop production. The two most common marketing channels are trading with other private
households and trading to a private trader or enterprise. In some provinces, such as Long
An, Quang Nam, and Lam Dong, almost the entirety of traded production is sold to private
traders. However, in many of the northern provinces in the survey, a larger share of the traded
output is sold to private households or individuals. One possible cause of this is commercial
remoteness of farmers in the northern provinces which decreases the profitability of trade.
Furthermore, private traders and enterprises typically deal with larger producers more
common in the southern provinces, as they can supply greater quantities. Some of these
traders also supply harvesting services.

Poor households and small operations are more focused on selling to private households
than richer households and larger operations. The larger the scale of production, the larger
the share of traded production that is sold to private traders and/or enterprises. A possible
explanation is that larger producers prefer to trade with buyers who can buy larger amounts
of produce which is typical of private traders and/or enterprises who buy in order to sell the
produce on instead of private households or individuals who more often will buy for own
consumption purposes. At the same time, larger and richer producers are better equipped
to meet quality and standardization norms required by traders and other agents capable of
buying in larger quantities.
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Figure 5.2: Percentage of Traders Using Different Marketing Channels

100

m Private households or individuals

m Private trader or enterprise

Note: There is a left-out category "other", which includes cooperatives, state owned enterprises and foreign
companies/individuals. Therefore, the two columns do not sum to 100 percent. The chart shows the
average value of traded output whihc is traded through different marketing channels, giving equal weight
to each farming household that trades some of its output.

5.3 Input Use in Crop Production

As described in Section 5.1, the process of commercialization is not only one of selling output
on the market. It also involves the purchase of industrially produced inputs as well as using
the labour market to hire labour, if needed. Using marketed inputs allows the household to
lessen some of the constraints faced in increasing production. It is therefore an integral part
of the commercialization of agriculture.

Table 5.3 shows how many of the farming households in the sample are using three different
kinds of fertilizer (chemical, self-provided organic, and bought organic fertilizer) as well as
hired labour. In many provinces, nearly 100 percent of farmers are using chemical fertilizers.
The lowest uptake is in Khanh Hoa where 70 percent of farming households use chemical
fertilizers. Fewer households are using either of the two kinds of organic fertilizer, but there
is greater variation between provinces. Understanding these differences in fertilizer use
and their effect on output volume would be of interest. More male-headed households use
fertilizer than female headed households. While the differences in fertilizer use for male and
female-headed households are quite small for chemical fertilizers (three percentage points)
and bought organic fertilizer (four percentage points), a bigger difference is found in usage of
self-provided organic fertilizer, (11 percentage points). Richer households tend to use the two
types of bought fertilizer more frequently. There is a high degree of variation in uptake shares
when looking at household production scale quintiles: the smallest producers use less of all
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three kinds of fertilizer, and the largest producers use less self-provided fertilizer, probably
indicating that when production increases, it is no longer viable to rely on own production of
fertilizer.

There is also significant province level variation in the share of farming households hiring
labour: the provinces Lai Chau, Dien Bien, and Khanh Hoa have the lowest rates of hiring
labour at or below 40 percent of farming households; on the other hand, of the surveyed
farmers in Lao Cai, 87 percent hires labour. Fewer of the households in the poorest food
expenditure quintile hire labour. This can be explained by both financial constraints and
small production scales for the poorest households. While there are no differences across
sex of household head, households with larger household operations are more likely to hire
labour: as production increases, the household cannot supply the needed amount of labour,
and must instead hire labour.

Figure 5.3: Use of Rice Seed by Type (percent)
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Note: The figure shows the share of rice growing households who normally use different types of seed. The
quantity of rice produced using different types of seed may differ from this. Some columns sum to slightly less
than 100 percent as a few households were not able to answer the question.

We now examine inputs in rice production in more detail. As Table 5.3 shows, rice is by far the
most commonly grown crop and is therefore worth studying in detail. Figure 5.3 shows which
types of rice seed rice growers normally use. The choice of seed is affected by cost, expected
yield, as well as availability. While hybrid seeds are somewhat more costly than local seeds,
there is evidence that hybrid seeds on average increase yields by 15-20 percent.'® Hybrid
seeds, either imported from China or produced in Vietnam, is the most common type of seed.
It is used by 69 percent of all rice growers. There are, however, variations between provinces.

16 See, for instance, “Hybrid Rice for Food Security”, a FAO Factsheet published in 2004.
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In Dien Bien, only 18 percent use hybrid seeds and 62 percent use an old local variety. This
is partly due to the fact that northern upland provinces do not have as much water as other
parts of the country. In this climate hybrid seeds do not produce the same gain in yields as
in water-abundant areas. Also, many of the northern upland farmers grow sweet rice instead
of normal rice. It is perhaps surprising that very few farmers in Long An use hybrid seed as
farmers in Long An appear quite commercialized in other aspects. However, more of the dif-
ference can be attributed to increased uptake of an improved local variety. Dak Nong also has
relatively low uptake of hybrid seed and relatively high uptake of an improved local variety.

Table 5.3: Types of Input Used (percent)

. . - Organic

Chemical Organic fertilizer L .

fertilizers (self-provided) {g;t:;ft; Hired labour
Total 2012 92.8 39.6 23.1 65.7
By province
Ha Tay 98.2 35.0 39.2 65.2
Lao Cai 99.0 86.9 3.0 86.9
Phu Tho 97.1 72.1 17.3 75.3
Lai Chau 71.4 12.6 1.7 37.8
Dien Bien 81.1 48.0 0.8 39.4
Nghe An 88.1 77.7 21.2 60.1
Quang Nam 97.3 29.9 26.5 73.9
Khanh Hoa 69.6 10.1 24.1 35.4
Dak Lak 98.0 23.2 13.2 76.8
Dak Nong 98.3 5.8 16.5 62.0
Lam Dong 98.6 20.5 56.2 68.5
Long An 89.7 18.9 28.0 72.4
Gender of HH Head
Female 90.2 30.5 26.5 66.1
Male 93.4 41.7 22.4 65.6
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 88.5 42.7 12.8 57.5
2nd poorest 93.6 40.6 19.4 65.6
Middle 95.0 42.9 25.1 70.7
2nd richest 95.1 38.9 27.9 67.9
Richest 92.6 31.1 34.3 68.1
Household production scale quintile
Smallest production 78.8 27.5 17.0 36.0
2nd smallest 96.6 42.9 23.2 66.1
Middle 95.7 51.5 24.6 71.6
2nd largest 94.0 50.3 23.5 70.2
Largest 99.3 26.4 27.5 85.2
Total 2012 (panel sample) 93.8 41.5 23.5 68.3
Total 2010 (panel sample) 93.3 45.3 11.6 50.2
Total 2008 (panel sample) 94.4 44.3 10.2 47.6

Notes: Except if noted otherwise, all results are from the 2012 full sample

N 2012 full=2,135; N 2012 panel=1,797; N 2010 panel=1,843; N 2008 panel=1,886
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Slightly more female-headed households use an ordinary improved variety compared to male-
headed households. There is a slight tendency that fewer poor households use hybrid seeds.
Instead, poor households are more prone to using old local varieties. Turning to the production
scale quintiles, there are slightly fewer in the larger quintiles that use hybrid seeds. While
this may seem puzzling, a contributing explanation to this is that the figure is produced by
giving equal weights to all rice growing households, no matter the size of the rice production.
Therefore, large producers of other crops who produce a little rice on the side will show up in
the largest production scale quintile, even though they may not be as likely to take up hybrid
seed as households whose main activity is rice production.

Figure 5.4: Source for Rice Seed Procurement (percent)
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Note: The figure shows where rice growing households normally buys their seed. The quantity of rice produced
by purchasing rice seed from different sources may differ from this. Some columns sum to slightly less than
100 percent as a few rice growing households were not able to answer the question.

Figure 5.4 shows where rice farmers usually purchase their seeds. The largest share, 36
percent, of rice growers usually gets their rice seeds from cooperatives or communes. This
is followed by seed company (18 percent) and local market (16 percent). Around 15 percent
of rice growers never buy seeds. In Dien Bien 81 percent of rice growers never buy seeds,
while this Figure is 51 percent in Lam Dong. This partly explains the lack of hybrid seed use
in these provinces that was noted in Figure 5.3 above. However, in the province of Long An,
where uptake of hybrid seed also was quite low, this is not the case. Here, a large share of
rice producers purchase seed from seed companies (47 percent). Fewer households with large
crop operations purchase seeds from cooperatives and communes; instead, they purchase
from seed companies.
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Figure 5.5 shows the percentage of farming land that is irrigated. In 2012, an average of
65.1 percent of the total agriculture land of surveyed provinces is irrigated. At the province
level, there are large differences between Delta provinces (Ha Tay and Long An) and other
provinces. An average of about 90 percent of total agricultural land in the delta provinces is
irrigated. Due to production of high value agricultural products that require irrigation, such
as coffee, rubber and pepper, the Central Highland provinces (Dak Lak, Dak Nong, and Lam
Dong) have a high rate of irrigation (62.7 percent to 84.1 percent). In the Northern Highland
provinces (Lao Cai, Lai Chau, and Dien Bien), in contrast, less than 35.1 percent of agricultural
land is irrigated. Nghe An, Quang Nam, and Khanh Hoa have irrigation rates of 38.4, 54.5 and
37.5 percent, respectively.

Figure 5.5: Irrigated Land (percent)
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There is only a slight difference between male-headed households and female-headed
households, but there is a clear trend in food expenditure quintile. Richer households have
higher irrigation rates than poorer ones: 77 percent of the land of the richest group is irrigated,
while this number for the poorest group is only 49 percent. Looking at the production scale,
we can see that the highest quintile has a much higher irrigation rate, around 80 percent,
while the differences between the other quintiles are much smaller.

Figure 5.6 presents detailed information on households have sources of irrigation. The main
irrigation sources are water from canal, bore well, dug well, spring, river and pond or lake. We
observe large differences in irrigation structure between provinces, but there is only a small
difference between male and female household head or food expenditure quintiles. In general
48 percent of irrigated agricultural land receives water from canals, 22 percent is irrigated by
water from springs and rivers, 15 percent from ponds or lakes, 10 percent from dug wells,
5 percent from bore wells and 1 percent from other sources. In most provinces, water from
canals is the most important irrigation source, except for provinces in the Central Highlands.
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The most popular irrigation source in this area is water from springs, rivers, ponds or lakes.
Irrigation from springs and rivers is also common in the Northern Highlands.

Figure 5.6: Household Irrigation
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The irrigation structure is different between household production quintiles. The larger the
household, the less canal water and more spring/river water they use. This is because the
largest production scale households are farms in Central Highland or Mekong River Delta,
households in Central Highland take water from rivers and springs which run along the valleys
to water their perennial crops, while farmers in Mekong River Delta tend to use water from
canals.

5.4 Difficulties Faced Before and After Production

Figure 5.7 shows the composition of difficulties that crop-growing household have regarding
access to inputs.!” Difficulties depend much on the characteristics of provinces. There are only
small differences between households disaggregated by the gender of the household head
as well as by food expenditure quintile. Households in lowland provinces have less difficulties
than households other provinces. In particular, in the lowland provinces of Ha Tay and Nghe
An, nearly 85 percent of respondents state that they do not have any difficulties in relation
to accessing inputs. Due to the mountainous terrain, farmers from Lai Chau, Dien Bien, Lao
Cai, and Dak Nong have access to less developed transportation infrastructure than farmers in
other areas. This leads to trouble finding a supplier. Farmers in Lam Dong, Khanh Hoa, Long

17 Households were allowed to state only the most important difficulty they face. For example, even if only six per-
cent mention poor transport infrastructure as the most important difficulty in terms of getting access to inputs,
a higher share of households may experience difficulties related to infrastructure, but not rate it as their most
important difficulty.

265



CHARACTERISTICS OF THE VIETNAMESE RURAL ECONOMY

An, and Dak Lak have to buy inputs at a high price. 21.7 percent of household in Lam Dong,
18.6 percent in Khanh Hoa and 15.2 percent in Lao Cai state inadequate access to information
is their most important from in terms of obtaining inputs. It is noteworthy that few farmers
report low access to credit as their most important problem, although the province of Lao Cai
is an exception in this respect.

Figure 5.7: Difficulties in Accessing Inputs (percent)
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Richer households report fewer difficulties than poor. Poorer households are often located in
more remote areas and therefore transportation infrastructure, the ability to buy on credit,
information shortages and high input prices are their main constraints. Especially in Lao Cai,
not being able to buy on credit is a substantial issue with more than 30 percent of farmers
reporting this as a problem. Surprisingly, we find that households with large production scales
have more difficulties than smaller ones. One possible explanation is that high prices of
inputs, lack of information, inability to buy on credit as well as access to credit play a larger
role for larger, commercialized farms than for smaller, more self-reliant units.

The VARHS not only collects data on difficulties in relation to accessing inputs, but also on
problems related to the process of selling output. In general, 64.4 percent of the households
do not report any difficulties with selling their output. Figure 5.8 shows that 21.3 percent of
households report lack of primary processing capacity (including), 10.3 percent lack storage
for output, 5.5 percent lack information about market prices, 3.4 percent have to pay high
transportation cost, 2 percent have difficult access market or intermediaries and 1.2 percent
household think that low demand for output is their main difficulty. The biggest problems for
farmers in Long An, Khanh Hoa, Dien Bien, and Lam Dong are lack of storage for their inputs,
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while primary processing capacity is the biggest problem in Dien Bien and in Lam Dong. Here,
21.7 percent of household have problems accessing markets or intermediaries. Although Lao
Cai, Lai Chau, and Dien Bien are all located in Northern Highland, only farmers in Lai Chau
report high transportation costs as the most common constraint (18.8 percent).

Figure 5.8: Post-Harvest Difficulties (percent)
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When looking at food expenditure quintiles and production scale quintiles, we find that
larger households and poorer households more often face difficulties after production. For
large households, this is largely driven by a larger share of households lacking storage for
output as well as primary processing capacity. The very largest households also often have
difficulties accessing markets or intermediaries. On the other hand, the problems of the
poorest households are more often related to lack of information about market prices as well
as lack of primary processing capacity. A total of 75 percent of the richest group do not have
any difficulties selling their outputs, while only 50.5 percent of the poorest group do not have
any trouble. There is almost no difference in reported constraints across male and female
household heads.

Many studies have shown that extension services have a positive effect on agricultural
productivity. Figure 5.9 shows the percentage of households who visited an agricultural
extension agent, attended a meeting or had one or more visits by extension staff. In 2012,
50.1 percent of the household have visited an agricultural extension agent or attended a
meeting. Phu Tho has the highest rate with 68.6 percent and Lam Dong has the second
highest of 68.5 percent. Although located in the same region as Lam Dong, Dak Nong, and
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Dak Lak have much lower rates of visits to agricultural extension services compared to Lam
Dong. In 2012, less than 40 percent of surveyed households of these two provinces visited an
agricultural extension service, and less than 5 percent of them were visited by an extension
worker. Male-headed households are more likely to visit extension agents or join meetings.
There is no clear trend about extension between households with different food expenditure
quintiles, except for the fact that the very poorest households have the least access to
extension. However, there is a clear trend in production scale quintile: larger households
visit extension agents and join meetings more often, and extension workers visit large scale
producers more often than small ones.

Figure 5.9: Households Visiting or Visited by Extension Workers (percent)
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5.5 Summary

This chapter presented statistics related to crop production. We discussed the production
structure as well as difficulties faced by farmers on the input side as well as the output side.
Commercialization, understood as the degree to which farmers interact with markets, has
been discussed throughout. Here, we summarize the findings.

In general, the degree of commercialization depends on the type of crops grown. For example,
for coffee farmers in the Central Highlands, the goal is to sell the coffee on the market and
use the money to satisfy consumption needs. Over 80 percent of households in the survey
produce at least some rice, but around 55 percent of these households do not sell any of
the rice they produce. Instead, it is used for own consumption. While households in general
became a little less commercialized in terms of the share of output that was traded from 2008
to 2010, this share rose again from 2010 to 2012.
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Ingeneral, itisthericher, larger, and the male-headed households who are more commercialized.
Among the surveyed provinces, there are also noteworthy differences. The northern provinces
are in general less commercially oriented than the southern provinces: they sell a smaller
share of their output on the market and fewer households use hybrid seeds. This is especially
the case for farmers in Dien Bien and Lai Chau. Here, fewer farmers use the labour market to
hire labour, and it is more common to not buy additional fertilizer, except for what the farmer
can produce.

From the survey, it is possible to point to some of the reasons for the lower degree of
commercialization in the north, namely constraints faced when acquiring inputs as well as
when trying to sell the output after production. In some northern provinces, poor transport
infrastructure seems to play a role for many farmers. In others, lack of credit to buy inputs
is an important factor. Lack of suppliers of required inputs is exclusively a northern problem.
Turning to post-production difficulties, lack of primary processing capability, high transport
costs and lack of information about market prices are the most frequently reported constraints
faced, though not exclusively by northern households.

A much higher percentage of households visit an extension agent than receive a visit by an
extension worker. There is room for expanding these programmes, especially for the poorest
and smallest farmers who currently use these services relatively little.
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CHAPTER 6: LIVESTOCK PRODUCTION

This chapter presents information on households’ livestock and aquaculture production. We
discuss households’ involvement in livestock production, production scale, use of vaccination,
use of feed, and other inputs. Livestock production refers to cows/bulls, buffalo, horses/
ponies, pigs, sheep/goats, and poultry (chicken/duck/quail). As the number of observations
of households raising horses/ponies and sheep/goats is few, we mainly present data on cows/
bulls, buffalo, pigs and poultry.

6.1 Prevalence and Scale of Livestock Operations

Figure 6.1 shows households’ involvement in livestock or aquaculture production in 2012.
Overall, 61.1 percent of the surveyed households have livestock or aquaculture production of
which 8.5 percent of household have aquaculture production. Lao Cai, Lai Chau, Dien Bien,
and Nghe An have the highest percentage of household who have livestock or aquaculture,
and are the poorest among the 12 provinces surveyed in 2012. Most households in this area
are agricultural households, and livestock and aquaculture production in these provinces is
mainly small-scale and used for household consumption. In the richer provinces of Ha Tay and
Long An, households are less likely to have livestock or aquaculture production. This is likely
due to a smaller area of land and more opportunities to engage in non-agricultural activities.
However, these two provinces have the most commercial farms in the survey sample as the
later figures and tables in the chapter demonstrate.

Figure 6.1 Households with Livestock or Aquaculture
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Nearly 65 percent of male-headed households have livestock or aquaculture production
compared to almost 47 percent of female-headed households. With respect to food
expenditure quintile, the figure shows a clear trend. The richer households are less involved
in livestock production compared to the poorer households. Data from Chapter 2 shows that
richer households tend to move out of agriculture as they become richer. The proportion of
agricultural income in total income decreases, so the richest households end up having the
lowest share of livestock production.

