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LOI GIOI THIEU

Khéi dau cia bdo cdo nghién ciru ndy dwoc bdt dau vao nam 2002 khi Piéu tra tiép cdn
nguon luc ciia hé gia dinh (VARHS) dwoc thwe hién lin dau tién. Két qua diéu tra
VARHSO02 dd théi thiic Vién Quan 1y Kinh té Trung wong (CIEM) thuéc Bé Ké hoach va Pau tw (MPI),
Vién Chinh sach Chién lwoc Nong nghiép va Phat trién Néng thén (IPSARD) thugc Bé Nong nghiép va
Phdt trién Néng thon (MARD), Vién Khoa hoc Lao dong va Xa héi (ILSSA) thudc Bé Lao dong,
Thirong binh va Xa hoi (MoLISA) va Nhém Nghién civu Kinh té Phat trién (DERG) thudc Truong Dai
hoc T 5ng hop Copenhagen, cung voi Danida da lén ké hoach thuc hién mét cuéc diéu tra khdc vio
nam 2006 va sau do vao nam 2008. Bdo cao nay dé cdp vé cuéc diéu tra nam 2010 dwoc dua trén co

so ba vong diéu tra truoc nay.

Vé dia ban diéu tra ciia bdo cdo nay, cudc diéu tra VARHSI10 bao gom cdc cude phong vin hon
3.000 h¢ gia dinh trong thang 6, thang 7 va thang 8 nam 2010. Diéu tra dwoc thuc hién trén cing dia
ban néng thén cia 12 tinh: (i) bon tinh (Ha Téy cii, Nghé An, Khanh Hoa va Lam Pong) dwoe Dadida
tdi tro theo Churong trinh Hé tro khu vuee doanh nghiép (BSPS); (ii) nam tinh (Pdk Ldk, Pdak Néng,
Lao Cai, Pién Bién va Lai Chau) dwegc Chwong trinh Hé tro khu viee néng nghiép va phdt trién néng
thén hé tro (ARDSPS); va (iii) ba tinh (Phii Tho, Qudng Nam va Long An) la cdc tinh dwoc diéu tra
dau tién trong nam 2002 va hién tai duwoc BSPS hé tro. Bdo cdo nay phdn [6m duwa trén 2.200 ho gia
dinh da dwoc phong vin trong nam 2006 va 2008. Cdc nghién civu tiép theo sé sir dung dwoc mau gom

hon 3.000 hé bao gom cdc hé da dwoc diéu tra ldp lai tir nam 2002,

ILSSA thuwc hién nhiéu nhiém vu lién quan dén lap ké hoach va thuc hién diéu tra tai dia ban;
DERG hop tac voi CIEM, IPSARD va ILSSA chiu trach nhiém vé moi mdt cia hoat dong thiét ké dieu
tra va phan tich sé liéu. Trong qud trinh nay, cdc hoat déng xdy dung néing luc do cdn b6 DERG thuc

hién da dwoc thuc hién thuwong xuyén theo thoa thuan gitra cac bén.

Cdc cuéc diéu tra VARHS duoc thiét ké nhw né luc nghién ciru chung voi muc tiéu la bo sung
cho Piéu tra mirc séng dan cu Viét Nam lon va co tinh dai dién cho ca nuwoc (VHLSS) duoc T 5ng cuc
Thong ké (GSO) thuwec hién hai ndm mét lan va gan déy nhat la vao nam 2010 (sdp cong bo). Nhiéu ho
dwoc diéu tra trong VARHS qua cdc nam ciing dwoc diéu tra trong VHLSS. Do d6 VARHS tdp trung
duwa trén co so dir liéu lon da dwoc thu thdp trong VHLSS voi trong tam cu thé vao viéc thu thap 56
liéu va tim hiéu vé tiép cdn va twong tdc ciia cdc hg gia dinh néng thén Viét Nam véi thi truong dat
dai, lao déng va tin dung. Hon nita, nhuw trong ndm 2006 va 2008, nam 2010 ddc biét quan tim dén

thu thdp s6 liéu néng nghiép & cdp manh ddt ciia ngwoi néng dan.

Bdo cdo ndy dwa ra tong quan vé cac thong tin chii yéu tir co sé dir liéu VARHS10, so sanh véi
VARHS06 va VARHS08 néu phit hop. Tuy nhién can luu ¥ rang, bdo cdo ndy khéng thé nao thau déo

dwoc tat ca cac sé liéu dwoc thu thap va nguwoi doc dwoc khuyén khich tham khao Bang hoi ho gia dinh
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va Bang héi xa (dd dwoc dang tdi trén trang website ciia CIEM ) dwoc sir dung trong thu thip s6 liéu
aé thd'y duwoc tap hop toan dién cac van dé duoc dé cdp.

Cac nghién curu sau hon doi véi cac van dé dwoc chon vé kinh té nong thon Viét Nam dang dwoc
thue hién va cude diéu tra tié’p theo duoc 1én ké hoach cho nam 2012 véi quan diém tié'p tuc va mo

rong co so dir liéu lap lai theo thoi gian.
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LOI CAM ON

Nhom tac gia ctia bio cdo nay bay to long biét on Pho Gido su Lé Xuan B4, Vién truong CIEM,
Tién sy Pang Kim Son, Vién truong IPSARD va Tién sy Nguyén Thi Lan Huong, Vién truong ILSSA
da huéng dan cong viée cta ching toi trong sudt qua trinh tir liac bat dau dén khi két thuc nghién ctru
va dam bao sy hop tac ¢ hiu qua giita tat ca cic bén. Chiing t6i ciing xin cam on Dai st Pan Mach
tai Viét Nam, ngai John Nielsen, d4 hd trg nd Iyc nghién ctru trong cac giai doan khac nhau, dong thoi
ciing xin cam on sy hd tro tai chinh ctia Danida (BSPS va ARD-SPS).

Truéng nhém nghién ciru chinh 1a Tién sy Carol Newman', cing véi cac thanh vién 1a Tién sy
Katleen Van den Broeck va Tién s§ Thomas Markussen cia UoC/DERG va Ong Luu Pic Khai va Ba
Lé Thi Xuan Quynh cua CIEM. Gio su Finn Tarp cia UoC/DERG di diéu phdi va giam sat nd luc
nghién ctru trong tat ca cac giai doan khac nhau. Chiing t6i ciing xin cam on Ong Andreas Ostergaard
Nielsen. Ong Simon McCoy, nha kinh té hoc ciia UoC/DERG da déng gop y kién va hi¢u dinh trong

suot qua trinh nghién ctru.

Cong viéc cuia chung toi khong thé duoc hoan thanh néu khong c6 sy hop tac, tu van chuyén

mon va sy khich 1€ tir nhiéu c4 nhan va t6 chtrc khac nhau. Chung t61 dac biét cam on:

e Sy hop tac c6 hiéu qua va co tinh khich 18 ciia nhém diéu tra va sb liéu cta ILSSA. Nhom nay
dugc diéu phdi boi Tién sy Nguyén Thi Lan Huong va cc can bd bao gom Ong Lé Ngu Binh, Ong
Luu Quang Tuén, Ba Hoang Thi Minh va Ba Lé Quynh Huong. Tai dia ban, nhom nghién ctru do 6ng
Lé Ngu Binh va ba Nguyén Huyén Lé (Ha Tay cii), Ba Hoang Thi Minh (Pht Tho), Ong Nguyén Vin
Du (Lai Chau), Ba Nguyén Thi Hong Hanh (Pién Bién), Ong Nguyén Khic Tuan (Lao Cai), Ba
Nguyén Thi Huong Hién (Nghé An), Ba Tran Thi Van Ha (Quang Nam), Ba Pham Thi Thuy Huong
(Khanh Hoa), Ba Ha Thi Thu Huong (Lam Dong), Ba Nguyén Thi Hanh (Pik Lik), Ba Ngé Van Hoai
(Pik Nong) va Ba Cao Thi Minh Hitu (Long An) lam trudng nhom. Néu khong co nhimg nd luc
khong mét moi cua ILSSA trong viée tong hop bang hoi, dao tao diéu tra vién, thyc hién diéu tra tai

dia ban va lam sach s0 li¢u, tat ca nhirng cong viéc khac déu vo nghia.

e Cac dong nghiép tai CIEM va IPSARD vi huéng dan va hd trg cua ho trong subt qua trinh.
Tién sy Chu Tién Quang va Ba Tran Thi Quynh Chi va cac can bd ctia IPSARD c¢6 vai tro rat quan

trong trong hoat dong nay.

e Céc dai biéu tham du hoi thao qudc gia tai Ha Noi (do CIEM t6 chirc) vao ngay 16/3/2010 da
cung cip nhiing thong tin va nhimng y kién dong gop hiru ich ddi v6i du thao dau tién ciia bao cao niy.
bac biét cam on Pho Giao su Vii Thi Minh (Gidam dbc, Trung tdm Kinh té nguén luc va Phat trién
Nong thon, Truong Pai hoc Kinh t& Qubc dan Ha Noi - NEU), Tién sy Nguyén Thi Minh Hién
(Phé Truong khoa, Khoa Kinh té Nong nghiép va Phat trién Nong thon, Truong Dai hoc Nong nghiép

! Khoa Kinh té, Pai hoc Trinity Dublin, va UoC/DERG.
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Ha Noi - HUA) va Ong Lé Puc Thinh (Trudng phong, Phong nghién ctru cac thé ché nong thén,
IPSARD).

e Nhiéu can bo tai St quan Pan Mach di hd tro cong tac nghién ciru ciia chung toi trong d6 co
Ba Lis Rosenholm, Ba Vit Hrong Mai, Ba Nguyén Thi Phuong Bic va Ba D6 Thi Phuong Théo.

Trong qua trinh nghién ctru va xay dung nang luc, da co6 rat nhiéu no luc va chung toi dac biét

nhan manh hai no luc sau:

e Vao thang 1/2011, Tién sy Carol New Man di huéng din mot khoa tdp hudn tip trung mot
tuan vé phan tich diéu tra ho gia dinh, sir dung s6 lidu d3 dugce thu thap trong diéu tra VARHS 2010 tai
CAP/IPSARD Ha Noi. Khoang 15 hoc vién trt CAP/IPSARD, CIEM va ILSSA da tham gia khoa tap
huén trén.

¢ Vao thang 11/2010, mot s6 thanh vién nguoi Viét cua nhom nghién cuu da dén tham Pai hoc
Trinity Dublin trong mét loat cac hoat dong chung va cac khoa tap huin véi cac thanh vién cua
UoC/DERD c6 lién quan dén hoat dong phan tich s6 liéu va xay dung bao cdo nay. Chuyén viéng thim
nay va hoat dong sau do tai Viét Nam la can thiét trong viéc hoan thanh cong viéc nghién curu.

Ngoai ra, nhom nghién ciru mong mudn bay to 10i cam on t6i hon 3.000 ho gia dinh néng thon
tai 12 tinh thanh d3 danh thoi gian cho cac cudc phong van vao nam 2010 trong qué trinh nghién ciru.
Chung t6i hy vong rang bao cao nay s& 1a tai liéu tham khao quan trong trong qua trinh xay dung chinh
sach hudng t6i cai thién sinh ké cua ho.

Cudi cung, mdc du da nhan dugc rat nhiéu tu vén tur déng nghiép va be ban, nhém nghién ctru

chiu hoan toan trach nhi¢m déi voi nhitng sai sot hodc han ché trong bao cao nay.
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GIOI THIEU

Giai doan 2 nam ké tir diéu tra VARHS lan trude duge thue hién, vao mua hé nam 2008, 1a
quing thoi gian c6 nhiéu bién dong dbi voi nén kinh té toan ciu va nén kinh té Viét Nam. Sy ting
truong qua nong cia nén kinh té, cung tién ting nhanh chong di kém véi viée tang 1én cia tin dung ndi
dia va cac dong chay von nude ngoai, mirc lam phat cao vao dau nam 2008 da duogc kiém ché tai Viét
Nam vao giita dén cudi nim 2008 ngay trudc sy sup do cia Lehman Brothers va sy bat dau cia
“khiing hoang tai chinh qudc t€”. Xuat khau cua Viét Nam va cac dong von nudc ngoai (dic biét 1a
FDI) vao Viét Nam sau d6 gap phai kho khin khién cho Chinh phu phai thiét ké va thuc hién goéi kich
thich kinh té 16n nham di pho véi mot sb cac tac dong bét loi- v&i mot sb bién phép dac biét nham
vao kinh té nong thon. Tang truong kinh té tai Viét Nam cham lai vao dau nam 2009 (dac biét l1a vao
quy I) nhung nhin chung nén kinh té vén tiép tuc ting truong va co cac dau hiéu rd rang cho thiy su
phuc héi trong nira cudi nam 2009.

Gia ca hang hoa thé gi6i ting nhanh vao cudi nim 2007 va dat dinh vao gitta ndm 2008 (xung
quanh khoang thoi gian ciia VARHS 2008). Gia luong thuc thuc phdm va ning luong dic biét ting
nhanh v6i mirc gia ting nhanh nhit dugc ghi nhan ¢ mat hang laa gao va dau thd. Ca hai mat hang nay
la cac mat hang xuét khau chinh ctia Viét Nam. Bén canh do, su tang gia thép hon cling dugc ghi nhan
cho cac mat hang nhap khau chinh nhu kim loai va may moéc. V& mit tong quan, khing hoang hang
héa nam 2008 di cai tién cac diéu khoan thwong mai cua Viét Nam, tuy nhién gia ting 1én tao ra quan
ngai trén toan thé gisi vé an ninh lvong thuc va 1am cho Viét Nam tam ngirng xuat khau gao trong giai
doan nira du nam 2008.

Noi tom lai, trong giai doan “khung hoang hang hoa 2008, gia thé gidi ddi véi cac mat hang
xut khau chinh cua Viét Nam tang nhanh nhung trong “khing hoang tai chinh” 2009 va sy suy thoai
kinh té sau d6, gia thé gii ciia nhimg mat hang nay, cau ddi v6i xuat khau va dau tu nude ngoai giam
manh. Theo hau hét cac thong tin thu thap dugc, Viét Nam duong dau véi hai cudc khung hoang nay
kha tdt, co thé phan 16n do géi kich thich kinh té dd dugc dua ra. Tuy nhién, anh hudéng thuan cua tat
ca nhimng tac dong nay dbi v6i ho gia dinh noéng thon Viét Nam van chua rd rang va hién nhién 13 phu

thudc vao nhiéu nhan to.

Muc dich tong quat cta cac cude diéu tra VARHS 1a tim hiéu sau hon thuc trang kinh té cta cac
ho gia dinh tai khu vyc nong thon Viét Nam véi trong tam tap trung vao viée tiép can va st dung céc
ngudn luc san xuat.” Trong béi canh kinh té vi mé duwoc moé ta tom tit & trén, vong thir tu ciia cude
diéu tra, VARHS10 da dugc thuc hién tai 12 tinh cua Viét Nam trong thang 7 va thang 8 ndm 2010.
Hy vong rang cac phat hién duoc trinh bay trong bio cdo nay ciing nhu khdi lugng sb liéu kha 16n
dugc thu thap tuy khong duogc trinh bay tai bao cdo ndy co thé giup lam sang to thuc trang khu vuc
nong thon Viét Nam ngay nay.

2 Chung t6i dinh nghia cac nguon lyc san xuat bao gom von vét chat, tai chinh, con nguoi va xa hoi.
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Nhiéu chi dé khac nhau dugc nghién ctru bao gdm cac dic diém chung cta ho, san xuat nong
nghiép, cic van dé co lién quan dén dat dai nhu phan phdi va quyén so hitu, doanh nghiép ho gia dinh
va hoat dong phi nong nghiép va von xa hoi. Nham dam bao tinh so sanh theo thoi gian, bang hoi trong
nam 2010 phan 1én twong ty nhu bang hoi dugc sir dung trong diéu tra nim 2006 va 2008 (CIEM et al.
2007; 2009) va cac ho gia dinh dugc diéu tra 1ap lai, hién nay mét co s¢ dir li€u panel kha 16n da dugce

xdy dung cho phép viéc tao ra cac két qua co sirc manh vé mit thong ké.

Nhu trong cac vong diéu tra trudc, hy vong rang nghién ctru cong tac ndy va viéc tao ra mot
nghién ctru c6 tinh khoa hoc va dya trén thuc té s& giap hiéu biét sdu hon vé kinh té nong thon tai Viét
Nam va do d6 s& 13 ngudn thong tin dau vao quan trong ddi véi cac chinh sach nham thiét 1ap va duy

tri sinh ké bén viing cho néng thon Viét Nam.
Phwong phdp chon miu

Diéu tra VARHS dugc thuc hién tai 12 tinh: Ha Tay cii, Lao Cai, Phu Tho, Pién Bién, Lai Chau,
Nghé An, Quang Nam, Khanh Hoa, Pik Lik, Dik Nong, Lam Pong va Long An. Mdi tinh déu nhan
duoc su hd tro hodc tir Chuong trinh Hd tro Khu vuc Doanh nghiép (BSPS) cta Danida va/hodc tir
Chuwong trinh H3 tro Khu vyc Phat trién Nong thon (ARD-SPS). Trong mdi vong cta cudc diu tra,
cach chon mau chinh 13 diéu tra tat ca cac hé gia dinh néng thén da dwoc phong van trong Piéu tra
mikc séng dan cw 2004 ciia Viét Nam (VHLSS). S cac ho nay 1a 1.314 ho ma thong tin d3 c6 sin cho
cac nam 2006, 2008 va 2010. D6i v6i nhitng ho nay quyén sb di co dé xay dung s liéu théng ké sir
dung s6 liu ctia VARHS c6 tinh dai dién cho cac hd néng thon tai 12 tinh dugce diéu tra trong tung
nam. Bén canh 1.314 ho VHLSS-2004 dugc diéu tra lai, 820 hod nong thon khéac dugce diéu tra tir
VHLSS 2002 tai cac tinh Ha T4y, Pha Tho, Quang Nam va Long An. Nhirng hd ndy (phan 16n) ciing
da dugc phong van trong cac nam 2006, 2008 va 2010 cho phép dugc tong hop trong bo sé liéu panel
dé st dung trong bio cao nay. Nhimng ho nay khong cé trong cac bao cao trude do thyc té 1a cac hd caa
tinh Ha Tay cii, Phti Tho, Quang Nam va Long An da c6 mit qua nhiéu (c6 tinh dai dién qué cao)
trong diéu tra. Tuy nhién, do hau nhu khéng c6 su bién ddi ndi tinh vé quyén sé va hau hét cac phan
tich ctia chung toi tap trung vao su khac biét giita cac tinh, viéc str dung quyén so tao ra rat it khac biét
d6i v6i cac phan tich cta chung toi. Chung t6i tin rang loi ich ciia viéc bd sung thém cic quan sat
nham cai thién tinh chinh x4c cua s6 liéu thong ké & cip tinh, mic di phai giam quyén sé 13 mot bién
phap phu hop. Nhu vy, trong bao cao ndy, chiing t6i tap trung vao sd lidu thong ké tong hop va phan
t6 dbi v6i panel cia 2.200 ho gia dinh da dwoc chon mau theo hai phuong phap dugc mé ta ¢ trén.’
Tuy nhién, dé gitip cho viéc so sanh véi cac bao cdo trudc ddy duoc dé dang chung t6i ciing trinh bay
s6 lieu théng ké dai dién cho c4c hd nong thon tai 12 tinh dya trén mau d3 giam bao gém 1.314 ho gia
dinh c6 quyén sd.* Dé tim hiéu thém thong tin chi tiét vé qua trinh xdy dung quyén s, xin tham khao
béo cao thong ké VARHS 2008 (CIEM et al. 2009).

3 C6 sy giam sat cia s lidu theo thoi gian va do d6 tong s6 2.200 ho tao nén panel can bing diy du trong vong 3 nim
(2006, 2008 va 2010).

* Can luu ¥ rang s6 lidu c¢6 sdn cho nam 2008 va 2010 d6i véi 945 ho gia dinh bd sung tir 5 tinh ¢6 trong chwong trinh
ARD-SPS cu thé 14 Lao Cai, Pién Bién, Lai Chau, Dak Lik va ik Nong. Muc dich diéu tra nhitng ho nay 1a dé danh gia
tac dong cua mot loat cac bién phap thudc chuong trinh ARD-SPS da khong duoc thyc hién nhu ké hoach. Do phuong
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Bang 0.1: S6 lwgng hé diéu tra theo tinh

$6 ho dwoc diéu tra Phan tram

Tinh®

Ha Tay (RRD) 480 21,8
Lao Cai (NE) 87 4,0
Phu Tho (NE) 305 13,9
Lai Chau (NW) 112 51
Dién Bién (NW) 105 48
Nghé An (NCC) 192 8,7
Quang Nam (SCC) 290 13,2
Khanh Hoa (SCC) 38 1,7
D&k L&k (CH) 135 6,1
P&k Néng (CH) 103 47
Lam Ddng (CH) 67 3,1
Long An (MRD) 286 13,0
Téng 2.200 100

? Ving trong ngodc don: RRD (Bong bang song Hong), NE (Bdng Béc), NW (Tay Bac), NCC (Bac Trung Bg), SCC (Nam Trung
Bg), CH (Tay nguyén), MRD (DPong bang séng Clru Long) - khdng cé hd nao thudc khu vire SE (Bong Nam B9) c6 trong diéu tra
nay.

Bang 0.1 trinh bay s luong ho co trong phan tich sé lidu duoc trinh bay trong bao cao nay theo
tinh. S6 lwong ho phu thudc vao dan s trong timg tinh va do vay khong tuan theo phan bd déu. Vi
chung t6i khong str dung quyén sb (do diéu nay han ché miu chi c¢6 1.314 ho), ching t6i khong hiéu
chinh thyuc té 1a ¢6 mét sd tinh dugc chon mau qua nhiéu (vi du 480 ho tai Ha Tay cii chiém 22% mau
diéu tra). Do d0, ban doc nén ghi nh¢ riang binh quan tong cua 12 tinh ¢ thé (nhung khong nhat thiét)
bi chéch. Vi vay, khong nén chi xem xét riéng chi s6 liéu téng thé ma nén xem xét cung voi s6 lidu
thdng ké tinh hodc s liéu thdng ké d6i véi tong thé co quyén sb.

Tt ca s6 lidu gid tri c6 trong bao cdo ndy dugc diéu chinh lam phat dé phan anh su thay ddi gia
ca theo thoi gian va sy khac biét vé gia giita cac ving. Chi s6 gia duge sir dung duge xay dung bang
viée sir dung sb lidu Diéu tra mirc sdng dan cu 2008 nham xay dung Céc chi s6 gia tiéu dung theo
vung co thé so sanh duoc cho nam 2008. So liéu tir Téng cuc Théng ké sau do6 dugc su dung dé do
ludng lam phat trong tinh tir thang 7/2008 dén thang 6/2010. Nhitng thay ddi gia nay duoc ap dung cho
sO lidu theo ving ddi v6i nam 2008 dé xay dung Chi s6 gia tiéu dung c6 thé duge ap dung nham thé
hién tat ca cac sd lidu gia tri & muc gia ¢ dinh nam 2010 cta tinh Ha Tay cii.

phéap chon mau dugc sir dung cho cac hd nay chi danh riéng cho viéc gidi thiéu ciia chuong trinh nay nén nhiing ho gia
dinh d6 khong c6 trong bao cao nay.
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Dé cwong bao cao

Chuong 1 trinh bay cac két qua vé mot s6 dac diém co ban ciia ho gia dinh nhu ngén ngit, dan
tdc, tinh trang nghéo doi va gido duc. Chuong nay ciing dua ra tong quan vé viéc tiép can nhiing tién
nghi co ban nhu nudc sach va vé sinh. Chuong 2 phén tich phan b lao dong va cac ngudn thu nhép
ctia ho. Ngoai phan tich chung vé tim quan trong twong ddi cta cic nganh kinh té khac nhau (nong
nghiép, lao dong 1am cong in luong, doanh nghiép ho gia dinh va cic ngudn luc tai san cong), chuong
nay ciing bao gdm mot phan tap trung vao cac doanh nghiép ho gia dinh phi nong nghiép va mot phan
tap trung vao tién hd trg tu nhan va nha nudc cho cac hd gia dinh. Chuong 3 phan tich cac van dé c6
lién quan dén dit dai bao gdm tinh trang khong c6 dit, quyén so hiru, dau tu va thi truong dat. Chuong
4 @& cap vé van dé san xuét néng nghiép va thay san. Chuong nay phan tich sy tham gia cua ho gia
dinh trong hoat dong san xudt trdng trot, chin nudi va thuy san, phan tich tim quan trong cta cac loai
cay trong khac nhau va viée str dung cac loai ddu vao san xuat khac nhau nhu phan bon, lao dong thué
bén ngoai, von vay san xuat va cac dich vu khuyén néng. Chuong nay ciing trinh bay s6 liéu chu quan
vé cac van dé theo nhdn thirc ciia ngudi tra 101 13 cac kho khin quan trong nhét trong san xuat nong
nghiép. Chuong 5 phan tich d6i pho cta hd gia dinh dbi voi nguy co, va st dung cac san pham tai
chinh nhu bao hiém, tiét kiém va cac khoan vay. Chuong 6 dé cap cac van dé vé von xa hoi va tiép can
v6i thong tin. Chuwong ndy tap trung vao hdnh vi trong ca nhém chinh thire va phi chinh thire va vé thdi
dé c6 lién quan dén niém tin.
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Chuong 1
DAC BIEM CHUNG CUA Ho

Trong chuong nay chiing toi thao luan vé dic diém chung cta cac ho duge phong van trong cac
nam 2006, 2008 va 2010. Tong mau gdm 2.200 hd duge phong van trong timg cude diéu tra dugc sir
dung trong phan tich, nhu da dugc thao luan trong phan gidi thiéu. Trong timg Bang hodc Hinh ching
t6i trinh bay s liéu thong ké chi tiét (phan td theo tinh, gidi tinh cia chii hd va theo tinh hinh kinh té
xa hoi dugc xac dinh bang nhom chi tiéu lwong thuc thue pham) ddi véi s6 lidu ndm 2010. Chiing toi
cling trinh bay sé liéu thdng ké téng hop cho cac nim 2006 va 2008 dé thay dugc sy bién ddi cua
nhiing dic diém nay theo thoi gian. Dé so sanh véi cac bao céo trude day (CIEM et al., 2007; CIEM et
al., 2009) chung t6i c6 dua tong sé theo quyén sé cho nim 2010 trong cac Bang. Mot sé Bang va Hinh
cling bao gdm phan t6 chi tiét cta sb liéu 2008 phu hop.

Dic biét trong chuong nay, cac ndi dung vé gidi tinh, dan toc va ngdn ngit cling nhu thyc trang
nghéo do6i va sy bién doi cua cac ho gia dinh duogc chon mau dugc trinh bay va thao luan. Bén canh do,
chung t6i xem xé&t trinh d6 hoc vén, viéc tiép can véi cac dich vu va cac diéu kién séng. Phan tiép can
v6i cac dich vu bao gdbm vé sinh va ning lugng ciing nhu cic phuong tién xir 1y rac thai. Nhing thay
d6i trong chi sé da dang héa luong thyc thuc pham ciia mau cac ho gia dinh va chét lwong nha & caa
cac hQ nay ciing dugc xem xét.

1.1. Giéi tinh, dan tdc, nghéo doi va ngén ngir

Bang 1.1 trinh bay thdng ké tom tat vé gidi tinh, dan tdc va ngdn ngir cia cha ho ciing nhu tinh
trang nghéo doi cua hd. Khong ngac nhién 1 do ching t6i phong van lip lai cac ho gia dinh theo thoi
gian, nén hau hét cac dic diém chung cua ho khong thay doi nhiéu giita ndm 2008 va 2010 véi khoang
78% s6 ho c6 chi ho 1a nam gidi, 80% s6 ho 1a dan toc Kinh, 99% s ho ndi tiéng Viét va 84% sb ho
¢6 ngdn ngit chinh 13 tiéng Viét. Tuy nhién, c6 mot s6 thay doi nho (ngoai trir gidi tinh ciia chii ho) c6
¥ nghia théng ké dang ké.

Gidi tinh cta chii ho cho thiy c6 sy bién doi giita cac tinh voi 68% chil ho 1a nam gidi & Khanh
Hoa dén 92% & Lai Chau. Vi dan tdc cta cac hd thuong 1a dac tinh riéng cua tinh, khong ngac nhién la
phan traim s ho dan toc Kinh thay doi 16n giita cac tinh, voi chi khoang 10% sb ho dan toc Kinh tai
Pién Bién va 14% tai Lai Chau (céc tinh Tay Bic) dén 92%, 98% va 99% hodc tham chi 100% tuwong
g tai Khanh Hoa, Quang Nam (Nam Trung Bo), Ha T4y va Long An (cac tinh dong bang). Phan 16n
cac ho dugc chon mau noi tiéng Viét va didu nay tuong quan chat ché véi dan toc cua chu hd.

Khac biét dang luu ¥ nhat theo thoi gian duge trinh bay trong Bang 1.1 1a phan trim sé ho duoc
xép loai 1a ho nghéo theo tiéu chuan ciia MoLISA. Ty 1é nay da giam tir 23% trong nim 2006 xubng
20% trong nim 2008 va 16% trong nam 2010.” Trong Hinh 1.1 chiing t6i khao sat thay dbi nay chi tiét

> C?}n lru ¥y rang chuén nghéo di dugc MOoLISA tang 1én vao thang 10 ndm 2010. Thay d6i nay khong duogc phan anh trong
s0 liéu cua chung t6i vi cac ho dugc chon mau trong thang 6, thang 7, thang 8 nam 2010.
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hon theo tinh cho thiy xu hudng di xudng ciia nghéo doi (theo phan loai ciia chinh quyén) da xay ra tai
hau hét ca tinh trir Pién Bién, Khanh Hoa, Long An noi ty 18 nghéo déi theo danh gia nay cao hon so
v6i ndm 2006. Ty 1é nghéo d6i giam manh nhét tai Lai Chau v6i mirc giam 20 diém phan tram (tir 49%
xudng 29%), tiép theo 1a Phu Tho v&i mirc giam khoang 12 diém phan trim (tr 21% xudng 9%).
Trong mAu niam 2010 ctia chung t6i, Phu Tho c6 ty 1& nghéo doi thap nhét trong khi Dién Bién co ty 16
nay cao nhat (32%). Cac tinh Lai Chau (29%), Lao Cai (24%) va Khanh Hoa (24%) ciing c6 ty 1&
ngheo kha lon theo phan loai cia MoLISA.