Table 6.1 displays detailed information on livestock production. The table shows the percentage
of household who have livestock broken down by type of livestock. The most popular kind
of livestock is poultry, likely because they are easy to raise as farmers can feed them with
leftover food, rice, and vegetables and use them for their own consumption or for trading.
The second most common kind of livestock is pigs, especially in the Northern provinces. Lao
Cai, Lai Chau, and Dien Bien have the highest share of households that raise pigs, with a
percentage ranging from between 75 to 85 percent. Farmers in the Northern provinces often
raise local-breed pig with a life cycle of about one year. The pigs are mainly fed by scavenging
and used for own consumption, for instance during special events. In the lowland area the
majority of farmers raise exotic or cross-breed pigs.

Table 6.1 Households with Livestock (percent)

Cow/bull Buffalo Horse, Pony Pig Sheep, Chicken, Other
Goats Duck, Quail

Total 2012 11.1 14.4 0.2 32.4 1.2 51.4 3.0
Province
Ha Tay 7.0 1.7 ) 19.4 ) 36.4 1.5
Lao Cai 4.7 59.8 3.7 81.3 2.8 85.1 28.0
Phu Tho 10.9 13.5 (.) 44.8 0.3 65.3 2.7
Lai Chau 4.4 58.5 () 75.6 1.5 84.4 3.0
Dien Bien 12.2 65.7 (.) 81.7 6.9 87.8 11.5
Nghe An 28.5 22.4 () 34.7 3.1 75.4 0.9
Quang Nam 16.0 10.4 () 30.8 ) 31.1 0.3
Khanh Hoa 8.2 () () 5.5 () 27.3 0.0
Dak Lak 11.5 5.5 () 29.1 1.2 60.6 0.6
Dak Nong 8.4 4.2 () 19.6 2.8 63.6 2.1
Lam Dong 6.3 3.8 () 11.3 1.3 25.0 3.8
Long An 9.1 0.3 0.3 10.0 0.9 32.5 1.2
Gender of HH head
Female 6 4.4 0.2 19.3 0.5 39.8 2.1
Male 12.4 17.1 0.2 35.8 1.3 54.4 3.2
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 13.2 32.1 0.7 47.3 2.4 62.8 4.8
2nd poorest 12.5 16.4 0 34.9 1.1 49.8 3.1
Middle 14.6 11.3 0 27.1 1.5 51.3 3.3
2nd richest 9.3 8.5 0 29.8 0.7 47.8 2
Richest 6.5 4.1 0.2 23.2 0.2 45.6 1.7
N=2,741
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Raising buffalo is also quite popular. The buffalo are used as draft animals. The other kinds of
livestock such as cow, bull, horse, pony, sheep, and goat are all relatively uncommon. Less
than 10 percent of households raise these kind of livestock.

Again we see that male-headed households and poorer households participate more in livestock
production compared to female-headed households and richer households. In addition, the
table shows that pig and poultry are the two main types of livestock among the surveyed
households.

Consequently, in the remainder of this chapter we will look more closely into pig and poultry
production including production scale, commercialization level, and vaccination of the two
types of livestock.

Figure 6.2 and 6.3 present the average number of pig and poultry among the households who
raise these livestock. Long An and Ha Tay are the provinces with the largest pig production
scale with an average number of pigs per household of 47 and 33, respectively.

Long An and Ha Tay are both located in the lowland area and close to large economic centres.
The majority of pigs in these two provinces are raised on commercial farms. Lao Cai, Lai Chau,
Dien Bien, Nghe An, and Quang Nam are the provinces with the smallest production scale of
just about 10 pigs per household.

Figure 6.2: Average Number of Pigs per Household
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On average, male-headed household have 18 pigs which is 2.1 more pigs than female-headed
households. The richest group have 32 pigs per household while the poorest households have
just 9.8 pigs.

Figure 6.3 shows a very high proportion of poultry production in Long An. The average scale
is 471 poultry head in the province. This is more than three times higher than in Ha Tay - the
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province with the second largest scale and more than 12 times higher than in Lai Chau - the
province with smallest production scale. Richer households tend to have a larger production
scale except for the second richest group.

Figure 6.3: Average Number of Poultry per Household
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6.2 Commercialization of Livestock Production

We next turn to the commercialization level of households’ livestock production. In the VARHS
2012 report we use the percentage of livestock traded (sold or bartered) as a share of total
livestock to measure the level of commercialization.

Figure 6.4 shows the number of livestock that is traded (sold or battered) out of the total
number of livestock. Overall, 60.5 percent of pigs and 36.7 percent of poultry are sold or
bartered. As we can see in Figure 6.4, the Northern mountainous provinces including: Lao Cai,
Lai Chau, and Dien Bien have the lowest commercialization level of pig production, while Phu
Tho, Nghe An, Quang Nam, and Lam Dong have the highest level, with more than 70 percent
of the production being used for commercial purposes.

For poultry, Lai Chau has the lowest level of commercialization with just 11.8 percent being
sold or bartered. Dak Nong has the second lowest level (17.4 percent). Khanh Hoa is the
most commercialized province in terms of poultry production with more than 60 percent of all
chicken/duck/quail sold or bartered.
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Figure 6.4 : Livestock Traded (Sold or Bartered, percent)
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Figure 6.4 shows a small (1.3 percentage point) difference between male-headed households
and female-headed households in pig production, but the difference in poultry production is
quite substantial (10.9 percentage points). In both pig and poultry production, the richest
households have the highest level of commercialization. It should be noted that the VARHS
report’s measure of commercialization provides a difference between rice production and
livestock production. Poor households may have to sell off more of their livestock due to
food security concerns, thus appearing to have a higher level of commercialization than richer
ones, explaining why the trend for the poorest and richest groups is quite clear, while the
difference across the other socio-economic groups is less clear.

As household production becomes more commercialized, the use of inputs changes in terms of
vaccination, feed, labour, extension services, and other inputs. One objective of this chapter
is to investigate the difference in input choices as livestock production expands. We divide
households into different production scale quintiles based on the total income from livestock
production. The first group has the smallest income from livestock production and the fifth
group has the highest income.

6.3 Vaccinations

In Figure 6.5 and Figure 6.6 we present the vaccination rate over the period 2008 to 2012
for the two main livestock types (pigs and poultry). There has been a statistically significant
increase in the vaccination of pigs (from 23 percent to 41.5 percent) across all production
quintiles. Quang Nam, Dak Lak, and Lam Dong do, however, show a slight downward trend in
the 2010 to 2012 period. In 2005, the Ministry of Agricultural and Rural Development issued
Decision 63/2005/QDb-BNN. The Decision mentioned that all livestock were to be vaccinated
with seven types of vaccine. But not until 2008 did the vaccination of livestock change. The
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changes in 2008 occurred due to among other things outbreaks of Foot and Mouth and Blue
Ear Diseases which caused a lot of death in livestock. Further, the issuance of instruction
2349/CT-BNN-TY established a network of quarantine stations. The commercialization process
also plays an important role in the increase of the vaccination rate: at larger production
scales, a single infection can spread, making inoculation a more worthwhile investment.

Figure 6.5: Pigs Vaccinated in 2008, 2010 and 2012 (percent)
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Figure 6.6 demonstrates that almost 12 percent of all poultry was vaccinated in 2008. The
figure increased to 28.2 percent in 2010 and 30.6 percent in 2012. Ha Tay had the highest
vaccination rate for poultry in 2012, while Phu Tho had the highest rate in 2010 and Long An
was at the top in 2008. The vaccination rate increased rapidly in 2010, yet only slightly in
2012. In some provinces, including Phu Tho, Dak Lak, Dak Nong and Long An, the vaccination
rate has decreased.
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Figure 6.6: Poultry Vaccinated in 2008, 2010 and 2012 (percent)
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Figure 6.6 shows that female-headed households had a much lower vaccination rate in 2008
yet a higher rate in both the years 2010 and 2012. Both female-headed and male-headed
households have witnessed a strong increase in vaccinated poultry over the period 2008 to
2010 period and a slight increase in the 2010 to 2012 period. Households with the largest
production scale have seen a decrease in the vaccination rate in the period 2010 to 2012. For
all the other production scale groups there has been an increase in the vaccination rate in
2010 to 2012, although the increase is not as substantial as the increase witnessed in 2008
to 2010.

Figure 6.7 presents statistics on the feed using structure of households with livestock. It is
generally assumed that the more commercialized households will use purchased feed, while
households who raise livestock for their own consumption will rely primarily on feed from
their own production (self-production feed). Looking at the Figure 6.7 we can see that most
households use a combination of self-produced and purchased feed. More than 69 percent of
all the households use a mixture. Some 23 percent of the households use only self-production
feed, while just 7.4 percent use bought feed. The ratio is different between provinces. In
Long An, the province with most commercial farms, 20 percent of households rely solely on
purchased feed. In the Northern highland provinces, less than 5 percent of all households use
only bought feed. In Dien Bien, up to nearly 65 percent of all households rely on self-produced
feed.
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Figure 6.7: Feed Use Structure (percent)
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There is little variation in feed structure across male- and female-headed households.
Substantial variation is, however, seen across households at different livestock production
scales. The households with the smallest livestock production scale are most likely to use
only their own production feed (40.2 percent). The numberis 11.1 percent for the households
with the largest production scales. The smallest group also have the highest percentage
of households who use only purchased feed. Producing feed for livestock is a very time
consuming task. This might explain why the households with the smallest production scale
choose to solely use bought feed instead of self-produced feed.

In Figure 6.8, we look at other livestock production inputs including: labour, credit, and the
use of extension services from the government. On average, 1.75 percent of households
hire labour for their livestock production, 12.2 percent borrow money, and 5.3 percent use
technical services from the government or other agencies. Households from the provinces of
Ha Tay, Long An, Phu Tho, and Lao Cai are most likely to hire labour for livestock production
with more than 4 percent of the households using hired labour. Unsurprisingly, the households
with the largest production scale hire the most labour in 2012 (7.8 percent), 5.4 percent
points higher than the second largest group.

Figure 6.8 shows that Lao Cai has the majority of households that use credit for livestock
production (30 percent of all households). Dak Nong has the lowest rate with just 5.2 percent
of the households borrowing money to use in livestock production. Male-headed households
are more likely to borrow money for livestock than female-headed households. The difference
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is 6.3 percentage points. The figure also illustrates a clear trend in production scale quintile.
Only 3.3 percent of the households with the smallest production borrow money for livestock
production compared to more than 22.8 percent for the largest producers.

Figure 6.8 Input Use (percent)
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Larger households also have better access to technical services from the government or
agencies. In practice commercial farms have to ask for professional advice in building stables,
choosing feed, and vaccinating livestock. More male-headed household pay for technical
services than female-headed households. Lao Cai has a surprisingly high rate (around 38
percent) of households that pay for technical services from government or agencies. It
appears as if authorities in this province have targeted livestock producers for receiving credit
and technical assistance.

6.4 Summary

Chapter 6 presented information on households’ production of livestock and aquaculture,
including information on vaccination and feed structure. Overall, two-thirds of all households
have some form of livestock or aquaculture production indicating that livestock production
plays an important role in Vietnam’s rural economy.

For poorer households located in the Northern provinces, livestock is raised mainly for
household consumption, while richer households in the Southern provinces operate larger
and more commercial farms.
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Finally, there has been an increase in the share of livestock vaccinated over the period
2008-2012, likely due to disease outbreaks and an increased awareness of the importance
of vaccination. Most livestock producers operate at small-scale and make little use of non-
household labour and credit. There is a large potential for developing this sector.
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CHAPTER 7: COMMON PROPERTY RESOURCES

7.1 Introduction

In terms of the number of households involved, common property resources (CPR) work is the
third most important source of rural household income, after agriculture and wage work (see
Chapter 2). The most common type of CPR extraction is collection of wood used for fuel. This
exemplifies the dilemmas related to CPR use: CPRs contribute essential inputs to households’
production, such as sources of energy.

On the other hand, intense CPR extraction threatens ecological sustainability, for example
when heavy firewood collection leads to deforestation. In a country as densely populated as
Vietnam, such over-use of natural resources is a constant risk.

This chapter investigates the prevalence of different types of CPR activities, commercialization
of CPR extraction, and the importance of CPR activities in generating household income and
labour supply. Regulation of CPR extraction and tendencies toward CPR degradation are also
analysed.

7.2 General Information about CPR Related Activities

Table 7.1 shows that between 2010 and 2012, there was not much change in the share of
households engaged in CPR extraction. In both years, a bit more than a third of households
were involved in CPR activities.

There are large differences between provinces: households depend more heavily on CPR
collection in the mountainous provinces of Lao Cai, Lai Chau, Dien Bien, and Lam Dong than
in the plain provinces such as Ha Tay and Long An. Although located in the Central Highlands,
Dak Lak and Dak Nong are exceptions to this rule, as relatively few households report CPR
activities in these provinces.

There is also a large difference in intensity of CPR-related activity between male- and female-
headed households, and between Kinh and non-Kinh ethnicities. Male-headed/non-Kinh
households are more dependent on CPR than female-headed/Kinh ones. The poor tend to be
more dependent on CPR activities than the rich. Households with agriculture as their main
source of income are also more likely to be involved in CPR activities compared to households
that rely mainly on wage labour or non-farm enterprises.
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Table 7.1: CPR Distribution

Share of HH with CPR (percent) Number of CPR activities
Total 2012 35.7 1,315
Province
Ha Tay 7.0 87
Lao Cai 81.3 106
Phu Tho 28.6 116
Lai Chau 85.2 174
Dien Bien 84.7 188
Nghe An 37.3 113
Quang Nam 29.3 102
Khanh Hoa 60.0 72
Dak Lak 33.9 84
Dak Nong 42.0 69
Lam Dong 80.0 73
Long An 27.7 131
Gender of HH head
Female 28.9 208
Male 37.8 1,107
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 68.0 324
2nd poorest 55.3 379
Middle 37.1 270
2nd richest 22.7 179
Richest 15.3 140
Ethnicity of HH head
Non Kinh 81.9 683
Kinh 24.0 632
Main income sources
Wage/Salary 32.4 467
Agriculture income 59.0 666
il\:]?:gl—;zrm, non-wage 9.3 36
Others 21.9 146
Total 2012 panel 36.4 1,088
Total 2010 panel 35.4 1,152

N =2,712 (N 2012 panel = 2,121 and N 2010 panel = 2,121)
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7.3 Types of CPR Activities: Aquaculture and Forestry

Table 7.2 shows the share of households involved in different types of CPR activities, namely
a) aquaculture, b) forestry without processing of collected products, and c) forestry with such
processing. The table shows a five percentage point drop in the share of households involved
in aquaculture between 2010 and 2012 (the difference is statistically significant at the 10
percent level).!®

Table 7.2: Distribution of HH Engaged in CPR Activities (percent)

CPR aquaculture CPR forestry CPR forestry HH with processing

Total 2012 20.0 90.8 21.3
Province

Ha Tay 65.9 34.1 7.3
Lao Cai 11.5 98.9 11.5
Phu Tho 4.6 98.1 44.4
Lai Chau 24.3 100.0 42.6
Dien Bien 22.5 99.1 49.5
Nghe An 18.8 94.1 24.7
Quang Nam 4.0 96.0 1.0
Khanh Hoa 3.0 98.5 1.5
Dak Lak 17.9 100.0 17.9
Dak Nong 8.3 98.3 8.3
Lam Dong 3.1 100.0 3.1
Long An 63.8 50.0 5.3
Gender of HH head

Female 15.8 90.3 18.8
Male 20.5 91.1 21.8

Food expenditure quintile

Poorest 20.0 94.7 29.8
2nd poorest 20.2 90.2 25.1
Middle 17.3 91.8 18.3
2nd richest 20.5 88.4 14.4
Richest 23.8 85.1 7.9

Ethnicity of HH head
Non Kinh 18.8 98.9 32.6

Kinh 20.5 83.9 11.3

18 CPR forestry includes: (1) cinnamon, (2) anise, (3) pine, (4) oil trees, (5) varnish trees, (6) bamboo, (7) fan palm trees, (8) water coconut, (9)
hunted animal, (10) fuel wood, (11) timber, (12) rattan, (13) mushrooms, (14) nuts, (15) herb, (16) roots, and (17) other. Of these, fuel wood
collection is by far the most common activity. CPR aquaculture includes: (1) fish, (2) shrimp, (3) oyster, (4) crab, and (5) other aquacultures.
The most common activity is fish production. Note that this chapter focuses on aquaculture products from common property resources (pub-
lic lakes and streams; the sea), while Chapter 6 focused only on aquaculture products from own ponds.
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Total 2012 panel 24.7*x* 89.8 25.4%
Total 2010 panel 29,5%x* 89.4 20.6%*

N 2012 = 986 (N 2012 panel = 519 and N 2010 panel= 519)

Note: *Difference between 2010 and 201.2 is significant at 10 percent level; ** significant at 5 percent level. En-
tries show are percent of households engaged in any CPR activities.

On the other hand, the share of households that both collect and process forestry products
from CPRs increased by 5 percentage points. In the lowland provinces such as Ha Tay and Long
An, a large share of CPR users are engaged in aquaculture. In the upland and mountainous
provinces, households are much more focused on exploiting forestry resources.

Since lowland provinces tend to be richer, this partly explains why aquaculture is concentrated
among better-off households, while poorer households are more likely to exploit CPRs from
the forest. Somewhat surprisingly, poor households are more likely than rich to process the
forestry products collected. Non-Kinh households are much more likely than Kinh to be engaged
in forestry. This is again explained by the fact that non-Kinh families disproportionately live in
mountainous areas. While male-headed households are more likely than female-headed ones
to be involved in aquaculture activities, there is no significant gender difference in terms of
using forestry CPRs.

7.4 The Economic Importance of CPRs

Table 7.3 presents results on commercialization of CPR production (i.e. the share of output
sold), as well as results on the share of CPR activities in total household production and labour
supply.

In general, the average share of aquaculture output sold (43 percent) is more than twice as
high as the share of forestry output (17 percent).!® Female-headed and Kinh households are
more likely than male-headed and non-Kinh households, respectively, to sell their aquaculture
output. Rich households are more commercialized than poor when it comes to aquaculture,
but not in terms of forestry production. On average, CPRs contribute a relatively low share of
total household income, even for the households that are engaged in CPR activities (below 10
percent). There has been a slight increase from 6 percent in 2010 to 8 percent in 2012. The
share of CPR value in total agricultural value is around 22 percent.

In addition, Table 7.3 shows that CPR activities account for only around 4 percent of total
household labour supply. The low figure is partly a result of the fact that total labour supply is
defined as the total number of working days (number of adults times number of days per adult,
excluding Sundays and holidays), and so includes days of overt or disguised unemployment.
Still, the fact that CPRs contribute a larger share to household income than to total labour
time may suggest that the rewards from CPR collection are relatively high, contrary to the
view that CPR collection is associated with low-productivity. On the other hand, the results
demonstrate clearly that CPR collection is generally not a major element of households’
livelihood strategies, even in upland areas.

19 Asin previous chapters, households are not weighted by scale of production in these calculations.
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Table 7.3: Commercialization and the Role of CPRs in the Household Economy
(percent)

CPR aqua. sold CPR forestry CPR output CPR labour CPR net

or bartered sold or in total agri. supply in income in
in total aqua. bartered in value total labour total HH net
output total forestry supply?? income?
output
Total 2012 (N =986) 36.7 16.6 10.0 4.0 7.9
Province
Ha Tay (4) 70.8 18.3 21.8 10.4 21.7
Lao Cai (8) 21.3 26.3 0.9 3.8 3.2
Phu Tho (10) 59.8 24.8 4.9 3.5 4.1
Lai Chau (11) 37.4 8.8 4.3 4.5 14.4
Dien Bien (11) 18.7 16.8 2.7 3.8 7.3
Nghe An (8) 46.0 13.1 4.2 3.3 6.8
Quang Nam (10) 90.1 14.9 16.4 5.0 7.8
Khanh Hoa (6) 90.9 13.0 29.3 2.7 7.4
Dak Lak (5) 20.9 24.8 9.4 3.2 9.5
Dak Nong (6) 36.8 13.9 12.6 2.9 3.6
Lam Dong (6) 22.4 12.9 12.5 2.6 7.5
Long An (9) 23.7 11.1 16.4 4.9 7.3
Gender of HH head
Female (16) 44.9 15.9 15.3 4.3 7.9
Male (83) 35.2 16.7 8.9 4.0 7.9
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest (23) 29.9 16.0 5.2 3.9 9.1
2nd poorest (29) 38.8 16.2 11.0 3.6 8.7
Middle (21) 33.6 17.0 8.8 3.9 6.3
2nd richest (15) 48.6 17.8 13.5 4.7 8.0
Richest (10) 33.7 16.8 14.9 4.8 6.7
Ethnicity of HH head
Non Kinh (46) 28.2 16.3 3.8 3.7 8.1
Kinh (53) 43.2 16.9 15.5 4.3 7.8
4. 2%**
Total 2012 (panel) 40.5 15.7 7.1 472)%x* 8.8 *x*
Total 2010 (panel) 43.6 17.6 6.0 5.0*** 6.1%*

Note: share of total sample in percent in parenthesis.

22 Calculated by dividing share of HH labour supply for CPR activities by total HH labour supply. HH labour supply for
CPR activities are number of days for all three most important activities. Total HH labour supply is calculated by
multiplying the number of HH adult only (those are at 15 years old and more) with the number of working days
in rural area (365 days - 52 Sundays - 9 holidays).

23 Net income is calculated as revenues excluding costs.
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7.5 Management of CPRs

CPRs are notoriously prone to over-exploitation (the so-called “Tragedy of the Commons”, Hardin
1968). This is one reason why collective management of CPR production is often desirable.
Table 7.4 presents results on the share of CPR activities regulated by an organization, on the
types of such organizations, and on respondents’ perceptions about degradation of CPRs.

Table 7.4: Management of CPR Activities in Aquaculture and Forestry (percent)

Of these:
Share of CPR CPR CPR CPR CPR Availability Availability of
activities regulated regulated regulated regulated of forestry
regulated by by the by the by the by others aquaculture products
an State Community household products from CPRs
organization from CPRs decreased in
decreased the last three
in the last years
three years (answering
(answering "yes")
"yes")
Total 2012 8.2 19.7 68.0 6.6 5.7 90.6 76.1
Province
Ha Tay 0.0 NA NA NA NA 94.9 31.3
Lao Cai 55.8 6.0 85.1 9.0 0.0 42.8 82.3
Phu Tho 8.5 30.0 50.0 20.0 0.0 100.0 98.2
Lai Chau 5.1 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 62.0 87.5
Dien Bien 0.9 0.0 100.0 0.0 0,0 79.8 45.3
Nghe An 5.8 0.0 42.9 0.0 57.1 92.0 87.7
Quang Nam 3.9 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 49.0
Khanh Hoa 2.7 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 40.0 97.1
Dak Lak 9.5 37.5 37.5 0.0 25.0 80.8 84.3
Dak Nong 0.0 NA NA NA NA 0.0 53.2
Lam Dong 7.4 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0
Long An 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 91.5 72.2
Gender of HH head
Female 3.9 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 93.8 72.5
Male 8.8 21.2 65.5 7.1 6.2 89.9 76.8
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 9.7 2.5 87.5 7.5 2.5 95.7 76.3
2nd poorest 8.2 37.8 54.1 8.1 0.0 90.4 79.5
Middle 7.6 25.0 62.5 8.3 4.2 93.5 78.5
2nd richest 9.4 16.7 55.6 0.0 27.8 87.1 74.4
Richest 2.1 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 87.9 59.0
Ethnicity of HH head
Non Kinh 9.4 23.2 65.9 8.5 2.4 50.0 77.2
Kinh 6.2 12.5 72.5 2.5 12.5 92.1 74.5
Total 2012
panel 7.5%* 10.5 89,5%** 0.0** 0.0 93.5 76.5%xx
Total 2010
panel 10.7** 21.1 47 .4 Xx** 26.3%* 5.3 94.0 65.1%*x*
N 2012 = 986

Note: **Difference between 2010 and 2012 is significant at 5 percent level; *** significant at 1 percent level.
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The results show that only about 10 percent of CPR activities are regulated by an organization.
Lao Cai is an outlier with 55 percent of activities regulated. In Ha Tay and Dak Nong, not a
single household reports the presence of an organization regulating CPR collection. Looking
at disaggregated statistics we see that CPR activities are more regulated by male-headed
households, poor households, and households with a non-Kinh head. Most organizations
regulating CPR extraction are run by local communities (68 percent). Only a fifth of organizations
are run by the State. In the context of Vietnam, CPR regulation is thus characterized by an
unusually high degree of local autonomy, to the extent that extraction is regulated at all.

A large majority of CPR-using respondents perceive a decline in availability of CPRs over the
last three years. For forestry resources, this figure increased from 65 to 77 percent between
2010 and 2012. The results justify concerns about overexploitation of CPRs and suggest that
stronger regulation of CPR extraction is necessary. It is striking that the availability of CPRs
is perceived to be declining for both aquaculture and forestry resources in all areas (the few
“zero” entries for aquaculture are in provinces with very few users of aquaculture CPRs).

7.6 Summary

This chapter investigated common property resources (CPRs). The data show that more
than one third of all households are involved in collecting CPRs. Of these, about a third
collect aquaculture resources, and almost 90 percent use forestry resources (most commonly
firewood). Aquaculture production is more commercialized than forestry activities. CPRs
contribute only moderately to total household income and labour supply.

It is a cause for concern that a large majority of households in all areas perceive a decrease in
the availability of CPRs over the last three years. Declining availability of CPRs, for example as
a result of deforestation, may be correlated with environmental problems such as soil erosion
and loss of biodiversity. These problems may have economic repercussions far beyond the
limited role of CPRs as a source of household income. For example, soil erosion may lead to
decreased productivity in agriculture and a loss of biodiversity could limit the tourism industry.
Also, some CPR products may not be easy to replace. For example, firewood fills the essential
need for energy. If firewood resources are degraded, households must find other types of
fuel, such as kerosene. This may be difficult or expensive if markets for such products are
imperfect or non-existent. Currently, very few CPR collection activities are regulated by any
type of organization. Stronger regulation may be desirable to slow the degradation of CPRs.
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CHAPTER 8: RISKS AND RISK COPING MEASURES

8.1 Introduction

Rural households in Vietham face many sources of vulnerability, ranging from shocks to
agricultural activities, such as natural disasters or plant and animal diseases that reduce yields
and destroy livestock, to local or idiosyncratic shocks that reduce household income, such
as illness or unemployment of family members. The 2012 survey round occurred against a
backdrop of macroeconomic instability, characterized by a lower real growth rate and persistent
inflation, which is likely to have had consequences for the ability of vulnerable households to
cope with unexpected income losses. This chapter focuses on risks faced by households, the
measures they use to cope with them, including the use of savings, insurance, credit, and
support from the Government through extension services and public transfers. Some findings
from the 2012 survey will be compared with those of the 2010 round.

8.2 Risks

Figure 8.1 shows that during 2010 to 2012, roughly 40 percent of sampled households
reported suffering from some form of shock, which is lower than the period 2008 to 2010 (51
percent). The incidence of shocks varies considerably across provinces. For example, in Lao
Cai, Dien Bien and Nghe An, the majority of households experienced adverse shocks (86, 82,
and 71 percent of the sample, respectively), and the ratios were higher than those reported in
the previous survey round. Other provinces showed significant reductions in reported shocks,
particularly in Dak Lak (41 percent in 2012 versus 71 percent in 2010), Dak Nong (38 percent
versus 76 percent) and Lam Dong (23 percent versus 79 percent).
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Figure 8.1: Households Facing Shocks (percent)
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Comparing reported vulnerability by characteristics of the household head, those with female
heads were less likely to report being affected by a shock (36 percent versus 44 percent),
consistent with results from previous surveys. With respect to socioeconomic status (measured
by food expenditure quintile), poorer groups were more likely to have experienced a negative
shock. As with most descriptive statistics, this result does not imply causation, since it is not
clear whether lower-income households are more exposed to negative shocks or negative
shocks drive households into lower food expenditure quintiles.

Figure 8.2 disaggregates households by ethnicity, main source of income, and the education
status of the household head. As might be expected, households that depend mainly on
agriculture for income experienced the most shocks (accounting for 46 percent), while
exposure to shocks decreased in the level of education of the head of the household; 52
percent of households with an illiterate household head experienced a negative shock of some
form, compared to around 30 percent of those headed by a member that had completed
his/her upper secondary education. Households of non-Kinh ethnicity appear to be more
vulnerable to unfavourable conditions than those of Kinh ethnicity (60 versus 35 percent)
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Figure 8.2: Characteristics of Households Reporting Shocks, 2012, percent
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In addition to observing households that experienced a shock, the 2012 survey round collected
data, displayed in Figure 8.3, on the intensity of those shocks, measured by the relative share
of the value of losses in total household income.

Figure 8.3: Value of Loss Due to Shock as Share of Annual Net Income (percent)
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While the percentage of households facing shocks in 2010 to 2012 was lower than in the
period 2008 to 2010, losses were a larger share of net income in 2012 (15 compared with
12 percent). This may be due to a combination of increases in the value of losses and/or
decreases in net income. In some provinces, the effect of bad shocks on net income was
significantly higher than during the previous survey round, in particular in Dien Bien (22 vs.
12 percent), Lai Chau (15.6 vs. 6 percent), and Dak Nong (16.6 vs. 6 percent).

Table 8.1 examines the value of losses due to income shocks.

Table 8.1: Value of Loss Due to Income Shocks (000 real VND)

Total 2012 7,989
Province Gender of HH heads
Ha Tay 11,787 Female 7,632
Lao Cai 3,635 Male 8,066
Phu Tho 4,408 Food expenditure quintiles*
Lai Chau 5,922 Poorest 6,644
Dien Bien 7,981 2nd poorest 8,113
Nghe An 4,621 Middle 9,416
Quang Nam 5,024 2nd richest 6,695
Khanh Hoa 17,458 Richest 9,659
Dak Lak 6,833 Main income source
Dak Nong 10,661 Wage 5,212
Lam Dong 8,926 Agriculture 8,350
Long An 8,513 Non-farm, non-wage 12,838
Other 11,202
Ethnicity
Kinh 8,632
Non-Kinh 6,552

N=1,100; N*=1,093

The table shows that the average reported loss among households exposed to a shock was
around VND 8 million in the 2012 survey round, with significant variation across provinces,
including relatively high average losses in Long An (VND 8.5 million), Lam Dong (VND 8.9
million), Khanh Hoa (VND 17.5 million), Dak Nong (VND 10.6 million) and Ha Tay (VND 11
million).

Examining the relative effect of bad shocks (Figure 8.4) by household characteristics suggests
that households whose principle source of income is agriculture experienced greater losses
as a proportion of total income than those whose main source of income was household
enterprises or waged employment. This is partly due to more frequent exposure to shocks and
partly due to lower total net income in 2012 (around VND 63 million compared to an average
of VND 78.3 million for households whose main source of income is wages/salary and VND 130
million for those that earn the majority of their income from non-farm, non-wage activities).
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Non-Kinh households are also more vulnerable in terms of the extent of the income loss
associated with shocks when measured as a proportion of total income. As in previous survey
rounds, the effect of negative income shocks displays a clear income gradient, and households
headed by less educated members lose a larger share of net income due to shocks.

Figure 8.4: Loss as Share of Net Income by Household Characteristic, 2012
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Table 8.2 disaggregates shocks by type. The most frequent shocks were natural disasters,
biological shocks (such as avian flu, pest infestation and crop diseases), and illness, injuries
or death of household members.

The percentage of households facing other shocks was small, such as land loss (1.1 percent),
unsuccessful investment (2.9 percent), change in crop or input prices (6-7 percent), and
other shocks (4.7 percent).

Interestingly, when the effect of shocks on net income is disaggregated in Table 8.3, job
loss and death or sickness caused the largest decreases in overall income, indicating that
social insurance mechanisms can play a role in mitigating the most extreme income shortfalls
experienced by rural households.

An in-depth study based on data from the VARHS (2006, 2008, 2010) has shown evidence
that social insurance plays an important role in easing the depletion of savings to cope with
idiosyncratic shocks but that it does not fully cover the types of risks that rural households in
Vietnam face (CIEM, 2011a).
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8.3 Coping Mechanisms

Households recorded the two most important measures they used to cope with shocks (Table
8.4). Most households were self-reliant, either doing nothing or using assets, savings, or other
internal mechanisms to smooth consumption. Of these, most households did nothing (45.5
percent), reduced consumption (52 percent), or relied on savings (13.1 percent). Amongst
informal coping mechanisms, households mainly relied on assistance from relatives or friends
(10 percent of households reported using this measure).

Comparing different categories of responses to shocks, the richest households and households
with the highest level of education employed a greater variety of mechanisms to cope with
shocks: they were more likely than poorer families to borrow money, get assistance from
friends/relatives, make an insurance claim, or use their own savings. In relation to ethnicity,
households with heads of non-Kinh ethnicity mostly used self-reliant mechanisms such as
doing nothing or selling assets/livestock.

The survey also recorded information about the extent of recovery from shocks, broken down
by type. These are illustrated in Table 8.5. Natural disasters and biological shocks appear
to be the most transitory, since most households fully recover from these shocks. While a
much smaller number of households are affected by economic shocks (input or output price
changes, job loss, or unsuccessful investments), those that were affected were significantly
less likely to make a full recovery.
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Table 8.2: Share of Households Affected by Income Shocks, 2010-2012 (percent)

Natural Biological Crop price Shortage or clc:,?:ri:;- Unsuccessful Iiness, Other
disasters shock change input price ity price Job loss investment Land loss injuries or shocks
change change death
Total 30.9 58.3 6.7 5.4 7.7 1.2 2.9 1.1 26.3 4.7
Gender of HH heads
Female 25.5 45.4 6.6 4.1 5.6 1.5 1.5 2.5 40.8 6.1
Male 32.1 61.1 6.7 5.6 8.2 1.1 3.2 0.7 23.1 4.4
Food consumption quintiles*
Richest 37.8 64.1 3.6 4.6 10.2 0.7 2.0 2.0 20.4 3.6
2nd richest 31.2 57.0 6.3 3.8 6.3 2.1 3.0 1.3 28.7 4.6
Middle 32.9 59.1 6.7 2.2 5.3 1.3 4.9 0.4 25.3 6.2
2nd poorest 30.0 53.3 9.4 6.1 7.8 1.1 2.2 0.6 27.2 3.9
Poorest 15.6 53.1 10.9 13.6 8.8 0.7 2.7 0.0 34.0 6.1
Main income source
Wage 34.0 54.1 6.2 4.8 7.3 2.1 3.2 1.1 24.2 6.4
Agricultural 32.4 69.8 6.8 6.6 9.6 0.5 2.8 0.8 15.9 3.6
Non-farm no-wage 15.4 58.9 16.7 15.4 10.3 1.3 1.3 0.0 26.9 2.6
Others 27.7 47.3 4.1 0.9 4.5 0.4 3.2 1.8 47.3 4.1
Educational level of HH heads**
Cannot read and write 32.7 65.3 11.8 7.9 17.8 2.9 1.9 1.9 21.8 1.9
Complete lower primary 26.7 65.3 2.8 7.9 10.8 0.5 2.4 0.9 20.6 5.6
Complete lower secondary 32.4 60.1 6.9 4.0 4.7 0.9 3.3 1.1 25.8 4.2
Complete upper secondary 26.5 44.7 7.6 5.3 6.5 2.5 4.1 1.2 38.2 6.5
Ethnicity of HH heads
Kinh 31.6 50.6 7.4 5.1 5.4 1.2 2.9 1.3 30.9 5.0
Non-Kinh 29.4 75.3 5.3 5.8 12.9 1.2 2.9 0.6 15.8 4.1

N=1,100; N*=1,093; N**=1,031



Table 8.3: Loss to Net Income Ratio by Shock Type, 2012

. . . . Shortage or Food or .
Natural di- Biological Crop price L . . Unsuccessful Iliness, inju- Other
sasters shock change input price ct_)mmodlty Job loss investment Land loss ries or death shocks
change price change
Percent 8.6 13.4 8.1 6.2 4.4 23.4 16.5 16.7 25.7 15.2
Observations 222 510 34 23 20 5 20 9 228 35




Table 8.4: Risk Coping Measure 2012 (percent)

Sold land, Assistance Assistance Borrowed

S“e;i;-gg- mlggﬁ;r:izlm mngr:;aiﬂsm megrt;gi:sm no[t)rim?ng Resduuniep;:t!iggn- livestock, from rela-  from gov't f?g:mzot‘;;iclj( from oth- séjvsi?](:]s Other
or other tives / NGO ers
Total 91.5 14.5 9.8 4.7 45.5 52.0 9.2 10.2 2.9 3.8 4.7 13.1 8.6
Gender of HH heads
Female 85.2 27.0 10.7 7.1 42.3 45.9 7.1 20.9 4.1 2.0 7.1 12.8 13.3
Male 92.9 11.7 9.6 4.2 46.1 53.3 9.6 7.9 2.7 4.2 4.2 13.2 7.6
Food consumption quintiles
Poorest 95.4 11.8 8.9 3.9 44.1 59.5 11.5 7.9 3.3 3.0 3.9 10.2 11.2
2nd poorest 92.4 14.8 8.9 4.6 48.9 47.7 10.1 10.5 2.5 5.1 4.6 11.4 5.9
Middle 91.6 12.0 12.0 5.3 49.3 52.0 8.9 8.0 4.0 5.3 5.3 14.7 8.4
2nd richest 88.9 16.1 8.3 4.4 42.8 52.8 7.2 11.7 2.2 3.9 4.4 12.8 5.6
Richest 87.1 19.7 10.2 5.4 42.2 42.2 5.4 15.0 0.7 1.4 5.4 20.4 11.6
Main income source
Wage 92.0 14.8 9.1 6.2 44.3 55.0 7.8 9.6 2.3 4.6 6.2 13.2 8.4
Agricultural 96.7 8.0 5.5 3.6 50.3 50.5 12.6 4.7 2.7 2.7 3.6 13.7 5.5
Non-farm non-wage 91.0 20.5 9.0 11.5 50.0 56.4 3.8 9.0 1.3 5.1 11.5 6.4 5.1
Others 82.3 22.3 18.6 1.4 38.2 46.8 8.2 20.9 5.0 3.6 1.4 14.1 15.5
Educational level of HH heads
Cannot read and write 97.0 9.9 6.9 0.9 60.4 50.5 12.9 8.9 5.0 2.0 1.0 11.9 7.9
Lower primary 89.7 17.4 11.7 4.2 43.2 50.7 11.3 13.2 5.6 5.2 4.2 13.6 5.6
Lower secondary 92.3 11.5 9.3 4.6 43.3 52.7 9.0 7.3 1.8 3.3 4.8 13.0 9.1
Upper secondary 87.1 20.6 11.8 7.6 45.3 48.8 5.3 14.1 1.8 5.9 7.6 14.7 10.0
Ethnicity of HH heads
Kinh 88.6 18.0 11.7 5.7 40.5 52.9 7.5 13.0 3.4 4.2 5.7 14.6 9.5
Non-Kinh 98.2 6.5 5.6 2.6 56.5 50.0 12.9 3.8 1.8 2.9 2.6 9.7 6.8
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Table 8.5: Recovery by Shock Type, 2012

Sample Full Recovery Partial Recovery Not Recovered
Natural disasters 340 63.2 49.1 14.1
Biological shock 641 51.5 49.6 19.5
Crop price change 74 44.6 50.0 39.2
Shortage or input price change 59 40.7 55.9 32.2
Food or commodity price change 85 49.4 61.2 35.3
Job loss 13 30.8 61.5 23.1
Unsuccessful investment 32 40.6 68.8 25.0
Land loss 12 50.0 33.3 16.7
Iliness, injuries or death 289 45.3 48.8 20.1
Other shocks 52 53.8 38.5 32.7

Note: Entries indicate whether household has recovered at the time of the interviewfrom shock during last two years.