Bang 1.1: Dac diém chung cta ho theo tinh

Tiéng Viét  Hé dwoc

S6ho. ) Gibitinh Chuhdla Chahe . =. = .o s
dwoc dieu Phan tram cua chua ngw®i  ndi tieng ' Ngo inh guyen
ac NP i n nglk chinh ¢6ng nhan la
tra ho dan téc gi Viét cia hé hé nghéo
(% nam) (% Kinh) (%) (%) (%)
Tinh?
Ha Tay (RRD) 480 21,8 76,4 99,0 100 100 10,8
Lao Cai (NE) 87 4,0 87,4 23,0 90,8 34,5 24,1
Phu Tho (NE) 305 13,9 75,4 80,0 100 93,8 8,9
Lai Chau (NW) 112 5,1 91,9 14,3 90,2 33,9 28,6
Dién Bién (NW) 105 4.8 90,5 9,5 99,0 10,5 324
Nghé An (NCC) 192 8,7 82,3 87,5 99,5 88,5 16,1
Quang Nam (SCC) 290 13,2 71,7 98,3 100 98,6 214
Khanh Hoa (SCC) 38 1,7 68,4 92,1 100 92,1 23,7
Pak Lak (CH) 135 6,1 83,7 68,1 97,8 77,0 14,8
Pak Nong (CH) 103 47 85,4 73,8 99,0 76,7 14,6
Lam Ddng (CH) 67 3,1 77,6 62,7 100 65,7 14,9
Long An (MRD) 286 13,0 73,1 100 100 100 12,9
Tong, 2010 2.200 100 78,4 79,5 98,9 84,0* 15,9%**
Tong, 2008 2.200 100 78,7 79,0 97,4 83,2 20,0
Téng, 2006" 2.193 100 80,3 80,6 97,0 84,7 22,9
Téng, 2010w 1.314 100 78,4 81,4 99,0 84,8 15,2

? Viing trong ngoéc don: RRD (Bdng bang song Hong), NE (Dong Béc), NW (Tay Béc), NCC (Bac Trung Bo), SCC (Nam Trung
B0), CH (Tay nguyén), MRD (Bong bang séng Clru Long) - khdng ¢é hd nao thuc khu vire SE (Bong Nam Bo) ¢ trong diéu tra
nay. , , ‘ ,

b C0 sy khac biét nho gitra cac t6ng’sc‘) nam 2006 va 2008 do mét sb thay ddi vé phuong phép luan va cac sai sb do lwong.

° Mau duoc sl dung la 2.198 do thieu hai quan sét. ’

** Nam 2008 va 2010 khac biét ¢d y nghia thong ké & mirc 5%; *** khac biét c6 y nghia thong ké & murc 1%.
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Hinh 1.1: Nhibng thay ddi vé thwc trang nghéo doi giira nam 2008 va 2010 theo tinh (phan tram)
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Bang 1.2 trinh bay chi tiét hon sé liéu théng ké vé dic diém ciia ho bao gdm hd tro tir con cai
séng ngoai hd va noi sinh cua chd hd hoac Vq/chéng chu ho. S6 lidu théng ké dugc phan td theo tinh
hinh kinh té xa hoi ctia ho ma ¢ ddy ching t6i sir dung 13 nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thyc phim. Phan
tram ho c6 chu ho 1a nam gidi it nhiéu gidng nhau & tit ca cac nhom chi tiéu trong khi ¢ su twong
quan ty 1€ thudn rat 1o gitra su giau c6 cua hd va dan tdc Kinh. Hon nita, trong khi 91% ho c¢6 chu ho 1a
nir va 1a dan tdc Kinh thi ty 1€ nay & hd c6 chi hd 1a nam gigi chi & mac 76%.

Bang 1.2: Dic diém chung cua ho theo gi@i tinh cha ho va nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe phdm (phan tram)

Gi¢i tinh  Dan toc
cuachu cuachd hd
ho (% chua (% cha ho

Ho nhdn Sinhra&xa HJ nghéo
ho tro tw (chuhg,  theodanh
con cai vglchong gia cua

Tiéng Viét
Chua hé néi  langdn
tieng Vit ngir chinh

hé la 1a nguwéi L s song bén chd hd hoic chinh

nam)  Kinh) ciahd L\ goaihd  caha)  quyén
Chi hé
N 90,7 994 92,8 33,5 77,9 22,7
Nam 76,4 98,8 81,7 21,4 81,3 14,0
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe phdm
Nghéo nhét 79,3 51,5 96,4 59,6 20,2 83,1 33,5
Nghéo the hai 79,6 74,0 98,9 79,2 18,3 83,8 19,4
Nhdm gilra 78,3 87,9 99,3 91,1 22,7 82,2 10,3
Giau thir hai 77,7 88,9 99,8 93,2 25,7 78,4 9,8
Giau nhéat 77,0 95,7 100,0 97,5 33,2 75,5 6,4
Tong 2010 78,4 79,5** 98,9*** 84,0 24,0 80,6 15,9***
T6ng 2008 78,7 79,0 974 83,2 14,0 81,1 20,0
Tbng 2010w 78,4 81,4 99,0 84,8 26,8 77,0 15,2

N=2.200 (2.198 déi v6i s6 liéu phan chia theo gidi tinh ctia chdi ho). ,
#*** Nam 2008 va 2010 khac biét c6 y nghia thong ké & mirc 5%; *** khac biét co y nghia thong ké & mirc 1%.
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Giita ndm 2008 va 2010 chung t6i quan sat thiy c6 muc do tang 16n trong sé lugng ho nhan dugc
hd tro tir con cai séng ngoai h tir mirc 14% trong nam 2008 1én mirc 24% trong ndm 2010 (su khac
biét c¢6 ¥ nghia thong ké 16n). Quan sat nay thong nhat v6i cac muc ting nhanh di cu ndi dia va quéc té
tai Viét Nam.® Cac hd c6 chu hd 1a nit thuong nhén dugce hd tro: 34% s ho ¢ chu ho 1a nir gi61 nhan
dugc hd tro trong khi ty 1€ nay & hd cd chu h 1a nam gidi 1a 21%. Trong ndm 2010, 74% chu hd niv
nhan duoc hd tro tir con cai 1a goa phu (80% trong ndm 2008).” Nhu vay, dudng nhu c6 xu hudng con
cai ho tro me ctia minh sau khi chii hé nam qua doi. Duong nhu ciing c6 sy tuong quan ty 1& thuan voi
nhom chi tiéu: phan trim cac gia dinh nhan duoc hd trg dang ting 1én theo nhém chi tiéu lvong thuc
thuc pham véi 20% s6 ho nghéo nhat nhan dwoc hd tro tir con cai song ngoai hd tang 1én 33% trong
nhom ho giau nhat. Tuy nhién, nguyén nhén cua tinh trang nay khong rd rang, noi cach khac, liéu con
cai cua nhirng nguoi giau ¢6 hon cé thé gitp do tdt hon hodc liéu viée hd tro nhan duogc c6 dan dén
mirc do giau c6 hon cua gia dinh khong thé duoc xac dinh tir nhitng s liéu théng ké tom tit nay.

C6 twong quan ty 1& nghich giita nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phim va viéc chu ho hoic
vo/chdng chit ho (hodc ca hai) duoc sinh ra tai xi (dja phuong) noi ho sinh sdng. Phan trim cua cac hd
“khong di chuyén” cao hon trong cac nhém nghéo hon véi 83% trong nhom cac hd nghéo nhét va 76%
trong nhom cac ho gidu nhat. Diéu nay c6 thé dua dén két luan rang viée di cu ¢ tuong quan (ty 16
thuan) véi tinh hinh kinh té.

Chung t6i cling quan sat thdy rang trong khi duong nhu khong c6 twong quan giita gi6i tinh cia
chu hé va nhéom chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phém, cac hg c6 chu ho 1a nir gidi duong nhu c6 xu hudng
duoc phan loai 1a ho nghéo theo co quan c6 tham quyén (MoLISA): 23% ho c6 chu ho 1a nir gidi duogc
phan loai 1a hd nghéo so voi 14% ho c6 chu ho 1a nam gidi. Hon nira, phﬁn tram s6 ho duoc phan loai
la ho nghéo theo MoLISA thay ddi 16n theo nhom chi tiéu lvong thuc thuc phém, v6i 34% sb ho
nghéo trong nhom thap nhat va chi 6% sd ho nghéo trong nhom giau nhat. Do luong cta ching t6i 1a
dua trén chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham va do vay phu hop vé6i do ludng duge co quan cd thim quyén
sir dung.®

Hinh 1.2 trinh bay nhiing thay d6i vé nghéo d6i va hd tro tir con cai theo thdi gian, phan chia
theo gi6i tinh cua chi hd va nhom chi tiéu lwong thuc thuc pham. Trong phan A (hd duoc phan loai 1a
ho ngheo) chiing t6i thay co su sut giam ty 1& nghéo doi tir nam 2008 dén nim 2010, vé mdt diém phan
tram, gitta hd c¢6 chu ho 1a nam va ho cé chu ho 1a ni gﬁn nhu nhu nhau. Hon nira, sy sut giam ty 1€ ho
dugc phan loai 1a ho nghéo rd rang 1a 16n nhat trong nhom chi tiéu luong thuc thue pham nghéo nhat.
Trong ba nhom nghéo nhat, mirc do giam cia ty 18 ho duoc phén loai 12 ho nghéo ndm trong khoang tir

6 Viét Nam da c6 muc ting theo s6 mil trong ty 18 di cu cua ngudi dan ca trong va ngoai bién gidi trong vong 20 nim qua
(UNDP, 2010). Tac dong cia sy di cu ndy khong chi han ché trong pham vi dbi v&i ban than nhirg nguoi di cu ma loi
ich con mang lai d6i v&i nhidu ho c¢6 nguoi di cu théng qua tién giri vé.

7 Cac ho c6 chil ho 1a nam gidi nhan duoc hd trg phan 16n da két hon (93% sé ho trong nam 2008 va 2010).

8 Co quan chiu trach nhiém vé phén loai hd 1a ho nghéo/khong nghéo tai Viét Nam 1a Bo Lao dong, Thuong binh va Xa hoi
(MoLISA). Tiéu chi chinh cho viéc dugc phan loai 1a hd nghéo dua trén mirc thu nhap trén dau nguoi. T nam 2005 dén
2010, mitc nay tai cic khu vuc nong thén 1a thu nhép trén dau ngudi hang thang 1a 200.000 dong. Tinh hinh thu nhép cua
hé duoc xac dinh sir dung diéu tra do chinh quyén dia phuong thyc hién. Tinh hinh thu nhap dya trén thu nhap va muc
séng (vi du nha ¢), quy mo6 hd, kha nang bi ton thuong, v.v... Cac két qua cua cudc diéu tra duoc thao luan tai cac cude
hop thon dan dén viéc chét danh sach ho nghéo va trinh 1én xa sau do6 1a chinh quyén cép huyén. Tai cac budi hop thon,
mdt s6 ngoai 1& so véi tiéu chi thu nhap trén dau nguoi 6 thé duge quyét dinh. Vi du, ho ¢ tai san c6 gia tri hodc hd trg
tir cac thanh vién khong phai nguoi trong ho c6 thé khong dwoc phan loai 13 ho nghéo méc di ho ¢6 mirc thu nhap duéi
mirc chuan. Do d6 trén thyc té, chinh quyén dia phuong c6 su suy xét trong qué trinh phan loai va theo nghia nay c¢6 thé
tiéu chi nhu gidi cling co vai tro.
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37% va 40% trong khi murc d§ gidm nay chi 1a 24% & nhom giau thir hai va ty 1€ ho ngheo tham chi con
tang 8% trong nhom giau nhat. Nhitng két qua nay cho thay mirc do bét binh dang dang giam di.

Phan B ctia Hinh 1.2 cho thay khong c¢é twong quan ty 1¢ thuan giita thuc trang nghéo déi va hd
trog nhan tir con cai séng ngoai hg trong ndm 2008. Mac du phén tram s& ho nhan hd tro tir con cai tdng
1én trong tat ca cac nhom chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham, c6 sy khac biét 16n hon giita cac nhom trong
nam 2010. Bac biét trong nhém chi ti€u giau nhét, ty 1€ hd nhan dugc hd tro da tang hon gép doi tu
14% lén 33%.”

Hinh 1.2: Nhirng thay ddi trong dic diém cua cac hé dwoe chon giira nam 2008 va 2010

A. Céc ho dwoc co quan ¢ tham quyén phan loai la ho nghéo

Nit Nam Nghéo Nghéo Trung Giaunhi Giau Téng
nhat nhi binh nhat

m2008 m2010

B. H0 tro' nhan dworc tir con cai séng ngoai hd

Nit Nam Nghéo Nghéo Trung Giaunhi Giau Téng
nhat nhi binh nhat

m2008 m2010

N=2.200

? Nhu d3 luu ¥, nguyén nhén cia thuc trang nay khong rd rang trong giai doan ndy. Can ¢ nghién ctru sau hon dé phan tich
ban chat cia thyc trang nay.
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1.2. Giao duc

Trong phéan nay, trinh d6 hoc vin chung va trinh d6 chuyén mén (giao duc nghé nghiép) ctia chu
ho duoc dé cap. Trong nam 2010, 9% chi ho khong thé doc hodc viét va ty 1¢ nay gan nhu khong thay
d6i so voi nam 2008 (Bang 1.3).'" Xép xi mot trong nam chu ho chi tt nghiép tiéu hoc va gan mot nira
chu ho chi tot nghiép trung hoc co so (khong phai trung hoc phd thong). Ty 1& chu ho t6t nghiép trung
hoc pho thong da tang tir 15,6% trong nim 2008 1én 18,5% trong nam 2010. Do nam 2008 va 2010 déu
nghién ctru chinh cac hd nay, diéu nay cho thay xu hudng tich cuc va cho thdy cac ho dang dau tu
ngay cang tang cho gido duc.

Su khac biét 16n vé viée di hoc theo gidi va thuc trang ngheo doi van tiép tuc dugc ghi nhan.
15% chu ho nit khong biét doc hodc viét so v&i 7,5% cha hd nam va chi 42% chu ho nit co béng trung
hoc (hoan thanh trung hoc co s& hodc trung hoc phé thong) so v6i 67% chu hd nam. Nhitng khac biét
theo gioi nay phan 16n khong thay doi tir nam 2008.

Phan trdm cht hd khong biét doc hodc viét giam déu tir nhom ngheo nhat dén nhom giau nhét (tu
21% cht ho khong biét chir dén 3%) trong khi chi c¢6 41% chu ho trong nhom chi tiéu nghéo nhat hoan
thanh trung hoc co s& hodc trung hoc phé thong, so v6i 76% & nhom giau nhét. Hinh 1.3 cho thiy ty 1¢
cht ho nir va ho nghéo hon ¢6 phan bd cao hon & gido duc cac cap thap hon trong khi cac hd giau hon
va chii hd nam c6 ty 18 cao hon & phéan b gido duc cac mirc cao hon.

87% s6 ho khong c6 trinh d6 chuyén mon. Ty 1¢ nay da giam nhe tir nam 2008 (90%). Céac ho
giau hon c6 xu huéng cé chu hd co trinh do chuyén moén & mot s6 hinh thirc ndo d6 mic du hon ba
phan tu s6 chii ho giau nhét van khong c6 trinh d6 chuyén mén. Sy khac biét con xay ra theo gidi tinh
cua chu hd va theo dia phuong (tinh) ctia hg.

" Luu y: Cac két qua c6 quyén sb cho thay khong co thay déi déang luu ¥ ndo, ty 16 chu ho khong biét chir 1a 8,3% trong
nam 2008 va 8,2% trong nam 2010.

24



Bang 1.3: Trinh d hoc vén ctia chu h, trinh do hoc van chung va trinh dd chuyén mén (phan trdm)

Hoc van chung cao nhat cta cha hd

Trinh do chuyén mén cao nhat ciia chi hd

Khongbiét ~ Biétdoc ~ Totnghiép ~ Totnghiép Totnghiép | Khong cotrinh  Paotaonghé,  Paotao  Trunghoc  Cao dang

doc hoac viet hoac viét (a)  tiéu hoc THCS THPT d6 chuyén mén ngan han nghé, dai han day nghé Dai hoc
Tinh
Ha Tay 3,1 0,6 20,1 54,8 21,3 85,4 71 1,3 5,0 1,3
Lao Cai 32,2 3,5 33,3 27,6 3,5 95,4 2,3 1,2 1,2 0,0
Phu Tho 3,0 2,0 18,7 47,9 28,5 85,3 3,9 0,7 7,5 2,6
Lai Chau 29,7 1,8 43,2 19,8 54 94,6 1,8 1,8 0,9 0,9
Dién Bién 29,5 57 30,5 29,5 4.8 93,3 1,0 1,0 3,8 1,0
Nghé An 3.1 1,6 19,3 45,8 30,2 771 6,8 2,1 7,3 6,8
Quang Nam 45 3,1 35,2 42,4 14,8 86,6 10,0 0,0 0,7 2,8
Khanh Hoa 79 0,0 55,3 29,0 79 84,2 0,0 79 5,3 2,6
Pak Lak 11,1 3,0 17,0 48,9 20,0 85,9 6,7 2,2 3,0 2,2
Pak Néng 4,9 1,0 13,6 60,2 20,4 87,4 5,8 0,0 3,9 29
Lam Ddng 17,9 1,5 16,4 49,3 14,9 95,5 1,5 0,0 3,0 0,0
Long An 10,5 1,8 43,4 29,7 14,7 87,8 59 1,4 2,5 2,5
Cha hé
\i; 15,0 4,2 38,8 30,4 11,6 91,2 3,6 0,8 2,7 1,7
Nam 75 1,3 23,8 47,0 20,4 85,6 6,3 1,3 4.4 2,5
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Ngh&o nhét 214 2,7 35,1 33,6 7,2 92,3 5,2 0,7 1,6 0,2
Ngheo thi hai 10,1 3,4 30,7 424 13,3 92,5 3,0 0,9 2,1 1,6
Nhom gilra 5,7 2,1 245 47,6 20,1 88,3 53 1,1 3,4 1,8
Giau thw hai 5,0 14 24,6 48,0 211 83,6 59 1,1 59 3,4
Giau nhat 3,2 0,2 20,2 455 30,9 771 9,3 2,1 71 4,6
Tong 2010 9,1 2,0 27,0 434 18,5 86,8 57 1,2 4,0 2,3
Téng 2008 9,7 3,5 27,6 43,6 15,6 89,6 4,2 1,2 3,4 1,7
Tong 2006 10,5 11,8 234 23,0 31,3 82,0 8,4 3,7 3,9 2,0
Téng 2010w 8,2 1,8 24 4 445 21,3 84,2 6,0 1,4 51 3,3

N 2010=2.199, N 2008=2.200, N 2006=2.117, N 2010w=1.314

# Nhém nguoi nay c6 thé doc hoac viét nhung chwa hoan thanh tiéu hoc
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Hinh 1.3: Phan bé giao duc theo gi¢i va nhém nghéo déi

100% -
60% -
40%

o

20%
0% - | || : | . | - : || . |
Nit Nam Ngheo Ngheonhi Trung Giaunhi Giau nhat
nhit binh
mKhéngbiét doc biét viét mBiét doc/viet Hoanthanh tiéu hoc
B Hoan thanh THCS ® Hoan thanh THPT

N=2.199
Luu ¥: nhom “Biét doc/viét” bao gdm cac chu hd co thé doc hodc viét nhung chua hoan thanh
tiéu hoc.

1.3. Tiép can dich vu

Trong phan nay, chung t6i xem xét khoang cach dén truong hoc, bénh vién va UBND. Khoang
cach tir nha dén trudong ngin hon, dic biét 1a dén truong trung hoc phd thong cé thé cai thién ty 1é di
hoc (va ty 1 hoan thanh cip hoc). Bang 1.4 trinh bay khoang cach trung binh tir nha dén trudng, bénh
vién va UBND x4 (tinh bang km)."" Trong phu luc cua chwong nay, théng ké khoang cach trung binh
dén co so dich vu cong gan nhét tir trung tdm xa cling dugc trinh bay dé phuc vu cac muc dich so sanh.

Th nht, Bang 1.4 cho théy khong co6 su khac biét dang ké gitra cac tinh, hd c6 chu ho 1a nam
gi6i hodc nir gidi va cac nhom chi tiéu luong thuc thue pham. Khéng ngac nhién 1a ¢ twong quan ty 16
thuan giita khoang cach tir cac dich vu khac nhau: néu mot ngudi song tai ving sdu ving xa, c6 rat
nhiéu dich vu cach xa. Vi dy, d6i voi cac ho cua Khanh Hoa, Ha Ty cii va Pha Tho, tat ca cac dich vu
déu kha gan trong khi tai cac tinh Tay Bic nhu Lai Chau va Dién Bién, cac ho sdng xa hon. UBND xi
¢ dja diém trung binh cach 4 km ddi véi cac ho tai cac tinh Tay Bic (so v6i mirc binh quan 2 km)
trong khi bénh vién gan nhat trung binh cach 19 km (so voi 14 km) tir nha & ctia hd va truong THPT
15km (so v6i binh quan 12km). Cac ho c¢6 chu ho nit dudng nhu ¢6 vi tri gan hon véi cac dich vu so
v6i cac hd co chu ho nam va d6i voi tat ca cac dich vu, c6 twong quan ty 1& nghich véi thuc trang
ngheo doi: cac ho nghéo hon sdng cach xa dich vu hon. Mdi quan hé nay phan 16n 1a do mirc d6 tap
trung cao cua cac ho nghéo sdng tai cac tinh ving sau viing xa.

Ké tir nam 2008, dudng nhu cé su cai thién tich cuc trong khoang cach dén truong THPT (binh
quan -1 km) va bénh vién (binh quéan -2 km) nhung tinh hinh ¢ x4u di chut it trong khoang cach dén
truong THCS (binh quan + 0,3 km). Dbi v6i khoang cach dén truong THCS, tinh hinh dudng nhu xau
nhat tai Lai Chau noi ma khoang cach dén truong THCS 14 3 km trong nim 2008 va gan 8 km trong
niam 2010. Tuy nhién tinh nay ciing cho thay cai thién t6t nhat trong khoang cach dén truong THPT tir
binh quan 21 km xudng con 12 km. Cai thién t6t nhat trong khoang cach dén bénh vién duoc quan sat

""'Vi cau héi duge hoi & cap do hg, co thé co cac khac biét trong xa theo vi tri ciia nha 6.
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tai tinh Dién Bién (giam tir binh quan 36 km xubng con 16 km), tiép theo 1a Pik Nong (tir 20 km
xudng con 12,5 km)."? Can c6 nghién ciru sau hon trude khi rat ra cac két luan chéc chin vé pham vi
ma theo d6 cho théy su mé rong dich vu mai.

Bang 1.4: Khoang céch téi treong hoc, bénh vién va Uy ban nhan dan (km)

Khoang cach t¢i Khoang cach téi Khoang cach t¢i  Khoang cach t¢i  Khoang cach

trwong tiéu hoc trwong THCS trwong THPT bénh vién té¢i UBND
Tinh
Ha Tay 1,2 1,5 4,3 6,8 1,5
Lao Cai 1,7 3,0 11,1 12,5 2,9
Phu Tho 1,4 1,6 53 7.9 1,3
Lai Chau 2,3 7,8 12,2 19,2 3,8
Dién Bién 2,0 3,2 14,8 14,1 3,7
Nghé An 1,9 2,0 7,3 10,5 1,8
Quang Nam 1,6 2,5 6,1 9,0 2.1
Khanh Hoa 1,1 1,5 52 53 1,1
Pak Lak 1,5 2,6 9,2 11,9 2,9
Pak Nong 1,9 2,5 9,2 12,5 2,4
Lam Ddng 1,8 2,6 54 15,7 1,8
Long An 1,7 2,9 8,0 9,9 2,4
Cha ho
NG 1,4 2,2 5,6 8,0 1,9
Nam 1,6 2,6 7,6 10,5 2,2
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 1,9 3,6 10,0 13,0 2,7
Nghéo th hai 1,7 2,6 7,7 10,8 24
Nhém gitra 1,4 2,1 6,0 8,9 1,9
Giau th hai 1,5 21 6,1 8,5 1,8
Giau nhat 1,4 2,0 6,1 8,7 1,7
Téng, 2010 1,6 2,5 7,24 10,0%** 2,1
Téng, 2008 1,6 2,2 8,3 12,1 21
Téng, 2006 1,3 2,1 7,8 - 2,2
Téng, 2010w 1,5 2,2 7,0 9,9 1,9

N 2010=2.199, N 2008=2.192, N 2006=2.110, N2010w=1.313
*** Nam 2008 va 2010 khac biét c¢é y nghia thong ké & mirc 1%.

2 vi nhimg con s6 nay 13 nhimg con §6 tu bao cdo, ching t6i khong thé bac bo rang nhitng khac biét dugc quan sat 1a do
sai s0 do luong. Vi du trung binh d6i vi moi khoang cach van nhu nhau trong nam 2008 va 2010 (trir khoang cach dén
UBND) va day cling 1a truong hop do6i véi nam 2006.
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Cac két qua trén co thé dugc kiém tra chéo béng viéc su dung s6 liéu cua xa. 13 Mot sd thong tin
dua trén s6 liéu cta ho duoc khéng dinh trong khi mdt sb thong tin khac c6 sy khac biét. Vi du ching
t6i thdy (xem Phu luc ctia chuong nay) co su cai thién dang ké noi chung trong khoang cach dén
truong Tiéu hoc, truong PTTH, Trung tdm y té va Bénh vién theo s liéu cép xa. Tai cép tinh, cai thién
trong khoang cach dén truong tiéu hoc chi c6 ¥ nghia vé mit thong ké dang ké tai tinh Khanh Hoa
trong khi ciing ¢ su céi thién dang ké vé mat thong ké trong khoang cach dén truong THCS va trung
tam y té. Cai thién trong khoang cach dén trung tim y té duong nhu phd bién nhat va rd rang tai Khanh
Hoa, Ha Tay cii, Phit Tho, Nghé An va Long An (5 trong s 12 tinh). Tét ca nhiing thay ddi dang ké vé
mit thong ké, trir Dak Lak noi chiing t6i thiy c6 su ting 1én trong khoang cach dén trung tim y té, cho
thay cac khoang cach trd nén ngin hon gitra naim 2008 va 2010. Piéu nay cho thdy xu huéng tich cuc
duoc quan sat trong s6 liéu cua ho, cu thé 1a c6 nhiéu co s dich vu hon duge xay dung. Dé hai hoa
nhirng két luat trai nguoc nay, co thé day 1a trudng hop cac dich vu méi dugc xay dung khong co tai
ban than cac lang/thon dugce chon mau.

1.4. Piéu kién séng

Noi dung thdo luan vé muc séng c6 thé bao gém mot loat nhitng dac diém vé nha & cta ho va,
no6i chung 1a cach thirc ma ho sinh séng. Ciing nhu véi bao cdo vé sb lidu nam 2008 (CIEM et al.,
2009), ching t61 thdo luan viéc st dung cac tién nghi nhu nude sach, ngu(‘A)n nang lugng va xur 1y rac
thai. Hon nira, chung t6i diéu tra nhiing thay d6i trong chat luong cta nha ¢ va tinh da dang cua luong
thuce thuce phérn duogc tiéu dung vi chét luong nha & tdt hon va ché d6 dinh dudng da dang hon c6 lién
két chat ché véi tinh hinh stre khoe cua céc thanh vién ho.

1.4.1. Swr dung nudc sach, nang lwong va xr ly rdc thadi

Hinh 1.4 trinh bay phén trim ho gia dinh sir dung nu6e sach'® 1a ngudn nudce chinh dé dun nu
va ubng ddi véi nam 2008 va 2010. Nhin chung, phan trim s6 ho sir dung nudc sach da ting tir 92%
1én 94%, sy ting 1én dii nho nay ciing 1a sy thay ddi c6 ¥ nghia thong ké dang k&." Tiép can v6i nudc
sach dugc cai thién ddi vé6i tit ca cac nhom chi tidu lvong thuc thuc phém nhung dugc cai thién 16n
nhét d6i v6i nhoém nghéo nhét. Cac nhom giau hon van co diéu kién tiép can v6i nude sach tot hon mot
chut (khac biét 6 diém phan tram), nhung khoang cach nay da thu hep ké tir naim 2008. Nguoc lai véi
xu huéng chung, phan trim ho gia dinh c¢6 chii ho 13 nit str dung nude sach giam nhe. Giai thich & day
c6 thé 1a nhom cac hd co chu ho 1a nit trong ndm 2010 bao gdm nhiéu hd hon tir cac nhom nghéo déi
thép hon hoac tir cac tinh vdi viée tiép can nudc sach thép hon so v&i nam 2008.'° Hodc co thé diéu
nay chi ra rang diéu kién cta cac ho gia dinh c6 chii ho 1a nit tré nén x4u di gitra nam 2008 va 2010.

1% 6 liéu cua xa khong hoan toan c6 thé so sanh duogc vai s6 liéu cua hd vi trung tam xd duge sir dung nhu co s6 tir 46 bao
c4o khoang cach dén dich vu gan nhét (so v6i ho trong trueong hop thi hai).

4 Cac ngu@)n nudce sau duge xem la nude “sach”: nudc may tu nhan hodc cong cong, nudc mua (trong thung hodc chai),
nude bom tir giéng khoan, nudc tir giéng dao, nudc tir bon chira, nude ngudn va nude mua.

' Trong ndm 2006, tong sb phan tram ho sir dung nude sach bang véi ty 1é nay trong nim 2008 (92%).

16 Trong panel c6 mot 6 ho ma gidi tinh cua chd ho thay ddi gitta nam 2008 va 2010. Nhin chung, c¢6 thém 6 hd c6 chi ho
nir trong ndm 2010 nhung déy 1a két qua thuan ciia thuc té 14 33 ho tré thanh hg ¢é chu ho nit giira nam 2008 va 2010 va
27 ho tré thanh hd ¢6 chu hg nam gitta hai ndm nay. Trong $6 33 ho 6 chu ho nit trong mau, 45% thudc hai nhém chi
tiéu thip nhat trong khi trong s 27 ho thay d6i chu ho 14 nit trong miu, chi c6 22% thudc hai nhém nghéo nhat. Nhimng
két qua nay hién thi sy “ban cting héa” ciia cac ho c6 chii ho nit trong mau do thuc té 1a nhimg ho tré thanh ho ¢6 chi ho
nir nghéo hon nhiing h¢ tré' thanh ho c6 chii ho nam trong mau. Trong s6 33 ho tré thanh mau hd ¢6 chu ho nit, chi c¢6
91% sir dung nude sach trong khi ty 16 nay 1a 94% trong mau nhitng ho khong thay doi gisi tinh ciia chi ho va 96%
trong 27 ho trd thanh ho c6 chti h nam.
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Hinh 1.4: Str dung nwée sach 1a ngudn nwéc chinh dé udng/nau an (phan tram)

100

E2008 m2010

N 2010=2.184, N 2008=2.171

Viéc st dung nudc sach tang 1én tai hau hét cac tinh trir bdn tinh Lao Cai, Quang Nam, Lam
Pong va Long An. Trong khi viéc st dung nudc sach giam di 13 twong d6i nho tai Quang Nam (- 1
diém phan traim) va Long An (-2 diém phan trdm) thi tai Lao Cai va Lam Pdng su sut giam lai kha 16n
(-9 diém phan trim va -18 diém phan trim tuwong tng). Su cai thién 16n c6 thé quan sat thay tai cac
tinh mién nui nhu Lai Chau (+12 diém phan tram), Dak Lik (+19 diém phan trim) va Pién Bién (+ 21
diém phan tram). Nhung tai cac tinh Lao Cai, Ddk Nong va Lam Pong ty 18 ho c6 tiép can véi nudc
sach vin thdp hon 90%. Pic biét, cac tinh Tay Nguyén nhu Pak Nong va Lam Pong tut lai phia sau
v6i tinh hinh st dung nuéce sach xau di nghiém trong tai tinh Lam Pdng. Diéu nay co thé do viéc bao
dudng khoéng tét hodc cac thiét bi hién c6 bi hu hong. Viéc bao dudng cac thiét b 1a can thiét dé dam
bao viéc tiép can v6i nude sach cta hd gia dinh.