8.4 Insurance

In contrast to many lower middle-income economies where insurance markets are not well
developed, the majority of rural households surveyed by VARHS had at least one form of
formal insurance. As revealed in Figure 8.5, nearly 90 percent in the 2012 round had some
form of insurance compared to around 88 percent in the 2010 round.?® The overall increase in
insurance coverage disguises an increase in inequality of coverage, since in provinces such as
Lai Chau, Dak Lak, Dak Nong, Lam Dong and amongst the poorest income quintiles, coverage
decreased by 5-10 percent between survey rounds.

20 Akey component of social protection in Vietnam is the provision of free insurance including social, health and unemployment
insurance with health insurance by far the most significant component of this (VASS, 2011).
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Figure 8.5: Households with At Least One Insurance Product (percent)
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Table 8.6 shows the share of households holding different types of insurance. The most
prevalent forms of insurance were health, student insurance?!, and vehicle insurance,
most of which are compulsory. Only a minority of respondents reported buying voluntary
insurance. While not shown in the table, none of the households in our sample reported
owning agricultural/farmers’ insurance or fire insurance.?? Free health insurance is particularly
prevalent, especially amongst the poorest quintiles, which explains the high incidence of
insurance evident among this group in Figure 8.5.%3

In-depth research has shown that though free insurance supplied by the State yields greater
benefits to the middle wealth group, it also acts as an important buffer for some poor households
in coping with income shocks (CIEM, 2011a). The same study shows that free insurance also
has a role in easing the depletion of savings in response to idiosyncratic shocks.

Having a better-educated head of household or belonging to a richer food expenditure quintile
was associated with a greater likelihood of owning a voluntary insurance instrument. This

21 Student insurance is a term used for insurance provided to pupils at schools or students at university. Coverage
includes health insurance and body/accident insurance. Student insurance is voluntary and is usually offered at a
low price.

22 The Government of Vietham implemented a pilot scheme in 2011 to extend agricultural/farmer insurance cover-
age to rural farmers, but no households in the VARHS sample participated in this scheme at the time of the 2012
survey.

23 It should be noted that the coverage of free health insurance for the poor is not limited to households classified
as poor by MoLISSA (see chapter 1) and is estimated to extent to cover 57 percent of the population of Vietnam
(VASS, 2011).
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suggests that purchasing insurance products is not a viable coping mechanism for the most
vulnerable households that face the greatest exposure to negative shocks. It could also be
that such insurance products are simply not available to those that need them most.

Investment in formal insurance instruments may be low because households do not receive
the expected pay-outs from their insurance contracts, and there is some tentative evidence to
suggest that this may be the case. The 2012 survey recorded 218 households with some form
of health insurance that also reported a negative income shock from injury, illness or death
to a household member. Of these, only 77 received an insurance payment and less than half
(43 percent) reported fully recovering from the negative income shock.

In light of a major contemporary focus on expanding Vietnam’s social welfare net, further
research using data produced by VARHS will be essential to ensure that households benefit
from increases in insurance coverage, in particular those that are the most vulnerable.
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Table 8.6: Insurance Instrument Ownership 2012 (percent)

Free health
Life Vt;l::it:lry Con;g;laslory Health Unemployment ﬁ;esir::é::h ir;(s,:::ahr'inﬁe Education Vehicle Other
dren
Total 2012 2.7 1.5 13.6 35.2 5.9 18.5 28.7 24.7 30.2 12.8
Main income source
Wage/Salary 3.1 1.9 24.5 39.9 10.7 16.6 33.6 26.0 34.3 8.2
Agriculture income 1.8 0.9 3.4 23.9 1.4 23.9 30.0 23.2 29.1 19.3
Non-farm, no-wage 3.7 0.4 7.8 42.0 3.3 4.9 25.7 43.7 39.2 5.7
Others 2.7 1.7 6.8 38.4 2.7 20.9 16.7 14.9 18.0 16.9
Educational level of HH heads
Cannot read and write 0.5 0.0 3.1 14.9 0.0 50.3 33.8 11.3 14.4 23.1
Completed lower primary 1.3 0.9 9.4 31.0 5.1 26.3 27.0 22.5 24.5 12.7
Completed lower secondary 3.0 1.5 12.0 35.4 5.3 13.1 27.6 27.1 33.7 11.9
Completed upper secondary 5.2 2.3 27.4 46.6 11.2 7.6 31.9 27.1 36.5 11.7
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 0.7 0.4 4.8 15.2 2.0 45.1 34.8 18.7 19.6 15.2
2nd poorest 1.7 1.7 7.9 29.2 2.8 24.1 30.1 27.4 26.3 13.2
Middle 2.0 0.7 10.5 36.3 3.7 12.2 27.9 23.2 30.4 13.1
2nd richest 3.0 1.9 20.0 42.2 8.9 5.9 25.7 29.4 33.3 12.2
Richest 5.9 2.6 24.9 53.9 11.8 5.0 22.7 24.9 42.1 10.7
Ethnicity of HH heads

Kinh 3.4 1.7 15.8 41.0 7.3 11.7 25.5 28.6 32.7 8.0
Non-Kinh 0.0 0.7 5.1 12.9 0.5 44.4 40.9 9.7 20.5 31.5
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8.5 Savings

Previous research using the VARHS has found that savings play an important role in allowing
households to maintain consumption levels after experiencing a shock to income (CIEM,
2011a). As revealed in Figure 8.6, between 2010 and 2012, there was a 10 percent increase
in the number of households that save, with exceptional increases in specific provinces: Dak
Lak (from 53.3 percent in 2010 to 99.3 percent in 2012), Lam Dong (from 49.3 percent to
92.4 percent), and Dien Bien (from 63.8 percent to 84.6 percent).

Figure 8.6: Households with Savings (percent)
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Households can save either informally, through holding cash or gold at home or through in-
formal savings groups, or formally in commercial banks or other financial institutions. Formal
savings yield a positive interest rate and can be used to access further loans. However, most
rural households do not save formally, preferring to hold their savings informally. Figure 8.7
shows the relative shares of formal and informal savings by households. Informal savings
mechanisms dominate accounting for the majority of all savings in all household types. In-
depth research has shown that financial savings, particularly cash and gold held at home, act
as important buffers in the face of spatially covariant shocks, such as natural disasters (CIEM,
2011a). Households of Kinh ethnicity are more likely to save through formal means but also
have high levels of informal savings. Formal savings are most prevalent among households
that are richer as measured by food consumption quintile and households with better-educated
heads of household. There is a clear opportunity for policymakers to extend the reach of formal
banking networks so that these services reach rural households and minority groups.
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Figure 8.7: Households with Formal and Informal Savings, 2012 (percent of saving
households)
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8.6 Motivation for Saving

Table 8.7 illustrates households’ reported motives for saving. The majority of respondents
save for precautionary purposes, in particular, to meet unanticipated health care costs (50.5
percent) or to protect against a bad harvest or a natural disaster (13.5 percent). This is
consistent with in-depth work based on the 2008 and 2010 VARHS which identified savings as
an important coping mechanism for households when faced with adverse income shocks and
suggests that this pattern continues in rural areas (CIEM, 2011a). Fewer households report
that they save for productive investment purposes; 9.3 percent report that they save for
profit making investments, while 23.2 percent report that they save to buy agricultural inputs.
Another main motive for saving is for consumption items with 41.4 percent of households
reporting that they save to accumulate money for big expenditures. Lifecycle motives are also
important with 19.6 percent of households reporting that they save for old age.
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Table 8.7: Reasons for Saving, 2012, percent

Protect .
Rarvest; Providefor Healthcare (ICUCTL  gaucation By agricul TICTICRT  others
natural di- expenditures ment
sasters
Total Save 13.5 19.6 50.5 41.4 24.3 23.2 9.3 24.7
Formal 11.8 29.9 28.2 44.9 16.4 6.9 36.4 12.9
Informal 12.4 16.0 48.7 37.5 23.0 22.8 3.6 24.0
Gender of HH heads
Female 8.1 28.0 55.8 40.9 20.1 16.9 8.4 28.4
Male 14.8 17.5 49.2 41.5 25.4 24.7 9.5 23.7
Main income source
Wage 11.8 16.4 51.7 44.8 26.8 18.7 8.7 24.9
Agricultural 22.2 13.7 42.2 35.8 24.3 41.0 7.3 20.6
Non-farm, non-wage 5.6 19.0 49.2 56.4 33.9 7.7 15.4 35.4
Others 7.1 38.0 62.0 34.7 13.4 12.4 10.9 25.6
Food expenditure quintiles
Poorest 20.4 39.9 21.4 33.8 8.8 33.5 4.8 25.7
2nd poorest 16.6 49.9 24.0 27.3 14.0 35.4 4.7 23.3
Middle 12.9 51.6 21.8 23.1 21.6 38.2 8.2 23.6
2nd richest 11.0 54.2 27.3 21.3 23.9 46.5 10.3 19.6
Richest 8.7 53.8 25.9 14.2 27.1 50.2 16.4 30.6
Educational level of HH heads
Cannot read and write 11.1 12.5 47.2 45.1 13.9 34.7 2.8 20.1
Complete lower primary 15.5 24.4 51.2 37.5 23.3 25.1 7.1 20.6
Complete lower secondary 14.4 18.2 48.8 41.1 25.5 24.2 9.1 26.0
Complete upper secondary 11.2 18.0 52.6 48.0 26.3 15.9 13.7 27.5

Ethnicity of HH heads

Kinh 12.0 53.7 25.6 19.2 21.9 41.0 10.6 25.7
Non-Kinh 19.4 38.0 19.2 38.7 10.5 43.0 3.7 20.5
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8.7 Credit

Previous research highlighted credit as an important coping mechanism in the face of adverse
income shocks (CIEM, 2011a). However, in 2012 very few households report that they access
credit to recover from income shocks: 3.8 percent of households borrowed money from a
bank to recover from an unexpected income shortfall while 4.7 percent reported borrowing
from other individuals. The proportion of households that access credit, however, varies
significantly across households who experience a shock and those that do not suggesting
that, although unstated, it is an important coping mechanism.

Figure 8.8 reveals that of those households that reported some form of negative income
shock, around 50 percent took out a loan of some kind compared to 30 percent of households
that did not experience this shortfall. While no causality can be inferred from this, it is a
significant difference in behaviour across these two groups and suggests that credit remains
an important coping mechanism. This is indicative of a failure of formal social safety nets
to protect vulnerable households, requiring them to build up credit and increase their level
of indebtedness. Future research is needed to establish the extent to which this is the case.

Figure 8.8: Households with Loans and Shock Status, 2012 (percent)
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A further feature of the survey instrument is that researchers gain an understanding of the
motives behind household borrowing, and ask households to distinguish between what they
told the creditor the loan would be used for and the loan’s actual purpose. As revealed in
Figure 8.9, 45 percent of households took out a loan with “agricultural production” as the
stated purpose. In fact, only 28 percent of households actually used their loans for agriculture,
while the remaining 17 percent used it for something else. This suggests that the way in
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which loans are monitored is for the most part ineffective and that the credit being offered
in many cases is not serving its original purpose. In particular, households that use loans for
consumption purposes run the risk of accumulating debt making them even more vulnerable
in the future, particularly when exposed to adverse income shocks (CIEM, 2011b).

Figure 8.9: Actual and Stated Purpose for Loan, 2012 (percent)
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8.8. Extension and Public Transfers

Other forms of supports from the Government can play an important role in helping
households cope with shocks. They include extension services, market information, training
programmes, education subsidies and public transfers. Though the VARHS survey does not
collect information on all of these forms of support, some analysis is possible given the data
available that can help inform Government on the role and functionality of social safety nets
for rural households.

Extension services include all activities that provide information and advisory services to
farmers on issues relating to for example breeding, fertilizers, technical issues, and market
prices. In Vietnam, extension services are provided by the State through a scheme which was
established in 1993. However, after nearly 20 years in operation, the proportion of households
that receive extension services is still quite moderate. In 2012, less than half of the sample
households (46.4 percent) reported that they had visited the extension office, participated in
its events, or had been visited by its staff.
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Table 8.8: HHs Reporting Decisions Affected by Extension Information, 2012
(percent)

Decisions on

Crop production Iil\!laeisstiggk Aquaculture i?_::::sg aggz:ﬁ:::re
issues
Very much 26.12 21.4 5.74 20.49 12.97
Moderately 53.46 50.22 29.59 53.3 49.63
No effect 20.42 28.37 64.67 26.21 37.41
No. of observations 2,439 2,252 1,602 2,396 2,267

Note: Figures based on HH’s self-evaluation.

Table 8.8 shows that around 20-25 percent of households reported large impacts and 50
percent reported moderate impacts of extension information on their decisions about crop
production, raising livestock or on selling prices. The effect of information on aquaculture
and other agricultural issues are much less important. The numbers suggest that there
may be unmet demand for extension services, though establishing this will require further
investigation into the supply of, and demand for, these services in rural areas.

Table 8.9 shows an important role of extension information in helping households to cope
with shocks. The proportion of households that faced shocks and did not receive extension
information is very small (nearly 10 percent). Among them, only 35 percent fully recovered
and 27 percent did not recover from the shock. Recovery was much better among households
that received extension information (51.5 percent fully recovered and 18 percent did not
recover).

Table 8.9: Recovery after Shocks, 2012 (percent)

HH not received extension information HH received extension information

Fully recovered 35.0 51.5
Partly recovered 40.0 46.0
Not recovered 27.0 18.0
No. of observations 100 1,000

Public transfers can also be an important buffer for households to reduce the adverse effects
of income shocks. In the 2012 survey, the percentage of households receiving public transfers
was remarkably higher for the group that faced shocks than for those that did not (55.4
percent compared to 38.4 percent). This shows that, to some extent, public transfers were
given to the right beneficiaries that were actually in need of supports. Disaggregating the
different reasons for public transfers in Table 8.10 disaggregated by households that did
and did not face shocks reveals that the proportion of households that received transfers
for educational expenses, healthcare expenses, for poverty alleviation and ethnic minorities
among shocked households were 9.0 percent, 14.7 percent, 19.2 percent and 12.4 percent,
respectively. The relevant figures for the households that did not experience shocks were
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much smaller at 2.1 percent, 6.1 percent, 11.7 percent and 4.1 percent, respectively. There
is no evidence that households that received public transfers recovered better than those that
did not (the percentage of households that fully recovered from shocks and received transfers
was 47.9 percent compared with 53.8 percent of households that fully recovered and did not
receive transfers). This might be because the group that received public transfers were worse
affected by shocks, or are poorer or more disadvantaged making it more difficult for them to
cope.

Table 8.10: Reasons of Public Transfers, 2012 (percent)

HH faced shocks HH did not face shocks
No specific reason 1.1 2.0
Educational expense 2.1 9.0
Healthcare expense 6.1 14.7
Raising children 0.6 0.9
Wedding/funeral expense 0.7 0.6
Investment 0.3 0.3
Pension 7.4 6.7
Poor households 11.7 19.2
Ethnic minority 4.1 12.4
Other reasons 14.4 14.9
No. of observations 1,641 1,100

8.9 Summary

The evidence presented in this chapter suggests that between 2010 and 2012 households
in the VARHS sample were less likely to have experienced a negative shock than in previous
survey rounds, but the shocks that were experienced had more severe effects on household
income. By this measure, the worst-affected provinces were Lao Cai, Dien Bien, Dak Lak,
Dak Nong, Lam Dong and Khanh Hoa. These provinces could be prioritized for future policy
interventions aimed at helping vulnerable households cope with unexpected income losses.

In all provinces, households in lower food expenditure quintiles (and therefore poorer), with
less educated household heads, or of non-Kinh ethnicity, suffered larger income shortfalls
when exposed to shocks than other groups.

The majority of households continued to use internal or self-reliant coping mechanisms
to deal with shocks and only 50 percent of the households reported fully recovering from
shocks. Wealthier households and those with higher educational attainment used more coping
mechanisms and recovered better than other groups.