Hinh 1.5 trinh bay nhiing khéc biét trong trong ngudn nang luge chinh danh cho nau in duoc ho
gia dinh st dung. Quan sat cho thiy c6 mot sé thay ddi dang luu ¥ qua thoi gian véi viée sir dung cui
tiép tuc giam va viéc sir dung gas ty nhién ting 1én. Piéu nay hién thi su cai thién cua diéu kién song.
Tuy nhién, ¢ cac khac biét 16n giira cac nhom chi tiéu luong thue thue phim voi nhém nghéo nhét sir
dung hau hét 1a cui so v6i chi ¢6 30% ctia nhém giau nhat. Hon mot nira nhém giau nhat sir dung gas
tu nhién 1a ngudn nang luong chinh dé niu an trong khi ty 1& niy & nhdm nghéo nhét chi gan 5%.

Viéc st dung cui dé niu an ciing c¢6 1ién hé voi mot sb tinh mién nai (nghéo hon) nhu Lai Chau
va Pién Bién véi hon 90% ho str dung cui dé nau an. Tai mot s6 tinh mién Nam va tai Ha Tay cil, viéc
sir dung gas ty nhién pho bién hon mic du chi c6 tai Ha Tay cil thi rat rd rang rang day 1a ngudn ning
luong 16n nhat danh cho ndu 4n (tai Khanh Hoa va Pak Nong hai ngudn nay it nhiéu c6 vai trd quan
trong nhu nhau).
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Hinh 1.5: Phan bd nguén ning lweng chinh danh cho nu dn (phan tram)

EC0i ®Pién ®mDau ®mThan ®Gagtwnhién ®Khéc

Hinh 1.6: Phan bé cac thiét bj vé sinh (phan tram)

N 2010=2.200, N 2008=2.200, N 2006=2.196
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Hinh 1.6 trinh bay s6 liéu vé cac thiét bi vé sinh. Giita nim 2006 va 2010, ty 1¢ ho sir dung hd xi
giat nude tang tir 13% lén 23%. Co twong quan 16 rang v6i nhém chi tiéu lwong thuce thue pham: trong
nhom giau nhit, 38% ho sir dung hd xi giat nudc trong khi chi c6 8% ho trong nhom nghéo nhét sir
dung loai nay. 42% ho trong nhom nghéo nhat khong sir dung bét cir loai hd xi nao. Do vay loai hd xi
duong nhu 1a mot chi tiéu cua sy giau co: su dung hé xi giat nude co lién hé chat ché véi su giau co,
trong khi khong sur dung loai hd xi nao 1a hién thi cua su nghéo doi. Viée sir dung hd xi giat nude cod
tinh dién hinh tai tinh Ha Tay cii (45% h9). Tai céc tinh khac, viéc st dung hé xi giat nudc it phé bién
hon nhiéu véi ty 1& thap nhu 1-2% tai Lao Cai va Dién Bién. Tai Dién Bién, hon 40% ho khong sir
dung h xi trong khi ty 1& nay tai Lao Cai 1a gan 60% va hon 80% tai Lai Chau. Tai cac tinh mién Bic
khac, dudi 10% ho khong c6 hd xi cho thdy co su khac biét 16n giita cac tinh tai mién Bic Viét Nam
vé hinh thire vé sinh dugc sit dung.

Hinh 1.7 cho thiy c6 su thay d6i nho qua cic nim vé phuong thirc xtr 1y rac thai ciia ho. Phan
16n cac ho dbt rac thai: trong nam 2006, 56% ho @t rac thai trong khi ty 18 nay 1a 58% trong nim 2008
va 2010. Ty I¢ ho co rac thai dugce thu gom tang nhe tir 12% trong nam 2006 1én 16% trong nam 2010
trong khi ty 18 ho d6/vit rac thai giam nhe tir 20% trong nam 2006 xudng con 15% trong nim 2010.
bay 1a mot xu hudng tich cuc cho ca moi truong va strc khoe.

Mot 1an nira, c6 su khac biét 16n gitta cac nhom chi ti€u lvong thuc thuc phém voi ty 1€ ho vt
rac thai cao hon nhiéu & nhdm nghéo nhét. Lién hé v6i diéu nay, trong khi dot rac thai 1a hinh thirc phd
bién & phan 16n cac ho tai cac tinh mién Nam (tir 58% tai Lam Ddng dén 88% tai Long An) thi tai cac
tinh mién Béc cac ho su dung nhiéu bién phap khéac nhau noi van tdn tai van dé vut rac thai hodc thim
chi tinh hinh con x4u di ké tir ndm 2008 (Lai Chau).

Hinh 1.7: Phan bé x ly rac thai - 12 thang qua (phan tram)

EThugom ®Mang dénnoi détap trung = PGt m Choénlip mKhic

N 2010=2.200, N 2008=2.200, N 2006=2.196
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1.4.2. Da dang héa lwong thuc thuc phim

Trong phan nay chung t6i thao luin vé nhimg thay d6i trong viéc da dang hoa luong thyuc thuc
pham va su khac biét giita cac dic diém ho. Ngudi tra 101 trong cudc diéu tra duge hoi xem ho cé tiéu
dung cac muc lwong thuc thuc pham tir danh sach 11 nhom luong thuc thuyc pham trong 24 gid qua
khong."”

Tong quan vé thuc trang nay dugc trinh bay trong Hinh 1.8. Trudc hét quan sat tong sb, chung
101 théy c6 su tang lén madt chut trong viéc da dang hoa ché do an cua céac ho tur gitra nam 2008 va 2010
(tir 6,1% dén 6,3%). Su ting nhe nay c6 y nghia thong ké 16n. Sy tang 1én dién ra tai tit ca cac nhom
chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham va dién ra tai ca cac ho c6 chii hd nam va cac ho ¢o cha ho nit.

Tuy nhién mét sé tinh cho thiy c6 xu hudng di xudng dang ké nhu tai Ha Tay cii va Quang Nam.
Mirc d6 da dang hoa luong thyc thuc phdm thap nhat dugc thiy tai cac tinh mién nuai phia Bac va ché
d6 an da dang nhat dugc cac ho tai Long An, Phu Tho va Khanh Hoa sir dung. Vi ché d6 an da dang 1a
mot nhan t6 déng gop quan trong vao tinh trang stc khoe cta con nguoi va dic biét quan trong ddi voi tré
nho'®, sy ting 1én dit nho ciing 1a mot bude tich cuc nhung mot sb tinh (nghéo) dang tut lai phia sau.

Hinh 1.8: Nhirng thay doi trong chi s6 da dang lwong thwe thwe pham gitba nam 2008 va 2010
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1.4.3. Chat lwong nha 6
Cubi cung, ching toi didu tra chit lwong nha ¢ trong mau cac hd va nhiing thay ddi cta chit
lwong nha ¢ theo thoi gian. Nhu cac con s trong Bang 1.5 phan anh, cac dic diém nha & co tuong
quan v&i nhom chi tiéu luong thyc thuc pham cta hod, v6i 46% cac ho nghéo nhat ¢ nha cé tudng kién

7 Danh sach 11 nhém luwong thyc thyc pham bao gdom: (1) ngii cbe, (2) ré va cu, (3) rau, (4) hoa qua, (5) thit, gia cam, ndi
tang, (6) trimg, (7) ca va hai san, (8) dau, rau dau, qua hach, (9) sita va cac san pham sira, (10) dau, chit béo/md, (11)
duong, mat ong.

" T6 chirc Y té Thé gioi su dung 4 1a sO lugng cac nhom lwong thuc thyc pham tdi thléu ma mét dura tré nén tiéu dung
trong 24 gio qua dé dat duoc ty trong dinh dudng lwong thyc thuc phdm vi md t6i thiéu. Thiéu ty trong dinh dudng
lwong thyc thye phdm vi mé c6 twong quan t6i sy thiéu an cua tré em hodc thdm chi tir vong (WHO, 2010).
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co. Ty 1€ nay tang 1én qua cadc nhom chi tiéu luvong thuc thuc pham véi 86% s ho giau nhat song trong
nha c6 tuong kién cd. Quan sat ciing cho céc két qua tuong tu doi véi san kién co va két qua thap hon
do6i vai mai kién co.

Bang 1.5: Chét lwong nha &

Twong ngoai xay bang San bang xi mang, Mai bang bé tong,

gach, da hoac bé tong gach hoac da lat xi mang hoac ngoi
Tinh
Ha Tay 98,5 95,8 95,6
Lao Cai 18,4 56,3 33,3
Phu Tho 83,9 92,1 63,3
Lai Chau 71 14,3 23,2
bién Bién 9,5 11,4 43,8
Nghé An 85,4 88,5 91,1
Quang Nam 90,0 94,8 66,2
Khanh Hoa 89,5 89,5 57,9
Pak Lak 57,0 85,2 51,1
Dak Nong M7 86,4 37,9
Lam Ddng 64,2 74,6 29,9
Long An 71,0 72,7 14,7
Chu ho
N 79,8 85,7 61,7
Nam 70,1 78,4 59,1
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 46,1 571 45,2
Nghéo thi hai 67,4 774 58,0
Nhom gilra 79,4 85,4 65,2
Giau tht hai 82,5 89,3 63,9
Giau nhat 85,9 90,9 66,1
Dan toc
Kinh 85,4 90,7 66,2
Khac 20,8 38,1 34,1
Tong 2010 72,2*** 80,0*** 59,6
T6ng 2008 68,7 77,9 60,7
Tong 2006 66,1 75,6 60,6
Téng 2010w 75,0 83,0 66,1

N 2010=2.200, N 2008=2.200, N 2006=2.189, N 2010w=1.314
*** Nam 2008 va 2010 khac biét c6 y nghia thong ké & m&c 1%.
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Chung toi quan sat thay cac hd c6 chi hd nir duong nhu séng trong nha ¢ chét lugng t6t hon voéi
80% s6 nha c6 tudng kién cb va 86% sd nha co nén kién ¢d."” Ciing c6 su khac biét dang chu y giita
céc tinh, phan 16n phan anh truyén thong vin hoa va dan toc gitta cac ving cua Viét Nam. Diéu nay
duoc khéng dinh bé'mg thue té 12 viée chi ho thude dan tde nao co tuong quan chat ché véi loai nha 6.

Nhu trinh bay trong Bang 1.5, dac biét vé loai tuong va loai san, c6 mdt s6 cai tién vé chat
luong. Mirc ting gan 3 diém phan trim trong sd nha ¢ tudng ngoai kién c¢d va san kién ¢ (khac biét
16n) duoc quan sat gitta nam 2008 va 2010 (va ting 1én ké tir ndm 2006), trong khi ¢ sy dinh tré ké tir
nam 2006 trong 3 dac tinh nha ¢ it phé bién nhét, cu thé 1a viéc st dung mai kién cd (bé tong, xi mang
hodc ngoéi). Nhin chung, nhitng két qua nay cho thay c6 mot sb cai tién trong diéu kién sdng qua thoi
gian ddi véi panel cta cac ho duoc chon mau.

1.5. Tém tit

Pic diém chung cia cac ho duoc diéu tra khong thay d6i nhiéu giita nam 2008 va 2010. Diéu
nay khong giy ngac nhién vi nhimng dic diém nay nhin chung 1a nhitng dic tinh “cb dinh” vé ban chét
va khong thay ddi trong giai doan ngin. Tuy nhién, mot sd thay ddi co y nghia thong ké nho dwoc quan
sat. Vi du, mirc ting mot diém phan trim trong nhitng ngudi noéi tiéng Viét va s dung tiéng Viét 1a
ngodn ngit chinh ¢é ¥ nghia théng ké dang ké. Tuong quan giita tinh bat di chuyén (chit ho hodc vo
chéng chd hg dugc sinh ra trong lang/thon) va su nghéo doi (ty 1€ chu hd va Vq/ché)ng chi ho duoc
sinh ra tai dia phwong cao hon trong cic nhom nghéo do6i thap hon) ciing 1a mot diém déng luu y.

Hai dic diém da thay d6i dang ké trong hai nam qua la ty 1& ho dugc chinh quyén dia phuong
phan loai 1a hd ngheo giam 4 diém ph?m tram va ty 1¢ hd nhén duoc hd trg cua con cai séng ngoai hd
tang 10 diém phan tram. C6 thé c6 lién quan giira hai chi tiéu trén va diéu nay 1a mot chi dé tha vi dé
nghién ciru trong twong lai. Mic du ty 18 ho nhan dugc hd tro ting 1én & tat ca cac nhom chi tiéu lwong
thuc thuc phdm, c6 sy khac biét 16n hon giira nhém nghéo nhat va nhom giau nhit cho thiy co twong
quan ty 1€ thudn gitra viéc nhén hd trg va chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phém. Tuy nhién, can ¢6 phan tich
sau hon trudc khi xay dung bét cir dinh hudng nguyén nhan nao.

Su sut gidm s6 ho duoc phan loai 1a ho ngheo 16n hon & cac hg c6 chi hd 1a nam so véi cac ho
¢6 chii ho 1a nit va ciing 16n hon & cac nhom chi tiéu lwong thuc thyc pham nghéo nhat. Sy sut giam
nay 16n nhat tai Lai Chéu, tinh nghéo nhit trong s 12 tinh duoc diéu tra trong nam 2008. Nhitng quan
sat nay co thé 1a ddu hiéu vé mirc ting trudng toan dién d6i voi ngudi nghéo midc du su cach biét vé
giéi van tiép tuc ton tai. Su khéac biét 16n trong viéc di hoc ciing tiép tuc ton tai gitra nguoi gidu va
ngudi nghéo va giita chil hd nam va cha ho nit mac du chung t6i quan sat thiy co su ting 1én vé phan
tram chu hd c6 di hoc THPT va sy sut gidm ty 1€ chu ho khong dugce dao tao bat ky chuyén mén nao.

Khong c6 bang chimg rd rang cho thay viéc tiép can véi cac dich vu da cai thién ké tir nam 2008.
Tuy nhién, nhin chung c6 sy cai thi¢n vé viée st dung mdt s6 tién nghi. Vi du, ching t61 quan sat (i) stir
dung nudc sach tang 1én (hién nay dat ty 1€ 94% s6 ho tai mot sb tinh) dac biét 1a tai nhiing khu vuc
trude ddy co tiép can rét it, (ii) viéc s dung cii dé dun ndu giam va tuong Gmg 1a viéc st dung gas tu
nhién ting 1én, (iii) viéc sir dung hd xi giat nudc ting 1én, va (iv) thu gom rac cao hon mot chut twong
g voi viée giam vt rac. Tuy nhién nhimg khac biét giita cac nhém chi tiéu lwong thyuc thuc phdm

' Quan sat nay c6 phan nguoc lai véi quan sat cho thiy cac ho cé chii ho nit ¢é tiép can véi nudce sach thap hon so véi cac
ho c6 chu hd nam va cac hd do6 thuong duge phan loai 1a hd ngheo.
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van ton tai trong mdi twong quan vai viée str dung cti dé dun ndu, khong sir dung hd xi va virt rac thai.
Mic du xu hudng chung 14 tich cuc, van c6 nhimng trudng hop ma tinh hinh xau di giita ndm 2008 va
2010 nhu tai Lam D@)ng va Lao Cai vé tiép can nudc sach. Nhitng hd tai cac tinh mién nai phia Bic
van rat nghéo va tut lai sau cac tinh khac, gy nguy co cho ca sirc khoe ctia ngudi dan va méi truong.

Co su cdi thién nho nhung co6 vai trd quan trong trong ché do an cua cac hd. Tuy nhién mdt lan
nira, su da dang ché d6 an tai cac tinh mién nui phia Bic rét thép s0 vOi muc trung binh tai cac tinh
khac. Co sy ting 1én dang ké vé chat lugng cia cdu tric nha & véi ty 18 cao hon cac ngdi nha c6 tuong
va nén kién ¢ cho théy cac ho duong nhu da dau tu vao viéc cai thién co sé ha t?mg sinh séng. Maic du
van con khoang cach 16n giita cac nhom chi tiéu luong thue thuc phdm, xu huéng tich cuc trong viée
cai thién nha ¢ 1a dang chu ¥ nhit trong sb nhimg nguodi nghéo nhat.

Chung t6i ¢6 thé két luan rang dd c6 nhitng cai thién trong tinh hinh chung cua 2.200 ho gia dinh
trong mau giira nam 2008 va 2010 nhung mot s6 nhom ho van tut lai phia sau ddi v&i mot s chi tiéu
(dic biét 1a diéu kién sdng) va nhirng chi tiéu nay thuong co6 lién quan chit ché téi dia diém (cac tinh
mién ndi phia Bic).

35



Phu luc Chuong 1:

Khoing cach t6i dich vu gin nhit tir Trung tim xa (km) -Thong ké cap xi

Tiéu hoc THCS THPT Trung tam y té Bénh vién

2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010
Ha Tay (60) 0,5 0,5 0,5 0,6 3,7 3,5 0,5 0,3* 6,9 6,4*
Lao Cai (25) 10,6 0,7 8,7 3,9 23,2 12,9* 4,7 0,8 29,4 17
Phu Tho (37) 2 0,9 3,3 0,8 5,1 51 1,5 0,5* 9,2 9,2
Lai Chéau (30) 0,3 0,5 1,6 0,7 14,4 12,3** 0,3 0,7 24,8 24,8
Dién Bién (31) 1 1,1 1,3 1,5 18,6 18,6 0,5 0,7 39,6 35,1
Nghé An (62) 0,8 0,6 1 0,9 4,8 4,8 0,7 0,5* 11 10,3*
Quang Nam (41) 0,9 0,7 1 0,9 6,7 4,8 0,6 0,6 18 18
Khanh Hoa (18) 1,3 0,5 2,2 1,6 5 4,5 1,9 0,7** 12,7 12,7
Pak Lak (40) 3,7 0,7 0,9 1 8,7 8,1* 0,3 0,4* 11,9 11,8
Pak Nong (27) 11 1,3 1,3 1,3 2,7 2,4 1.1 1,1 18 18
Lam Dong (24) 0,5 0,8 1,2 2,2 10,5 10,5 0,5 0,8 16,5 16,5
Long An (42) 0,6 0,6 1,7 1,7 58 5,6 0,6 0,4* 8,4 8,4
Téng 1,7 0,7* 1,8 1,2 9.1 7,8 0,9 0,6* 16,4 14,9*
N 438 438 435 435 348 348 432 432 332 332

() cac con sb trong ngodc don la sd cac quan sat (sb xa) clia ting tinh déi véi “khodng cach dén trwdng tiéu hoc gan nhat”. Sb céc
xa ¢6 sd liéu thu thap duoc (gia tri ¢ thé sai Iéch mot chut ddi voi céc dich vu khac nhung khi sb quan sat thap hon 20, diéu nay
sé dwgc ghi cha (xem ghi chl phia dwdi).

*** Nam 2008 va 2010 khac biét vé& khoang céch c6 y nghia thdng ké & mirc 1% (T-test one-sided);

** N&m 2008 va 2010 khac biét vé khoang céach c6 y nghia thong ké & mirc 5% (T-test one-sided);

* N&m 2008 va 2010 khéc biét vé& khodng cach c6 y nghia thdng ké & mic 10% (thd nghiém T mét phia)

Ghi cht: S6 liéu clia Khanh Hoa chi dva trén 18 quan sat; S liéu trwdng THPT cta Phi Tho 13 quan sat; Sé liéu truéng THPT cla

Pak Nong 5 quan sét; S liéu bénh vién ctia Phi Tho 10 quan sat; Sé liéu bénh vién cta Dak Nong 2 quan sét.
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Chuong 2
LAO DONG VA THU NHAP

Chuong ndy tip trung vao cic ngudn lao dong va tao ra thu nhap cia cac ho gia dinh noéng thon.
Trong mot sd phan tich, sd lidu thong ké dugc trinh bay & cip thanh vién ho. Dé danh gia nhitng phat
trién hién tai, cac két qua cua nam 2010 dugc so sanh véi cac két qua tr nam 2008. Nhu vay, nhiéu
Bang va Hinh tuwong ty nhau vé hinh thtrc so véi cac Bang va Hinh dugc trinh bay trong bao cdo
VARHS 2008 (CIEM et al., 2009). Phan tich chi han ché trong pham vi luc luong lao dong co lién
quan voi cac thanh vién ho trong do tudi lao dong, dugc dinh nghia theo tiéu chuin cua Viét Nam bao
gdm nam gidi tir 15 dén 60 tudi va nir gidi tir 15 dén 55 tudi.

Céc ho gia dinh nong thon tham gia vao mot s hoat dong kinh té. Tuy nhién, nhiéu hoat dong co
tinh mua vy rd rang trong sb cac hoat dong khac nhau ma diéu tra VARHS, theo céu trac diéu tra,
khong thé quan sat dugc. Do vay sd liéu thong ké duoc trinh bay trong chuwong nay 1a sé liéu trung
binh nam va phan 4nh cu thanh cua tat ca cac hoat dong ma ho gia dinh tham gia trong nim. Cac hoat
dong khac nhau dugce danh gia vé phan b thoi gian va mang lai thu nhdp voi sy quan tim dic biét dén
mirc do da dang hoa giita cac hoat dong ndéng nghiép va phi nong nghiép. Chung toi thdy rang, cac
doanh nghiép ho gia dinh di tré nén pho bién hon trong s6 cic hd nong thon va day ciing 1a mot trong
tam dic biét. Cudi ciing, viéc nhan tién hd tro va tién giri cta ho ciing duge phén tich.

Hinh 2.1: Quy mé hd va cac thanh vién hd dang lam viéc (S6 thanh vién ho)
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Ha Lao Phu Lai bDién Nghé QuangKhanh Pik Pak Lam Long Téng Téng
Tay Cai Tho Chau Bién An Nam Hoa Lik Noéng Pong An 2010 2008

mS6nhankhau  ®Sélao dong dang lam viéc ctia ho
N=2.200

Hinh 2.1 trinh bay s6 thanh vién trung binh trong timg hd va s thanh vién ho trong do tudi lao
dong dang 1am viéc. HO binh quén c6 hon 4 thanh vién, tdng 0,2 so véi nam 2008. Binh quan 2,6 thanh
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vién dang lam viéc, gidm 0,1 so vai gid tri nam 2008. Sy sut gidm nay co thé do thuc té 1a thanh vién
ctia cac ho dugc diéu tra ngdy cang nhiéu tudi hon véi timg vong diéu tra hodc do mot s6 thanh vién ho
da di cu giita cac vong diéu tra. Cac hd co quy md 16n nhat tai Lai Chau va Dién Bién véi x4p xi nhiéu
hon 1 thanh vién so véi mic binh quan. Cac ho tai mién trung, Nghé An va Quang Nam c6 quy m
nho nhét gin 4 thanh vién. Ty 1¢ thanh vién trong do tudi lao dong dang lam viéc kha 6n dinh giita cac
tinh v&i mic hon 50% thanh vién hd trong do tudi lao dong va lam vi¢c. Cac thanh vién hd trong do
tudi lao dong khong lam viéc hau hét con tré va dang di hoc.

2.1. Cac hoat dong tao thu nhap

Céc thanh vién hg trong do tudi lao dong dang lam viéc hodc tham gia vao cac hoat dong tao thu
nhdp hodc lam viéc nha khong huong luong. Trong cudc diéu tra, cac hoat dong tao thu nhap dugc
chia thanh 4 loai cu thé 1a cong viéc lam cong an lwong, 1am néng nghiép, céng viée c6 lién quan toi
cac hoat dong phi néng nghiép tu 1am va cong viée c6 lién quan dén cac ngudn luc s hiru chung
(CPRs) nhu thu lvgm céc 1am san va danh bét ca.

Bang 2.1: Cac hoat dong clia dan sé trong do tudi lao dong & cap ca nhan (phan tram)

Lamviéc Cdng viéc khai

Hoat dong  Cong vige Cong viéc trong doanh thac tir ngudn

Lamviéc taothu lamcéng hid hiép ohi | 5 hil Viéc nha
nhap an lwong nong nghiép  nghiép phi wc s& hivu
- nong nghiép  chung CPR

Gi@i tinh
NG 94,0 87,4 26,9 744 16,5 221 88,6
Nam 92,6 87,1 41,0 68,8 13,7 254 66,1
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 92,9 87,8 27,4 80,2 7.8 444 77,0
Ngheo thir hai 93,8 88,6 36,1 74,9 8,9 31,2 78,6
Nhom gilra 92,5 86,6 40,3 70,3 15,3 16,0 77,9
Giau tht hai 94,5 87,3 35,7 68,7 19,9 14,7 77,2
Giau nhat 92,4 85,6 31,7 60,8 25,8 8,4 73,3
Téng 2010 93,2*** 87,2 34,2%** 715 15,0 23,8 76,9***
Tong 2008 91,8 87,0 30,4 72,2 15,5 22,8 69,1
Téng 2010w 93,3 86,6 35,9 69,8 14,2 20,1 77,1

N 2010=6.187, N 2008=5.606 )
“** Nam 2008 va 2010 khac biét cd y nghia thong ké & mirc 1%.

Hon 90% thanh vién ho trong do tudi lao dong dang 1am viéc va nhu trinh bay trong Bang 2.1,
day 14 sy ting 1én c6 ¥ nghia dang ké vé mat thong ké so v6i nam 2008. S phu nit dang lam viéc
nhiéu hon mét chit so v&i s nam gidi va ddy ciing giéng véi tinh hinh cta nam 2008 (cac két qua cua
nam 2008 khong duoc trinh bay). Ty 1& din s trong do tudi lao dong tham gia vao cac hoat dong tao
thu nhap 1a 88% va ty 1¢ nay khong thay doi ké tir nim 2008. Nong nghiép 1a hoat dong chinh ciia cac
thanh vién ho nong thén voi 70% ca nhan trong do tudi lao dong lam viée trong linh vyc néng nghiép
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ctia ho. Cong viéc 1am cong an luong 1a hoat dong phd bién thir hai nhung binh quan chi c6 khoang
mot phén ba ca nhan trong do tudi lao dong tham gia vao linh vuc hoat dong nay, mac du ty I¢ c4 nhan
tham gia vao viéc lam 1am cong an luong ting dang ké trong giai doan 2008 - 2010. Khi phén t theo
gidi tinh, ching toi thdy 40% nam gidi va chi c6 27% phu nit tham gia vao cong viéc lam cong an
lwong. Pi voi ca hai gidi, ty 1& cong viée lam cong an luong ting 4 diém phan trim ké tir ndm 2008.
Giita cdc nhom chi tidu lvong thuc thuc pham, c6 tuong quan ty 1¢é nghich rd rang giita sy giau co va
lam nong nghiép va lam cong viéc khai thac tir ngudn luc sé hitu chung (CPR): ca nhan tir cac ho
nghéo thuong c6 xu hudng 1am cong viéc ndong nghiép cta ho va sir dung cac ngudn lyc sd hitu chung
hon so v6i1 cd nhan tir cac hd giau. Nguoc lai, ca nhan tr cac hg giau thuong c6 xu hudng lam vigc
trong cac doanh nghiép phi nong nghiép cua ho. Ty I¢ thanh vién tham gia vao cac doanh nghiép phi
néng nghiép nhoé so véi cac hoat dong tao thu nhap khac va khong thay ddi dang ké giita nam 2008 va
2010. Pang cht ¥ 1a ty 16 nam gi6i tham gia vao viéc nha ting 1én gan 13 diém phén trim gitta nam
2008 va 2010: trong ndm 2010 hai phan ba nam gidi tham gia vao viéc nha so v6i 50% trong nim
2008.

Hinh 2.2 trinh bay ty I¢ thanh vién h§ trong do tudi lao dong tham gia vao bon loai hoat dong
trong 12 tinh tham gia vao diéu tra. Cong viéc 1am cong an lwong phd bién nhit tai tinh Ha Tay ci,
Long An (la nhimg tinh dong bang gan Thanh phé H6 Chi Minh hoic Ha Noi), Khanh Hoa, Lam
DPong. Hoat dong khai thac tir ngudn luc so hitu chung (CPR) phd bién nhit tai cac tinh Tay Béc. Tuy
nhién, tai Lao Cai, Pién Bién va Lam Déng, st dung CPR giam déng ké gitta nam 2008 va 2010. Hon
nita, LAm Pong va Pak Nong hién nay da dat ty 18 1am cong an luong co thé so sanh duogc so véi cac
tinh 1an can.

Hinh 2.2: S6 ngwei trong do tudi lao dong tham gia vao bon loai hoat dong (phan tram)
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B Lam coéng an lwong B Tu lam néngnghiép

Tu lam phi néngnghiép m Khai thac nguoén luc sé& hitu chung

N 2010=6.187, N 2008=5.584
Bang 2.2 trinh bay mirc thu nhap ciia ho co dugce tir timg hoat dong di duoc giam phat dé phan
anh gia ¢ dinh nam 2010 cta Ha Ty cil. Thu nhap binh quan nim cta cac hd dugc diéu tra trong ndm
2010 1a 80,9 triéu dong va day la muc ting cd ¥ nghia thong ké dang ké tir mirc thu nhap binh quan
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nam 52,7 triéu d@)ng trong nam 2008. Trén thuc té, mirc thu nhédp cd dugc ting dang ké tir tit ca cac
ngudn thu nhap. Tuy nhién thu nhap tir néng nghiép van 1a ngudn quan trong nhat. Co sy khac biét 16n
gitra cac tinh & ca murc thu nhép c6 duge va tam quan trong cua céac hoat dong tao thu nhap khac nhau.
Vi dy, thu nhap binh quan hang nim cao nhat dugc quan sat tai Dk Nong va theo sau rat sat 1a Long
An trong khi thu nhap binh quan nim thap nhat dugc quan sat thdy tai Quang Nam va Lai Chau. Thu
nhap tir tién cong tién lwong va thu nhdp tir cic doanh nghiép phi nong nghiép cao nhit tai Ha Tay cii
trong khi thu nhap nong nghiép va thu nhéap tir khai thac ngudn luc sé hitu chung cao nhét twong tmg
tai Dak Nong va Khanh Hoa. Cung vao thoi diém trén, tién hd tro nhan dugc cao nhét tai Phu Tho va
Nghé An. Cling co6 su khéc bi¢t trong thu nhdp binh quan hang nam theo gidi tinh ctia chu ho véi chu
h6 nam c6 mirc thu nhap binh quin hang nidm 1a 87 triéu ddng va chi hd nit chi c6 muc thu nhap binh
quan hang nim 1a 58 triéu déng. Tuy nhién, chi ho nit kiém duoc nhiéu hon tir cong viée 1am coéng dn
luong va tién hd trg so v4i chi hd nam. Khac biét gitra cac nhom chi tiéu lvong thuc thuc phém trén
thue té gidng nhu mong doi.