Examining three important financial instruments, including savings, insurance, and credit,
we observed that households relied more heavily on informal savings and loans. Almost all
households had an insurance instrument of some kind (around 90 percent), but this mainly
reflects free insurance coverage provided by the state, and many households were not able to
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successfully make insurance claims following a negative shock.

Despite limited access to, and impact of, extension services, evidence has shown a role for
services in helping rural households to cope with shocks. The distribution of public transfers also
appears to be important, but more in-depth analysis is needed to examine the effectiveness
of those supports. The data presented in this chapter suggest that it is necessary to further
develop extension services and public transfers to serve the needs of rural households and act
as a buffer for them to cope with shocks.

Overall, the evidence suggests that rural households continue to be exposed to unexpected
shortfalls in income that have potentially long-run effects on their welfare.

As Vietnam’s economy continues to expand, rising inequality threatens to create a divide
between those benefiting from this growth and those left behind. Implementing appropriate
policies to bolster rural households’ coping and risk-sharing mechanisms will prevent these
households from falling into long-run poverty traps due to unexpected bad events, ultimately
providing a safety net to support shared, broad-based, and equitable economic progress.
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CHAPTER 9: MIGRATION

9.1 Introduction

Twenty-five years after the ‘Doi Moi’ process, Vietnam has experienced a significant
economic transformation with high rates of economic growth that has accelerated the flow
of internal and external migration (UNFPA, 2011). Migration, especially in-country migration
and urbanization, have played an important role in the process of economic development.
According to UNFPA (2011), based on the results of the AgroCensus 2009, migrants between
Vietnamese provinces increased from 1.3 million people in 1989 to 2 million in 1999 and
jumped up to 3.4 million people in 2009.2* Migrants from rural areas are an important source
of labour for industrial areas and, in particular, foreign investors operating in economic zones.
Moreover, new employment and income-earning opportunities for migrants can provide
sending households with a new source of income with which to improve their livelihoods.

Migrants have made an important contribution to socio-economic development in Vietnam,
but the increase in migration creates new social issues in sending and receiving communities
that require the attention of authorities at all levels. There is also evidence to suggest that
Vietnamese migrants still face many challenges and difficulties in acclimatizing and adapting.
For example, UNFPA (2010) highlights the fact that temporary migrants suffer from persistent
discrimination in employment with insecure jobs, lower salaries, and usually no medical or
unemployment insurance. In addition, migrants have less access to public services compared
to the locals because these services are usually provided only to registered inhabitants. As a
result, migrants usually have to pay more for basic services such as healthcare and education.
This is particularly notable in urban areas and increases the extent of poverty and inequality
facing migrants.

The situation is much more serious for vulnerable migrant groups such as children, old people
or woman. The imbalance or instability created in societies and communities that migrants
move into or out of has attracted the interest and concern of researchers and policy makers.
The inclusion of a new section on migration in the 2012 VARHS survey will help in our under-
standing of the nature and extent of migration in Vietnam and will allow some of these issues
to be explored. It should be noted, however, that in the VARHS survey we focus on sending
households and not on the migrants themselves and so our analysis relates to the impact on
the sending communities. Moreover, we do not collect information on migration organized by
the Government and so we cannot draw conclusions or make recommendations regarding the
impact of policies/programmes or other activities organized by the government on migrants.

24 According to a report on the findings from the Agrocencus survey (GSO), the total number of with-
in-country migrants increased from 4.5 million in 1989 to 6.5 million in 2009.

308



EVIDENCE FROM A 2012 RURAL HOUSEHOLD SURVEY IN 12 PROVINCES OF VIETNAM

9.2 Extent of Migration

This section describes the extent of migration from households included in the 2012 round of
the VARHS survey. Table 9.1 reveals that nearly 20 percent of households have at least one
household member who has migrated but there is a large amount of variability in migrant
numbers across provinces. Nghe An has the highest proportion of households with a migrant,
possibly because it is geographically and economically remote, and has a large share of
relatively poor households.

Table 9.1: Incidence of Migration (percent)

Of which:
HH has a migrant

Permanent Temporary
Total 2012 19.6 22.7 63.8
Province 2012
Ha Tay (n=587) 18.7 14.5 75.5
Lao Cai (n=106) 17.9 31.6 52.6
Phu Tho (n=383) 17.2 21.2 59.1
Lai Chau (n=135) 7.4 10.0 90.0
Dien Bien (n=130) 13.8 44.4 50.0
Nghe An (n=229) 46.3 28.3 67.0
Quang Nam (n=340) 27.1 27.2 46.7
Khanh Hoa (n=110) 20.9 8.7 73.9
Dak Lak (n=164) 18.3 13.3 86.7
Dak Nong (n=143) 16.1 47.8 39.1
Lam Dong (n=80) 20.0 0.0 68.8
Long An (n=334) 7.8 15.4 57.7
Food expenditure quintile (2012)
Poorest (n=546) 11.7 25.0 65.6
2nd poorest (n=544) 16.9 28.3 57.6
Middle (n=542) 21.6 28.2 56.4
2nd richest (n=540) 20.4 20.9 67.3
Richest (n=542) 28.4 14.9 68.2
Ethnicity of HH head
Non Kinh (n=565) 12.0 25.0 64.7
Kinh (n=2,176) 21.6 22.4 63.7
N= 2,721

Note: Row entries do not add up to 100 because a share of respondents was unsure about whether their family

members had migrated permanently or temporarily.

Table 9.1 also shows that 22.4 percent of households with a migrant have a permanent
migrant while 63.5 percent of these migrants leave the household on a temporary basis.
Permanent migration mainly occurs in mountainous provinces and far from industrial centres,
for example, Dak Nong (48 percent), Dien Bien (44 percent) and Lao Cai (32 percent).
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Permanent migration is less likely for households in central or relatively urbanized regions
such as ex-Ha Tay and Khanh Hoa.

The relationship between the propensity for a household member to migrate and income has
been shown in existing research to be non-linear, following an inverse U-shape with “migration
humps” at low and high income levels (de Hass, 2007; Nguyen, et al., 2008). As illustrated in
Table 9.1, the relationship between the economic status of households (as measured by food
expenditure quintile) and migration depends on the type of migration in question. Temporary
migration seems to follow the U-shape with a higher proportion of migrants in the group
of richest and poorest households. In contrast, the percentage of permanent migrants is
lower for both of these groups of households. Overall, better off households have a higher
probability of having a migrant but this is mostly due to temporary migration.

Table 9.2 summarizes the reasons given by households as to why their household members
migrated. Among the households with a migrant, 47 percent of households report that their
members migrated for job opportunities, 42 percent for schooling and 16 percent for marriage.
These findings are in line with UNFPA (2010) which shows that migration for work is most
common from areas dominated by agricultural production with a lack of income-generating
employment opportunities.

Table 9.2: Reasons for Migration 2012 (percent)

Job :i|t3i|:;rtu- Job search  Schooling s::c;ze Marriage unI::il:::gon
Total (n=533) 46.7 1.9 41.7 5.4 15.9 0.9
Province
Ha Tay (n=110) 52.7 0.9 41.8 2.7 10.0 0.0
Lao Cai (n=19) 52.6 0.0 15.8 10.5 21.1 0.0
Phu Tho (n=66) 36.4 1.5 42.4 7.6 18.2 1.5
Lai Chau (n=10) 10.0 10.0 70.0 0.0 10.0 0.0
Dien Bien (n=18) 50.0 0.0 33.3 5.6 22.2 0.0
Nghe An (n=106) 77.4 1.9 23.6 5.7 15.1 2.8
Quang Nam (n=92) 30.4 2.2 52.2 5.4 20.7 1.1
Khanh Hoa (n=23) 30.4 4.3 69.6 4.3 13.0 0.0
Dak Lak (n=30) 40.0 3.3 56.7 10.0 6.7 0.0
Dak Nong (n=23) 39.1 4.3 43.5 0.0 21.7 0.0
Lam Dong (n=16) 12.5 0.0 75.0 12.5 0.0 0.0
Long An (n=26) 42.3 0.0 19.2 3.8 34.6 0.0
Total (n=539) 46.7 1.9 41.4 5.4 16 0.9
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest (n=64) 42.2 0.0 35.9 9.4 15.6 1.6
2nd poorest (n=92) 44.6 2.2 35.9 6.5 20.7 1.1
Middle (n=117) 56.4 0.0 35.0 3.4 16.2 0.0
2nd richest (n=110) 44.5 0.9 41.8 8.2 16.4 1.8
Richest (n=154) 44.8 4.5 51.3 2.6 13.0 0.6
Total (n=539) 46.9 1.9 41.3 5.4 16.0 0.9
Ethnicity of HH head
Non Kinh (n=68) 38.2 1.5 39.7 7.4 14.7 0.0
Kinh (n=465) 48.0 1.9 41.9 5.2 16.1 1.1

Note: Since households can have more than one migrant the rows of this table can add up to more than 100 percent.
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There is considerable variability in the reasons for migration across provinces. This variability
is closely correlated with the extent of temporary versus permanent migration in different
provinces. For example, temporary migration is mainly for schooling or for army service, so
these are common reasons for migration in Lam Dong which has a high rate of temporary
migration. Moreover, marriage and family unification are the main reasons given for permanent
migration and so in provinces where permanent migration is more common, such as Dien Bien
or Dak Nong, for example, these are more likely reasons for migration. The small sample size
should be kept in mind, however, when interpreting these statistics.

Itis also clear from Table 9.2 that migration for schooling is most likely for households in higher
expenditure groups suggesting that there may be fewer opportunities for poor households
to access higher education outside of their local area. Migration for job opportunities and
marriage are most common for the middle and poorest households.

Table 9.3 presents the destination of migrants disaggregated by migration: i) within the same
province; ii) to other provinces in Vietnam; and iii) to a foreign country. The proportion of
households that have at least one member migrating to the same province varies greatly
across provinces ranging from only 3 percent in Dak Nong up to 83.6 percent in Ha Tay. This
may be attributed to the fact that Ha Tay was merged into Hanoi in 2008 and since merging
a large number of people from Ha Tay moved to the peri-urban areas while others sold their
residential property and moved to other sites, benefiting from the increase in property and/or
land prices during this time. Only a small proportion of households have migrants that moved
from Ha Tay to other provinces (15.7 percent).

A lot of within-province migration is also observed in Dien Bien (81.5 percent). Within Dien
Bien, a significant amount of population redistribution has occurred due to the relocation of
a large number of ethnic minority households to the Muong Nhe district, where there are
greater economic opportunities, in particular in forestry.?> For the other provinces, most of
the migration observed is to other provinces. The highest rates are observed in the poorer
provinces of Dak Nong, Phu Tho and Lai Chau at 97, 76 and 69 percent, respectively. In Nghe
An, for example, a very small proportion of households have a member that migrates within
the province. Coupled with the fact that the main reason for migration from Nghe An is for job
opportunities, the lack of within-province migration is likely to reflect the common occurrence
of typhoons and storms in Nghe An, leading to higher risks and unstable production in rural
area of this province.

In most provinces there are no households that have migrants to foreign countries. Exceptions
are Dien Bien, Nghe An, and ex-Ha Tay with 3.7, 1.2, and 0.7 percent, respectively, of migrants
moving abroad.

The destination of migrants is similar across food expenditure quintiles. While it is only better-
off households that have members who migrate abroad, the proportion is still very low at less

25 Quang Vinh-Quang Vi, “Ring va ngudi di cu tu do 8 Mudng Nhé, Dién Bién” http://www.baomoi.
com/Rung-va-nguoi-di-cu-tu-do-o-Muong-Nhe-Dien-Bien/58/6304908.epi. Accessed June 03, 2013.
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than 2 percent. It is likely that only households in the richest food expenditure quintiles have
the financial capacity to fulfil the requirements for legal migration or for studying abroad,
making cross-country migration possible only in this group.

Table 9.3: Destination of Migrants 2012 (percent)

To the same

province Other Provinces Foreign country
Total (n=727) 43.6 55.8 0.6
Provinces
Ha Tay (n=140) 83.6 15.7 0.7
Lao Cai (n=24) 54.2 45.8 0.0
Phu Tho (n=80) 23.8 76.3 0.0
Lai Chau (n=13) 30.8 69.2 0.0
Dien Bien (n=27) 81.5 14.8 3.7
Nghe An (n=163) 33.1 65.6 1.2
Quang Nam (n=124) 33.1 66.9 0.0
Khanh Hoa (n=33) 48.5 51.5 0.0
Dak Lak (n=46) 34.8 65.2 0.0
Dak Nong (n=33) 3.0 97.0 0.0
Lam Dong (n=18) 38.9 61.1 0.0
Long An (n=35) 40.0 60.0 0.0
Food expenditure
quintile
Poorest (n=78) 44.9 55.1 0.0
2nd poorest (n=120) 48.3 51.7 0.0
Middle (n=163) 45.4 54.0 0.6
2nd richest (n=150) 40.7 58.0 1.3
Richest (n=225) 42.7 56.9 0.4
Gender of HH head
Female (n=134) 48.5 50.7 0.7
Male (n=602) 43.0 56.5 0.5
Ethnicity of HH head
Non Kinh (n=84) 53.6 45.2 1.2
Kinh (n=643) 42.3 57.2 0.5

Migrants from non-Kinh households are more likely to stay within the same province (53.6
percent of households with a migrant) while migrants from Kinh-households are more likely
to go to other provinces (57.2 percent). This is suggestive of fewer migration opportunities
for ethnic minorities.

9.3 Characteristics of Migrants

This section considers the characteristics of migrants. All statistics are presented at the migrant
level. As revealed in Table 9.4, in general, most of the migrants are relatively young with an
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average age of 24.7. This result aligns with the fact that the main reasons for migration are
job opportunities and schooling. The highest average age is in Long An province (28) where
the proportion of migration for marriage is also very high.

Also in Table 9.4 we see that 51 percent of migrants are male and 49 percent of are female.
In the North and North Centre Coast provinces, male migration is higher than male migration,
while female migration is more common in the South Centre Coast and the South provinces.
There is no clear pattern of migration across gender split by food expenditure quintile, although
migrants from households in the poorest quintile are most likely to be male.

The marital status of migrants is presented in Table 9.5. Most migrants are single (67 percent).
Long An is the only province that has more migrants that are married than single. As mentioned
above, this is also the province with the highest proportion of migration for marriage and the
highest average age of migrants. Table 9.5 also shows that migrants in poorer groups are
more likely to be widowed in comparison with the richer groups.

Table 9.4: Age and Gender of Migrants

Age (years) Female (percent) Male (percent)
Total (n=765) 24.7 49.0 51.0
Province 2012
Ha Tay (n=147) 26.9 48.3 51.7
Lao Cai (n=25) 24.6 48.0 52.0
Phu Tho (n=84) 23.6 42.9 57.1
Lai Chau (n=13) 21.5 46.2 53.8
Dien Bien (n=27) 22.5 44.4 55.6
Nghe An (n=177) 25.5 43.5 56.5
Quang Nam (n=124) 23.5 53.2 46.8
Khanh Hoa (n=33) 22.5 57.6 42.4
Dak Lak (n=46) 23.3 52.2 47.8
Dak Nong (n=33) 22.8 51.5 48.5
Lam Dong (n=19) 20.6 63.2 36.8
Long An (n=37) 28.3 59.5 40.5
Food expenditure
quintile
Poorest (n=82) 24.5 50.0 50.0
2nd poorest (n=126) 24.1 54.0 46.0
Middle (n=167) 24.9 43.7 56.3
2nd richest (n=153) 24.6 49.0 51.0
Richest (n=235) 25.0 49.8 50.2
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Table 9.5: Marital Status of Migrants (percent)

Single Married Widow Divorced

Total (n=765) 67.0 30.4 1.0 1.6
Province 2012

Ha Tay (n=147) 66.7 29.3 3.4 0.7
Lao Cai (n=25) 60.0 40.0 0.0 0.0
Phu Tho (n=84) 67.9 26.2 0.0 6.0
Lai Chau (n=13) 92.3 7.7 0.0 0.0
Dien Bien (n=27) 63.0 29.6 0.0 7.4
Nghe An (n=177) 60.5 37.9 0.6 1.1
Quang Nam (n=124) 69.4 29.8 0.8 0.0
Khanh Hoa (n=33) 78.8 18.2 3.0 0.0
Dak Lak (n=46) 84.8 15.2 0.0 0.0
Dak Nong (n=33) 69.7 27.3 0.0 3.0
Lam Dong (n=19) 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Long An (n=37) 35.1 62.2 0.0 2.7
Total (n=765) 66.9 30.5 1.0 1.6
Food expenditure quintile

Poorest (n=33) 70.7 24.4 2.4 2.4
2nd poorest (n=132) 62.7 34.9 0.8 1.6
Middle (n=134) 62.9 34.7 1.2 1.2
2nd richest (n=194) 64.1 34.6 1.3 0.0
Richest (n=272) 72.8 24.3 0.4 2.6

The level of education of migrants is presented in Table 9.6. Most migrants have a high level
of education or are still in school with about 38 percent of migrants having completed upper
secondary education level and 37 percent still attending school (or migrating for schooling).
Approximately 20 percent of migrants have completed lower secondary education. In Vietnam,
rural-urban migration accounts for most domestic migration and many migrants move to cities
to work in industrial zones in garment or shoe factors (GSO, 2012). To obtain contracts for
these positions, workers must have completed secondary school education. Rural residents
who have achieved upper secondary school therefore have a higher probability of migration.

In the VARHS sample, Dak Lak appears to be a special case where the number of migrants that
have only completed lower secondary school is higher than the number that has completed
upper secondary school. In contrast, the North Mountain provinces of Lao Cai, Lai Chau and
Dien Bien have the highest proportion of migrants with lower education levels (cannot read/
write or just completed primary school).
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Table 9.6: Education Level of Migrants (percent)

Can read and

Cannot Completed Completed Completed write but never still in
read-and Ic_:wer Lower Upper yvent tq or school
write primary secondary secondary did not finish
primary school
Total (n=762) 0.9 3.5 19.4 38.5 0.3 37.4
Province 2012
Ha Tay (n=146) 0.0 2.1 14.4 45.9 1.4 36.3
Lao Cai (n=25) 4.0 8.0 12.0 44.0 0.0 32.0
Phu Tho (n=84) 0.0 3.6 15.5 35.7 0.0 45.2
Lai Chau (n=13) 7.7 7.7 0.0 7.7 0.0 76.9
Dien Bien (n=27) 3.7 3.7 22.2 40.7 0.0 29.6
Nghe An (n=177) 1.1 4.5 28.2 46.3 0.0 19.8
Quang Nam (n=123) 0.0 0.8 18.7 33.3 0.0 47.2
Khanh Hoa (n=33) 3.0 3.0 3.0 30.3 0.0 60.6
Dak Lak (n=46) 0.0 0.0 28.3 26.1 0.0 45.7
Dak Nong (n=33) 0.0 0.0 18.2 39.4 0.0 42.4
Lam Dong (n=19) 0.0 0.0 5.3 15.8 0.0 78.9
Long An (n=37) 2.7 18.9 29.7 32.4 0.0 16.2
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest (n=82) 4.9 11.0 18.3 28.0 1.2 36.6
2nd poorest (n=126) 1.6 3.2 22.2 36.5 0.0 36.5
Middle (n=167) 0.0 4.8 25.1 41.3 0.0 28.7
2nd richest (n=153) 0.7 2.0 15.1 44.1 0.7 37.5
Richest (n=235) 0.0 1.3 16.7 37.6 0.0 44.4
Ethnicity of HH head
Non-Kinh (n=86) 3.5 8.1 20.9 24.4 0.0 43.0
Kinh (n=676) 0.6 3.0 19.2 40.2 0.3 36.7

The relationship between expenditure quintile and the education level of migrants is also
presented in Table 9.6. Migrants from better off households have achieved a higher level of
education with a higher proportion of migrants having completed upper secondary school. In
contrast, for lower education levels (cannot read/write, did not go to or finish primary school
or even just completed primary school), the proportion of migrants in the poor household
group is, unsurprisingly, higher than in the better off household group. Kinh migrants have
a higher level of education than the non-Kinh migrants with the proportion of Kinh migrants
that have completed upper secondary school at 40 percent compared to 24.4 percent of non-
Kinh migrants.