Bang 2.2: Thu nhap hé (‘000 VND & mirc gia c6 dinh ndm 2010 cua tinh Ha Tay cil)

Téna thu Thu tw tien Thu tir nang 1Y ti doanh  Thu tir khai o
9 lwong/ nong nghiép phi thac nguon lwc Tien ho tr¢ Khac
nha a a nghiép " n N
tién cong ndng nghiép s& hiru chung

Tinh
Ha Tay 94.182 23.245 13.428 25.099 305 9.930 12.869
Lao Cai 65.704 4.709 28.953 3.327 1.288 6.701 718
Phu Tho 78.648 15.569 18.768 13.346 783 13.058 3.421
Lai Chau 46.377 8.869 16.549 3.080 2.987 3.263 594
Dién Bién 56.914 8.790 22.390 5.706 1.910 2.627 19
Nghé An 68.040 16.981 10.953 8.606 1.806 15.512 3.339
Quang Nam 42.087 14.254 8.685 5.852 3.399 2.603 278
Khanh Hoa 82.927 17.999 8.257 33.738 5.227 9.513 2.409
Pak Lak 84.915 12.180 29.098 8.479 299 4.951 4.988
Pak Nong 126.350 10.678 43.953 17.949 962 5.867 7.340
Lam Déng 94.951 14.307 33.183 8.998 1.562 4.312 512
Long An 114.436 22.610 34.488 10.010 864 5.719 16.424
Gi¢i tinh
NG 58.353 18.249 11.545 5.681 541 10.202 3.538
Nam 87.206 16.135 22.544 14.941 1.621 7.206 7.343
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 41.816 7.960 14.344 1.845 1.787 4.509 1.032
Nghéo th hai 61.175 15.572 17.540 4.879 1.092 6.018 2.595
Nhom gira 72.389 19.311 17.306 7.505 1.153 7.774 4.633
Giau tht hai 103.391 20.135 21.496 24139 726 8.860 10.549
Giau nhat 126.229 20.054 30.192 26.325 2.173 12.120 13.792
Téng 2010 80.941**  16.583***  20.169*** 12.928* 1.388* 7.850*** 6.515
Tong 2008 52.661 12.957 17.016 9.785 1.037 5.355 6.509
Tdng 2010w 83.047 16.747 19.200 16.534 1.778 9.621 4.339

N 2010=2.199, N 2008=2.200, N 2010w=1.312 )
*** Nam 2008 va 2010 khac biét c¢é y nghia thongké & mirc 1%; * Khac biét ¢d y nghia thong ké & mrc 10%.
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2.2. Da dang hoa

Phéan nay phan tich pham vi da dang hoa cac hoat dong tao thu nhap & cip d6 ca nhan va cap ho.
Cac ho nong thon tai cac qudc gia dang phat trién tham gia vao nhiéu hoat dong tao thu nhap nhu mot
phuong thirc da dang hoa nguy co 1a tinh hinh rat phd bién. Pic biét 1a d6i véi cac ho thuong gip phai
céc ct sbe vé thu nhép. Trong khi viéc tham gia vao nhiéu hoat dong tao thu nhap 1a binh thuong, cac
ho con phai ddi mit véi viée can bang sy da dang héa va chuyén mon hoa. Phan tich trong Chuong 5
cho thiy cac ho nong thon co tiép can han ché véi bao hiém chinh thirc dé bao vé khoi cac cii sdc thu
nhap khéng luong trude duge, dic biét 1a cac ct sde co lién quan dén dau ra cho san xuit néng nghiép.
Da dang hoa cac ngudn thu nhap cé thé dwgc xem 12 mot hinh thirc ty bao hiém khoi cac cu sbc nhu
mat mua. Tinh mua vu cta hoat dong san xuat nong nghiép mang lai cho nguoi din co hoi (hodc trong
mdt sd truong hop khién nguoi dan) tham gia vao cic hoat dong tao thu nhdp trong giai doan nong
nhan. Hon nita, nhitng hd khong c6 dét hodc nhitng ho co it dét s& kiém duoc muc thu nhép han ché tur
néng nghiép dan dén nhu cau cac ngudn luc phai dugc phan bo cho cac hoat dong khac. Trong khi da
dang hoa cac hoat dong kinh té 1a mot phuong thire ty bao hiém khoi cac dong thu nhap khéng on
dinh, khi ho gia dinh tham gia vao mot s6 hoat dong, ho c6 thé khong c6 kha ning khai thac loi ich c6
dugc tir su chuyén mon hoa vé mit quy mé kinh té gitp 1am ting ning suit va loi nhuan. N6i cach
khac, nhu cu dang dang hoa cac ngudn thu nhap nhu mét céng cu bao hiém co thé 1am cho cac ho gia
dinh mét di cic co hoi tang trudng tiém niang vi ho khong c¢6 cic ngudn luc dé chuyén moén hoa. Phan
tich duéi day cho thay dic diém cua hd nhu gidi tinh cta chi ho va tinh hinh kinh t& xa hoi giai thich
su bién d6i dang ké ty 1¢ quan sat dugc vé muc do da dang héa. Bang 2.3 trinh bay s6 hoat dong tao
thu nhap trung binh & cip ca nhan.

Bang 2.3: Da dang héa cac hoat dong tao thu nhap & cap ca nhan (phan tram)

2008 2010
Mot Hai Ba hoat Bdn Mot Hai Ba Bdn
hoat déng hoatddong  dong  hoat ddng | hoat ddng hoatddng  hoat dong  hoat déng

Tinh
Ha Tay 494 47,0 3,6 0,0 49,1 47,5 3,2 0,2
Lao Cai 24,0 68,0 8,0 0,0 48,4 44,0 6,9 0,7
Phu Tho 59,2 371 3,2 0,5 42,5 46,3 1.1 0,0
Lai Chau 10,4 74,7 14,9 0,0 9,7 63,4 26,3 0,5
Dién Bién 19,2 73,8 7,0 0,0 29,2 57,3 13,5 0,0
Nghé An 67,6 29,7 2,7 0,0 53,8 35,0 10,0 1,2
Quéng Nam 46,7 451 7,8 04 53,7 36,6 9,7 0,0
Khanh Hoa 46,3 43,8 10,0 0,0 52,8 27,5 19,8 0,0
Pak Lak 45,8 41,9 12,3 0,0 52,6 35,7 1,7 0,0
Pak Nong 57,1 38,5 4,4 0,0 41,7 41,3 16,7 0,3
Lam Déng 25,6 50,6 23,1 0,6 42,5 36,5 21,0 0,0
Long An 57,6 311 11,2 0,2 57,1 33,2 9,2 0,5
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2008 2010
Mot Hai Ba hoat Bén Mot Hai Ba Bén
hoat déng hoatddong  dong  hoat ddng | hoat ddng hoatddng  hoat dong  hoat déng

Gigi tinh
NG 48,9 45,6 54 0,0 49,2 41,7 8,9 0,2
Nam 441 46,4 9,3 0,3 424 44,6 12,6 0,4
Cha ho
NG 51,7 40,4 7,6 04 48,8 42,3 8,8 0,1
Nam 454 471 7.4 0,1 452 43,3 11,2 0,3
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 32,5 57,2 10,2 0,1 35,2 47,9 16,6 0,3
Ngheo thir hai 45,9 44,9 9,3 0,0 42,6 445 12,7 0,3
Nhoém gilra 48,9 43,8 6,8 04 46,6 43,2 9,9 0,3
Giau th hai 49,8 43,5 6,6 0,2 49,9 41,3 8,4 0,4
Giau nhét 57,5 39,0 3,5 0,0 57,1 37,8 4,8 0,2
Total 46,4 46,0 7,4 0,1 45,7 43,2 10,8 0,3

N 2010=5.398, N 2008=4.897

Trong nam 2010, 46% va 43% thanh vién ho tham gia twrong ing vao mot hoac hai hoat dong tao
thu nhap. 11% con lai tham gia vao ba hoat dong hodc nhiéu hon. Giita cac ndm 2008 va 2010 quan sat
cho thiy c6 xu hudng cac ca nhan tham gia vao nhiéu hoat dong hon (da dang hoa hon). Tai mot sb
tinh, su thay ddi dic biét rd rang. Vi dy, tai Lai Chau, ty I¢ c4 nhan tham gia dén hai hoat dong giam tur
75% nam 2008 xubng 63% nam 2010 v6i mic ting 1én twong tng cua ty 1é ca nhan tham giam vao ba
hoat dong.?® Trong khi do, tai Lao Cai va Lam Pdng, s6 luong hoat dong trung binh giam tir hai xubng
mot. Ma du kho xéac dinh duge xu huéng chung giita tat ca cac tinh, bang ching cho thiy nhin chung
ca nhan dang ngay cang tré nén da dang hang hon theo thoi gian.

Khong co6 su khac biét vé mirc d6 da dang hoa ctia nam gidi so v6i nit gidi ciing nhu khong co
khéc biét vé pham vi da dang hoa hoat dong cia chu hd so vdi cac thanh vién khéc trong hg. Thanh
vién trong cac hd giau cé xu hudng chi tham gia vao mdt loai hoat dong. Tuy nhién, theo thoi gian,
bang chimg cho thiy céc c4 nhan c6 xu hudng tham gia nhiéu hon vao ba hoat dong ¢ tit ca cac nhom
thu nhap trong nim 2010. Pang luu ¥ 13 thay d6i 16n nhat (ca vé sb tuyét dbi va twong ddi) dién ra
trong cac hd nghéo nhit.

Bang 2.4 trinh bay su da dang hoa cac hoat dong tao thu nhap khi sé liéu dugc tong hop 1én cip
ho. Chiing t6i thy rang 50% s6 ho tham gia vao hai hoat dong tao thu nhap va 30% s6 ho tham gia vao
3 hoat dong. Twong tu nhu cac phat hién ctia chung t6i & cdp ca nhan, duong nhu c6 xu hudng da dang

%% Hau hét cac ho (90%) tai Lai Chau tham gia vao hoat dong nong nghiép (va 1am nghiép) nhung cac c4 nhan tré nén da
dang hoa hoat dong hon theo thoi gian. M6t nguy€n nhan cho viée da dang hoa tang 1én tai tinh nay 1a cac cong ty cao su
dang m¢ rong tai khu vure va chiém dat 1am cho cac co hoi hoat dong néng nghiép va lam nghiép ngdy cang han ché. Do
véy, muc da dang hoa tang 1€n co thé 1a phan mg vdi cac co hdi nong nghiép ngay cang giam khién ngudi dan phai tim
cac ngudn thu nhap khac.
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hoa hon mic du su thay dbi & day nho va khong c6 ¥ nghia dang ké vé& mat thong ké.?' Khac biét dang
ké giita cac tinh ciing xay ra giita ndm 2008 va 2010. Tai cic tinh mién Bic, ty 18 hd c6 hai hoat dong
giam trong khi ty 1€ ho c6 ba dén bdn hoat dong tang. Céac ho c6 chu hd nam da dang hoa hon so véi
céc ho ¢6 chu ho nit, ¢ thé 1a do cac hd co chit ho nix ¢o it thanh vién dang lam viéc hon. O moi nhom
chi tiéu, gﬁn mot nira s6 hd tham gia vao dén hai hoat dong. Trong s6 cac ho ngheo, mot ty 1€ 16n céc
hd tham gia vao ba hoat dong trong khi cac hd giau chi tdp trung vao mdt hoat dong. Do do, mac du
hai hoat dong 14 pho bién trong tat ca cac ho, cac hd gidu c6 tinh chuyén mén hoa cao hon so véi cac
ho nghéo. Piéu chua rd rang tir cac két qua duge trinh bay trong chuong nay 1a liéu cac hd giau cb co
hoi tét hon dé c6 loi tir hoat dong chuyén moén hoa (vi du do thuc té ho duge dam bao tot hon) hoac
liéu c6 phai chuyén mon hoa lam cho cac hg tré nén giau c¢6 hon. Cong tac nghién clru trong tuong lai
khai thac cdu trac sb liéu panel s& cho phép diéu tra dé xac dinh nguyén nhan nay cua tinh trang nay.

Bang 2.4 Pa dang héa cac hoat dong tao thu nhap & cap ho (phan tram)

Maét loai hoat déng Hai loai hoat déng Ba loai hoat dong Bon loai hoat dong
Tinh
Ha Tay 19,3 60,8 18,5 1,4
Lao Cai 22,6 50,0 23,8 3,6
Pha Tho 14,3 49,3 33,1 3,4
Lai Chau 1,8 34,2 47,8 16,2
Dién Bién 59 53,9 37,3 2,9
Nghé An 21,8 40,6 30,9 6,7
Quang Nam 18,8 52,1 28,2 0,9
Khanh Hoa 33,3 33,3 33,3 0,0
Pak Lak 25,8 46,1 27,3 0,8
Pak Nong 16,7 49,0 33,3 1,0
Lam Ddng 25,0 39,1 35,9 0,0
Long An 23,3 47,7 27,1 1,9
Chu ho
NG 25,3 51,3 22,9 0,5
Nam 16,8 49,3 30,2 3,6
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe phdm
Nghéo nhét 13,2 46,1 36,3 4.4
Ngheéo thir hai 14,1 47,7 34,6 3,5
Nhom gilra 17,4 53,8 27,6 1,3
Giau tht hai 21,3 50,1 243 4,3
Giau nhét 26,7 51,3 20,7 1,3
Tong 2010 18,5 49,8 28,8 3,0
Tong 2008 19,0 52,7 26,4 1,9
Tdng 2010w 20,86 47,65 28,67 2,82

N 2010=1.973, N 2008=2.024

! Xu hudng nay ciing 1 xu hudng giita nim 2006 va 2008 (CIEM et al, 2009).
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2.3. Tam quan trong ciia cac loai hoat dong

Khoé c6 thé hiéu dugc sb liéu vé phan bo thoi gian cho cac hoat dong khac nhau trong 12 thang
qua vi cac s6 liéu binh quéin téng hop di che gidu di tinh mua vu cua nhiéu hoat dong kinh té khac
nhau. Vi du, vao mua thu hoach, tat ca thoi gian dugc phan bd dé thu hoach trong khi vao cac thoi
diém khac trong nam ho c6 thé danh nhiéu thoi gian hon cho cic hoat dong tao thu nhap khéac. Ciing
can ghi nh¢ su khac bié¢t gitra cac tinh. Vi dy, c6 nhu cAu rat it dbi véi lao dong lam cong an luong tai
cac dia ban ving sdu ving xa. Diéu nay gitp giai thich tai sao thoi gian dugc danh it cho cong viée
lam cong an luong tai Lai Chau va Dién Bién. Véi luu y vé nhiing thong tin ndy, Bang 2.5 trinh bay
thoi gian lao dong va thu nhép lao dong theo bdn loai hoat dong chinh & cap ho.

Bang 2.5: Nang suat lao dong & cap hé (phan tram theo dong)

Congviéclam  Lam nong nghiép Doanh nghiép hé gia Khai thac ngudn
cong an lwong dinh phi ndong nghiép Iwc s& hiru chung
Tylé Tyléthu Tyle Tyléthu Tylé Ty 1é Tylé Tyléthu
thdigian nhdpter thoigian nhéptlr thoigian thunhdpte thdigian nhap tw
lao ddng lao dong lao dong lao dong lao ddng laoddng lao ddng lao dong

Cha hd
NG 39,3 41,2 45,6 444 10,8 10,5 4,2 3,8
Nam 30,0 32,8 50,7 48,3 14,0 14,7 53 4,2

Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe phdm

Nghéo nhét 23,4 27,1 59,8 58,5 6,7 6,2 10,1 8,1
Ngheo thir hai 32,9 34,6 52,9 93,1 7,7 7,9 6,5 4,5
Nhom gitra 38,4 39,9 45,6 43,5 12,3 13,2 3,7 34
Giau tht hai 34,7 35,3 454 44,8 171 17,3 2,8 2,7
Giau nhét 30,6 36,1 443 37,3 23,0 249 2,0 1,8
Téng 2010 32,07 345 49,7 47,5 13,3 13,8 5,07* 41
Téng 2008 29,9 32,4 52,7 49,3 13,0 14,0 44 4,3
Téng 2010w 32,4 33,8 50,7 48,1 12,6 13,7 43 4,4

N 2010=2.146, N 2008=2.142 )
“* Nam 2008 va 2010 khac biét cé y nghia thong ké & mirc 1%.

Nhin chung ching t6i thdy rang thoi gian danh cho timg hoat dong it nhiéu twong tmg vdi ty 18
thu nhap tir hoat d6 (hoat ddng ndéng nghiép va thoi gian danh cho khai thac tir ngudn luc s& hiru chung
cho thiy ning sudt thip hon mot chut so véi cac hoat dong khac). Piéu nay cho thiy ning suét lao
dong binh quéin giita cac hoat dong 1a twong duong nhau va cac ngudn luc lao dong cta ho it nhiéu
dugc phan bd mot cach co hiéu quél.22 Tinh binh quéin, ntra thoi gian cta ho dugc danh cho néng

*2 Tuy nhién, can luu y 1a ty 1& thu nhap va phan bo thoi gian duoc do ludong ¢ mire binh quan chir khong phai ¢ mirc thoi
gian bién dugc danh cho hoat dong va thu nhép bién kiém dugc gidi han viéc hieéu nhitng phat hién nay chi theo tinh
hiéu qua.
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nghiép va nira thu nhap cia ho kiém duge tir néng nghiép, nhan manh tim quan trong ciia nganh nay
d6i vi cac ho nong thon. Nong nghiép phd bién hon ddi véi cac ho ngheo, co t6i gan 60% thoi gian
dugc phan bd cho cong viéc nong nghiép cia hd. Cac hd co chit ho nit danh nhiéu thoi gian hon va
tuong ung c6 dugc thu nhap nhidu hon tir cong viée 1am cong an lwong. Cong viée 1am cong an lwong
chiém gén 35% thu nhap va la hoat dong tao thu nhap c6 vi tri quan trong thir hai. Lam vi¢c tai cac
doanh nghiép phi néng nghiép ctia hd phd bién hon tai cac ho giau (25% thoi gian va thu nhap), trong
khi nguoc lai dbi véi ho nghéo thi 1am viée trong khai thac ngudn lyc so hitu chung lai 1a pho bién..

Hinh 2.3 minh hoa céac khac biét vé thoi gian phan bo cho cac hoat dong khac nhau giita cac tinh.
Thoi gian duoc danh nhiéu hon cho céng viéc lam coéng an lwong tai Ha Ty cii, Khanh Hoa va Long
An, ¢ thé do cau vé lao dong 1am cong an lwong 16n hon twong ddi tai cac tinh nay so véi cac tinh Tay
Bic. Lam viéc trong cac doanh nghiép ho gia dinh ciing phd bién hon tai Ha Tay cii va Khanh Hoa.

Hinh 2.3: Ty Ié phan bé thei gian lao déng & cap ho theo tinh (phan tram)
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Hinh 2.4: Ty Ié thu nhap tir cac hoat dong tao thu nhap theo tinh (phan tram)
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Ha Lao Phu Lai Dién Nghé QuangKhanh Pdk Dik Lam Long Téng Téng
Tay Cai Tho Chau Bién An Nam Hoa Lak Noéng Péng An 2010 2008
® Lam céng an hrong B T lam néng nghiép
B Tw lam phinéngnghiép ® Khai thac nguén lue sé hitu chung

N 2010=1.369, N 2008=1.362

Hinh 2.4 trinh bay cac khac biét twong tmg giita cac tinh vé ty 1¢ thu nhap tir cac hoat dong khac
nhau. Nong nghiép va cong viéc khai thac ngudn luc sé hitu chung chiém ty 1& thu nhap va thoi gian
16n hon tai cac tinh ngheo hon & Tay Nguyén so voi céc tinh tai Dong Nam Bo. Céc tinh tai Dong
Nam B6 tham gia nhiéu hon vao coéng viéc lam cong in luong va doanh nghiép ho gia dinh.

Nhin chung, trong khi ching t6i khéng quan sat thay bat ky thay doi 16n nao vé tim quan trong
cua céc hoat dong khac nhau gitta nam 2008 va 2010, chi c6 mdt ) ngoai 1€ & cép tinh. Thoi gian danh
cho hoat dong néng nghiép da giam 12 diém phan tram xudng 50% vi du tai Dak Nong va Lam Dong.
Tai cac tinh nay, duong nhu thoi gian da dugc phan bo lai tir hoat dong noéng nghiép sang hoat dong
lam cong an luong, mac du ty 1¢ thu nhap tir cong viéc lam cong an luong khong ting Ién twong Gng.

2.4. Doanh nghiép h¢ gia dinh (phi néng nghiép)

Nhiéu ho tham gia vao cac doanh nghiép ho gia dinh® trong nam 2010 so v6i ndm 2008. Hinh
2.5 cho thay binh quéan gan 30% tét ca s6 ho dugc diéu tra dang didu hanh doanh nghiép ho gia dinh vao
nam 2010 so véi ty 18 20% trong ndm 2008.* Xu huéng nay dic biét rd rang tai cac tinh mién Bic.

Vai trd cta cac doanh nghiép ho gia dinh trong kinh té nong thon 1a rat phirc tap. Mot mat, viée
két hop déan s6 dang tang 1én tai cac khu vuc nong thon va ngudn lyc dat dai han ché c6 thé “thic day”
sO luong 16n lao dong vao cac hoat dong phi nong nghiép nhu cic doanh nghiép ho gia dinh
(Haggblade et al., 2007). Mit khac, cac ho gia dinh co thé bi “kéo” vao cac hoat dong kinh doanh quy

» 0 day chung toi dinh nghia doanh nghiép h gia dinh la bat ky hoat dong thuong mai nao khong bao g0m san xuit nong
nghiép trén thuc té (do v@y mua ban nong pham ma ho gia dinh san xudt ciing duoc tinh).

*Luuy nhig con s nay 1a ¢ cap ho va do véy khac véi con sb 15% dugc trinh bay trong Bang 2.1 ¢ cdp ca nhan. Khi
duoc tdng hop 1én cip ho, cac két qua nhin chung théng nhat.
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mo nho vi cac co hdi c6 lgi ich. Vai tro cua cadc doanh nghiép ho gia dinh trong viéc gidm ngheo doi s€
dua vao 1y do khoi nghiép doanh nghiép. Tuy nhién Haggblade et al. (2007) luu ¥ rang tham chi khi
céc doanh nghiép ho gia dinh khong c6 hiéu qua, cac doanh nghiép nay van giup giam nghéo doi néu
ngudn luc duoc sir dung trong cac doanh nghiép c6 céc chi phi co hdi twong ddi thap. Van de Walle va
Cratty (2004) nhéan thay trong trudng hop cta Viét Nam, sy tham gia vao cic hoat dong phi nong
nghiép co thé 12 mot con duong thoat nghéo cho mot s6 va ho xac dinh mot sd nhan td chung, gido duc
va mot s6 nhan t6 khac c6 tac dong tich cuc dén ca sy giau c6 va su da dang hoa.

Céc doanh nghiép ho gia dinh nong thén tai Viét Nam thuong chii yéu tham gia vao ban 1¢,
nguyén vat liéu va cac nhu yéu phdm hang ngay.*® Theo hinh 4.1 trong Chuong 4 ciia bao cdo nay, cic
ho gia dinh ban gén 40% san phém tréng trot ma ho san xut ra, mot sd co thé duoc ban tai doanh
nghiép ho. Su phat sinh doanh nghiép ho gia dinh c6 thé 1a két qua cta viéc ning suit lao dong ting.
Liéu day c6 phai 1a nguyén nhan va tai sao ngay cang c6 nhiéu doanh nghiép ho gia dinh méi thanh lap
13 mot chit d&& quan trong cho nghién ctru trong twong lai.

Hinh 2.5: Ty |é cac hd c6 doanh nghiép hé gia dinh (phan tram)
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Car  Tho Chau Bién An Nam Hoa Lak Nong bDong An

mTylé 2008 mTylé 2010

N 2010=2.220, N 2008=1.694

Binh quén, 28% tét ca s6 ho co diéu hanh doanh nghiép. Cac két qua tir Lai Chau dic biét dang
luu ¥y noi ty 1€ ho c6 doanh nghiép tang tir 18% lén 56% trong hai nam. Céac hd ¢6 chu hg nam co6 ty 1¢
c6 doanh nghiép cao gap ddi so véi cac ho c6 cha hd nit va cac hd giau c6 doanh nghiép nhiéu hon so
v6i cac ho nghéo hon. Giira tit ca céac tinh, giéi tinh va nhom chi tiéu, nhiéu ho tham gia vao doanh
nghiép ho gia dinh hon trong nim 2010 so véi nam 2008 véi mirc ting twong ddi nhanh nhat duoc
quan sét thiy tai cac ho nghéo nhat. C6 thé su da dang hoa ngay cang ting duogc trinh bay trong Phan
2.2 ¢6 nguyén nhan tir viéc s6 lugng ho c6 doanh nghiép ting 1én.

Bang 2.6 trinh bay cac dic diém ctia doanh nghiép ho gia dinh. Chi c6 mot phan nim sé doanh
nghiép c6 gidy phép kinh doanh va c6 hinh thirc 1a doanh nghiép chinh thirc. Trong sd cac hd nghéo

» Dya trén d4nh ma nganh VSIC cip 2 s6 thu duge tir VARHS.
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nhat, co it hon cac doanh nghiép co6 gidy phép kinh doanh. Rand and Torm (2010) tim ra nguyén nhén
cho thiy tro thanh doanh nghiép chinh thic lam ting loi nhuan ciia cac doanh nghiép siéu nho, nho va
vira (SMEs) tai Viét Nam va diéu nay khuyén khich ring viéc cac ho gia dinh dang ky kinh doanh cho

doanh nghiép ctia minh c6 thé céi thién duoc loi nhuém.26

Bang 2.6: Giay phép kinh doanh, dja diém va dau tw ban dau (phan tram)

S6 lwong lao  S6 lwong
dong ké ca doanh nghiép
chi sé hiru dwoc
(trung binh)  quan sat

Tyléhg c6 Doanh nghiép Bongtrusé Dau tw ban
doanh nghiép co giay phép tai nha (phan dau. 000 dong
(phan tram) (phan tram) tram) (trung binh)

Tinh

Ha Tay 33,1 241 60,4 5.000 2,7 187
Lao Cai 17,2 5,6 55,6 3.000 1,8 18
Pha Tho 31,5 37,6 38,5 10.000 2,0 117
Lai Chau 56,3 3,0 98,5 500 1,7 66
Pién Bién 17,1 13,6 59,1 1.750 2,3 22
Nghé An 28,6 19,4 435 3.000 2,1 62
Quang Nam 23,4 33,8 446 3.000 1,5 74
Khanh Hoa 36,8 17,6 5,9 20.000 2,3 17
Dék L&k 21,5 27,0 432 10.000 2,2 37
Pék Nong 28,2 16,7 61,1 10.000 2,8 36
Lam Ddng 17,9 11,1 44 4 9.000 2,0 18
Long An 21,7 18,3 40,8 5.000 2,0 71
Chii ho

Nam 18,7 32,3 51,0 5.000 2,7 100
N 30,8 17,4 4738 5.000 1,7 624
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham

Nghéo nhét 21,1 2,9 73,8 1.000 1,4 103
Nghéo th hai 18,5 17,4 39,5 2.000 1,6 86
Nhém gitra 26,8 19,6 52,9 4.000 2,2 138
Giau thv hai 35,0 24,0 52,6 5.000 2,4 192
Giau nhét 39,5 36,4 476 10.000 2,6 206
Téng 2010 28,2 22,9 52,7 5.000 2,2 725
Tdng 2008 20,5 24,5 54,1 5.000 2,1 416
Téng 2010w 27,2 24,0 459 5.000 2,4 435
N 2010 2.220 725 725 725 725 725
N 2008 1.694 416 416 416 416 416

2% Doanh nghiép siéu nhé bao gdbm doanh nghiép ho gia dinh.
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Hau hét cac doanh nghiép dong tru so tai nha va thué thém mot lao dong ngoai cha so hiru. Cac
doanh nghiép cua céc hg cé chu ho nam binh quéan 16n hon so vdi cac doanh nghiép cua cac hd c6 chu
ho nir va cac hd giau hon thué nhiéu lao dong hon. Pau tu binh quan ban dau can dé khoi nghiép
doanh nghiép 14 5 triéu dong. Trong s6 cac hd nghéo, dau tu ban dau chi 13 1 triéu déng trong khi von
dau tu nay 1a 10 triéu déng dbi v6i cac ho giau nhat. Doanh nghiép hd trong nhém chi tiéu giau nhat
16n hon (c6 nhiéu lao dong hon va can vén dau tu ban dau cao hon) thuong 13 cac doanh nghiép chinh
thirc va it dong try so tai nha hon. Pidu nay twong ing voi cac phat hién dugc trinh bay trong Bang 2.4
rang cac ho giau danh nhiéu thoi gian va kiém duogc nhiéu tién hon tir doanh nghiép ho gia dinh so voi
céc ho nghéo. Tuy nhién, ty 1& ngay cang tang cac ho nghéo van hanh doanh nghiép ho gia dinh c6 thé
cho thay qué trinh thu hep khoang cach dang dién ra.

20% doanh nghiép ho gia dinh hoat dong trong linh vuc thuong mai ban 1¢ (két qua khong dugc
trinh bay) va 11% tham gia vao ché bién d6 ubng nhu rugu duoc nau tir gao hodc ngd. Cac dich vu lién
quan dén nong nghiép nhu budn ban gidng ciy trong hodc phin bon, san xut cac san pham gd va luu
tra 1a cac hoat dong pho bién ctia cac doanh nghiép ho gia dinh.

Binh quan, mdi ho ¢ 0,4 thanh vién trong do tudi lao dong (nam va nit) lam viéc trong doanh
nghiép ho gia dinh (két qua khong duoc trinh bay). Mic du s6 lwong doanh nghiép ho gia dinh ting 1én
tai tat ca cac tinh (xem Hinh 2.5), sb thanh vién ho 1am viée trong cac doanh nghi¢p hd gia dinh gitra
céc tinh it thay d6i hon. Tai cac tinh nhu Ha Téy cii va Long An, viéc di cu dén cac trung tim thanh thi
16n nhu Ha Noi va Thanh phd HO Chi Minh c6 thé giai thich dugc diéu nay. Hon nita, thanh vién cua
cac ho giau hon c¢6 xu hudng 1am viée trong doanh nghiép ho gia dinh cao hon. Piéu nay nhét quan véi
céc phat hién ¢ trén rang cac ho giau hon c6 xu hudng c6 doanh nghiép va cac doanh nghiép nay 16n
hon so v61 doanh nghiép cua cac hg ngheo hon.

2.5. Tién hd tro va tién giri

Phan nay trinh by bang chimg vé thu nhap tir tién giri va tién hd trg ddi voi cac ho duoc chon
mAu. Bang 2.7 trinh bay ty 1&6 ho nhin duoc tién hd tro tir tw nhan va nha nudc. Binh quin, 56,8% sb
ho nhan duoc tién hd tro tu nhan trong ndm 2010. Ty 1€ hd nhan duogc tién hd tro tu nhan da tang gén
gap doi tai hau hét cac tinh gitta nim 2008 va 2010. Piéu nay thong nhét v&i bang ching dugc trinh
bay trong Chuong 1 rang ty 18 ho nhin dugc hd tro tai chinh tir con cai cao hon trong nim 2010 so voi
ndm 2008. Cac quy pham xa hoi tai Viét Nam cho thiy con cai va ho hang guri tién vé cho gia dinh cta
ho 14 binh thuong. Con cai va ho hang 1 cic ngudn hd trg tu nhan chinh di véi cac ho gia dinh trong
s6 liéu cua chung t6i. Su di cu tir ndng thon ra thanh thi tai Viét Nam ctia con cai va ho hang va di cu
clia nguoi Viét Nam ra 1am viéc tai nude ngoai ting 1én c6 thé gitp giai thich xu hudng dang ting 1én
d6i voi thuc trang nay, dic biét trong giai doan kho khin gan ddy tai nhiéu ving néng thén Viét
Nam.?” Gitra cic nhom chi tiéu luong thyuc thuc phém, can luu yl1aco rat it khac biét trong viéc nhan
tién ho tro tu nhan.

Tién hd trg nha nudc nhin chung bao gém cic déng gop an ninh xa hodi cta chinh pha ké ca
lvong huu. Ty I¢ ho nhan duogc tién hd tro nha nude cao nhét tai cic tinh nghéo nhu Lai Chau, Lao Cai
va Dién Bién. Diéu nay ciing dugc phan 4nh bang twong quan ty 1¢ nghich giira nhém chi tiéu va ty 18
ho nhén tién hd tro nha nude. So véi nam 2008, tién hd trg nha nudc cling phé bién hon nhiéu trong
nam 2010.

" Tién gui vé tir nguoi Viét Nam song tai nudc ngoai chlem ty trong 16n trong dong v6n vao Viét Nam. Ty trong nay da
tang 1én dang ké trong mot s6 ndm qua. Khong c6 s liéu tong hop vé tién giri vé trong pham vi Viét Nam.
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Bang 2.7: Phan b6 tién ho tro tir nha nwéc va tw nhan, phan tram
va theo gia co dinh nam 2010 cua tinh Ha Tay cii

Nhan hé tro Nhan hé tro Tién ho tre tw nhan  Tién ho tre nha nwéc
tw nhan nha nwéc nhan dwoc, 000 dong nhan dwoc, 000 dong
(phan tram) (phan tram) (trung binh) (trung binh)

2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010
Tinh
Ha Tay 27,5 52,1 19,4 34,4 6.619 3.550 9.643 6.328
Lao Cai 241 37,9 46,0 66,7 571 1.984 342 1.637
Phu Tho 31,1 60,0 246 42,6 1.712 3.477 8.903 10.878
Lai Chau 38,4 91,1 89,3 77,7 114 482 171 443
Dién Bién 20,0 25,7 72,4 59,0 2.334 1.000 569 300
Nghé An 13,5 75,0 40,1 57,3 5177 4.000 6.903 4.150
Quang Nam 39,7 34,5 62,4 47,9 1.147 1.544 229 515
Khanh Hoa 28,9 55,3 26,3 36,8 5.738 5.973 1.262 2.987
Dak Lak 91,9 37,0 54,8 53,3 647 1.012 755 1.734
Pak Nong 8,7 72,8 25,2 48,5 2.697 990 539 1.980
Lam Ddng 26,9 20,9 22,4 47,8 2.157 8.102 809 3.674
Long An 23,1 87,4 14,7 34,3 3.398 1.414 1.631 1.454
Chuho
Nam 32,2 65,1 35,8 51,8 2.282 3.576 1.362 2.841
NG 30,5 54,5 37,0 44,6 1.618 1.980 626 1.515
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe phdm
Nghéo nhét 34,4 59,1 58,4 63,6 863 1.029 344 1.127
Ngheo thi hai 31,7 49,5 43,2 47,9 1.141 1.544 571 1.484
Nhom gilra 30,9 56,8 31,8 36,8 2.277 2.000 669 2.600
Giau tht hai 27,5 57,0 29,1 43,2 1.951 2.059 1.643 3.917
Giau nhat 30,2 61,4 21,1 39,3 3.424 3.030 10.730 6.302
Tong 31,0 56,8 36,8 46,2 1.721 2.000 723 1.699
N 2200 2200 2.200 2.200 779 1.249 905 1.017

Luogng tién trung binh hd tro ma cac hd nhan nhan duge dugce trinh bay trong Bang 2.7.8 Luogng
tién nhan duoc tir tién hd tro tu nhin ciing nhu nha nude co twong quan ty 16 thudn véi chi tidu cua ho.
Céc ho giau nhit nhan duoc luong tién cao hon tir 3 d&én 5 1an so vdi cac ho nghéo nhat. Piéu nay co
thé duoc giai thich mot phan do thuc té 1a cac ho nhan duoc tién nhiéu hon ciing co thé tiéu dung nhiéu
hon nhung diéu nay ciing c6 thé cho thiy con céi ctia cac hd co xuat phat giau hon duoc hoc hanh tét
hon va c6 thé kiém dugc thu nhip cao hon va guri nhiéu tién vé hon. Giira cic nhom chi tiéu luong
thuce thuc phérn, ty 1€ tién hd tro tu nhan trong téng thu nhép la tuong dbi nhu nhau. Mat khac, tién hd
trg nha nudc dudng nhu dong gop ty trong 16n hon trong thu nhap cia cac ho giau hon. Piéu nay c6
thé duogc giai thich mot phan do tién lvong huu cao hon & cic hd giau hon. Sau khi diéu chinh lam
phat, cac két qua cho thay tién hd tro tw nhan di ting 16% v&i cac mic ting 16n nhat & cac ho nghéo.
Tuy nhién khéi lugng tién ma cac ho nghéo nhan duoc van chi bang mot phan ba khéi luong tién ma
cac ho giau nhan dugc. Tién hd tro nha nudc di ting gap doi theo gia c¢b dinh (gia nam 2010 cua Ha
Tay cii). Trong s6 cac hd nghéo nhét, trong nim 2010 tién hd trg nha nudc ting gip ba, trong khi tién
hd tro nay chi chiém 50% gia tri nim 2008 ciia cac hd giau nhét.

% Luong tién nhan dwoc duge giam phat theo gia tri nam 2010 cua Ha Tay cil.
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Phén t6 giita cac nhom chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham, ty trong cia téng tién hd trg trong tong
thu nhap cta ho thap hon mot chut trong nim 2010 so voi nim 2008 ddi véi tit ca cac nhom (Hinh
2.6). Ty trong tién hd trg tu nhan va nha nudc trong tong thu nhap trong nim 2010 twong ddi dong déu
giita cac nhom chi tiéu va khoi lugng gan dat 30% thu nhap. Tuy nhién, néu nhitng h¢ khong nhan
duogc bit ky khoan hd tro nao ciing duoc tinh vao thi ty trong tién hd tro tu nhan ciing nhu nha nudc
chi 14 gén 7% thu nhap déi véi tat ca cac ho (két qua khong duoc trinh bay).

Hinh 2.6: Ty 18 tién hé tro trong tong thu nhap ho doi véi cac hd nhan hé trg
(phan tram thu nhap binh quén ho)

o0

2008 2010|2008 2008|2010

m H6 tro cia tu nhan ®m Hé tro cia nha nude

N 2010 Tw nh&n=1.245, N 2008 Tw nh&n=2008, N 2010 Nha nwdc=1.015, N 2008 Nha nudc 903

Bang 2.8 trinh bay 1y do chinh cua viéc nhan hd tro theo loai tién hd tro.? HS tro tir con cai 1a 1y
do chung dé nhén hd tro tu nhan. Cac hd nghéo (theo phan loai nghéo cia MoLISA) nhan hd trg nha
nuée. HO tro tién mat ¢é mimg nim moi (Tét) ciing phd bién. Mot 1y do khac khong duogc liét ké 1a hd
tro sau khi ¢6 tham hoa thién nhién. Cac hd c6 chit ho nit nhan nhiéu hd tro nha nuée hon vi ho thuong
1a ho nghéeo.

Bang 2.8: Ly do chinh cho viéc hd tro theo loai tién hé tre (tw nhan hodc Nha nwérc)

Tién hé tro tw nhan, (%) Tién hé trg cong, (%)
Khong c6 ly do cu thé 35,3 1,2
Chi giao duc 4,8 2,2
Chiy té 57 18,5
Hb tro con céi 31,1 0,9
Pam cudi/dam mallé tét 16,3 2,6
Pau tw 0,3 0,9
Lwong huwu 0,2 14,5
Pugc phan loai la h nghéo 0,2 18,4
Thudc dan tdc thiéu sb 0,1 9,1
Khac 6,0 32,0
Téng 100,0 100,0
N 1.249 1.017

» Ty 1€ ho cao duong nhu khong thé dua ra 1y do chinh xéc cho viéc nhan tién hd tro. Van chua hiéu rd duoc tai sao nguoi
duoc phong van tra 161 theo cach nay.
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2.6. Tém tit

Chwong nay trinh bay céc két qua c6 lién quan dén céc ngudn thu nhap va phan bd ngudn lyc cia
ho cho cac hoat dong tao thu nhdp khac nhau. Cac muac thu nhép trung binh hang nam ting dang ké
gitra nam 2008 va 2010. Trong khi cac h cé rat nhidu hoat dong tao thu nhédp khac nhau, ndng nghiép
van 1a ngudn viéc 1am va thu nhap quan trong nhat. Hon nita, cac ho tai cac tinh nghéo thudng cé tinh
da dang hon v& mit céc nguén thu nhap va viéc lam so véi cac hd tai cac tinh giau hon. M4t trong )
nhiing giai thich cho hién tugng nay c6 thé 1a cic hd nghéo tiép can han ché hon véi véi bao hiém
chinh thtc dé dbi phé véi cac cu sbe thu nhap, do d6 khuyén khich ho duy tri tinh da dang dé dbi pho
v6i rii ro nhung lai ngan ho ¢é duoc cac loi ich tiém ning tir viée chuyén mon héa. Day 1a van dé s&
duoc nghién ctru sdu hon trong Chuong 5. Diéu quan trong ddi véi nghién ctru sdu hon dé diéu tra vé
su can béng 6 thé c6 mot mat gitra su da dang hoéa cac hoat dao thu nhép va mat khac giira céc lgi ich
ctia chuyén mon hoa. Hiéu dugc mdi quan hé giita chuyén mon héa va su gidu ¢ cia ho 1a diéu rat
hiru ich.

50% c4 nhan (va 28% ho) van hanh doanh nghiép ho gia dinh phi nong nghiép. Hau hét cac
doanh nghiép déu la cic doanh nghiép nho, khong chinh thirc va chi can khéi lwong dau tu ban dau
nho. Cac ho giau c6 xu hudng c6 doanh nghiép cao hon so véi cac hg nghéo va doanh nghiép cua cac
ho giau thuong 16n hon va co gidy phép kinh doanh chinh thirc. Cac doanh nghiép ho gia dinh ngay
cang trd nén phd bién hon trong s cac hd noéng thon trir tai Ha Tay cii, Khanh Hoa, Lam Pong va
Long An. Piéu nay thé hién qua trinh bt kip dang dién ra trong sb cac ho/tinh nghéo. Nghién ciru sau
hon vé vai trd ctia cac doanh nghiép ho gia dinh tai Viét Nam sé& gitip hiéu duoc tim quan trong cta
céc doanh nghiép nay trong su phat trién ciia cac cong dong nong thon tai Viét Nam trong tuong lai.

Mot ty 1€ 16n cac hd nhan dugce tién ho tro hodc tir nguén tu nhan hoac tr nha nudc. Phu hop véi
cac phat hién tai Chuong 1, phﬁn 16n tién hd tro tu nhan 1a tr con cai hodc ho hang, trong khi phﬁn 16n
tién hd tro nha nude 1a tir cac chuong trinh an ninh xa hi cia Chinh phu. Tién hd tro nha nuée va tu
nhan chiém ty trong 16n thu nhap cua hg trong sb nhting hd nhin tién ho tro. Trén thuc té, ddi véi
nhitng hd nhan tién hd tro, khi luong tién nay chiém gﬁn 30% téng thu nhép. Gilta nam 2008 va 2010,
ty 18 ho nhan tién hd tro tu nhan va nha nudc ting twong tmg 80% va 25%. Giita cdc nhom chi tiéu
lwong thuc thuc pham, ty 18 tién hd trg tu nhan trong tong thu nhap tuong ddi giir nguyén, diéu nay co
nghia tién hd trg chiém mot ty 1€ trong thu nhdp cua hd. Tién hd tro nha nude chiém ty 1€ 16n hon
trong thu nhap cta nhimg ho giau. Pidu nay co thé dugc giai thich bang vai tro cta luong huu nha
nude do luong huu chiém phan 16n tién hd trg nha nude cho cac hd giau nhat.
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Chuong 3

DAT BAI - QUYEN SU DUNG BAT, BAU TU
VA THI TRUONG

Pit 14 nhan td quan trong dbi véi hoat dong san xuat nong nghiép ciia hau hét cac ho gia dinh
Viét Nam. TAm quan trong cua dét dai duge thé hién trong nhiéu khia canh cta nén kinh té - xa hoi da
lam cho vén dé dit dai nhan dugc su quan tam dac bi¢t trong cac van ban quy pham phép luat cua Viét
Nam ca trong qua khtr va hién tai. Tiép theo viéc ban hanh Luat dit dai cac nam 1988, 1993 va 2003,
hién Chinh phu Viét Nam (do MoNRE chu tri) dang trong qua trinh du thao Luat dat dai méi cho giai
doan tiép theo. Mot s6 van dé cua Luat dat dai 2003 duoc xem xét lai cho phti hop véi tinh hinh méi,
va Du thao luat dat dai méi dang duge 1én ké hoach hoan thanh trinh Qudc hoi phé duyét trong thoi
gian toi.

Pbi v6i cac ho nong thon, viée tiép can v6i dat 1a quan trong ddi voi phat trién san xuat nong
nghiép va tao ngudn thu nhap. Qua trinh cong nghiép héa va su phat trién kinh té xa hoi dan dén lam
thay d6i muc dich st dung dat. Nhu véy, cau d6i voi dat tai Viét Nam dang ting 1én cho cac muc dich
cong nghiép va co so ha tang d6 thi da 1am cho ty 1¢ dat danh cho néng nghiép theo d6 da dan dan
giam theo thoi gian. Nhimng thay ddi nay tai Viét Nam sé tiép tuc tao ra nhidu van dé va thach thirc moéi

A , \ 5 ; 3A . /. \ A , A 5 , A A A e A 30
cho viéc str dung va quan ly dat dai néi chung va viéc str dung dat cia cac hg nong thon ndi riéng.

VARHS thu thap sb liéu vé bén loai dat: (i) dat do ho lam chii va sir dung; (ii) dat khong do ho
lam chu nhung h¢ st dung (c6 nghia la dét thué hodc muon); (iii) dat do ho 1am chu nhung khong su
dung (c6 nghia 1a dét cho thué); va (iv) dat do ho 1am chu trong qua khir nhung hién tai khong con lam
chu (c6 nghia 13 dat da ban hodc trao d6i). Ciing nhu trong cac chuong khéc, sb liéu panel duoc sir
dung bao goém s6 liéu ciia cac nam 2006, 2008 va 2010 va sb liéu théng ké chi tiét duoc trinh bay,
phan t6 theo tinh, gidi tinh va nhém chi tiéu luong thyc thuc pham trong timg diéu kién phan tich phu
hop. Bén canh d6, d6i v6i nam 2010, chiing t6i trinh bay s6 liéu vé tong sd co quyén s cho timg nim
nham muc dich c¢6 thé so sanh vdi cac két qua duge trinh bay trong bio cdo VARHS 2008 (CIEM et
al., 2009). Trong mot sé Bang va Hinh, don vi phan tich 13 ho nhung trong s6 cac Bang va Hinh khac,
don vi phan tich 1a manh dét. Téng sb c6 2.200 ho trong panel, nhung sé luong va dic diém cua cac
manh dit ma cac panel ho 1am cha va str dung thay d6i qua cac nam. Do d6, sé lwong quan sat thay d6i
phu thudc vao van dé quan tim.

3.1. Phan bo va phan manh dat dai
Do6i méi quan 1y vé dat dai tai Viét Nam bat dau v6i Luat Dat dai dau tién ban hanh nim 1988,
hai nim sau khi chuong trinh P6i méi kinh té bat dau. Pay 1a 1an dau tién, Luat Pat dai xem ho gia

30 Mot s6 ving dia 1y c6 trong cude diéu tra chiu tac dong nhiéu hon so vdi cac ving khac tir cac hién tuong nay. Tinh Ha
Tay cii, hién nay la mdt phan cia thanh pho Ha Noi, dua ra vi du vé mdt khu vuc da duoc chuyén d6i kha nhanh trong
viéc st dung phan 16n dat cia minh. Cac chudi dieu tra VARHS c¢6 s0 li€u tir ndm 2002 cia mot s6 ho song tai tinh Ha
Tay cii.
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dinh 14 don vi kinh té ty chu trong san xuét va phan phéi. Trén thuc té, viéc Nha nudc giao dét cho céc
ho gia dinh bit dau duoc thuc hién tai Viét Nam tir khi thuc hién Luat Pat dai ndm 1993 va tiép tuc
duoc trién khai trong qud trinh thuc hién Luat Dt dai gﬁn day duogc ban hanh cach Luat trén mdt thap
ky vao nam 2003. Theo quy dinh cua luat dat dai hién hanh, tit ca dit dai déu thudc vé “sé hitu toan
dan” Viét Nam va dugc Nha nudc thdng nhat quan 1y.

Vao nam 2009, 13 tridu ho nong thén da dwoc giao gan 8,5 triéu héc ta dat cho san xuit nong
nghiép, 3,8 tridu héc ta dit cho san xuat 1am nghiép va 601 nghin héc ta dat cho nudi trong thiy san
(MoNRE - Quyét dinh 2097b ngay 29/10/2009). Hau hét cac ho gia dinh nong thén dugc hudng loi tir
chinh sach giao dat khong thu tién sir dung dat. Chinh sach bao gdm viéc giao dudi 3 héc ta dat trong
cay hang nim va nudi trong thuy san trong giai doan 20 nam; dudi 10 héc ta (d6i voi ving dong bang)
va duéi 30 héc ta (d6i v6i ving mién nui) cho viée trong rimg trong giai doan 70 nam. Khi thoi han
giao dat hét, néu ho gia dinh vin c6 nhu cu va str dung dat phu hop véi quy hoach, Nha nuée s& kéo
dai thoi han giao dét cho hd.

Quyén ctia ngudi sir dung lién quan dén viéc giao dit dit bao gdm quyén chuyén doi, chuyén
nhuong, cho thué, cho thué lai, thira ké, cho tang, gop von kinh doanh va thé chép (gié tri quyén su
dung dét). Dat ciing c6 thé duoc str dung 1am tai san thé chp dé vay vén ngan hang va ho s& nhan
dugc tién dén bu khi Nha nude thu hoi dat. Nhimng thay ddi vé mat chinh sach nay tao diéu kién tot
hon cho cac giao dich tai thi truong quyén sir dung dat nong thon dang tré nén phd bién hon.

Trong phan nay, chiing tdi chi phan tich dat sin xuat nong nghiép ciia cac ho nong thon trong
phiéu diéu tra.’' Bang 3.1 trinh bay phén bd va phan manh dat ciia cac hd dugce chon mau. Gan 6% sb
ho tai 12 tinh khong co bat ky manh dit nong nghiép nao (su khac biét nho giita cac nim nhung khong
¢6 ¥ nghia thong ké dang ké). Ty 1& cac ho khong c6 dat thay doi khong gidng nhau giira 12 tinh, trong
d6 cac tinh mién Nam c6 ty 1€ ho khong co dét cao hon so véi céac tinh mién Bic. Tai mién Nam, tinh
¢6 ty 18 ho khong c6 dat cao nhat 1a Khanh Hoa véi 18% va thap nhét 1a Lam Dong vdi 6%. Tai mién
Bic, ty 1€ ho khong cé dét cao nhét duoc quan sat théy tai Lai Chau vdi 7% va thfip nhat tai Lao Cai
noi khong c6 hd nao khong cé dat trong nam 2010 (giam tir ty 18 2,4% ho khong c6 dat trong nam
2006).

Céc hd co6 chu ho nir thuong c6 ty 1€ khong cod dét cao hon so véi cac hd ¢6 cha hd nam: 10% ho
¢6 cht ho nir khong c6 dat va ty 1& nay cao hon dang ké (vé mat théng ké) so véi ty 18 5% ho c6 chit ho
nam khong c6 dat. Tuy nhién khong co dit khong nhét thiét c6 quan hé v6i nghéo d6i vi nhiéu ho giau
dugc thay 1a c6 it hodc khong co dit (xem Chuong 2).

! Trong ta‘:lt ca cac truong hop, su khac biét quan sat tpéy theo thoi gian dugc kiém nghiém véy nghia thong keé gitra ba
cudc dicu tra ndm 2006, 2008 va 2010. Tuy nhién, dé don gian hoa vi€c trinh bay két qua, y nghia thong ké cua cac khac
biét quan sat thay dan giai trong 101 van thay vi trong cac Bang can thiét.
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Bang 3.1: Phan bd va phan manh dat dai

~ Téngdat Dattrong SO lwgng Manh dét
Tong dat néong cadyhang manh c6chung Diéntich Dién tich

Khong néng nghiép nam (m® dathé b véicac manh dat manh dat
codat nghiép (m®* (m’trung trung  (trung manh dat (m’trung (m?trung
(%) trung binh) vi) binh) binh) khéc (%) binh) vi)

Tinh
Ha Tay 4.6 2.180 1.511 1.539 51 6,4 430 250
Lao Cai 0 10.217 7.020 6.046 52 6,4 1.980 1.000
Phu Tho 3,9 4.791 2472 2.034 6,4 10,0 749 316
Lai Chau 71 9.490 7.910 9.103 5,2 14,8 1.821 1.400
Pién Bién 1,9 11.916 8.900 10.053 6,1 4,3 1.942 1.000
Nghé An 6,8 6.765 2.745 3.014 4,8 10,0 1.413 500
Quang Nam 6,9 3.360 2.332 2.073 4,2 6,7 795 500
Khanh Hoa 18,4 8.828 3.000 4.358 3,3 10,2 2.657 1.344
Pak Lak 8,9 12.734 9.500 4.197 3,7 30,3 3.420 2.000
Pak Nong 5,8 24.815 19.500 3.110 3 15,8 8.243 4.000
Lam Dong 6 13.554 10.300 1.584 2,8 23,6 4770 3.000
Long An 94 14.697 6.000 11.248 29 374 5.048 2.385
Chii hé
N 10,3 4.738 2.000 2.818 3,8 11,8 1.240 427
Nam 49 8.845 3.700 4,673 49 14,5 1.820 500
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 4,5 8.479 4.400 5.269 4,7 8,7 1.802 702
Nghéo thi hai 4.1 7.104 3.600 4.003 4,9 14,3 1.454 500
Nhom gilra 57 6.067 2.900 3.457 45 16,1 1.345 500
Giau thtr hai 6,8 9.569 2.893 4.728 4,8 16,1 2.004 480
Giau nhat 9,1 8.802 2.942 3.977 4,3 14,4 2.030 460
Téng 2010 6,0 7.998 3.256 4.293 4,6 13,9 1.721 500
Tong 2008 6,2 8.072 3.216 4.336 4.8 13,5 1.679 500
Téng 2006 6,3 8.552 3.250 4.561 4,9 13,7 1.730 480
Téng 2010w 59 7.401 3.190 3.686 4,5 14,7 1.629 500

N 2010=2.200, N 2008=2.201, N 2006=2.118, N 2010w=1.314 (c6t 1); )
N 2010=2.067, N 2008=2.065, N 2006=1.985, N 2010w=1.239 (céc cot tir 2 dén 6); )
N 2010 manh dat=9.603, N 2008 manh dat=9.927, N 2006 manh dat=9.812, N 2010w ménh dat=5.666 (cac cot 7 va 8).

Hinh 3.1 cho thdy su thay ddi tinh hinh khéng c6 dat va su bién dbi gitta cac tinh ké tir nim
2006. Phat trién kinh té va cong nghiép hoa (nhu viéc xdy dung cac khu cong nghiép) tai Viét Nam da
tao ra nhirng thay d6i dang ké trong chuyén d6i muc dich st dung dat. Pac biét, dat nong nghiép giam,
thay thé bang viéc sir dung dat cho muc dich cong nghiép va d6 thi. Trong bdi canh nay, quan sat cho
thiy co su ting 1én vé tinh trang khong c6 dét tai cac tinh mién Béc nhu Ha Tay cii (giita ndm 2008 va
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2010), Pha Tho va Lai Chau va tai cac tinh mién Nam nhu Khanh Hoa (gitta nim 2008 va 2010), Dik
Lik va Lam Pong.

Hinh 3.1: Phan tram cac hé khong cé dat

30

25

20

15

10

H 2006 W 2003 2010

N 2010=2.200, N 2008=2.201, N 2006=2.118

Ma tran chuyén dich cac ho khong c6 dét gitta naim 2008 va 2010 duoc trinh bay trong Bang 3.2,
c6 92% s6 ho co dat trong ca nam 2008 va 2010 trong khi gan 4% sb ho khong c6 dat trong ca hai
nim. Do do, trong s6 6% sb ho khong c6 dat quan sat thdy trong nam 2010 (Bang 3.1), 4% s6 ho
khong ¢ dat cé tinh c¢d hitu trong khi d6 2% s6 ho co tinh bién d6i cao hon (roi vao tinh trang khong
c6 dat trong giai doan 2 nam). Quan sat ciing cho thay buc tranh twong tu vé su bién d6i dai han hon tir
c6 dét sang khong co dat va nguoc lai gitta naim 2006 va 2010.

Bang 3.2: Ma tran chuyén dich tinh trang khong ruéng dat, 2006-2008-2010 (phan tram)

Gitra nam 2008 va 2010 Gitra nam 2006 va 2010
Chuwa bao gi¢ khong co dat 92,2 91,9
Tré thanh hd khdng co dat 1,8 2,2
Thoét khéi tinh trang khéng c6 dat 2,2 2,7
Luén ludn khdng co dat 3,8 3,2
N 2177 2.079

Bang 3.2 cho thay binh quan tong dién tich dt nong nghiép do cac ho sir dung di giam trong
giai doan 2006 va 2010 mic di mirc giam sut khéng co ¥ nghia théng ké dang ké. Su sut giam twong
tu ciing dugc thiy trong dat hang nim nhung mét 1an nita su sut giam nay ciing khong co y nghia
thong ké. Dién tich binh quan ciia cac manh dat ciing it thay d6i qua cac ndm (trung vi nam 2010 1a
500 m®) ma khong co sy thay ddi dang ké nao vé& mit thdng ké duoc ghi nhan.
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Dién tich dat dai ctia ho c6 su khac nhau 16n giira cac tinh. Trir truong hop Quang Nam, tong
dién tich dat dai cua ho tai cac tinh mién Nam 1én hon nhiéu so véi cac tinh mién Bic. Bén canh do,
dat dai tai cac tinh mién Nam it manh man hon do sb manh dét trung binh mdi ho thudng thap hon (tir
3-4 manh dat tai mién Nam so voi tir 5-6 manh dit tai mién Béc) va trong ho thi cdc manh dat thuong
c6 chung bo vo1 cac manh dét khéc cua ho. Tai mién Béc, vé mat binh quan cac manh d4t nho hon, sd
lugng manh dat nhiéu hon va manh man hon. Nhiing dic diém dat dai nay tai mién Bac di tao ra nhiéu
thach thirc d6i v6i cac ho nong nghiép trong khu vuc. Vi du, don gian 1a viéc di chuyén tir manh dét
nay sang manh d4t khac kho khan hon, dac biét khi cac hoat dong ndng nghiép khong dugce co khi hoa.
Pé d6i phé voi tinh hinh nay, nhiéu dia phuong da thuc hién don dién doi thira nhung co it tién trién
trong viéc thuc hién do nhiing thach thic 16n lao ma thuc trang nay mang lai. Do vay, s6 liéu duoc
trinh bay ¢ day kh'fmg dinh réng muc d§ phan manh dét dai cao hon tai Viét Nam, nhung dac biét tai
mién Béc, van tiép tuc ton tai.

Vé gidi, cac hd co chu ho nit cé s6 lugng cac manh dat nho hon nhiéu ké ca dat nong nghiép noi
chung va dit cdy hang nim. Cac ho nay ciing ¢ cac manh dat nho hon va ty 16 manh dat co chung bo
v6i cac manh dat khac thip hon, dan dén kha niang san xuét c6 hiéu qua thip hon. Trong moi truong
hop, su khac biét giita nam gi6i va nir gioi c6 ¥ nghia thong ké dang ké. V& nhém chi tiéu luong thuc
thuc pham, khong c6 tuong quan rd rang giita viéc tré nén nghéo hon va 1am chii dit dai. Mdi quan hé
nay dudng nhu c6 dang hinh chit U véi nhitng hd thudc nhém chi tiéu & giita 6 it dat nhat, ca vé mat
sb lugng manh dét va dién tich ctia cac manh dat.