Table 9.7 focuses on the level of professional training of migrants. It illustrates that 63
percent of migrants do not have any professional training, but about 16 percent of migrants
have achieved a Bachelor’s degree. On the other hand, the proportion of migrants that have
attended vocational training is very low at 2.7 percent. This may be an important issue
for policy makers who have in recent years attempted to improve the skills of rural labour
through various training programmes in an attempt to create a more stable life for rural-city
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migrants through higher skilled jobs.2®

Table 9.7: Professional Training of Migrants (percent)

No Short-course Vocational College University or
diploma vocational training training certificate higher level

Total (n=765) 62.5 13.4 2.8 5.2 16.1
Province 2012

Ha Tay (n=147) 54.4 11.6 3.4 7.5 23.1
Lao Cai (n=25) 88.0 8.0 0.0 4.0 0.0
Phu Tho (n=84) 63.1 10.7 1.2 4.8 20.2
Lai Chau (n=13) 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Dien Bien (n=27) 63.0 11.1 3.7 11.1 11.1
Nghe An (n=177) 52.5 21.5 4.0 4.0 18.1
Quang Nam (n=124) 69.4 8.1 2.4 5.6 14.5
Khanh Hoa (n=33) 81.8 9.1 0.0 0.0 9.1
Dak Lak (n=46) 76.1 8.7 0.0 0.0 15.2
Dak Nong (n=33) 63.6 6.1 0.0 9.1 21.2
Lam Dong (n=19) 89.5 0.0 0.0 10.5 0.0
Long An (n=37) 37.8 40.5 10.8 5.4 5.4
Total (n=765) 62.5 13.5 2.7 5.2 16.1
Food expenditure quintile

Poorest (n=82) 74.4 7.3 1.2 4.9 12.2
2nd poorest (n=126) 61.9 13.5 3.2 4.8 16.7
Middle (n=167) 67.7 12.0 4.2 4.2 12.0
2nd richest (n=153) 60.8 14.4 2.6 7.8 14.4
Richest (n=235) 56.2 15.7 2.1 4.7 21.3

Lai Chau is the only province that has no migrant with any type of professional training. It
should be noted, however, that a high percentage of migrants from this province are still in
the school (Table 9.6). The highest proportion of migrants with professional training is in Long
An province (60 percent) which is unsurprising given that the average age of migrants from
this province (28.3) is much higher than that of migrants from other provinces.

Table 9.8 explores the extent of land and property ownership of migrants by province,
by household quintile group and by ethnicity of the household head. Property ownership
among migrants is most common within their home commune (13.2 percent of migrants own
agricultural land in their own commune while 6.8 percent own residential land in their own
commune). One possible reason for maintaining ownership even after migrating is that while
many migrants move location to find a job, they keep their land and property in their home
commune as a form of insurance in case they are not successful or do not have a better life
in the place they migrate to. Another possible explanation is that migrants leave with the
expectation that they will return in the future.

26 Many projects and programs on employment creation and vocational training have been carried out
in the implementation of the Prime Minister Decision (1956/QD-TTg on November 27, 2009) on ap-
proving the scheme on vocational training for rural labourers up to 2020.

316



EVIDENCE FROM A 2012 RURAL HOUSEHOLD SURVEY IN 12 PROVINCES OF VIETNAM

Table 9.8: Migrant Ownership of Agricultural Land or Residential Property

(percent)
Agricultural land owned: Residential property owned:
In home I_n _the In the In home In the living In the other
commune living other commune commune communes
commune communes

Total 2012(n=762) 13.2 2.6 0.3 6.8 2.5 0.0
Province

Ha Tay (n=147) 13.6 4.8 0.7 9.5 5.4 0.0
Lao Cai (n=25) 5.3 1.7 0.0 0.0 4.0 0.0
Phu Tho (n=84) 0.0 2.4 0.0 1.2 3.6 0.0
Lai Chau (n=13) 3.6 7.1 0.0 7.7 0.0 0.0
Dien Bien (n=27) 1.8 3.6 1.8 3.7 7.4 0.0
Nghe An (n=177) 41.2 3.9 0.0 18.1 1.1 0.0
Quang Nam (n=124) 1.6 0.8 0.0 0.8 1.6 0.0
Khanh Hoa (n=33) 3.0 0.0 0.0 3.1 0.0 0.0
Dak Lak (n=46) 1.1 2.1 1.1 0.0 2.2 0.0
Dak Nong (n=33) 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Lam Dong (n=19) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Long An (n=37) 5.4 2.7 0.0 2.7 0.0 0.0
Food expenditure quintile

Poorest (n=82) 18.3 4.9 1.2 6.1 0.0 0.0
2nd poorest (n=126) 7.9 2.4 0.0 3.2 2.4 0.0
Middle (n=167) 15.6 3.0 0.0 6.0 3.0 0.0
2nd richest (n=153) 12.4 3.9 0.6 7.8 5.2 0.0
Richest (n=235) 12.8 0.8 0.0 8.5 1.3 0.0
Ethnicity

Non-Kinh (n=86) 4.6 3.5 1.3 2.3 4.6 0.0
Kinh (n=676) 14.3 2.5 0.1 7.4 2.2 0.0

Land and property ownership by migrants is particularly high in Nghe An, at 1.2 and 18.1
percent, respectively. Land and property ownership is also high in ex-Ha Tay (at 13.6 and
9.5 percent, respectively). The proportion is particularly low in Lam Dong with none of the
migrants from this province having any kind of ownership of land or property. In general, few
migrants own agricultural land outside of their home.

Ownership of land and property may provide some indication of the extent to which migrants
plan on settling or have settled in their new place of residence. If, for example, migrants have
land and property in their new place of residence, it suggests that they have decided to settle
there for the long term and that they have better integrated into community/society. Migrants
from Lai Chau, for example, are more likely to have land and property in other communes (7.1
percent) than in their home commune (3.6 percent) suggesting that compared with migrants
from other provinces these migrants may be more settled. Migration from ex-Ha Tay and Dien
Bien also appears to be more permanent given that there is a higher rate of land and property
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ownership among migrants in other communes rather than in their home commune (4.8 and
5.4 percent, respectively, for Ha Tay, and 3.6 and 7.4 percent, respectively, for Dien Bien).

Owning land and property in the commune that the migrant has moved to and lives in might
also be suggestive of the extent of success of the migrant. Migrants from Ha Tay, Lai Chau
and Dien Bien appear most successful in this regard. None of surveyed migrants reported that
they have residential property in other communes.

We find that migrants from the poorest households tend to own more agricultural land than
other groups (in their homeland, in the commune that they live in and in other communes).
However, the poorest households own less residential property in the place where they have
migrated to (and live) suggesting that migrants from poor households have less stability in
their new communities than wealthier migrants.

By ethnicity, a higher proportion of Kinh migrants own land or property in their home commune
in comparison with the non-Kinh group. In contrast, the proportion of households that own
land and property in the commune they are living in is higher in the non-Kinh group. This
suggests that migrants of non-Kinh ethnicity are somewhat more likely to settle permanently
once they migrate compared with Kinh migrants.

9.4 Migrant livelihoods

In this section we explore the livelihoods and income status of migrants and the role of
networks and information in supporting migration. Table 9.9 reveals that out of those who
migrated for a job, 57 percent looked for a job by themselves, 30 percent received information
on jobs from family/friends while 7 percent sought information from private or public job
agencies. The older the migrants, the less likely they are to have looked for a job through job
services or media. It is more common for young migrants to find a job through the media.

Table 9.9: Job Investigation Channel (percent)

Own investi- Relatives/ Job services Media Other/don’t
gation Friends know

Total 2012 (n=765) 56.5 30.0 6.1 0.5 7.0
Gender of migrants

Female 58.9 28.4 5.1 0.5 7.1
Male 54.5 31.3 6.9 0.4 6.9
Age of migrants

Age>30 54.0 31.2 6.5 0.6 7.7
30=<Age<40 59.5 31.1 6.8 0.0 2.7
Age>=40 75.0 15.6 0.0 0.0 9.4

Granovetter (1973) examines the relationship between the strength of a social network and
job prospects. He argues that a personal network with weak ties increases the probability of
finding a job to a greater extent than networks with strong ties. Strong ties include family
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members and close friends. The individuals within a network based on strong ties tend to be
similar and to have access to the same information. As close friends or family mostly live in
the same area there tends to be a lot of overlap in the people they interact with and hence,
the information that is transmitted through the network. Individuals are therefore more likely
to already have the information that is available through a network with strong ties. If we
define networks with “relatives or friends” as strong ties, our results contrast to some extent
with Granovetter’s hypothesis by suggesting that networks with strong ties are the most
effective in the job search process for Viethamese migrants. Future in-depth research will
more closely investigate the channels through which migrants learn about job opportunities
and the extent to which social networks and ties impact on this process.

Figure 9.1: Average Migrant Income (000 real VND)
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The income of migrants as reported by the sending household is presented in Figure 9.1.
The total income of migrants is not available in the data so only the income earned from
working is presented. The average income of migrants in the sample is 43.5 million VND per
year. This average varies by the migrant’s education level, gender, and reason for migration.
Unsurprisingly, the migrants that completed secondary school earn a higher income than
migrants with less education. Migrants who are “still in school” have the lowest income (18
million VND) from working. This result is in line with the finding that the younger migrants
(less than 30 years old) have much lower income compared to the older migrants. The income
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of male migrants is much higher than that of female migrants, reflecting perhaps some gender
inequality in the job market in Vietnam. Similarly, the average income of non-Kinh migrants is
much lower in comparison with the Kinh group.

Over 25 percent of households that have migrants receive remittances but there is some
variation across provinces. For example, in Nghe An over half of the households that have a
migrant receive remittances while this figure is only 6 percent for migrant households in Lam
Dong only. Notably, migrants from Nghe An have the highest earned income levels

Table 9.10: Purpose of Remittances (percent)

Share of HH

th?t has re- Food Other con- Housing Medical Education saving

ceived remit- sumption expense expense

tances
Total 2012 (n=538) 25.3 58.8 26.5 0.7 18.4 13.2 33.8
Province
Ha Tay (n=110) 11.8 46.2 38.5 0.0 30.8 7.7 30.8
Lao Cai (n=19) 10.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 50.0
Phu Tho (n=66) 19.7 53.8 15.4 0.0 15.4 15.4 53.8
Lai Chau (n=10) 10.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Dien Bien (n=18) 27.8 20.0 40.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nghe An (n=106) 53.8 63.2 19.3 1.8 8.8 17.5 33.3
Quang Nam (n=92) 20.6 63.2 36.8 0.0 15.8 10.5 47.4
Khanh Hoa (n=22) 22.7 40.0 0.0 0.0 40.0 40.0 40.0
Dak Lak (n=30) 16.7 20.0 40.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.0
Dak Nong (n=23) 21.7 100.0 20.0 0.0 80.0 0.0 40.0
Lam Dong (n=16) 6.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100
Long An (n=26) 38.5 90.0 50.0 0.0 40.0 10.0 0.0
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest (n=64) 20.8 46.7 26.7 0.0 6.7 26.7 26.7
2nd poorest (n=92) 20.2 57.1 19.0 0.0 28.6 19.0 33.3
Middle (n=117) 36.1 71.1 36.8 0.0 13.2 7.9 34.2
2nd richest (n=110) 29.2 57.1 21.4 0.0 17.9 10.7 32.1
Richest (n=154) 19.9 51.5 21.2 3.0 24.2 12.1 36.4
HH head sex
Female (n=103) 28.2 62.1 34.5 0.0 10.3 17.2 34.5
Male (n=435) 24.6 57.9 24.3 0.9 20.6 12.1 33.6
Ethnicity of HH head
Non Kinh (n=68) 17.6 41.7 33.3 0.0 16.7 16.7 33.3
Kinh (n=470) 26.4 60.5 25.8 0.8 18.5 12.9 33.9

Note: Households receive remittances for more than one purpose, so rows may not sum to 100 percent. The first
column shows share of all households receiving remittances. Other columns show share of remittance receiving
households receiving remittances for the stated purpose.

Table 9.10 presents statistics on some of the reasons why migrants send remittances to the
sending households. Notwithstanding the small sample size, the most common purpose of
remittances is for food consumption at 58.8 percent for the overall sample with a particularly
high proportion observed in Lai Chau, Dak Nong, and Long An. Savings is the second most
important reason why migrants send remittances at 33.8 percent for the overall sample.
Khanh Hoa has the highest proportion of households that receive remittances for education
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expenses at 40 percent. Nghe An is the only province where households receive remittances
for housing.

Households in the middle income group have the highest probability that remittances are sent
for food (71 percent) and other consumption (36.8 percent), compared with average rates
of 58.8 percent and 26.5 percent for these categories for the whole sample. However, the
middle income group of households also has the lowest incidence of remittances for education
expenditure. In addition, the probability that remittances are used for education expenses
is higher in the poorest household group than among the richest households (26.7 percent
compared to 12.1 percent).

As presented in Table 9.11, a high proportion of households visit their family every month or
three months while only 10 percent of migrants never visit their family. In fact, most migrants
are in regular contact with their families. Given the high level of contact between migrants
and family members a higher level of remittance flows would be expected. The possible
reasons why this is not the case will be the subject of future in-depth research.

Table 9.11: Relationship between Migrants and Their Families (percent)

Contact with family: Visit family:

Daily Wkly Mthly r3n_t6hs \r(:::eor Never Wkly Mthly r3n_t?1$ \r:::'::eor Never
Gender of migrant:
Female 7.8 48.1  29.7 8.8 2.7 2.9 10.6 289 283 234 88
(n=374)
Male 9.7 448 325 11.0 1.8 0.3 8.5 30.8 332 172  10.3
(= 390) . . . . . . . . . . .
Food expenditure quintile:
fgg;e;)t 3.7 37.8 366 17.1 3.7 1.2 72 360 264 200 104
2nd
poorest 4.0 43.7 333 127 1.6 4.8 10.8 423 292 10.0 7.7
(n=126)
Middle 15.6 37.7 359 9.0 1.8 0.0 8.0 321 339 188 7.1
(n=167)
2nd
richest 6.5 56.2 26.8 5.9 2.6 2.0 129 234 298 226 11.3
(n=153)
Richest 9.8 50.6  27.7 8.9 2.1 0.9 8.7 19.9 323 28.0 11.2
(n=235)
Total
(ne763) 58 46.4 312 9.8 2.2 1.6 9.5 30.2 304 203 9.7
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9.5 Rural Society and Migration

The VARHS survey also questions households on the types of problems that migrants face in
their local communities including accessing land, finding employment, experiencing conflict,
accessing education, medical care and the use of social services, cultural differences, and
discrimination. Table 9.12 reveals that the biggest problems facing migrants, as viewed
by sending households, is access to land (45.1 percent) and finding a job (45.5 percent).
Employment and land are the most critical determinants of a migrant settling in the place
they migrate to given that both are important for determining the income and livelihoods of
the migrants.

In Dak Lak, 64.8 percent of households report that migrants have problems accessing
land while 52.7 percent report that they have problems finding employment. In contrast,
households in Lai Chau are much less likely to report that migrants experience these problems
(25.2 and 31.8 percent, respectively).
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Table 9.12: Types of problems faced by Migrants in VARHS Communes, percent

Access to Access to Conflict relat- Conflict related to  Other conflict Education Health care Access to so- Cultural inte- Discrimination

land employment ed to land employment cial services gration
Ha Tay 38.3 34.5 4.6 4.1 7.0 14.6 14.5 7.1 9.5 2.9
Lao Cai 63.5 51.4 20.6 6.5 17.8 11.2 17.8 13.1 42.1 11.2
Phu Tho 52.0 72.9 2.6 10.3 2.1 28.6 32.9 19.9 18.6 5.8
Lai Chau 25.2 31.8 3.0 0.0 16.3 34.1 32.6 37.8 32.6 3.7
Dien Bien 32.8 38.2 3.0 3.0 15.3 19.8 19.1 8.4 7.6 2.3
Nghe An 53.1 46.9 12.3 10.5 3.1 16.2 14.5 2.2 8.8 15.3
Quang 29.0 35.5 1.8 3.0 6.5 7.1 8.9 3.5 10.6 0.6
Nam
Khanh Hoa 41.8 44.5 5.4 1.8 10.0 13.6 2.7 3.6 2.7 1.8
Dak Lak 64.8 52.7 12.7 8.5 6.7 13.9 9.7 17.0 26.7 4.8
Dak Nong 60.1 56.6 2.8 1.4 5.6 7.7 10.5 15.4 4.9 0.7
Lam Dong 38.7 33.7 1.2 0.0 6.2 11.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Long An 53.1 44.2 5.9 8.8 12.4 21.8 23.6 18.6 15.3 6.5
Non-Kinh ~ 43.0 46.4 5.7 2.5 11.0 25.0 24.6 19.3 22.5 4.4
Kinh 45.6 45.3 5.6 6.5 7.1 15.2 15.4 10.0 11.9 4.8
Total 45.1 45.5 5.6 5.7 7.9 17.2 17.3 11.9 14.1 4.7

N=2,741
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Access to public services such as education, healthcare, and social services also contribute
to the problems faced by migrants as perceived by VARHS households with 17.2, 17.3, and
11.9 percent, respectively, of households reporting that migrants from their households
experience these problems. Fewer households report that migrants face problems relating
to discrimination (4.7 percent), although it is likely that in communes where migrants face
discrimination many other related problems such as access to employment, education,
public services, and healthcare, will also be problematic. Discrimination against migrants
appears to be more prevalent amongst migrants from Lao Cai and Nghe An.