Su phan bo dat dai giita cac hd dwge mo ta trong Hinh 3.2. Hai do thi dau & phia trén cing cua
Hinh (a va b) trinh bay dudi 95% phan bd dat trong nam 2010 (5% dau dugc loai dé tranh do chéch do
mot s6 sd liéu ngoai bién cao). Cac ho khong c6 dit ciing dugc tinh. D6 thi (a) chi 16 rang dién tich
binh quan cdc manh dét caa ho 1a nhé véi phﬁn 16n cac ho ¢6 dién tich dit nho hon 1 héc ta. DO thi thu
hai (b) cho thdy su khac biét vé& phan bd dat giita mién Bic va mién Nam chi ra rang tai mién Nam c6
nhiéu ho c6 dién tich 16n hon (diéu nay ciing dugc két luat tir téng dién tich dat duoc trinh bay trong
Béang 3.1). Tai mién Bic, 86% ho c6 dién tich dat nho hon 1 héc ta trong khi tai mién Nam ty 1€ nay la
72%.

Hai do thi & gitta (¢ va d) trinh bay dudng cong Lorenz vé phan bd téng dién tich dit noéng
nghiép theo ving (mién Bic va mién Nam) va theo nam (2006, 2008 va 2010) trong khi hai d6 thi dudi
(e va f) ciing trinh bay phan b tong dién tich dat trong cay hang niam ciing theo ving va theo niam. Ddi
v6i tong dién tich dat, sy cong bang twong dbi trong phan bd dit gitra mién Béc va mién Nam khong 16
rang (cac duong cong Lorenz cit nhau trong d6 thi ¢), sy phan bo dat hang ndm con rd rang hon (P
thi €) v6i su phan bo dat cong bang hon tai mién Béc. Diéu nay phu hop véi mé hinh phan bo dat trong
qua khir va chinh sach giao dét tai Viét Nam. Cac d6 thi (d) va (f) trinh bay dudng cong Lorenz cho
cac cudc diu tra ndm 2006, 2008 va 2010 tuwong tmg ddi voi tong dién tich dit nong nghiép va dién
tich dét trong cay hang nam. Trong khi dudng nhu khong c6 nhiéu thay ddi vé su binh dang ctia viéc phan
b dat trdng cdy hang ndm qua cac nam, d6i v6i tong dién tich dit néng nghiép va duong cong Lorenz ctia
nim 2006 nam thap hon mot chit so v6i cic dudng cong cua ndm 2008 va 2010 cho thdy ¢ su dich
chuyén theo hudng phan bd binh dang hon di véi tong dién tich dat nong nghiép ké tir nam 2006.
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Hinh 3.2: Tong phan b dat va Phan bé dat theo viing

a. Phan b dét ctia dui 95 % - 2010

b. Phan b6 dét clia dudi 95% theo ving-2010
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Bang 3.3 (cot cudi cung) trinh bay hé sé Gini** di véi viée phan bd dit giita cac tinh va cac nhom
ho. Hé s6 Gini binh quan (cho tong mau) d6i v6i phan bd dat van 6n dinh twong ddi theo thoi gian ¢

32 Hé s6 Gini dua ra do luong dinh lugng vé sy bit binh déng. Cac gi4 tri gin 1 cho thiy su phan bd & muc do binh ding
cao hon.

58



quanh mirc 0,66, trong khi cac h¢ s6 Gini theo vung cling tuong tu & muc 0,63 tai 6 tinh mién Bic va
0,65 tai 6 tinh mién Nam trong nim 2010 cho thdy c6 mutc do bat binh ding cao hon mot chit trong
phan bo dét tai mién Nam.

Bang 3.3: Nguon goc manh dat (phan tram)

Nha nwéc/ Khai hoang Codat S6 lwong

X4 giao Thiraké  Mua va lan chiém Trao déi mién phi' manh dat Gini’
Tinh
Ha Tay 90,0 5,9 2,1 1,2 0,2 0,5 2.318 0,49
Lao Cai 38,3 33,0 5,6 23,2 0,0 0,0 449 0,48
Pha Tho 84,1 8,2 4,2 2,9 0,2 0,3 1.873 0,60
Lai Chau 22,3 17,3 0,6 59,6 0,0 0,2 542 0,43
Pién Bién 33,8 10,3 1,1 54,0 0,3 0,5 631 0,43
Nghé An 79,1 9,8 58 50 0,0 0,2 856 0,69
Quang Nam 85,0 9,7 2,2 2,5 0,1 0,4 1.141 0,51
Khanh Hoa 38,8 12,6 30,1 17,5 0,0 0,0 103 0,71
Pék Lak 16,6 10,3 446 26,5 0,4 1,3 457 0,47
Pék Nong 55 6,5 47 4 39,2 0,0 1,4 291 0,49
Lam Bdng 6,2 16,8 29,1 48,0 0,0 0,0 179 0,49
Long An 10,0 60,7 26,6 1,5 08 0,4 753 0,65
Chu hé
N 70,2 12,7 8,8 7,2 0,1 1,0 1.626 0,68
Nam 61,4 14,5 9,1 14,4 0,2 0,3 7.957 0,64
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 52,5 16,2 45 26,2 0,1 0,6 1.999 0,59
Nghéo th hai 67,4 12,1 5,9 14,2 0,2 0,2 2.051 0,61
Nhém gitra 67,2 12,6 11,2 78 0,3 08 1.853 0,63
Giau th hai 62,8 15,2 10,3 11,0 0,1 0,3 1.956 0,71
Giau nhét 65,0 14,8 14,1 55 0,4 0,2 1.734 0,71
Tdng 2010 62,9 14,2 9,0 13,3 0,2 0,4 9.593 0,66
Tdng 2008 64,8 12,8 7.6 13,4 1,2 NA 9.916 0,65
Tbng 2006 68,3 12,3 6,3 12,6 0,4 NA 9.805 0,67
Téng 2010w 63,5 13,6 10,6 11,7 0,2 0,4 5.658 n/a

Lwu y: Muc “ly do khac” khéng dwoc trinh bay & nhuwng cé mire thap hon 0,1% trong ndm 2010, 0,23% trong nam 2008 va 0,13%
trong nam 2006.

" Muc ther 6 “co dat mién phi/dwoc giao theo du &n/chuong trinh” khdng cé trong cac ndm trudc ndm 2010 va diéu nay lam cho
viéc so sanh gitra cac ndm |a mot van dé lon. C6 18 muc nay dwoc gdp vao nhdm “khac” trong ndm 2006 va 2008. Tuy nhién, ca
hai muc “khac” va “co dat mién phi” chi chiém dudi 1% ngudn dat co duoc, do vay hai muc nay khong cé &nh hwéng nhiéu dén
st phan b cta cac muc khac.

% He sb GINI dbi voi 6 tinh mién Béc 1a 0,63 trong nam 2010 trong khi hé sb GINI dbi voi 6 tinh mién Nam 1a 0,65.
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Béng 3.3 ciing cho thay ngudn gdc cac manh dat cua ho. Sau cot ddu tién trong Bang nay trinh
bay tong quan vé phuong thirc cac ho gia dinh c6 duge manh dit 6 bang cach nao. Hau hét cac manh
dat (63%) do Nha nudc hoic xi giao dat, dic biét tai Ha Tay cil, Quang Nam va Pht Tho tai mién Bic.
R rang 14 ho nong dan trong cac tinh khac nhau c6 nhiing cach thirc khac nhau trong viéc tiép can dat
dai hién co6 cua ho. Vi du tai Long An, cac hd c6 dugc 61% s6 manh dat cia minh thong qua thtra ké
trong khi tai Pik Nong, gﬁn mot nira s6 manh dat dugc mua trén thi truong. Tai Lam Déng, gr:in mot
ntra s6 manh dét co duoc thong qua viéc khai pha va lan chiém. Tai cac tinh mién Nam, trir trudng hop
Quang Nam, tr 27% dén 47% sb manh dit duoc mua trén thi truong cho théy su khac biét 16n voi cac
tinh mién Béc noi ma ty 1¢ nay chi trong khoang tir 1% dén 6%. Cac ho trong cac nhom chi tiéu luong
thyc thuc pham cao hon dudng nhu ¢6 xu hudng cé duge dat dai thong qua thi trudng mua ban nhung
diéu nay phu thudc vao cc nhan tb dia diém hon la phu thudc vao su giau co.

C6 it sy bién ddi theo thoi gian trong viée c6 duoc dat. Quan sat cho thiy c6 xu hudng ngay cang
tang 1én cuia viéc c6 dat qua thi trudng mua ban quyén sir dung dat véi mirc ting nhé nhung c6 ¥ nghia
vé mit thong ké. Thu hep s6 liéu & pham vi cic manh dat duge mua trong 5 nim qua (xem Béng 3.4)
cho thdy vai tro cua thi truong mua ban quyén sir dung dat ngiy cang ting. Trong s6 nhitng manh dat
duoc mua trong ba nim qua, 47% dwuoc mua thong qua thi truong mua ban dat. Hon nira, cac manh dat
do khai pha va 1an chiém ciing 1a phuong thirc phd bién hon dé c6 dat cing voi xu huéng giam méanh
ty 1€ manh d4t dugc Nha nude giao dat.

Bang 3.4: Nguon goc clia cac manh dat méi mualcé dworc

Nha ) Thi trwéng Khai pha C6 dit Téng scf>
nwoc/xa  Thiva ké mua ban valan Trao déi midnohj Manh dat
giao (=dworc mua) chiem P (100 %)
TAt ca cac manh dat 62,9 14,2 9,0 13,3 0,2 0,4 9.593
Céc manh dat >2005 40,9 6,6 29,2 19,9 2,3 0,6 487
Céc manh dat >2007 14,8 7,7 473 24,3 4.1 1,8 169

Luu y: Dya trén sb liéu nam 2010 vé cic manh dat

Nhin chung, 1 rang 1a nhitng ho tham gia vao thi trudng dat thuong 1a cac ho giau hon. Hién tai
thi truong dat van nho va nhu vay chi co nhitng thay d6i nho dbi véi tinh cong bang trong viéc phan bod
dat trong mau cua VARHS theo thoi gian. Vi thi trudng dat s& phat trién manh hon, viéc giam sat tac
dong cua thi truong dat ddi v6i phan bd dat 1a rat quan trong dé xem liéu c6 phai chu yéu van 1a nguoi
giau tham gia vao thi truong dat hay khong.

3.2. Gidy chitng nhan quyén sir dung dat

Viéc cip gidy chimg nhan quyén sir dung dit (LURCs hodc “S6 d6”) da dugc thyc hién tir nim
1990 theo quy dinh trong Luat DAt dai nim 1987 va Quyét dinh s6 201 QB/PKTK ngay 14/7/1989 cua
Téng cuc Quan 1y dat (hién nay 1a B Tai nguyén va méi trudng, MoNRE). Tuy nhién, trude Luat Dat
dai ndm 1993, viéc hiéu quy dinh nay rat han ché véi hau hét cac dia phuong chi thuc hién cac chuong
trinh thir nghiém hodc cip gidy chimg nhan tam thoi cho cac hd va ca nhan sir dung dat. Sau khi ban
hanh Luét Dat dai nam 1993, viéc cap LURC c6 vai trd quan trong va viéc cap gidy chimg nhan nay
cai tién dang ké sau Luat DAt dai nam 2003 va dic biét ké tir khi thuc hién Nghi quyét $6
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07/2007/QH12 (ngay 12/11/2007) ctia Qubc hoi vé phat trién kinh té xa hoi cho nam 2008 trong d6
MoNRE huéng dan cac dia phuong thuc déy viéc cép LURC nham muc dich hoan thanh nhiém vu nay
vao nam 2010 d6i véi tat ca cac loai dat trén ca nude. Vao ddu nam 2009, ty 18 cap LUCR cua ca nudc
1a 88,1% dbi véi ving danh cho san xuat nong nghiép va mit nudc nudi trong thiy san, 65,9% do6i véi
dat 1am nghiép va 79,9% dbi véi dat ¢ tai cac khu vuc nong thon (MoNRE, 2009).

Trong diéu tra ctia chiing t6i, tit ca cac ho c6 dat nong nghiép déu co gidy chimg nhan quyén sir
dung dat hay dugc goi 1a S6 d6. Day 1a mot loai gidy chimg nhan do ho ndm giit trong d6 LURC ddi
v6i cac manh dit dugc ding ky. Tuy nhién c6 sy bién doi nhidu vé tinh trang c6 S6 d6 trong sé luong
manh dat ma cac ho ding ky. Hinh 3.3 cho thiy ty 1¢ manh dat do cac ho trong miu VARHS nim giit
c6 LURC (hodc dang ky trong LURC) 1a 73% trong nam 2010. Co6 sy khac bi¢t 16n gilra cac tinh. Tai
Pht Tho va Long An, hau hét cic manh dit ma cac hd s hitu déu c6 LURC trong khi tai Pién Bién va
Lai Chau, dudi 40% s6 manh dat do cac ho so hitu co gidy chimg nhan. Khac biét trong viéc co gidy
chtrng nhan quyén st dung dit gitra cac ho c6 chit ho nam va cac hd c6 cha ho nit ciing rat rd rang
trong Hinh 3.3: dét ctia cac ho ¢ chi ho nit cd ty 1¢ c6 LURC cao hon so véi dét ctia cac ho co chi hd
nam. Piéu nay cé thé do nhiéu yéu t6, nhur vi tri va thoi diém c6 manh dat d6 hodc xu hudng cua cac
ho c6 chu hd nir tich cyc hon trong vi¢e c6 dugc LURC va do vay day 1a mot linh vyc thu vi danh cho
nghién ctru sau hon trong tuong lai.

Hinh 3.3: Ty |é cac manh dat c6 s6 dé (phan tram)

120

100

N 2010=2.068, N 2008=2.091

Giita nam 2008 va 2010, chiing t6i thdy c6 su sut giam ty 1¢ manh dt ma ho lam chi c6 gidy
chtrng nhan mic du & mac tong hop, su sut giam nay khong c6 ¥ nghia thong ké dang ké. Dic biét tai
Lao Cai, chung t6i quan sat thay c6 sy sut giam 16n tir 87% s6 manh dét trong nam 2008 xubng con
58% s6 manh dét trong nam 2010. Co thé c6 mot sd giai thich cho sy sut giam 16n ndy va quan sat cho
thay sy sut giam nho hon ddi véi cac nhom ho khac. Trude hét, c6 mot sé vi du vé cac dy an 16n vé co
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sO ha tang va cong nghiép din dén viéc tai phan bd dat cho ngudi néng dan va nhitng manh dat nay
chua duoc cép LURC méi. Hai 13, nhiéu manh dat 16n hon duge tao méi tir cac nd luc don dién do6i
thira chua nhan duge LURC. Ba 13, trong mét sb truong hop chinh quyén tinh da cap LURC tam thoi
cho cac hd va cac LURC tam thoi nay dang duogc thay thé bang cac LURC chinh thirc phit hop véi
huéng dan cua nha nude. Cudi cing, cd thé co cac truong hop ho chia dat (vi du bé me cho con dét)
ma chua dugc cdp LURC “méi”. Su thay ddi trong viéc cAp LURC can phai c6 nghién ctru sdu hon
nita dé khai thac panel s6 liéu & cAp manh dat duoc thu thap tir nam 2006.

C6 LURC dam bao cho nhimg ho str dung dit. LURC mang lai cho cac ho sy bao ho phap 1y
trong trudng hop tranh chép, kién céo hodc diéu chinh dbi véi viée s hitu manh dat trong trudng hop
thay d6i muyc dich sir dung dit. Tuy nhién, thong tin thu duoc cho thay, vin con nhidu manh dat chwa
dugc cip s6 do va co nhiéu Iy do tir phia cac hd gia dinh cho tinh trang ndy. Ly do quan trong nhat
(dugc d& cap trong 43% sb truong hop) 1a dit dugc mua trude day khong thude vé ai. Mot 1y do khéc
cling kha phd bién 1a cac ho don gian khong lay LURC cho manh dét tir cdc co quan c6 tham quyén
lién quan (25% s6 trudong hop). Trong 18% sd truong hop, cac hd cho rang cé sy thoa thuan vé viée sir
dung dat nhung cac hg chua s¢ hiru LURC. Gan 14% sb hd dua ra cac ly do “khéac”. Chi c6 mot ty 1€
rat thip cac truong hop (0,4%) 1y do dugc dua ra 1a dat dang trong tinh trang tranh chép.

Theo Luat Pat dai nam 1993, LURC chi c6 tén cua mot nguoi, thuong 1a chu hd. Luat Dt dai
nam 2003 quy dinh viéc ddng ky tén cta ca hai ngudi trong truong hop cac cip vo chong di két hon,
¢ nghia 14 ¢6 ca tén ctia vo/chong chii ho. Phan 16n ngudi huong loi tir chinh sich méi nay 1a phu nit
vi trong qua khtr dat c6 lién quan dén cac van ban chi dugc ding ky dudi tén cua nguoi chdng. Muc
dich cta thay d6i nay trong luat 13 nhdm ning cao binh dang gidi tai cac khu vuc nong thon. Bang 3.5
trinh bay tom tat (nhimg) ngudi ¢ tén trong LURC.

S6 liéu cho thiy c6 sy thay doi nho qua cac nam. Trong hau hét cac trudng hop, chi ¢6 tén cua
cht ho c6 trong LURC (82%). Gan 4% céc truong hop, chi co tén cia vo/chdng chi ho trong LURC
va gan 9% LURC c6 ca tén vo va chong. Mirc tang 1én nho tir 7,3% trong nam 2008 1én 8,6% trong
niam 2010 ¢ y nghia 16n vé mat thong ké nhung c6 d¢ 16n nho. Céac hinh thirc khac, nhu chi ho véi
con hoic v6i nguoi khac khong phai 1a thanh vién ho chiém 6% sé LURC.

Mot 1an nita c6 sy khac biét 10n giita cac tinh. Mot s6 tinh mién Nam va Tay Nguyén c6 ty 1é cao
nhat s6 manh dat c6 ca hai tén trong LURC tuong tng 1a 49% va 39%, trong khi tai tinh mién Bic nhu
Lai Chau khong c¢6 LURC nao c6 ca tén vo va chong duoc dang ky. Pha Tho, Quang Nam va Long An
¢6 ty 18 dudi 5% LURC c6 ca tén vo va chong duoc dang ky. Nhitng khac biét 16n nay giita cac tinh c6
thé do cac chinh sach khac nhau vé phan bo thong tin hodc tién d6 thuc hién luat méi khac nhau. Co
thé c6 cac 1y do khac, vi du tai tinh noi ¢6 ty 1¢ LURC méi duge cap gan ddy cao thuong duge o ty 1¢
ghi tén hai nguoi trong S6 d6 cao hon do thuc hién theo quy dinh méi.

Chung t6i ciing thdy rang cac hd c6 chu ho nir thuong cé ty 16 manh dat co dang ky tén cua ca vo
va chong thap hon va diéu nay c6 ¥ nghia do rat nhiéu ho trong sé cac ho nay 1a ho don than. Ciing co
su khac biét giita cac nhom chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham, mic du khong c6 hinh mau rd rang nio
phat sinh.
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Bang 3.5: Co’ cau ding ky tén trong s6 dé (phan triam)

Ca chu ho va

Chi c6 chii ho Chi voichéng volchéng Khac
Tinh
Ha Tay 79,1 52 9,5 6,2
Lao Cai 74,5 04 22,5 2,5
Phu Tho 87,5 2,8 3,2 6,5
Lai Chau 92,3 0,0 0,0 7,7
Dién Bién 83,4 1,8 6,0 8,8
Nghé An 81,7 29 11,7 3,7
Quang Nam 90,8 2,0 3,8 34
Khanh Hoa 63,6 13,1 15,2 8,1
Dak Lak 83,2 29 6,8 7,2
bak No6ng 43,4 2,2 491 53
Lam Ddng 52,8 0,0 39,4 7,7
Long An 83,2 7,7 3,4 5,8
Chu ho
N 76,3 8,9 4,0 10,9
Nam 83,6 2,4 9,7 4.3
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe phdm
Nghéo nhéat 80,6 2,0 8,8 8,6
Nghéo thi hai 86,4 2,3 7,7 3,6
Nhém gilra 80,1 6,9 6,7 6,3
Giau tht hai 80,8 29 11,5 49
Giau nhat 82,5 3,6 8,5 54
Tong 2010 82,1 3,6 8,6 5,6
Téng 2008 80,8 3,2 7,3 8,7
T6ng 2006 83,3 2,7 6,9 7,1
Tbng 2010w 79,8 3,6 10,3 6,2

N 2010=7.659, N 2008=8.374, N 2006=8.667, N 2010w=4.170

3.3. Han ché trong sir dung dat

Do céc quan ngai chil yéu vé an ninh lwong thuc, Chinh pha Viét Nam giam sat chit ché viéc
chuyén d6i muc dich st dung dat tir trong laa sang trong cac loai cy khac va sang cac muc dich sir
dung phi néng nghiép khac. Bang 3.6 trinh bay ty 16 manh dat bi han ché sir dung va cac hinh thirc han
ché khac nhau d6i véi dat duoc cac ho dugc diéu tra sir dung
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Bang 3.6: Han ché doi véi dat khong phai la dat & (phan tram)

Cac hinh thirc han ché Iwa chon cay trong Xay dwng cong

trinh kién c6 _Cuyen sang

Han ché

chinh thirc . , . AL st dung phi néng
vé lya chon Trong latat  Trong lua Khic k(ﬁ[lan :Iram nghiép {phan trém
caytrong cacacmua motsomua O:'?ép;l’f.’c khéng dwoc phép)

Tinh

Ha Tay 58,2 12,1 83,8 4,2 93,4 92,1

Lao Cai 1,4 83,3 0 16,7 68,1 66,1

Phu Tho 33,5 22,6 73,9 3.5 85,5 85,7

Lai Chau 0,0 79,5 81,2

Dién Bien 7,8 80 17,8 2,2 713 76,9

Nghé An 46,5 27 62 11 79,6 79,2

Quéang Nam 40,4 49,1 44,0 6,8 85,4 81,7

Khanh Hoa 0,0 58,0 55,6

Pak Lak 5,5 20 68 12 66,0 63,5

Pak Nong 5,6 25 68,8 6,3 31,7 31,9

Lam Ddng 0,0 30,2 241

Long An 6,2 77,8 20 2,2 68,9 68,2

Cha ho

NG 32,7 27,2 65,7 7,1 80,1 78,9

Nam 30,8 24,1 70,8 5,1 80,2 79,9

Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham

Nghéo nhét 19,9 27,9 65,3 6,8 77,0 76,1

Nghéo tht hai 30,3 22,5 69,1 8,5 82,1 81,1

Nhom gitra 35,7 27,4 68,4 4,3 82,6 82,9

Giau tht hai 35,7 22,2 74,8 3,0 80,2 79,3

Giau nhat 35,6 24,4 70,3 53 78,8 78,8

Téng 2010 31,0 24,7 69,9 54 80,2 79,7

Tong 2008 45,1 42,6 50,4 7,1 80,3 81,0

Tong 2006 53,7 35,2 56,0 8,7 80,8 81,0

Téng 2010w 32,1 24,9 68,2 6,9 78,6 78,2

N 2010=9,087, N 2008=9,750, N 2006=9,940, N 2010w=5,332

Mic du ¢ cac han ché va nd luc cia mot sb dia phuong trong viéc duy tri dat tré)ng Iua, téng
dién tich tré)ng laa tai Viét Nam van dang giam di. Tinh binh quan cho giai doan 2000-2009, di¢n tich
dat trong lua giam trung binh gan 18 nghin héc ta hang nam. Phan 16n dit duoc “chuyén d6i” ndy nam
trong cac khu viuc mau m& cia Dong bang song Hong va song Citru Long (MoNRE, 2009). Trong phan
nay, chung t6i phan tich nhitng han ché ma chinh quyén dit ra vé viéc sir dung dit nong nghiép. Vi
quan tam dén viéc su dung dat, chung t6i tinh tat ca cac loai dit ma ho su dung cho du do 1a dat ho 1am
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chu, dat thué hay d4t muon. Cac manh dat chi duoc sir dung cho muc dich dé & (dét thd cu) bi loai
khdi phan tich nay.

Nhu Bang 3.6 cho thiy, tinh binh quén, c¢6 cac hinh thitrc han ché chinh thirc ddi v6i khoang mot
phan ba tong s6 cac manh dét va ty 18 nay dang giam di manh qua cic nam. Hinh thirc han ché phd
bién nhét 1a budc nguoi nong dan tréng lua (94,6% téng sb cac han ché). Han ché c6 thé dugc dit ra
trong mot s6 hodc trong tat ca cac muc nhu duoc trinh bay trong Hinh 3.4, mtrc d6 chét ché cua cac
han ché (dugc do luong theo cich nay) thay doi giira cac tinh. Trong niam 2010, 25% s6 manh dét bi
han ché bi han ché trong tit ca cac mua va ty 1 ndy thip hon so v6i cac muc ctia nim 2006 va 2008.
Mirc d6 chit ché cao trong nim 2008 c6 thé phan anh phan tng cua chinh quyén dbi véi su ting gia
lvong thuc nam 2008 (dac bi¢t 1a gia gao). Nhu Hinh 3.4 trinh bay, mac do chat ché dac bi¢t 1o rang
tai mot s tinh cu thé nhu Pht Tho, Lai Chau va Nghé An & mién Bic va Quang Nam, Khanh Hoa va
& mure it chit ché hon mot chut tai ik Nong & mién Nam.

Hinh 3.4: Phan trdm cac manh dat bj han ché noi ho gia dinh can cay lua tat ca cac mua
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N 2010=2.820, N 2008=4.367, N 2006=5.333

Nhin chung, han ché trong lua chon cy trong thay doi gitta cac tinh, phd bién nhit tai Ha Tay cii
& Pdng bang song Hong, tai Nghé An va Quang Nam ¢ mién Trung va tai Phu Tho ¢ trung du mién
nui phia Bic. Duong nhu khéng c6 twong quan rd rang gitta cac han ché va giéi tinh ctia chi ho hoic
nhém chi ti€u luong thuc thuc phém cua ho.

Céac han ché khac dbi véi dat nong nghiép, vi du nhu cong trinh xay dung kién cb hodc vé
chuyén muc dich sir dung dét sang str dung cho muc dich phi nong nghiép ciing ton tai va tham chi phd
bién hon so v&i han ché vé cay trong. Khoang 80% s méanh dét bi han ché theo nhiing cach thirc nay
(Bang 3.6) va mot 1an nira c6 sy khac biét dang ké gitra cac tinh. S liéu cho thiy cac han ché nghiém
ngit van ton tai & mién Bac. Hon nita, nhitng hinh thirc han ché nay khong giam theo thoi gian.

Hinh 3.5 minh hoa vé Gidy chimg nhin quyén sir dung dit c6 lién quan nhu thé nao dbi véi
nhiing han ché dbi v&i manh dat v& mat lua chon cay tréng. Cac han ché vé mat lya chon cay tréng
giam theo cac nim diéu tra d6i voi ca dit c6 va dat khong co gidy chimg nhan quyén sir dung dat. Noi
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chung, cdc manh dat c6 LURC thuong bi han ché hon vé& mat lua chon cay tréng. Diéu nay duong nhu
c6 tuong quan voéi loai dét va chét luong cua manh dét hodc véi thuc té 1a c6 LURC lam cho céc han
ché tré nén bat budc hon. Co sy khac nhau 16n giira cac tinh trong mbi quan hé gitra gidy ching nhan
quyén su dung dét va cac han ché. Tai mot s tinh, cac manh dat khong c6 LURC thuong bi han ché
hon (vi du tai Phu Tho, Pak Nong va Long An) trong khi tai cac tinh khéc thi tinh hinh nguoc lai.
Dang chii y 1 sy khac biét trong cac han ché gitta cac manh dat c6 va khong c6 gidy chimg nhéan
quyén st dung dét rd rang hon dbi voi cac manh dét ciia cac hd c6 chit hd nam so v6i cac manh dit caa
céc ho co chu ho nit va d6i véi cac manh dat cua cac ho ngheo hon (ba nhom chi tiéu luong thuc thuc
pham thap nhat).

Hinh 3.5: Ty |é cac manh dat bj han ché cay trong theo tinh trang s6 d6 (phan tram)
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N 2010=9.087, N 2008=13.972, N 2006=9.940

3.4. Pau tu trén dit

Mot co s& quan trong cho viéc cdp gidy ching nhan quyén st dung dat 1a ky vong rang gidy
chtng nhan quyén sir dung dat c6 thé khuyén khich dau tu vi ngudi dan cam thiy dam bao hon trong
viéc su dung dai han dét dai cia minh. Vi du canh tac cac vu mua hang nam, yéu ciu khong chi dau tu
ngén han ma con can dau tu dai han vé co s6 ha t?mg ddi voi san xudt, dac biét la vé tudi tidu va déy manh
boi bo dat dai. Néu khong ¢ su dam bao quyén lam chu, cac hd co xu hudng chi dau tu tam thoi. Bang 3.7
minh hoa ty 1¢ cic manh dat do cac ho sir dung (ké ca dat 1am chii va dat thué) duoc dau tu vé tudi tiéu va
canh tic cay trong. S6 liéu duoc trinh bay ddi v6i nhitng manh dat ¢6 va khong co LURC.

Quan sat cho thiy ty 1& s6 manh dat duoc tudi tiéu, ké ca dat c6 va khong ¢6 LURC da ting 1én.
Su tang 1én nay dic biét rd rang trong hai nim qua. Nhitng manh dit c6 LURC c6 xu hudng dugc tudi
tiéu cao hon déng ké so v6i nhitng manh dat khong ¢6 LURC (ngoai trir Quang Nam). Dit tai cac tinh
ving cao thuong it duge tudi tiéu hon so véi dat & cac tinh dong bang va dat do cac ho giau hon nim
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giit thudng duoc tudi tiéu nhidu hon so véi dat do cac ho nghéo nam gitr. Pidu nay co thé do cac dic
diém cta nhitng manh dit ma cac ho nim gitr nhung dudng nhu su khac biét 1a do nhing kho khin
khéc nhau vé dau tu tai chinh. Dac biét ¢ su khac biét dang chu y gitra ty 1¢ s6 manh dat duoc tudi
tiéu khong c6 s6 do do cac hd nghéo va ho giau nam giir (v6i ty 1é twong tmg 1a 45% va 82%). Khong
¢6 sy khac biét ddc biét trong hanh vi dau tu trén cac manh dat c6 va khong c6 gidy ching nhan quyén
sir dung d4t d6i v6i nhom chi tiéu lwong thuce thuc pham gidu nhit (83% so v&i 82%) trong khi su
chénh 1éch nay 1a 26 diém phan tram ddi v6i nhom chi tiéu nghéo nhat (71% so voi 45%). Nghién ctru
sau hon vé nguyén nhan ctia mdi quan hé giita gidy ching nhan quyén st dung dat va dau tu c6 thé
gitip cung cap thong tin cho chinh sach vé pham vi ma dat c6 gidy ching nhan, dic biét dbi v6i cac ho
nghéo hon, giup lam ting dau tu.

Bang 3.7: Hién trang dau tw dat - Thiy loi va Cay lau nam

Ty |é cac manh dat _ Ty 1é cac manh dat
co twai tiéu trong cay lau nam/cay bui
Tatedcse a0 cs Tatcacac a0 s
manrl dat LURC LURC manfl dat dwoc LURC LURC
duwoc str dung st dung

Tinh
Ha Tay 93,5 92,2 93,3 58 57 6,6
Lao Cai 60,1 54,3 65,8 25,2 23,7 274
Phu Tho 76,0 66,9 76,1 15,8 11,8 16,9
Lai Chau 46,9 32,5 72,9 3,3 1,4 6,9
Dién Bién 32,3 20,1 54,7 15,0 14,7 15,4
Nghé An 75,6 58,3 78,1 11,6 17,2 11,6
Quang Nam 70,6 75,3 70,0 7,7 9,2 7,3
Kt)énh,Hc‘)a 69,1 28,6 85,2 39,5 52,4 38,9
Dak Lak 72,5 69,5 73,1 55,6 51,9 61,3
Pak Néng 71,7 61,8 75,9 63,6 55,1 68,4
Lam Dong 58,4 53,7 59,8 69,4 70,7 70,1
Long An 75,6 38,5 75,3 31,7 46,2 33,0
Cha ho
NG 73,4 71,0 73,8 16,9 18,1 17,5
Nam 73,6 57,4 78,3 17,7 16,6 19,3
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 61,0 447 70,8 13,9 12,1 16,3
Nghéo th hai 69,9 51,3 74,8 15,5 18,1 15,5
Nhém gilra 77,7 68,3 79,4 15,6 20,9 15,3
Giau th hai 79,2 74,3 79,6 20,8 19,0 23,1
Giau nhat 83,3 82,1 82,8 23,7 19,9 25,9
Téng 2010 73,5 59,2 77,5 17,6 16,8 19,0
Tong 2008 69,6 56,6 71,9 18,3 19,1 19,3
Tong 2006 68,2 55,1 72,4 15,3 14,2 15,7
Téng 2010w 74,4 62,3 77,5 19,7 22,8 20,0

N 2010=9.090, N 2008=9.753, N 2006=9.944
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Ty 1é s6 manh dat dugc trong cay dai ngay/cdy bui thdp hon nhiéu so véi ty 1& s manh dét co hé
thdng tudi tiéu (didu nay khong gy ngac nhién vi cic manh dat dugc danh cho cdy lau nam c6 ty 18
thip hon trong cudc diéu tra so voi cac manh dat trong cdy hang nam) va c6 rat it thay doi theo thoi
gian. So sanh gitra cac manh dét c6 va khong co6 gidy chimg nhén, sy khac biét 1a khong 16n nhung c6
y nghia déng ké vé mit thong ké.

Bang 3.8: Dau tw cta cac hé trong 2 ndam qua

Twéi tiéu/Baové  Céng trinh nudi trong Cac cong trinh (ban) Cay lau nam
dat/nguon nwéc thay san kién co khac va cay bui
Gia tri Gia tri Gia tri Gia tri

& (000d) % (000d) & (000d) % (000d)
Tinh
Ha Tay 22,3 1.019 3,3 21.250 1,3 21.167 52 1.288
Lao Cai 81,6 45 19,5 2.089 9,2 17.919 8 145
Phu Tho 62,1 66 41 6.946 34 23.232 6,1 4,702
Lai Chau 27,9 461 0 0 29 273 0 0
Dién Bién 38,8 585 29,1 889 3.9 2.526 3.9 2.346
Nghé An 77,1 45 8,4 3.660 84 4.974 5 420
Quéng Nam 47,8 535 11 4.873 0,7 13.125 04 10.294
Khanh Hoa 16,1 1.692 9,7 2.754 3,2 29.867 9,7 2423
Pak Lak 447 578 7,3 5.351 12,2 91.168 43,1 1.014
Pak Nong 30,9 304 5,2 22.336 4.1 372.079 41,2 3.866
Lam Déng 7.9 351 1,6 238 6,3 8.984 81 727
Long An 5,8 10.955 5 13.959 39 8.736 35 493
Cha ho
N 30,5 321 1,6 2.691 1,9 11.107 5,9 1.028
Nam 40,9 604 7,1 7.552 4,5 48.505 11,8 1.903
Nhom chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhat 49,9 240 4,7 1.096 47 12.008 5.2 769
Ngheo thir hai 474 441 8,1 6.748 4,5 15.222 9,5 1.069
Nhom giira 36,9 436 34 2.049 2,9 31.757 8,5 1.044
Giau the hai 30,5 1.023 6,1 10.684 41 47.636 14,6 2.162
Giau nhat 28,2 1.004 7,5 11.324 35 133.489 15,5 2.707
Téng 2010 38,8 557 6,0 7.238 4,0 44.498 10,6 1.804
Téng 2008 36,1 1.288 7.2 4.068 7.9 19.565 12,7 2.450
Tdng 2010w 451 381 6,9 7.493 54 36.649 12,6 1.158

N 2010=2.067, N 2008=2.065, N 2010w=1.239
Luuy: Khong bao gdm nhiing hd khéng co dat
Céc sb ligu vé gia tri dwoc tinh & mirc gia ¢b dinh nam 2010 cda tinh Ha Tay c.

Bang 3.8 trinh bay s liéu thong ké tom tit vé du tu c¢6 lién quan dén dat dai dién ra trong giai
doan 2 niam trudc cudc diéu tra. Bang nay cho thay ty 18 ho c6 dau tu va gia tri dau tu binh quan (mién
1a ho dau tu) dugc tinh & mirc gia ¢b dinh ndm 2010 cia tinh Ha Tay cii.”® Ty 16 ho ¢6 dau tu vao cac

3 Can luu ¥ 14 sy khac biét gitra dau tu va duy tri/bao ton co phan khong r6 rang trong bbi canh nay. Vi du cac kénh va
kénh tudi tidu cin phai dugc nao vét thuong xuyén dé tranh sy xudng cép cua cac hé thdng. Mot sé ho c6 thé xem cac
hoat dong duy tri nay 1a dau tu.
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hinh thirc bdi bo dét cu thé trong hai nim qua d3 ting 1én vé tudi tiéu hodc bao ton dat va nudc (tir
36% lén 39%) nhung giam ddi véi tit ca cac hinh thirc dau tu khac (moi thay doi déu c6 ¥ nghia déng
ké vé mat théng ké). C6 su khac biét 16n theo gidi trong ca ty 1€ ho co dau tu va gia tri dau tu. Cac ho
¢6 cha ho nit duoc thdy 1a ¢6 xu hudng dau tu thip hon va khi ho dau tu thi gia tri dau tu ciing thap
hon nhiéu. Liéu diéu nay 1a do cac yéu cau khac nhau vé co so ha tang hay cac kho khian dau tu khac
nhau van chua duoc biét rd. Lay mot vi du dau tu vé co so ha ting tudi tiéu (Bang 3.7), chung toi thay
cac manh dat khong c6 gidy ching nhan quyén st dung dat cia cac hd ¢ chi ho nit dudng nhu c6 xu
hudng da c6 co so ha ting tudi tiéu cao hon so v&i cac manh dat khong cé gidy chimg nhan quyén sir
dung dit cta cac ho c6 cha ho nam. Diéu nay co thé giai thich tinh trang ddu tu thip hon ctia cac ho c6
chu ho ntr.

Khéng c¢6 mbi quan hé rd rang giita ddu tu va nhom chi tiéu lwong thuc thuc pham cta ho. Pidu
nay duoc quan sat thiy di véi tat ca cac hinh thirc dau tu trir tudi tiéu, dau tu bdi bd dat va dau tu
ngudn nude thi ty 16 dau tu nhod hon & cic nhém chi tiéu lwong thuc thuc phim cao hon trong khi gia
tri dau tu lai 16n hon. Dbi v6i dau tu cho cay 1au nam va cay bui, ca ty 1& dau tu va gia tri dau tu déu
cao hon & cac ho trong cac nhém chi tiéu lwong thue thue pham giau hon.

3.5. Giao dich dat dai

Hinh 3.6 trinh bay téng quan sy tham gia ctua hd vao thi truong dét, cho théy ty 1€ ho hién tai [am
chu hodc sir dung dat nong nghiép co duoc thong qua céc thi truong mua ban quyén sir dung dat va
thué dat. Cac két qua cho thdy c6 nhiéu hoat dong hon mot chut tai thi truong mua ban quyén sir dung
dat so véi thi truong thué dat. Gan 13% dén 14% ho tham gia vao thi truong thué trong khi ty 1& ho
tham gia vao thi trudng mua ban quyén sir dung dét tang tir 17% Ién 20% giita nam 2006 va 2008
nhung it nhiéu van giit nguyén sau d6 (21% trong nam 2010).

Hinh 3.6: Tham gia vao thij trweéng mua ban va cho thué dat nong nghiép (phan triam)
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Tir Hinh 3.6 cho thay 13 rang 14 thi truong mua ban quyén sir dung dét dat tai cac tinh mién Nam
s6i dong hon so voi thi trudng tai cac tinh mién Bic (khing dinh cia Bang 3.3). Cac ho tai Tay
Nguyén dic biét tham gia tich cuc (tir 47% dén 65% ho c6 it nhat mot manh dat c6 dugc thong qua thi
truong dat dai) trong khi tai TAy Bic (Lai Chau, Dién Bién), thi truong dat vin con chua phat trién (tir
2% dén 6% ho c6 dét thong qua thi truong dat). Doi véi thi truong thué, khong co sur khac biét Béc-
Nam rd rang. Thay vao d6, thi truong thué duong nhu s6i dong hon & dong bang so v6i mién nui.

Céc ho giau thuong c6 ty 1¢ tham gia cao hon dang ké vao thi trudng mua ban quyén sir dung dat
s0 v&i cac ho nghéo (29% so voi 12%). Pdi véi thi trudng thué dat, sy tham gia can bang hon (13%
d6i voi cac ho gidu nhét so véi 9% ddi véi cac ho nghéo nhét). Cac hd co chi hd nam thuong co ty 16
giam gia cao hon dang ké vao thi trurong mua ban quyén sir dung dat so véi cac hd c¢6 chi ho nir (22%
50 v6i 18%) trong khi ddi vai thi truong thué, khong co sy khac biét dang ké vé gioi.

Néi chung, quan sét cho thiy thi truong thué dat, trong khi kém phat trién hon thi lai can bang hon vé
su tham gia ctia cac ho giita cac tinh, gidi va cac nhom chi tiéu lwong thuc thuc phdm. Trong khi d6 thi
truong mua ban quyén sir dung dat soi doi hon nhung hoat dong dwoc phan bd kém can bang hon. Pidu
nay cho thay c6 khé khin 16 rang trong viéc tham gia vao thi truong mua ban quyén st dung dat.

Bang 3.9 trinh bay téng quan vé ty 1¢ ho mat dat (cot 1) va ho bi mat dat nhu thé nao trong giai
doan hai nam truée cudc diéu tra.

Bang 3.9: Cac hinh thirc mat dat (phan tram)

Ty 18 hd Hinh thirc mét dat:

matdat  Traog4i  Ban Choftang Thuhdi  Bdhoang  Khac  Téng
Tinh
Ha Tay 15,8 5,1 79 34,6 47,2 0,0 5,1 100
Lao Cai 13,8 0,0 6,3 37,5 37,5 0,0 18,8 100
Phu Tho 27,9 0,0 0,9 66,5 32,1 0,4 0,0 100
Lai Chau 11,6 0,0 7,7 53,8 23,1 3,8 11,5 100
Pién Bién 9,5 12,5 0,0 37,5 4,2 45,8 0,0 100
Nghé An 7,3 3,8 11,5 53,8 19,2 0,0 11,5 100
Quang Nam 6,2 0,0 3,1 68,8 12,5 0,0 15,6 100
Khanh Hoa 79 0,0 40,0 60,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 100
Pak Lak 23,0 2,6 33,3 56,4 51 0,0 2,6 100
Pak Néng 13,6 0,0 76,5 59 11,8 0,0 59 100
Lam Dong 0,0
Long An 13,6 45 46,3 40,3 4,5 0,0 45 100
Chu ho
N 15,2 1,2 78 48,2 36,7 0,6 54 100
Nam 14,1 3,2 13,7 49,8 26,9 2,3 4,0 100
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Ngh&o nhét 11,9 4,5 8,9 49,1 33,0 0,9 3,6 100
Ngheo thi hai 13,9 4,0 6,0 48,7 31,3 7,3 2,7 100
Nhom gilra 16,0 43 9,2 53,9 29,1 0,0 3,5 100
Giau tht hai 16,1 0,0 16,8 48,0 27,7 0,6 6,9 100
Giau nhat 13,6 1,8 21,1 474 254 0,0 4.4 100
Téng 2010 14,3 2,8 12,3 49,4 29,3 1,9 4,3 100
T6ng 2008 13,6 42,5 7,3 23,5 22,2 21 2,5 100
Tdng 2010w 13,4 6,9 12,9 55,6 17,8 1,6 5,3 100

N 2010=2.200, N 2008=2.201, N 2010w=1.314
S0 liéu thong ké dé cap vé cac hinh thirc mat dat trong giai doan hai nam trwéc.
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14% ho mét dat trong giai doan 2 nam trudc cudc didu tra (mot mirc ting dang ké tir 13,6% trong
nam 2008). Hinh thirc mat dat pho bién nhét 14 cho/ting (49%). Ngudi nhan dat ma cac ho cho ting
dugc trinh bay trong Bang 3.10 cho thiy 85% truong hop ma dat dugc cho ting 1a cho ting con cai.
Hinh thirc mat dat phd bién thi hai 1a bi thu hdi (29%) trong d6 ngudi thu hdi dat gan nhu luon 1a Nha
nude hodc xi (94%). Hinh thirc mat dat phd bién tha ba la ban dat (12%) va gan mot phan ba sb cac
truong hop nay 1a ban dat cho hang x6m (31%).

Ban dat phd bién hon dang ké tai cc tinh mién Nam so v6i cac tinh mién Bic trong khi bi thu
hdi dat lai phé bién hon tai cac tinh mién Béc so véi cac tinh mién Nam. Tai tinh Ha Tay cii, 47% )
manh dat bi mat theo cach nay, phén 16m 1a do viéc mo rong Ha Noi. Co su thay ddi 16n vé cac hinh
thirc mat dat dic biét 1a vé tim quan trong cua vi¢c dbi dat lfiy cic manh dat khac va cho dat. Ty 1€ doi
dat 14y manh dat khac giam manh giita ndm 2008 va 2010 (tir 43% xubng 3%). Cho ting dat ting vé
d6 16n trong cac hinh thirc mat dat (tir 24% 1én 49%) ciing nhu bi thu hdi (7 diém phan trim) va ban
dat (5 diém phan tram).

Cudi cung, Bang 3.10 minh hoa nhitng ngudi nhan dat, dugc phan chia theo cac hinh thirc mét
déat. Vé cho tang dét, hau hét nguoi nhan 1a con céi hodac ho hang, nhung ddi v6i dat ban thi hau hét
ngudi nhan 13 nguoi ngoai (nhu hang x6m hodc cac dbi twong khac). Nhin chung, con cai va Nha nude
1a nhimg d6i tuong hudng loi chu yéu trong quan hé nay. Vai tro cua Nha nudc di giam kha nhiéu
giita nam 2008 va 2010 tir 41% tong s6 manh dat xuéng con 30%. Vai tro ciia hang x6m con giam
nhiéu hon tir ty 1& nhan 26% tong s6 manh dat xudng chi con 6%.

Bang 3.10: Td chirc, ca nhan nhan cac manh dat da mat (phan tram)

Con cai Hi#::g Hang xém nwl\:&l::é;xé Cé:g;ﬁ W Khac Tong sb
Trao ddi 0,0 10,5 31,6 52,6 0,0 5,3 100,0
Ban 2,2 14,3 30,8 2,2 11,0 39,6 100,0
Cho tang 85,2 14,0 0,3 0,0 0,0 0,6 100,0
Thu hdi 0,0 0,5 2,0 94,2 24 1,0 100,0
B hoang 0,0 21,7 44 23,9 0,0 50,0 100,0
T6ng 2010 42,6 10,6 57 30,1 21 8,9 100,0
T6ng 2008 19,3 7,6 26,2 40,9 1,2 4,7 100,0
T6ng 2010w 471 13.6 7.2 23.1 0.1 8.9 100.0

N 2010=718, N 2008=812, N 2010w=350

3.6. Tom tit

Trong chuong nay, dic diém dat dai cia ho bao gom dién tich, phan bo, ngudn goc cd dat va vai
tro cua thi truong dat, gidy chimg nhan quyén str dung dat, han ché d6i voi cac manh dat, dau tu trén
dat va cac giao dich dat duogc dé cap. Trong khi mot mat mot sd van dé co lién quan dén dét dai thay
d6i nhanh chong theo thoi gian, thi nhiéu noi dung khac lai it thay doi. Vi du, quan sat cho thdy nhiing
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thay d6i 16n trong ty 16 manh dat c6 duoc thong qua thi truong dét dai trong khi su phan bo dat do Nha
nuée giao dat giam. Ty 1¢ manh dat c6 LURC giam tai mot s6 tinh mic du co cac chinh sach khuyén
khich viéc cap gidy chung nhan quyén sir dung dat va ty 1& s6 manh dit co gidy chimg nhan theo sb
liu cia VARHS (73%) thap hon so véi s liéu théng ké qudc gia. Ching tbi ciing thay c6 it bang
chung cho thay chinh sach dat dai nam 2003 vé viéc ding ky ca tén vo va chong trong gidy ching
nhan quyén sir dung dat da co tién trién theo cach thirc co y nghia.

Gitra ndm 2006 va 2010, quan sat cho théy c6 su sut giam 16n trong ty 1€ manh dét bi han ché ca
d6i voi dat co va khong co gidy chimg nhan quyén sir dung dat nhung muc d6 han ché ting trong nim
2008. Ty 1& cac manh dat c6 hé thong tudi tiéu ting qua cic ndm mic du c6 mot sé quan ngai rang viée
thoi han giao dat 20 nim dén nam t6i han 1a 2013 d6i voi nhiéu ho s& 1am giam dau tu. Quan sat ciing
cho thay khong c6 thay d6i 16n trong ty 16 ho mat dat nhung lai c6 thay d6i 16n vé hinh thirc mat dat
cua cac ho. Co su chuyén dich déng ké tir viéc trao ddi dat sang vi¢c dat dugc cho tang nhiéu hon.
Pong thoi cling ¢ su ting 1én ty 1& cac ho bi thu hdi dat va cac ho ban dat. Trong hau hét cac truong
hop, con cai 12 nhitng dbi twong hudng loi quan trong nhat cta viée cho ting dt.

Cé su khac biét 1on gitra mién Bic va mién Nam trong mot s6 chi tiéu. Vi du, ty 1¢ ho khong cé
dét tai cac tinh mién Nam cao hon nhung sy phan manh va dét dai tai cac tinh mién Béc lai c6 dién
tich nho hon. Chung t6i ciing thiy thi trudng mua ban dét séi dong hon tai cc tinh mién Nam. Su khac
biét giita cac tinh trong ving ciing rat rd rang trong hau hét moi vin dé nhung dic biét 1a trong mbi
quan hé véi viéc cdp LURC.

Quan sat cling cho théy c6 su khac bi¢t 1on gitra cac hd c6 chu ho nam va cac ho co6 chu hd nir.
Céc ho c6 chu ho nit ¢6 ty 16 ho khong c6 dét cao hon, c6 dat voi dién tich nhé hon va thuong co ty 16
d4t c6 LURC cao hon. Trong khi d6 cac ho c6 chu ho nir it dau tu hon vao cidc manh dat cia minh va
khi c6 dau tu thi gia tri dAu tu ciing thap hon. Vé thi truong mua ban quyén sir dung dat, cac ho c6 chi
h6 nam chiém phan 16n nhitng ddi twong tham gia tich cuc. Piéu nay cho thiy cac hd co chu ho nit co
thé gdp nhiéu kho khin va thach thirc hon trong viéc tham gia vao thi truong dat dai.

Su khéc bi¢t gitra cac nhom chi tiéu lvong thuc thuc phém cling 10 rang. Vé viée co dat, moi
quan hé giita cac nhom nay c6 dang hinh chit U voi nhom giira c6 cac manh dit nho nhat. Ty 18 sb
manh dat duoc tudi tiéu tang nhanh theo nhom chi ti€u luong thuc thuc phém, dic biét 1a dbi voi cac
manh dat khong c6 gidy chimg nhan quyén sir dung dat. i v6i cac ho c6 dau tu trén dat cua minh,
gia tri dau tu 16n hon & cic nhom chi tiéu lwong thuc thuc phdm cao hon. Ciing nhu déi véi viéc tham
gia vao thi truong dat, nhimg ho giau hon c6 ty 16 tham gia cao hon. Nhitng quan sat nay hau hét phan
anh cac kho khan dau tu khac nhau dbi voi ho giau va ho nghéo.
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Chuong 4
SAN XUAT NONG NGHIEP

Trong chuong nay, chung t6i diéu tra sy tham gia ctia ho vao nhiéu hoat dong nong nghiép khac
nhau (san xuét trong trot, chin nudi va nudi tréng thuy san) va cac hd co tinh thuong mai nhu thé nao.
Chung t6i cling thao luan cac van dé sau thu hoach cua cac hd gia dinh. Bén canh céc van dé vé dau ra,
chung t6i phan tich viéc sir dung dau vao cho san xuét cta cac hd va nhimg van dé ma cac ho gip phai
trong viéc tiép can dau vao. Hau hét cac ho (2.200) trong mau (panel) 1a cac ho trong lua. Do vay
chung t6i ciing thao luan van dé tiép can véi dich vu tudi tiéu 13 van dé trung tdm cua qua trinh san
xuat. Théng ké vé tiép can va sir dung thong tin thi truong nong nghiép cling dugc trinh bay vi day
cling 1a mot trong nhimg nhan té dau vao. Chung t6i khong chi thao luan tinh hinh nam 2010 chi tiét
ma khi s6 liéu cho phép, chung t6i so sanh ndm 2010 v&i ndm 2008 va 2006.

4.1. Pau ra ciia néng nghiép

Béng 4.11 trinh bay sy tham gia cta cac hd vao cac hoat dong ndong nghi€p khéac nhau trong ndm
2008 va 2010. C6 it thay doi trong ty 1¢ ho tham gia vao cac hoat dong khac nhau (trdng trot, chan nudi
hodc nuo6i tréng thiy san). Nhin chung, chi c6 sy sut gidm nhe trong ty 1€ hg tham gia tréng trot, tu
90% xudng 88% va su sut giam nay c6 ¥ nghia thong ké dang ké. Mac du c6 sy sut giam nay, ty 1& ho
san xuat trong trot van cao hon so v6i nam 2006 khi ma con c6 t6i 86% trong s6 2.200 ho tham gia vao
san xudt trong trot. Nhitng xu hudng d6 cho thay su binh thuong héa mé hinh san xuat sau phan tng
clia cac ho ddi voi gid ndng san ting 1én giita ndm 2006 va 2008. Thong nhat voi cac xu hudng nay,
gitta nam 2006 va 2008, c6 su sut giam dang ké trong ty 1& ho chin nudi nhung sy sut giam nay duong
nhu 6n dinh & mic tong sb voi 70% s6 ho san xudt chin nudi trong ca ndm 2008 va 2010 (giam tir
76% trong nam 2006). San xuat nudi trong thity san ¢ ty 1& & muc gan 14% sd ho dwoc chon mau
trong ca 3 nam diéu tra.

Tai Khanh Hoa, quan sat cho thay ¢ su sut giam 16n & murc 11 diém phan tram (tir 82% xubng
con 71%) ) luong hd tham gia vao san xuét tréng trot, d6i v&i chin nudi thi su sut giam con 16n hon
tir 66% trong nam 2008 xudng con 29% trong nam 2010. Tai Lam Pong, c6 sy sut giam dang ké ty 1&
ho chin nudi (tir 67% xudng con 42%). Pic biét, duong nhu s6 ho sé ho nudi ga giam dang ké giira
nam 2008 va 2010 tai ca hai tinh (s6 liéu khong duoc trinh bay). Su sut giam trong chin nudi nay
duong nhu c6 lién quan dén sy bung phat cua dich cim gia cam. Tai Long An, ty 1& ho san xuét nudi
trong thay san ting 15 diém phan trim. Trong ndm 2008, chi c¢6 ca va tdm dugc quan sat thdy 1a cac
san pham thiy san duoc san xuat tai Long An (tinh duy nhét tai Dong bang séng Ctru Long duoc chon
mau). Pén nam 2010, khong chi s6 luong ho nudi ca ting 1én dang ké ma sb luong hd nudi ngao/sod va
dic biét 1a “cac san pham thiy san khac” ciing ting 1én. Su bién dong ctia nganh nudi trong thuy san
duoc théy rat 1o trong cac s6 liéu ddi voi mot sd tinh duge chon mau.

Nhu trong nam 2008, cac hg c6 chu ho nir it tham gia hon vao ca 3 hoat dong nong nghi¢p so véi
cac ho co6 chu ho nam. Pi¢u nay dac biét 1o rang trong truong hop san xuat chan nudi voi sy cach biét
la 17 diém phan tram gitra cac hd c¢6 chu hd nam va cac hd c¢6 chu ho nir. SO li¢u cho thay sy khac biét
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nay co thé do quy mé ciia hd va tudi ciia cha ho. Nhimng ho chin nudi duong nhu 13 cac hd ¢6 quy md
nhan khau 16n hon (4,5 nguoi) va c6 chit ho tré hon (52 tudi) so voi cac ho khong chian nudi. Cac hod co
chd ho nir 1a cac hg nho hon dang ké so vé6i cac hd co chi ho nam (3,5 nguoi so voi 4,6 nguoi) va cod
cht ho nhiéu tudi hon. Nhing dic diém nay c6 thé co anh hudng dén viéc tham gia vao san xuit chin
nudi va gay ra bat lgi dbi véi phu nit. Tuy nhién, nguyén nhan van chua 16 rang. C6 thé 1a cac dic
diém quy md va tudi ciia cac hd co chu ho nir gdy kho khan cho cac ho nay tham gia vao hoat dong
trén nhung ciing c6 thé 1a cac kho khin khac co lién quan dén gi6i tinh quyét dinh quy mé va tudi caa
cac ho chan nuoi.

Bang 4.11: Dau tw cta ho vao trong trot, chan nuéi va nudi trong thiy san (phan tram)

Trong trot Chan nuéi Nuoi trong thiy san

2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010
Tinh
Ha Tay 89,2 83,5 57,7 52,1 6,0 5,6
Lao Cai 100,0 98,9 97,7 100,0 19,5 25,3
Phu Tho 941 91,5 83,3 86,9 17,7 16,1
Lai Chau 96,4 91,1 87,5 93,8 9,8 3,6
Pién Bién 97,1 98,1 97,1 96,2 46,7 495
Nghé An 81,3 86,5 82,3 84,4 12,5 11,5
Quang Nam 89,3 87,2 72,1 69,3 2,1 2,4
Khanh Hoa 81,6 71,1 65,8 28,9 5,3 5,3
Pak Lak 95,6 91,1 71,1 79,3 18,5 12,6
Pak Nong 95,1 91,3 60,2 64,1 18,4 9,7
Lam Déng 97,0 92,5 67,2 41,8 6,0 15
Long An 81,5 82,2 47,6 54,5 22,0 36,7
Chu ho
N 83,2 80,0 59,7 56,6 7,2 9,7
Nam 92,0 89,9 73,2 73,7 15,5 15,8
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhéat 95,4 92,6 77,1 80,4 14,2 11,5
Ngheo thi hai 91,8 91,1 75,4 73,7 9,7 14,2
Nhom gilra 94,0 88,1 74,3 65,9 14,5 13,3
Giau tht hai 89,6 85,5 66,4 66,1 13,1 16,1
Giau nhat 83,3 81,6 63,4 63,4 16,9 17,3
Tong 90,1 87,8"** 70,3 70,0 13,8 14,5
Téngwa 88,6 87,1 72,5 71,2 12,9 13,5

® Tdngw=tong sb c6 quyén sd

N=2.200/1.314 dbi voi cac két qua co quyén sb

*** Nam 2008 va 2010 khéc biét c6 ynghia théng ké & murc 1%

Téng s6 ddi véi ndm 2006: trdng trot: 86,2%, chan nudi: 75,7%, nudi tréng thdy san: 14,3%
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Khi phan t6 theo nhém chi tiéu lwong thuc thyc pham, sé liéu cho thay san xuét trdng trot va
chan nubi 13 hoat dong dién hinh cia cac hd nghéo hon trong khi c6 xu hudng khac biét doi chat ddi
v6i san xuét nudi trong thuy san, c6 thé phan anh dau tu cao hon va cac yéu cu vé kién thuc dbi voi
hoat dong nay. Su cach biét giira cac ho nghéo nhat (12% tham gia vao san xuat nudi trong thity san)
va cac ho giau nhat (17% tham gia vao san xuat nudi trong thity san) 1a khong 16n nhung c¢6 y nghia
dang ké vé mat thong ké va so v6i nam 2008 phan nao cho thiy cac ho trong nhom nghéo nhit roi bo
hoat dong nay.

Tom tat sé liéu thong ké trong Bang 4.2 cho thdy, laa van 1 ciy trong quan trong nhat trong mau
v6i 82% s6 ho trong laa. Sau d6 14 trong cdy an qua (34%), ngd (31%) va rau (25%). Ké tir nam 2008,
khong co su khac biét 16n, chi c6 su sut giam nho trong trong ngd, khoai lang, rau va cac cdy trong
hang nam khac va sy sut gidm nho trong tréng hat tiéu. Tai cac tinh mién Bic, hau hét cac ho tréng
laa, va thuong trong thém ngd hodc rau va cac cdy trong hang nam khac véi mic do it hon. Péi véi
rau va cac cdy trong hang nam khac thi pham vi khong 16n tai cac tinh mién nai ctia ving Tay Bic
nhung tai cac tinh nay thi dic trung 13 ty 18 ho trdng sin cao. Binh quan, su tip trung vao trong lua
thip hon tai cac tinh mién Nam frong mdu cia ching téi ma thay vao do6 1a canh tac cdy lau nam.™
Dic biét, cac ho tai Tdy Nguyén chil yéu trong cdy 1au nam voi ty 1€ cao trong ca phé.