9.6 Summary

Migration is common among VARHS 2012 households: almost 20 percent of households
reported having at least one household member who migrated. The proportion of households
with temporary migrants is much higher than that of households with permanent migrants.
Migration to other provinces is more common than migration within a province but very few
migrate abroad. Job opportunities and schooling are the two main reasons for migration.

Most migrants are relatively young with an average age of 24.7 years. Migrants are more
likely to be male. Many migrants are single (67 percent) and still in school (37.4 percent).
Most migrants (38.5 percent) have completed upper secondary school while only 0.9 percent
of migrants cannot read and write. Even though many training programmes for rural labour
have been implemented by the Government in recent years, 63 percent of migrants in the
survey have not attended any form of professional training. This result suggests that policy
makers and implementing agencies need to reconsider the targeting and effectiveness of
vocational training programmes.

For employment and income, most migrants look for a job by themselves or through their
friends/relatives. Only a small proportion of migrants rely on support from employment
services or the media to find a job. This suggests that government programmes in employment
promotion have not been effective in VARHS provinces. One implication of this finding is that
the effectiveness of programmes aimed at employment creation in rural areas need to be
reconsidered and rearranged.

The average income of migrants in the sample is VND 43 million per year with large variations
between different groups of migrants. Migrants with higher education levels, that are male or
Kinh, and have migrated because of a job opportunity earn a higher income. However, only
a small proportion of households with migrants (25 percent, or 4 percent of all households)
received remittances from their migrant members despite being in regular contact with each
other.

Finally, households report a number of problems that migrants experience in their local
communities, suggesting that social problems are more pronounced for migrants relative to
other community members. Given the high rates of internal migration taking place now in
Vietnam and that they are likely to continue in the future, ensuring support for migrants in
receiving communities is an emerging policy challenge for the Government.
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CHAPTER 10: SOCIAL CAPITAL, SOCIAL PROBLEMS

AND HAPPINESS

10.1 Introduction

Social capital exists in the relations between people. Important forms of social capital include
trust, norms, and formal and informal social networks (Putnam 1993). Coleman (1988)
describes how social capital within the family and in the community can benefit critical
outcomes such as human capital formation. This chapter investigates a number of different
aspects of social capital, including activities in formal and informal networks, trust and
perceptions about the prevalence of phenomena such as drug use, crime, theft, and gambling
at the communal level. These may be viewed as indicators of social capital. The chapter also
examines perceptions about the levels and sources of happiness. In recent years, economists
have increased their focus on empirical studies of happiness (e.g. Layard 2006, Kahneman
and Deaton 2010).

Subjective measures of well-being, such as the happiness indicator presented here, may
be viewed as a more direct measure of theoretical economic concepts such as “utility” or
“welfare” than, say, consumption or income, which economists have traditionally focused
on. Subjective measures of happiness have been found to be reliable in terms of assessing a
person’s well-being. Validity studies have been carried out in which an individual’s subjective
replies are compared with laboratory experiments that assess the same individual’s objective
well-being by measuring facial expressions and vocal tones.

So-called “informant” information on an individual’s well-being has been collected from
relatives to see how well the subjective well-being measures perform. Generally, the subjective
well-being measures or happiness measures are highly correlated with measurements of
happiness from both laboratory experiments and informant information from a source close
to the individual, so subjective measures of happiness are generally considered valid (see e.g.
Diener 1984; Veenhoven 1984).

The chapter is structured as follows: Section 10.2 describes households’ participation rates in
formal groups, the characteristics of these groups and the benefits they yield. Section 10.3
explores informal networks and Section 10.4 describes attitudes towards trust. In Section 10.5
the sources of information used by households are explored. Section 10.6 presents results on
perceptions about the severity of problems related to crime, drug use, and gambling. Finally
in Section 10.7, results on happiness and perceptions about factors affecting happiness and
economic success are presented. Section 10.8 concludes.

10.2 Formal Groups
The largest formal groups in Vietham are, in addition to the Communist Party, the Youth
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Unions, Women’s Unions, Trade Unions, and Farmers’ Unions. These organizations have an
official foundation or status legitimizing their purpose and existence. The unions are also
referred to as “mass organizations”, acting as social-political groups linking the population to
the Communist Party.

Anecdotally, membership in a group like the Youth Union has historically helped to advance
members’ careers. According to Dalton et al. (2001) participation in social groups supports
the development of interpersonal skills needed for the evolution of a modern society. Table
10.1 shows statistics of households’ membership of formal groups, with data disaggregated
by province, gender of the household head, and food expenditure quintile.

The share of households with at least one member of any group is 88 percent. There is
variation across provinces. In Nghe An, located in the North Central Coast, we find the highest
share of households with at least one member of any group (99 percent) whereas Long An in
the Mekong River Delta has the lowest share of 65 percent. Lao Cai and Quang Nam have a
very low prevalence of households that are members of the Communist Party and a relatively
high share of households that are members of Farmer’s Unions. In the provinces in the Central
Highlands we see the highest share of households that are members of the Communist Party
(around 17 percent). There is little variation between the probabilities of participating across
male- and female-headed households.

In terms of food expenditure quintile, households in the middle and at the top of the
distribution have the highest probabilities of being group members. A total of 95.8 percent
of the richest households are member of a group compared to 92.0 percent of the poorest.
Being richer is significantly positively correlated with group membership. This indicates that
richer households have a higher level of social capital, a relationship we return to throughout
this chapter.

Table 10.1: Group Membership (percent)

Household has at least one member of...

Farmer Religious Old

Any Communist Youth Women’s Farmer's Veteran’s Interest age
Group Party Union Union Union Union Group Group Group

Province

Ha Tay 88.9 8.2 18.6 63.4 32.0 16.2 4.9 0.5 25.6
Lao Cai 85.0 1.9 9.3 53.3 64.5 11.2 0.9 0.0 14.0
Phu Tho 97.9 11.8 17.8 74.1 55.5 24.6 5.5 6.0 22.3
Lai Chau 82.8 17.2 17.9 59.0 26.1 9.0 0.0 0.0 14.2
Dien Bien 86.9 16.9 16.9 63.8 46.2 16.2 0.0 0.0 17.7
Nghe An 99.1 8.2 19.7 63.4 32.0 11.2 0.0 0.4 29.7
Quang Nam 94.7 1.9 18.6 53.3 64.5 24.6 0.0 0.3 28.4
Khanh Hoa 95.5 11.8 9.3 74.1 55.5 9.0 0.0 0.0 29.5
Dak Lak 83.5 17.2 17.8 59.0 26.1 16.2 2.4 5.5 11.6

327



CHARACTERISTICS OF THE VIETNAMESE RURAL ECONOMY

Dak Nong 82.1 16.9 17.9 63.8 46.2 11.2 0.0 0.7 11.0
Lam Dong 92.2 8.2 16.9 63.4 32.0 24.6 0.0 1.3 18.2
Long An 65.8 1.9 19.7 53.3 64.5 9.0 0.0 0.6 20.5
Gender of HH head

Female 86.4 12.4 22.1 66.8 37.3 8.6 3.3 0.6 37.7
Male 88.5 13.5 25.7 71.9 58.5 21.5 3.0 2.6 18.0
Food expenditure quintile

Poorest 92.0 2.4 11.1 53.9 43.1 6.9 0.3 0.9 24.4
2nd poorest 94.1 7.3 14.0 61.8 45.1 11.7 0.2 2.1 21.2
Middle 95.2 6.9 14.3 64.7 47.3 13.1 0.7 2.7 25.8
2nd richest 94.0 9.8 17.2 59.9 40.2 13.5 2.9 1.1 20.6
Richest 95.8 14.5 21.8 65.0 38.7 14.8 4.5 0.7 20.2

N=2,741

Note: Groups with membership of less than 1 percent are not shown. These groups are: water user association,
business association, credit/microfinance, cooperative, sports/cultural groups, and the Red Cross.

In Table 10.2 we present basic characteristics of each of the groups.

Table 10.2: Group Characteristics

Respondent almost  Annual fee
always participates in 000 VND
in meetings (per-

Group meets
monthly or more
often (percent)

Observations

Group cent) (median)

Total 2012 28.2 61.8 15 5.406
Communist Party 41.2 77.3 180 763
Youth Union 41.5 64.0 46,5 1.437
Women's Union 27.7 62.7 60 4.068
Farmer’s Union 23.9 61.5 30 3.132
Veteran’s Union 25.8 69.8 48 1.097
Farmer interest Group 25.6 57.4 48 176
Religious Group 49.1 72.7 0 161
Old age Group 26.3 58.4 24 1.573

N=5,406 group membership relations.

Some 62 percent of group members state that they “almost always” participate in group
meetings. There is significant variation in meeting attendance across different types of groups.
The table shows that 28 percent of groups meet monthly or more often, and the Communist

Party, Youth Union, and religious groups meet most frequently.
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Table 10.3 investigates the reasons underlying group membership.

Table 10.3: Benefits from Group Membership (percent)

What is the main benefit from joining this group? (percent)

Social
Benefits status
the com- Economic and re- Health Increase Oth- No
Group munity benefits lations Entertainment benefits knowledge er benefit
Total 2012 36.8 9.3 9.4 19.1 6.2 14.7 3.3 0.7
Communist party 39.2 6.7 22.9 11.5 3.7 14.6 0.6 0.7
Youth union 36.0 8.7 8.8 18.2 4.8 15.2 7.8 0.5
Women'’s union 36.7 9.7 9.0 18.2 4.9 17.4 3.1 1.1
Farmer’s union 33.9 11.7 7.6 16.4 4.8 21.4 3.1 1.1
Veteran’s union 34.8 6.0 12.0 21.9 5.1 16.8 2.9 0.5
Farmer interest
group 16.8 7.1 14.1 37.5 2.7 13.6 6.0 2.2
Religious group 42.9 0.6 12.4 17.5 4.0 19.2 3.4 0.0
Old age group 32.6 7.6 8.1 25.8 9.3 11.3 4.5 0.8

N=5,406 group membership relations

Households consider “benefits to the community” as the most important reason for joining
a group, especially for religious groups and the Communist Party. This may indicate that
individuals do not participate exclusively in their own interest, but also for altruistic reasons.

The second and third most important benefit from group membership is entertainment and
increasing knowledge. Social status and relations are important benefits for joining the
Communist party and the Veteran’s union.

10.3 Informal Networks

In the former section formal networks were explored. In this section we consider informal
networks. Informal networks differ from formal networks as they emerge from private
initiative. These networks may act as a substitute for formal insurance and credit.

This section presents statistics on important social capital factors such as having someone
to turn to in case of emergency, as well as indicators for social networks represented by the
number of weddings a household attends.

Table 10.4 shows the share of households that report they have someone they can turn to
for financial assistance in case of an emergency, and also the share of such helpers that are
relatives.
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Table 10.4: Informal Networks (percent)

Share of HHs with at least

one person to turn to in case Share of helpers who are rela-

of an emergency tives
Total 2012 91.0 73.7
Province
Ha Tay 85.0 71.9
Lao Cai 99.1 83.2
Phu Tho 93.7 80.6
Lai Chau 94.8 76.9
Dien Bien 87.7 73.8
Nghe An 99.6 82.1
Quang Nam 78.1 58.6
Khanh Hoa 100.0 82.1
Dak Lak 95.7 74.4
Dak Nong 94.5 66.9
Lam Dong 98.7 84.4
Long An 94.3 71.7
Gender of HH head
Female 88.7 71.5
Male 91.6 74.3
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 89.5 74.3
2nd poorest 89.1 73.0
Middle 92.1 77.0
2nd richest 92.8 71.9
Richest 91.3 72.0

N= 2,741

About nine out of ten surveyed households have somebody to turn to for money in case of
emergency. The share of surveyed households that have a helper when in need is slightly
larger for those with male heads, possibly implying some degree of gender discrimination. In
most cases, helpers are relatives of households, suggesting strongly-knit kinship, which is a
typical characteristic of the Viethamese rural society.

An important source of social capital in Vietham, and an occasion for maintaining networks,
is wedding celebrations. Table 10.5 presents statistics on the share of households that have
attended weddings or hosted their own wedding or a birthday party.

In total, almost all households attended at least one wedding during the past year. Male-
headed households are more likely to attend weddings. The poorest households attended
fewest weddings, likely due to their limited economic resources and social networks. The
median member of the poorest quintile attended 10 weddings while members of the richest
quintile attended 20 weddings on average. This again shows that the poor are less fortunate
in terms of social capital.
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Table 10.5: Weddings and Birthdays

Number of
Share of HHs who attended weddings Share of HHs Share of HHs
at least one wedding last attended hosting weddings hosting a birthday
year (percent) (median) (percent) party (percent)
Total 2012 98.7 15 6.4 6.4
Province
Ha Tay 99.5 20 7.7 8.3
Lao Cai 99.1 7 10.3 7.5
Phu Tho 99.5 20 8.9 5.8
Lai Chau 96.3 6 1.5 1.5
Dien Bien 99.2 10 9.2 1.5
Nghe An 99.1 20 5.2 2.2
Quang Nam 97.3 10 5.3 0.3
Khanh Hoa 99.1 10 3.6 1.8
Dak Lak 99.4 12 7.3 6.7
Dak Nong 100.0 10 9.0 0.7
Lam Dong 98.7 11 6.5 1.3
Long An 96.7 10 2.4 5.1
Gender of HH head
Female 97.9 12 5.6 4.0
Male 98.8 15 6.6 4.5
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 97.2 10 5.7 0.4
2nd poorest 98.7 12 6.7 1.9
Middle 99.4 15 5.5 3.3
2nd richest 98.9 15 6.6 5.9
Richest 99.1 20 7.7 10.1

N = 2,741

The share of households hosting birthday parties is rather small. Less than 0.5 percent of the
poorest households have hosted a birthday compared to 10 percent of the richest households.
This can be explained by the fact that birthday celebration is not a tradition in Vietnam.
Nevertheless, the increasing share of richer households celebrating birthdays suggests the
impact of global cultural integration of the country on parts of Vietnamese society.

10.4 Trust

Section 10.4 presents survey evidence regarding households’ attitudes to trust. In Table 10.6
we look at attitudes to trust among the surveyed households.

As mentioned in the introduction, trust is an important aspect of social capital. Trust within a
community may facilitate economic outcomes such as trade between two partners that do not
know each other. Individuals that live in societies with a high level of trust are more likely to
divert fewer resources to protection, paying bribes etc. (Knack and Keefer, 1997).
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Table 10.6: Attitudes to Trust (percent)

Share of households agreeing with the statement:

“most people are generally “in this commune one has to be careful,
honest and can be trusted” there are people you cannot trust”

Total 2012 87.2 41.8

Province

Ha Tay 89.9 57.8

Lao Cai 70.1 55.1

Phu Tho 88.0 40.3

Lai Chau 90.3 34.3

Dien Bien 90.8 20.0

Nghe An 91.3 78.6

Quang Nam 78.1 23.4

Khanh Hoa 98.2 19.6

Dak Lak 87.8 51.8

Dak Nong 74.5 48.3

Lam Dong 96.1 5.2

Long An 89.9 24.4

Gender of HH head

Female 85.6 44.2

Male 87.6 41.2

Food expenditure quintile

Poorest 88.2 40.3
2nd poorest 88.1 41.3
Middle 87.5 46.7
2nd richest 86.9 39.3
Richest 85.3 41.3
N = 2,741

The table shows that around 87 percent of households agree that most people feel that others
can be trusted. Despite the high share of households agreeing that people can in general be
trusted, nearly 42 percent report that there are some people that you cannot trust.

The richer households are on average less trusting than poorer households. Male-heads are
slightly more trustful than female heads. For further background on attitudes towards people
outside of the family within the context of traditional agrarian and Confucian traditions (see
Dalton et al., 2001).

10.5 Source of Information

This section explores households’ sources of information. This is related to the topic of
social capital in the sense that formal and informal networks are potentially among the most
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important sources of information, although we also consider other sources.

Table 10.7 presents statistics on the most important source of information for each of four
issues: agricultural production, credit and insurance, policy changes, and markets. The table
demonstrates that informal networks in the shape of relatives, friends, and neighbours are the
most important sources of information for agricultural production. Community loud speakers
rank second and extension agents third. Households mostly receive information on credit
and insurance through relatives, friends, and neighbours or from television and mass media.
Meanwhile, government policy changes are usually spread to rural residents through television
or relatives, friends, and neighbours and community loud speakers. Relatives, friends, and
neighbours, as well as television are also the most powerful sources of market information.
Unsurprisingly, households frequently exchange market information in local markets.

To summarize, relatives, friends and neighbours are listed as the most important source of
information for surveyed households, confirming the importance of informal, social relations
for the dissemination of knowledge. On the other hand, with television reported as the
second-most important source of information, the importance of modern mass media is also
confirmed.

Table 10.7: Source of Information (percent)

Agricultlzlral Sour_ces of Government pol- Market informa-
production credit and . .
and extension insurance icy changes tion

Sources of information:
Relatives, friends and neighbours 56.5 53.7 43.4 65.2
Community bulletin board 28.3 30.6 22.1 12.6
Community loud speakers 49.2 37.9 42.2 22.6
Local market 8.4 7.1 9.4 50.1
Newspaper 3.5 7.8 13.8 8.9
Radio 5.4 8.6 17.0 11.8
Television 36.7 42.5 76.6 63.9
Extension agents 40.2 6.6 4.6 5.1
Other groups or mass media 18.3 41.8 21.4 7.2
Business or work associates 0.4 1.3 0.5 1.4
Mobile phone 0.4 0.7 0.3 0.8
Internet 0.3 1.0 1.4 1.9
Other 3.1 5.3 2.5 4.1

N = 2,741 HHs

Note: The HHs are asked to list the 1, 2" and 3 most important source of information. The 1, 29 , and 37
most important source are treated equally (example: relative receives a one if it is listed as either 1%, 2", or 3™
most important source).
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10.6 Social Problems

This section reports on data from a wholly new section of the VARHS included in the 2012
round capturing information about households’ perceptions of social problems at the commune
level. The questionnaire investigates whether crime, theft, drugs, gambling, and alcohol use
in the commune are perceived to be a problem.

Figure 10.1 presents statistics on the share of households that perceive crime in the commune
as a severe or moderately severe problem.

Figure 10.1: Perception of Crime (percent of respondents considering crime a se-
vere or moderately severe problem in their Commune)
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N=2,741

The figure shows more than 60 percent of all respondents perceive crime in the commune
as a severe or moderately severe problem. The degree of concern among respondents varies
across provinces with the greatest average level of concern about this problem reported in
Khanh Hoa and Lam Dong while the lowest is in Long An.
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Figure 10.2: Perception of Theft (percent of respondents considering theft a se-
vere or moderately severe problem in their Commune)
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Female respondents appear to be a bit more concerned than male respondents about crime.
The relationship between consumption quintile and concerns about crime is weak and non-
monotonous. This may reflect the effects of opposing forces: the rich may be more exposed
to crime because they are more attractive targets for thieves and burglars but wealthier
households can better afford to expend resources to protect themselves from crime, for
example by investing in higher quality housing, guards, or safe boxes.

We next turn to a particular form of crime, namely theft. As in the case of crime more generally,
theft is seen as a moderate to severe problem by more than 60 percent of respondents, and
households reporting suggest that the greatest average levels of concern about theft are in
the provinces of Khanh Hoa and Lam Dong.

The attitude to theft as a problem in the commune is much the same for both male and female
heads. Again, there is no strong relationship between food expenditure and concerns about
theft. The poorest and the richest quintile are the two least concerned groups.

In Figure 10.3 we consider the share of households that are concerned about drug use in
commune.
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Figure 10.3: : Perception of Drugs (percent of respondents considering drug use a
severe or moderately severe problem in their Commune)
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The majority of surveyed households also consider drugs in the commune a severe or
moderately severe problem, which may also reflect low economic development in some areas.
The attitude is nearly the same for male and female household heads.

Figure 10.4 presents the share of HHs that consider alcohol use in the commune a severe or

moderately severe problem.

Figure 10.4: : Perception of Alcohol (percent of respondents considering alcohol
use a severe or moderately severe problem in their Commune)

100
90
80
70 -
60 -
50 -
40 -
30 -
20 -
10 -

N=2,741
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Roughly 70 percent of respondents consider alcohol use a severe or moderately severe
problem. Alcoholic drinks are popular among Vietnamese men and overuse of alcohol has
been widely recognized as a social issue in the country, especially among lower-income strata.

In contrast with this popular perception, the share of households considering alcohol use as a
problem is not higher among the poor than among the rich — the poorest consumption quintile
has the second-lowest level of concern about this issue. The attitude towards alcohol use as
a social problem is similar for male- and female-respondents.

Figure 10.5 presents the share of households that consider gambling in the commune a
severe or moderately severe problem.

Gambling is considered a severe or moderately severe problem in the commune by almost 70

percent of respondents. Female household heads think it is a bit more serious than male ones.

Figure 10.5: : Perception of Gambling (percent of respondents considering gam-
bling a severe or moderately severe problem in their Commune)
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To summarize, social issues such as crime, theft, gambling, drugs, and alcohol use are seen
as a problem by a large proportion of the households we have interviewed. Levels of concern
about social problems vary considerably across provinces but is only weakly correlated with
gender of the household head or consumption quintile.

10.7 Economic Success and Happiness

This section discusses perceptions about the determinants of happiness and economic
success. Table 10.8 presents statistics on the factors that households think are most
important for achieving economic success. Statistics are disaggregated by province, gender
of household head, and socioeconomic status. There are a number of factors that may affect
being economically successful such as hard work, relationships with powerful persons, good
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relations with family, being a man, being a woman, education, and work experience.

More than half of the households consider hard work the most important determinant of
economic success, while roughly a fifth of households view education as the most important
determinant. Nearly 9 percent view having a relationship with powerful people as most
important. Almost none of the households think being a woman is important for economic
success (less than 0.5 percent).

There are large variations across provinces and socioeconomic status. In Dak Nong education
is seen as being the most important factor for economic success by more than half of all
households. In Lam Dong hard work is perceived as most important by almost 77 percent
of households, while education is seen as most important by eight percent. Being a man is
regarded as more important by more female-headed households than male-ones, suggesting
that some women household heads may feel disadvantaged. Poorer households have a
higher share of households agreeing that hard work is the most important factor than richer
households (59.1 percent versus 49 percent). While a higher share of richer households
perceive education as most important (30.2 of richer households versus 20.5 percent of the
poorest households).

Table 10.8: The Most Important Factors to Being Economically Successful

Share of HHs that consider (...) as most important for economic success (percent)
Good Relation

Work Fomarna Baapta,  with riends/ Qg B0 eaucation ¢, M0,
Total 2012 56.9 8.8 2.8 3.6 0.3 23.0 5.6
Province
Ha Tay 65.2 9.5 1.7 1.0 0.2 14.1 8.5
Lao Cai 46.7 21.5 0.0 1.9 0.0 28.0 0.9
Phu Tho 45.5 12.8 7.3 6.0 0.3 25.1 4.5
Lai Chau 68.7 10.4 3.0 2.2 0.0 14.9 0.7
Dien Bien 58.5 5.4 0.0 0.8 0.0 32.3 3.1
Nghe An 46.3 6.1 3.9 4.8 0.9 35.8 9.2
Quang Nam 57.4 5.0 1.2 4.1 0.0 27.2 5.3
Khanh Hoa 78.6 7.1 3.6 0.9 0.0 8.0 1.8
Dak Lak 61.6 9.8 4.9 1.2 2.4 15.9 4.3
Dak Nong 31.0 1.4 0.7 13.1 0.0 51.7 2.1
Lam Dong 76.6 10.4 5.2 0.0 0.0 7.8 0.0
Long An 57.1 8.3 1.5 4.8 0.0 20.8 8.6
Gender of HH head
Female 57.7 8.5 2.6 4.9 0.2 20.5 7.0
Male 56.7 8.9 2.9 3.2 0.3 23.7 5.2
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 59.1 9.1 2.4 5.0 0.2 20.5 3.3
2nd poorest 63.5 7.2 2.6 1.9 0.4 21.9 3.7
Middle 58.1 10.8 2.2 3.1 0.6 19.9 6.8
2nd richest 54.2 9.7 3.7 4.0 0.2 22.8 6.6
Richest 49.0 7.4 3.3 3.9 0.2 30.2 7.7
N=2741
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We now turn our attention to measures of happiness and its determinants. An important
focus in current economic research about happiness is the relationship between income and
subjective well-being. Some authors argue that there is no strong link between income and
happiness (e.g. Easterlin 2009) or that only relative income matters (i.e. whether you income
is above or below that of your neighbours, friends and colleagues, Layard 2006). Others,
such as Kahneman and Deaton (2010) find that income does have a positive effect on some
measures of happiness. As we might expect, they find a stronger effect of income among
people with low income than among the more affluent.

Table 10.9 presents statistics on respondents’ reported life satisfaction. We categorize levels
of satisfaction into found four categories: very pleased, rather pleased, not very pleased,
and, not pleased at all. Again, the statistics are disaggregated by province, gender, and
socioeconomic status.

Table 10.9: Happiness in Life (percent)

Very pleased Rather pleased Not very pleased Not pleased at all
Total 2012 7.5 45.1 41.5 5.8
Province
Ha Tay 8.7 52.8 33.7 4.7
Lao Cai 8.4 37.4 49.5 4.7
Phu Tho 4.7 39.3 45.8 10.2
Lai Chau 0.0 27.6 67.2 5.2
Dien Bien 4.6 53.1 38.5 3.8
Nghe An 4.8 33.2 53.7 8.3
Quang Nam 10.6 51.8 35.5 2.1
Khanh Hoa 1.8 53.6 42.0 2.7
Dak Lak 11.0 46.3 28.6 14.0
Dak Nong 4.8 48.3 40.0 6.9
Lam Dong 5.2 61.0 29.9 3.9
Long An 13.4 37.8 46.1 2.7
Gender of HH head
Female 9.2 36.3 45.2 9.2
Male 7.1 47.5 40.6 4.8
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 3.9 33.1 52.3 10.7
2nd poorest 3.7 43.1 45.2 8.0
Middle 8.3 49.3 38.8 3.7
2nd richest 8.3 49.3 38.8 3.7
Richest 16.2 52.9 28.5 2.4

N = 2,741. The question formulation is. “"Taking all things together: how pleased are you with life?”

The table shows that over 80 percent of respondents say they are rather pleased or not very
pleased. Almost 8 percent are “very pleased” with their life, while, nearly 6 percent are “not
pleased at all”.

Interesting patterns emerge if we look at variation across provinces. The poorer provinces of
Lai Chau, Dien Bien, and Nghe An have a very low level of households that are “very pleased,”
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while the richer provinces of Long An and Quang Nam have a higher share (almost ten percent).
Almost half (47.7 percent) of female-heads are “very pleased” or “rather pleased” compared
to 54.6 percent of male-heads. The table also displays variation across socioeconomic status.
Just 3.9 percent of the poorest households are “very pleased” compared to 16.2 percent of
the richest households. Strikingly, 10.7 percent of the poorest are “not pleased at all” while
this figure is just 2.4 percent for the richest group. The latter supports the hypothesis of a
positive (negative) relationship between a higher (lower) relative income and happiness.

To further explore happiness and life satisfaction we asked the households which factors they
think are the most important for happiness. In Table 10.10 statistics on factors affecting
happiness are displayed. The majority (51 percent) view good health as most important for
happiness. Nearly a third of the households believe that high income and wealth are more
important for happiness. Around six percent view a stable life as being important.

Table 10.10: Most Important Factors for Being Happy

Share of HHs that consider (...) as most important for happiness (percent)

. . . Good
reome e TR’ wnta Chiven  pion  Froedomfrends and

Total 2012 29.0 51.3 10.3 7.4 1.1 1.0 0.4 0.7
Province
Ha Tay 19.3 61.2 14.0 2.6 1.4 0.7 0.9 1.0
Lao Cai 42.1 41.1 8.4 4.7 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.9
Phu Tho 24.6 45.3 11.0 17.0 1.0 0.0 0.3 0.3
Lai Chau 48.5 48.5 3.7 0.7 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.7
Dien Bien 40.8 46.2 7.7 4.6 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0
Nghe An 40.2 44.1 4.8 14.8 2.6 2.2 1.3 1.7
Quang Nam 26.0 53.0 9.8 12.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Khanh Hoa 51.8 36.6 4.5 3.6 0.9 0.9 0.0 1.8
Dak Lak 22.0 65.2 7.3 2.4 1.2 0.6 0.0 0.0
Dak Nong 29.0 53.1 6.2 6.2 2.1 2.8 0.0 0.7
Lam Dong 46.8 37.7 6.5 3.9 1.3 3.9 0.0 0.0
Long An 21.7 51.2 17.3 5.1 0.9 2.4 0.9 0.6
Gender of HH head
Female 25.4 53.2 12.2 7.0 0.9 1.2 0.2 1.0
Male 30.0 50.8 9.7 7.6 1.1 1.0 0.5 0.6
Food expenditure quintile
Poorest 33.8 51.6 7.6 4.6 0.4 1.3 0.4 0.6
2nd poorest 31.5 51.9 8.0 6.9 1.5 0.4 0.2 0.6
Middle 29.2 53.3 8.3 7.7 0.9 1.1 0.4 0.4
2nd richest 28.9 47.1 13.1 8.6 1.5 1.1 0.4 0.4
Richest 21.5 52.7 14.5 9.6 1.1 1.3 0.9 1.5

N = 2,741

340



EVIDENCE FROM A 2012 RURAL HOUSEHOLD SURVEY IN 12 PROVINCES OF VIETNAM

There is a high degree of variation across provinces. Half of all households in Khan Hoa believe
that high income and wealth is the most important determinant for happiness, while less than
one fifth of households in Ha Tay view high income and wealth as important. Female-headed
households are more likely to think that good health is important compared to male-heads
that place a higher emphasis on high income and wealth. Poorer households are more likely
to view high income and wealth as being most important (33.8 percent versus 21.5 percent
of the richer households). Richer households are more likely to value a stable life and being
married. Half of both richer and poorer households view good health as most important for
happiness.

10.8 Summary

This chapter began by investigating social capital in the form of formal and informal social
networks and trust. A significant majority of surveyed households are members of formal
groups and have strong informal networks, indicated by the share of households that have a
helper in case of emergency.

Another strong indicator for informal networks in Vietham is the number of weddings a
household attends. All households reported attending at least one wedding during the past
year, and the median number of weddings attended was 15. Despite clear indications of
strong formal and informal networks, variation across levels of socioeconomic status is, to
some extent, a cause for concern.

The poorest households are less likely to be members of formal groups such as the Communist
Party of Vietham or the Youth Union; are less likely to have someone to turn to for financial
assistance in case of an emergency; and attend fewer weddings. On the other hand, poor
households do not display lower levels of trust in their fellow citizens than others.

Second, the chapter presented results on households’ sources of information. Informal
networks, such as friends, family and neighbours are in general the most important source of
information, followed by television.

Third, the chapter investigated perceptions about the severity of issues such as crime, drug
use and gambling. Results show that 60-70 percent of the rural population are moderately to
very worried about these “social problems”. Concerns about social problems is not strongly
related to consumption status or gender, but varies considerably across provinces, with the
highest share of concerned households found in the provinces of Khanh Hoa and Lam Dong.

Fourth, the chapter explored levels of happiness and perceived determinants of happiness and
economic success. In terms of happiness, there appears to be a clear relationship between
poverty status and the level of satisfaction with life as richer households are more pleased
with life. Poorer households are to a larger extent not happy with their life. At the same time,
a higher share of poor households than richer households see high income and wealth as
the most important factor for happiness. Looking at factors affecting economic success, poor
households are more likely to see hard work as important while richer households consider
education to be relatively more important for economic success.
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CONCLUSION

In spite of a slowdown in the aggregate growth rate of the Viethamese economy, rural areas
in the 12 VARHS provinces continue to show clear signs of economic progress. Between 2010
and 2012, average income and food diversity have increased and access to vocational training
has improved. An increasing number of households moved out of crop agriculture and began
to base their livelihoods on the non-farm economy. Some Government programmes have
demonstrated impressive progress: the share of plots with a Land Use Rights Certificate is
steadily increasing, and the rate of livestock vaccination has increased very significantly in
recent years. The citizens of rural Vietnam are remarkably active in mass organizations and
display high levels of trust in each other.

On the other hand, this report also gives rise to concerns. Consider land relations: in a fast-
growing economy undergoing broad-based structural changes, it is essential that land can
be re-allocated from one use to another in response to changing prices, the expansion of
industry and migration of rural dwellers to urban areas. Our results, in contrast, show that
very few migrants own land in the area where they have settled, and many households list
lack of access to land as an important problem for migrants. While it is now more common
than in the past to acquire agricultural land through the market, the second most common
way of parting with a plot of land is still to be expelled by the State (the most common is to
deed land to children). Crop choice continues to be heavily regulated, and there has been a
sharp drop in land-related investment between 2010 and 2012. These results indicate a need
to further expand and strengthen individual land rights.

Another concern is increasing pressure on the environment. Most households continue to
dispose of garbage by burning or dumping it, rather than having it taken to a waste site, and a
large share of households continue to use firewood as their main source of energy. Yet results
show that the vast majority of respondents in all provinces and all socio-economic classes
have experienced a decline in access to firewood and other common property resources
(CPRs) over the last three years. Improved state- or community based regulation of CPR
extraction is needed.

Some sectors of the rural economy appear underdeveloped and may have a strong potential
for growth. For example, livestock production is dominated by small operations with very
limited use of non-household labour and credit. Domestic demand for meat and other livestock
products will rise in the coming years, and development of the livestock sector therefore is an
opportunity for increasing value-added in agriculture. Another example is commercial provision
of insurance by private firms. Very few households have purchased insurance products from
private providers. To the credit of the Vietnamese government, most households are covered
by different forms of compulsory, public insurance schemes, but these programmes do not
protect households from many kinds of shocks, often do not provide significant financial
protection after a negative shock, and, reportedly, do not reliably pay affected households.
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There remains a gap in the market that could potentially be filled by private firms.

Fewer households report exposure to economic shocks in 2012 than in 2010, but those that
were hit suffered more in 2012 than in 2010. Shocks hit poor households much harder than
rich ones, both in terms of frequency and severity. While shocks related to disease and other
natural hazards are the most common, households may also face emerging threats to the
social fabric of their communities: 60 to 70 percent of households reported that “social
problems” like theft, gambling, and alcohol use were moderately or very important concerns..

Strikingly, only 53 percent of respondents say that they are “rather” or “very” pleased with
their lives, while 47 percent are “not very” or “not at all” happy. In the poorest consumption
quintile, this rises to 65 percent, while in the richest quintile only 33 percent are not happy.
Further research should investigate if the strong correlation between socioeconomic status
and happiness is driven by absolute or relative levels of income, and whether a low level
of happiness is driven by negative by-products of rising incomes, such as crime, loss of
identity, or separation from loved-ones due to migration, or is a result of the recent economic
downturn.

This report’s bottom line is that there remain very large differences in economic development
and welfare across different provinces in Vietham. Households in upland areas, especially in
the Northwest, are significantly poorer and have much lower access to essential goods such
as safe drinking water and high-quality housing than households in other areas. They are also
much less connected to markets for land, labour, and agricultural inputs. In Dien Bien and
Lai Chau, both sales and rental markets for land are virtually non-existent, and wage labour
plays a much smaller role as a source of income in these provinces than elsewhere. Many
fewer households in upland provinces buy rice seeds, using instead their own reserves, than
in the lowlands.

While household enterprises are not uncommon in upland areas, they are run at an even
smaller scale than elsewhere. To be sure, there are also positive results from the uplands:
inhabitants of these provinces display even higher trust in their fellow citizens than people in
other provinces. Some policy programmes show impressive outreach. For example, the share
of households visited by an agricultural extension worker in the last year is higher in Dien Bien
than in Ha Tay. Vaccination rates have increased faster in the Northwest than in most other
areas in recent years.

On balance, though, there is a large, persistent gap in development outcomes between upland
and lowland areas, and between members of the Kinh majority and other ethnic groups.
In the interests of ensuring that Vietnam’s larger economic successes can be shared more
equally, these gaps should be a major focus for Vietnamese policymakers and their partners
in the donor community.

In particular, economic development in upland areas should become a priority, implemented
through a programme of investments in human capital (health and education), and physical
capital (infrastructure) to enable upland communities to add value to their agricultural output
through improved access to markets for goods, labour, and capital. One aspect of this is re-
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considering legislation governing internal migration to enable migrants to take advantage
of better economic opportunities elsewhere. This could be done through, for example,
strengthening land rights and land markets, liberalization of residence permit regulation, and
improved transport linkages.

The Vietnam Access to Resources Household Survey (VARHS) will, in future years, continue to
monitor and analyse development in rural Vietnam and collect much needed data. Information
and analysis from future survey rounds will supplement a large and growing data set that
can support the process of formulating and evaluating policies to encourage growth and
remove constraints to increasing household welfare, particularly amongst ethnic minorities,
vulnerable populations, and in rural areas that have not yet fully shared in the exceptional
growth witnessed in many other areas of Vietnam.
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In xong va ndp luu chiéu thang 8 ndm 2013.
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