Khong c6 su khac biét 16n vé gi61 mac du gao, ngd va ca phé chu yéu duoc cac ho ¢6 cha ho
nam tréng trot. P61 vi cac nhom chi tiéu lvong thuc thuc phém, c6 mot sb loai cay tréng dac trung
hon dbi véi cac hd nghéo hon va nguoc lai. Vi du, cac ho tréng lua, ngod va sdn thuong thudc cac nhom
chi tiéu lwong thuc thuc pham thip trong khi cAy an qua va ca phé 1a ciy trong cha yéu cua cac hd
thudc nhém chi ti€u luong thuc thuc phém cao.

3% Can nhé rang chi c6 mot tinh 6 trong VARHS tai Pdng bing Soéng Ciru Long, so vdy cac tinh mién Nam & day khong
phai la céc tinh dong bang Song Ctru Long.
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Bang 4.12: Céc loai cay trong dwoc san xuat (phan tram cac ho gia dinh nong nghiép)

Lia  Ngo Khoai Khoai o0 0 Ray CAYPANG Cayan ool o C3 B Mia Tiew
tay lang nam khdc  qua cao

Tinh
Ha Tay 95,0 12,8 1,8 2,8 7,3 6,8 15,1 28,1 18,8 0,0 0,8 0,0 03 08 0,0
Lao Cai 88,4 62,8 0,0 2,3 33,7 8,1 60,5 23,3 244 0,0 8,1 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0
Phu Tho 85,4 43,9 0,7 1,1 20,0 12,9 68,6 8,6 57,9 0,4 18,2 0,0 0,0 04 0,0
Lai Chau 99,0 79,0 0,0 0,0 41,0 3,0 6,0 2,0 6,0 0,0 3,0 0,0 00 0,0 0,0
Dién Bién 97,1 72,8 0,0 0,0 417 1,9 6,8 58 59,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,0 0,0
Nghé An 79,0 43,2 0,6 10,5 9,9 22,2 13,6 14,2 30,9 0,0 8,6 0,0 0,0 8,0 0,0
Quang Nam 89,9 17,3 04 11,3 15,3 14,1 20,6 12,1 12,9 0,0 0,4 0,0 08 04 0,8
Khanh Hoa 72,0 12,0 0,0 0,0 8,0 0,0 8,0 20,0 440 0,0 0,0 0,0 80 120 0,0
Pak Lak 58,5 39,8 0,0 0,8 13,0 24 39,0 15,4 65,9 60,2 1,6 0,8 11,4 41 11,4
Dak No6ng 33,0 25,5 0,0 0,0 9,6 0,0 74 14,9 20,2 72,3 1,1 1,1 234 11 74
Lam Béng 29,0 11,3 0,0 0,0 1,6 0,0 11,3 1,6 8,1 66,1 14,5 0,0 129 0,0 1,6
Long An 76,5 3,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 4.1 6,3 8,1 56,1 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 2,7 0,0
Chi ho
N 74,5 21,5 1,3 4,0 114 6,9 25,5 15,4 33,8 53 4,0 0,0 1,6 1,6 0,8
Nam 83,3 33,1 0,4 3,1 15,6 8,7 244 14,2 341 10,8 5,0 0,1 2,8 1,8 1,4
Nhém chi tiéu Iwong thwe thwe phdm
Nghéo nhét 88,7 50,4 0,7 2,5 23,6 7,6 27,5 13,5 23,3 54 6,1 0,0 1,7 1,7 0,2
Ngheéo thi hai 88,6 32,0 0,5 5,6 20,1 9,6 249 14,2 27,4 94 4,6 0,0 2,5 1,0 1,0
Nhém gilra 81,9 23,8 0,3 3,7 13,4 9,2 22,3 14,1 33,5 94 4,7 0,3 1,6 1,6 0,8
Giau thir hai 77,2 23,3 0,5 2,7 9,8 7,3 241 14,6 40,4 10,6 3,8 0,3 4,3 2,7 2,7
Giau nhét 69,4 22,3 0,9 1,7 5,1 7,7 24,0 15,7 477 14,3 4.6 0,0 29 2,0 1,7
T6ng 2010 81,5 30,8* 0,6 3,3 14,7 8,3 246" 144 34,0 9,7 4.8 0,1 2,6 1,8 1,3
Tong 2008 83,1 33,6 0,6 4.8 15,2 8,7 28,9 19,0 31,7 9,2 4,9 0,0 2,6 1,5 24
Tong 2006 86,2 34,5 26,8 9,2 39,2 21,0 30,2 9,0 5,0 0,1 1,9 1,6 2,4
T6ng 2010w 77,9 32,2 0,5 4,3 12,6 10,7 26,1 13,8 36,3 12,0 5,1 0,1 2,7 3,5 1,7

N 2010=1.902, N 2008=1.946, N 2006=1.896, N 2010w=1.152 ) )
*N &m 2010 va 2008 khac biét cé y nghia thong ké & mirc 10%; **Khac biét c6 y nghia thong ké & mirc 5%; *** Khac biét ¢ y nghia thong ké & mirc 1%
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Béy gio chung t6i chuyén sang phan tich ty 18 san pham dugc mua ban trao ddi (ban hodc trao
d6i) so voi tiéu dung va du trit ctia hd. Chung t6i khong trinh bay ty 1¢ tong san pham dugc mua ban
trao d6i ma thay vao do6 1a ty 1¢ trung binh cua tit ca nong dén, theo d6 cac ho san xuét 16n va nho déu
dugc tinh quyén s6 nhu nhau. Hinh 4.1 cho thdy binh quan khoang 40% “tat ca céac loai cdy trong” (trir
lta) va 35% lua gao duogc budn ban trao doi. Co mot sé xu huéng dang luu ¥ quan sat thdy theo thoi
gian, ddc biét chung toi thay trong khi ty 18 lua gao dugc mua ban trao doi ting Ién thi ty 1¢ nay lai
giam ddi vai cac loai cay trong khac. Ty 1¢ laa gao va cac cdy trong khac duoc mua ban trao d6i da thu
hep lai trong ndm 2010 véi su cach biét chi & mirc 7 diém phan trim trong khi trong nam 2008 thi su
cach biét 12 17 diém phan trim. Tinh binh quén, phan 16n san luong van danh cho tiéu dung cua gia
dinh, ké ca laa gao va tit ca cic san pham cdy trong khac.

Hinh 4.1: Ty |é gia tri san xuéat trong trot dwo'c mua ban (phan tram ban hoic trao doi)

100

m Tat ca cac loai cay trong ™ Lia gao

N 2010=1.881 dbi v&i “tat ca cac loai cay trdng”, 1.536

N 2008=1.954 dbi v&i “tat ca cac loai cay trdng”, 1.616

N 2006=1.896 dbi véi “tAt ca cac loai cay trong”, 1.635

Lwu y: 6 thi cho thdy ty 1& san lwong binh quan dwoc ban, véi quyén sb nhw nhau cho tt ca cac hd khong tinh xem cac ho d6 san
xuét dwoc bao nhigu. Do d6, d6 thj wéc tinh thap di ty 18 tong san xuat dwoc bén (ty 18 nay khoang 62% ddi véi lta gao va
76% ddi voi tat c cac loai cay trong khac). Tdng phan trdm nay dwoc xay dwng 1a 100 néu tong nay Ién hon 100. Diéu nay
xay ra khi cac hd ban ca lvong du tri tir nam trwdce.

Céc ho giau hon duong nhu cé xu hudng thuong mai hoéa cao hon mot chut so véi cac h ngheo
hon. Su khéc biét giira nhém nghéo nhét va giau nhét c6 y nghia thong ké quan trong ca trong nim
2010 va 2008 nhung ddi vdi tat ca cac loai cay trong thi cach biét nhé hon nhiéu trong nim 2010 do su
sut giam 16n trong san lugng duoc ban trong nhém ho giau nhat (két qua khong dugce trinh bay). Doi
véi viée san xuat tat ca cac loai cay tréng, cac ho c6 chu hg nam c6 tinh thuong mai hon so véi cac chu
hd c6 chu ho nir (day khong phai 1a tinh trang ndm 2008 khi vao ndm d6 khong co su cach biét co y
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nghia théng ké dang ké giira hai nhom). Trong thuong mai hoa lua gao, khong co sy khac biét giira cac
ho ¢6 chu hd nam va cac ho ¢6 cha ho ntr.

Mic du trong mau diéu tra VARHS lua 1a cdy trong c6 ty 1é dugce trong it hon tai cac tinh mién
Nam, nhung ty 1¢ 1Ga gao hang hoéa lai cao hon nhiéu so véi cac tinh mién Bic va so voi toan bd cac
loai cdy trong khac cua cing cac ho trén. Tai Long An, ltia gao dudng nhu duoc trong chu yéu dé ban.
Khac biét nay trong thwong mai hoa lta gao co thé dugc quyét dinh bai cac nhan t6 khong duogc thu
thap thong tin & ddy nhu cac diéu kién lich sir va vin hoa nhung ciing ¢ thé do cach tro/khoang cach
(thwong mai). Diéu nay s& dugc phan tich trong Phan 4.3. Di véi tat ca cac loai cdy trong, diéu khong
gay ngac nhién la ty 1¢ dugc ban cao hon tai cac tinh mién Nam. C6 nhiéu loai cay lau nam hon duoc
trong tai cac tinh nay va cac loai cdy ndy thudng duoc trong dé ban hon 1a céc loai cay hang ndm (xem
Phu luc ctia chuong nay vé ty 18 tat ca cac loai ciy trong dugc ban riéng 18).

4.2.Sir dung diu vao trong sin xuat néng nghi¢p

Khi san xudt nong nghiép ngay cang phat trién, cac ho sir dung ngay cang nhidu cac dau vao la
san pham clia san xuat cong nghiép lam dau vao cho san xuit néng nghiép ciia minh. Viéc s dung
nhitng dau vao trén 1a mot chi tidu tot vé giai doan phat trién néng nghiép. Bang 4.3 trinh bay ty 1¢ ho
dang sir dung mot sb loai ddu vao.” Trir phan bon hiru co va cdy gidng, hau hét cac ho st dung cac
dau vao duoc liét ké trong bang hoi, dac bi¢t dang luu y 1a viéc st dung mot cach rong rai phan bon
hoa hoc. Pdi véi cay gidng, phan bon hitu co ty cung cdp va phan bon héa hoc, ty 18 ngudi sir dung
giam gitra nam 2006 va 2008 (va su sut giam nay kha 16n d6i nguoi str dung véi cdy gidng, phan bén
hiru co ty cung cap) nhung sau d6 lai c6 su ting nhe. P6i v6i phan bon hitu co mua, s6 ngudi sir dung
tang 1én 3 diém phan trim gitra ndm 2006 va 2008 nhung ké tir d6 thi chi c6 sy ting nhe 1én 1 diém
phan tram.

Hon hop dau vao cé tinh dic trung theo tinh nhu dy kién do viée sir dung dau vao ciing ¢ lién
quan dén hinh thac cac hoat dong hoac mua vu dugc canh tac va cac dac diém khac cua tinh nhu sy
mau mé cta dit dai. Phan bon hoa hoc va thude trir sdu/thude diét co duoce st dung tai tat ca cac tinh
nhung mo hinh sir dung du vao c6 twong quan véi cac nhu cau (hodc kho khin) khac nhau cia cac
tinh. Cac ho c6 chu hd nit thuong it su dung mét s6 dau vao (déi voO1 hat giéng, phéan boén hoda hoc va
phan bon hiru co duoc mua, sy khac biét c6 ¥ nghia théng ké dang ké).

Dudng nhu khong c6 mdi quan hé thdng nhat gita viéc sir dung cac dau vao va nhom chi tiéu
lwong thuc thuc pham. Chi c6 phan bon hitu co mua dugce sir dung it hon dang ké trong nhém nghéo
nhit (4% so v&i 11% trong nhom nghéo thir hai va tham chi 16n hon trong cac nhém giau hon). Phan
16n ctia khéac biét nay di kém véi dia diém.”® Céc tinh c6 nhidu ho nghéo sinh sdng it str dung loai phéan
hitu co mua nay (Lai Chau, Dién Bién). Giai thich & day co thé 1a ngudi dan khong biét cac dau vao,
cac dau vao khong sin c6 hodc nhin chung 1a qua dit. Dudong nhu giai thich dau tién khong chinh xac
vi phan bon hitu co cé thé tu tac duoc ké ca cac ho nghe¢o nhét va cac ho trong cac tinh co nhiéu ho
nghéo sir dung. Do vay giai thich duong nhu c6 lién quan dén chi phi va/hodc tinh sin c6 ciia cac dau
vao.

> Bang cho thay thong tin vé viéc ho c6 sir dung dau vao hay khong. Su thay ddi khdi lugng khong nhét thiét phai di ciing
hudng.

36 Ciing c6 thé 1a phén boén hitu co d4t hon céc loai phén bon khéc va dugc danh cho mét s loai cay tréng dac biét hon 1a
cho néng dan néi chung st dung.
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Bang 4.13: Céc ho trong trot stv dung dau vao (phan tram)

.z Ak Phanbén  Phanbénhitu  Phanbén  Thudc trir sau,
Hat giong  Cay giong

héa hoc co (twcap) hiru co (mua) thudc diét cé
Tinh
Ha Tay 96,5 19,8 96,2 34,2 22,6 93,5
Lao Cai 95,3 66,3 97,7 98,8 1,2 89,5
Phu Tho 93,6 53,2 98,9 75,4 0,0 89,3
Lai Chau 99,0 35,0 80,0 2,0 0,0 78,0
Pién Bién 98,1 30,1 65,0 14,6 0,0 90,3
Nghé An 87,7 19,1 944 82,1 8,0 84,0
Quang Nam 96,8 20,2 97,6 64,5 14,9 94,8
Khanh Hoa 80,0 32,0 92,0 20,0 0,0 92,0
Pak Lak 77,2 52,0 97,6 41,5 17,9 91,1
Pak Néng 50,0 40,4 96,8 33,0 53 94,7
Lam Déng 33,9 79,0 95,2 21,0 59,7 91,9
Long An 79,6 10,0 87,8 9,0 54 82,8
Chu ho
N 85,4 26,9 92,8 37,5 12,5 83,8
Nam 88,3 33,6 93,3 47,3 11,1 91,1
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Ngh&o nhét 934 32,9 89,9 48,4 3,7 87,7
Nghéo thi hai 93,1 34,0 944 51,3 11,4 92,9
Nhom gilra 874 29,1 94,0 42,4 15,2 91,6
Giau tht hai 84,8 341 94,6 42,0 13,3 88,6
Giau nhét 78,6 30,9 93,4 417 14,3 87,1
Téng 2010 87,7 32,2 93,2 453 114 89,6
Téng 2008 89,4 23,8 92,0 43,6 10,1 92,2
Tong 2006 91,6 335 95,3 57,9 7,6 91,5
Tdng 2010w 85,9 32,3 93,7 52,4 14,1 88,3

N 2010=1.902, N 2008=1.946, N 2006=1.896, N 2010w=1.152

Viée sir dung dau vao “lao dong thué ngoai” phd bién trong san xuat trong trot nhung it pho bién
hon rat nhiéu trong chin nudi va nudi trong thity san (Hinh 4.2). Hon nita, st dung “lao dong thué
ngoai” ngdy cang ting 1én theo thoi gian trong san xuat trong trot (32% trong nim 2006, 46% trong
nam 2008 va 49% trong nam 2010). Su ting 1én manh giita ndm 2006 va 2008 mot phan co thé dugc
giai thich 1a do gia néng san cao hon mang lai loi nhuan nhiéu hon cho cac ho dé thué lao dong. Gia
thé gidi gidm gitra nam 2008 va 2010 c6 thé giai thich cho su sut gidm trong viéc sir dung lao dong cho
san xudt trong trot. Viéc sir dung lao dong thué ngoai gan nhu khong ton tai trong ca san xuét chin

nuoi va nuoi trong thiy sdn voi ty 1€ twong tmg gan 1% va 5% so h¢ str dung dau vao nay.

Viée sir dung lao dong thué ngoai pho bién hon trong cac ho san xuat trong trot tai Quang Nam,
Khanh Hoa, Dik Lik va Dk Néng so véi cac ho tai cac tinh khac. Khong c6 su khac biét co ¥ nghia
théng ké dang ké trong viéc str dung lao dong thué ngoai theo gidi tinh ctia chi ho cho mot trong ba
hoat dong nong nghiép nhung cd tuong quan rd rang giita cac nhom chi tiéu lwong thuc thuc pham voi
nhom nghéo nhit c6 ty 16 s6 ho thap nhét str dung lao dong thué ngoai trong ca ba hoat dong.
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Hinh 4.2: Cac ho trong trot, chan nudi va nudi trong thly san s dung lao déng thué ngoai (phan tram)
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N 2010 trong trot=1.931, N 2008 trdng trot=1.983, N 2006 trdng trot=1.896

N 2010 chan nu6i=1.539, N 2008 chan nuéi=1.547, N 2006 chan nubi=1.666

N 2010 nudi trdng thdy san =318, N 2008 nudi tréng thay san=303, N 2006 nudi trong thly san=314
Péi véi nudi trong thaly san, cac két qua cho tirng tinh khong dworc trinh bay do sé lwgng quan sét it.

Hinh 4.3 trinh bay ty 1& ho sir dung cac khoan vay cho san xuat trong trot, chin nudi va nudi
trong thuy san. Trong khi ¢6 ty 1 s6 ho kha cao st dung lao dong thué ngoai trong cac hoat dong san
xuét tré)ng trot, ty 1¢ ho su dung cac khoan vay cho san xuét tréng trot thép hon nhiéu. Tinh trang
nguoc lai xay ra voi san xuét chin nudi voi ty 1€ hd st dung cac khoan vay san xuét cao hon so véi ty
1¢ ho sir dung lao dong thué ngoai. Trong nim 2010, ty 18 ho sir dung cac khoan vay cho san xuét ca
trong trot va chin nudi gan nhu bang nhau. Trong chin nudi, 25% tong sd hd ¢ vay trong nim 2006.
Ty 1& nay giam manh xudng con 13% trong ndm 2008 va giam nhe hon nita xudng con 11% trong nim
2010. Trong san xuat trong trot, viéc st dung cac khoan vay san xuat duong nhu 6n dinh quanh ty 1&
12% trong khi v&i nudi trong thiy san, ty 16 nay ludn thap hon so vé6i trong hai hoat dong trén va ty 16
nay giam tir khoang gan 5,5% xudng con 3,0% trong hai nam dén nam 2010.

Céc khoan vay cho san xuét trong trot rat pho bién tai cac tinh Ty Nguyén (Pak Lak, Dak Nong
va Lam Pong) va tai Long An trong d6 ty 16 ho san xuat trong trot c6 khoan vay ndm gitra 28% dén
48%. Su khéc biét nay, mot 14n nita, c6 thé do loai cay tréng cu thé duoc canh tac trong cac vung. Ca
phé dugc trong tai TAy Nguyén va cdy an qua duoc trong tai Long An, va ca hai loai cay nay déu co
dic diém la thoi gian kéo dai tir thoi diém trong dén lic thu hoach va do d6 thudng can phai st dung
von vay. DBdi voi san xuit tréng trot, duong nhu cé nhiéu hoat dong tin dung tai cac tinh mién Nam
hon nhung cac khoan vay cho san xuét chin nudi phd bién hon tai cic tinh mién Béc so v6i cac tinh
mién Nam. Trén thuc té, ty 1€ hd chan nuodi cao nhat c¢6 khoan vay la tai tinh Dién Bién (22%). Trong
s6 liéu nam 2008, cac khoan vay chin nudi phd bién hon tai cac tinh mién Béc nhung quan sat nay
khong ding ddi véi nam 2010 do viée sir dung cac khoan vay chin nudi ting tai Quang Nam va dic
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biét 1a tai Pak Lak va Long An va viéc st dung cac khoan vay chan nudi kha 6n dinh hodc xu hudng
sut giam tai cac tinh mién Bac (trir Pién Bién).

Hinh 4.3: Cac ho trong trot, chan nudi va nudi trong thlly san st dung von vay san xuat (phan triam)
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N 2010 trdng trot=1.931/N 2008 trdng trot=1.983/N 20086 trong trot=1.896

N 2010 chan nudi=1.539/N 2008 chan nudi=1.547/N 2006 chan nubi=1.666

N 2010 nudi trdng thdy san=318/N 2008 nudi trong thiy san=303/N 2006 nudi trdng thiy san=314
Déi véi nudi trong thdy san, cac két qua cho tirng tinh khdng dwoc trinh bay do sb lwgng quan sét it.

Mic du Hinh 4.3 cho thiy cac ho c6 cha hd nir ¢ ty 16 ¢6 khoan vay it hon nhung khac biét nay
khong c6 y nghia thong ké dang ké dbi véi cac hoat dong trong trot va nudi trong thity san. Su khac
biét c6 y nghia thong ké 16n dbi véi san xuat chin nudi trong d6 chi c6 7% s6 ho cd chi ho nit 6
khoan vay so véi 12% s6 ho ¢6 chu ho nam c6 khoan vay. Li¢u thyc trang nay la do phu nit c6 muc
tiét kiém cao hon hay do ho gip nhiéu khé khan khi vay mwon hon van con chua 13 rang.*” Trong khi
khac biét theo nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham dudng nhu khong qua 16n, ¢ su khac biét c6 ¥
nghia théng ké 16n giita nhdm nghéo nhét va nhém giau nhét vé cac khoan vay san xuét trong trot va
chan nuoi. Nhitng khac biét nay trai nguoc véi cac két qua nim 2008 trong d6 nhém nghéo nhit c6 xu
huéng str dung khoan vay cho san xuat chin nudi va trong trot. Nhing két qua nay cho thay cac nhom
ngheo nhét hodc da giam dau tu vao trong trot/chan nudi hodc di tim duoc nhitng cach thirc khac dé
cung cép tai chinh cho cac khoan dau tu nay vi du nhu théng qua tiét kiém ting.*®

4.3.Khoang cach thwong mai
Chung t6i do luong khoang cach thuong mai bang viéc c6 cho tai xd va khoang cach t6i duong
nhua gﬁn nhét. Sy ton tai cta cho duoc do luong tai cép xa trong khi khodng céch t&1 duong nhyua gﬁn

37 Barslund va Tarp (2007) trong phén tich cua ho tai 4 tinh cua Viét Nam khong tim thay bang chimg 14 céc ho c6 chu ho
nir gap kho khan tin dung nhiéu hon so véi cac ho c6 chi hg nam. Xem thém chi tiét tai Chuong 5 vé thi trudng tin dung
hién nay trong mau cac ho.

¥ Trong Chuong 5 chiing t6i thay rang cac hd nghéo tai Viét Nam c6 xu hudng tiét kiém hon trong nam 2010 so véi nim
2008. C6 thé 1a cac ho nghéo gip kho khin tin dung hon trong nam 2010 nhung ching t6i khong tim thdy bang ching
nao cho thiy trong didu nay, midc di c6 thé 1a cac ho gip nhidu kho khin hon vé mit cac khoan vay dic biét danh cho
dAu tu san xuat.
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nhit duoc hoi & cap ho. Chiing toi sir dung hai chi tiéu d6i v6i su ton tai cia chg, doi tuong 1a ¢6 chg
hang ngdy hodc bdt ky cho nio tai xa. Bdt ky hinh thirc chg nao ciia xi c¢6 thé bao gdm chg hang ngay
va/hoac cho phién.39

63% sb xi c6 chg (hang ngay hodc chg phién) trong nam 2010 trong khi ty 18 nay 1a 65% trong
nam 2008 va 67% trong nam 2006 (Hinh 4.4). Nhiing khéc biét nay khong c6 y nghia thong ké dang
ké. Cac ty 18 nay 6n dinh qua cac nam. Ty 18 xi c6 cho hang ngay di ting tir 48% trong nam 2006 1én
51% trong nam 2008 va 52% trong nam 2010. Sy khac biét giita nim 2006 va 2010 c6 y nghia thong
ké dang ké do d6 chung ta co thé nhan thay c6 sy ting 1én trong s6 xa c6 chg hang ngay ké tir nim
2006 chir khong phai ké tir nam 2008.

O cép tinh, c6 khac biét 16n trong d6 tai cac tinh Pong Bic (Lao Cai, Phii Tho) va Nghé An (Bic
Trung Bd) c6 nhiéu cho phién hon trong khi tai cac tinh khac, néu c6 cho thi hau hét 1a cho hang ngay.
Dién Bién, Pik Nong va Lam Dong chi c6 cho hang ngay (va khong c6 cho phién). Pic biét cac tinh
mién ndi Tay Bic cho rat hiém (khong c6 cho hang ngdy va ciing khong ¢ cho phién).

Hinh 4.4: Cac x4 c6 cho (phan tram)

100

® Chohangngay = Cac loai che

N 2010=431, N 2008=431, N 2006=400

Hinh 4.4 mé ta su tOn tai ciia cho hang ngdy thay ddi nhu thé nao qua thoi gian dbi véi cac tinh
khac nhau. Tai céac tinh c6 ty 1& cho thap (Lai Chau va Pién Bién) thi tinh hinh x4u di theo thoi gian
nhung ciing tai Dk Nong, ty 1& cic xi c6 cho hang ngay ciing giam. Quan sat cho thdy co su cai thién
r& rét nhat vé tinh hinh cho 13 tai Lao Cai (tir 26% trong nam 2006 1én 39% s xa c6 cho hang ngay
trong nam 2010), Phu Tho (tr 23% trong nam 2006 1&én 46% trong nam 2010) va Quang Nam (tir 51%
trong ndm 2006 1én 83% trong ndm 2010). Pdi vai cac tinh khac, tinh hinh khong thay doi.

39 Trong nam 2006 “bat ky loai cho ndy” bao gdm ca cho ban buén. Trong nam 2008 va 2010 chi c6 cho hang ngay va cho
phién co trong bang hoi.
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Trong Hinh 4.6, trinh bay vé khoang cach trung binh ti duong nhwa gin nhat cho nam 2010.
Chi tiéu nay duoc thu thip tai cAp hd va vi vy nd c6 thé khac nhau dbi voi cac ho trong cung xa. Co
su chénh 1éch 16n giita cac tinh vé khoang cach trung binh giira ho dén dudng nhya gan nhét cho thay
viée tiép can voi cho co thé 1a van dé 16n hon d6i voi nhiéu tinh ving sdu ving xa hon so voi cac tinh
khéc. Vi du tai Bién Bién, tinh binh quan cac hg cach dudong nhya gﬁn nhat 7km trong khi khodng cach
nay tai Khanh Hoa 13 0,5 km. S liéu ciing cho thay cac ho nghéo nhit thuong c6 dia diém xa dudng
nhua hon so v&i cac ho giau hon ¢6 nghia 1a cac ho nghéo co thé bi han ché hon vé mit tiép xuc voi
cho. Khac biét nay co y nghia théng ké dang ké.

Hinh 4.5: Nhibng thay déi gitba nam 2006 va 2010 vé phan trdm s6 xa c6 chg hang ngay
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Hinh 4.6: Khoang cach trung binh (km) dén dwéng téi dwong nhwa gan nhat (cap ho), 2010
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4.4.Cung dau vao va cau dau ra cua lua gao

Trong phan nay chiing tdi tip trung vao phan tich cho lua gao do tim quan trong cua san pham
ndy d6i voi cac tinh duge chon mau (82% ho san xuat trong trot trong laa). Khong chi cé cung dau vao
(cac nha cung cap lta giong) ma cau dau ra (nhitng ngudi mua gao) cling rat quan trong vi gan mot
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phan ba san lugng lGia san xuat ra duge ban va ty 1¢ nay da ting 1én ké tir nam 2006. Hinh 4.7 minh
hoa cac ho c6 dugc gidng lta gao tir ddu (phan A cung cép thong tin chi tiét cho nim 2010 va phan B
trinh bay sy thay ddi giita nam 2008 va 2010). Cac hop tac xi cung cip gan mot nira (48%) lta gidng
cho ho va day 1a sy sut giam nhe so voi ndm 2008 (55%). Gan mot phan tu (23%) s6 ho mua lua gidng
tir cong ty gidng, ting 1én so vi muc cia nam 2008 (18%). Cho dia phuong ciing trd nén phd bién
hon nhu mot noi dé ban lua gidng v6i 14% s6 ho mua lua gidng tai ddy so véi ty 16 ndy & muc 7%
trong ndm 2008. Két qua 13, cho dia phwong da tré nén cd tim quan trong nhu nha tich trir gidng voi
vai tro 1a mot ngudn cung cép giéng.

Hinh 4.7: Cac nha cung cép la gidng (phan trdm)

A. Cac nha cung cap lta giong, 2010
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.Cac nha cung cap la gidng, nhitng thay ddi gitra ndm 2008 va 2010 theo tinh
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Céc ho c6 chii ho nam thuong mua giéng tir hop tac xa trong khi cac hd ¢6 chi ho nit thudng
mua gidng tir cac nha tich trir gibng. Viéc sir dung cac nha cung cip khac kha nhu nhau gitta cac ho co
cht hg nam va cac hd c6 chi ho nir. Co6 sy khéac biét dang chi y gitra cac nhom chi ti€u luwong thuc
thuc phém nhung kho xac dinh dugc mdt mo hinh théng nhét mic du cac ho trong nhitng nhém giau

hon thuong mua gidng tir hop tac xa va phan nio it mua giéng hon tir cac cong ty gidng.

Mua lta giéng tir cac hop tac xa dudng nhu phd bién hon tai cac tinh mién Bac nhung tinh c6 ty 18
ho cao nhat mua gidng tir hop tac xa 1a Khanh Hoa (86%). Phti Tho 1a mot ngoai 1¢ trong nhém céc tinh
mién Bic véi ty 1& dudi mot nira sb ho mua giéng tir hop tac xa (36%). Cac nha tich trir gidng va/hodc cac

cong ty giéng 1a phuong thirc cung cp gidng phd bién nhit tai cac tinh Tay Nguyén va Long An.

Phan B cua Hinh 4.7 trinh bay tong quan nhing thay doi gitra nam 2008 va 2010 theo tinh. Tai
hau hét cac tinh, tim quan trong ctia cac hop tac xd véi vai trdo nhu cic nha cung cap gidng hoic da
giam hodc giit nguyén. Chi c6 tai Lao Cai va Khanh Hoa, tAm quan trong cua hop tic xi ting manh
(twong tng 1a 19 va 59 diém phan tram). O nhiing tinh ma tAm quan trong cta cac hop tic x3 giam,
cho dia phuong hodc cac cong ty gidng dudng nhu co vai tro ting 1én. Vai tro cta cho dia phuong da

tang lén nhanh tai Phu Tho, Lai Chau, PBién Bién, Quang Nam, Pk Nong va Lam Béng.

Phan A ctia Hinh 4.8 mo ta vai trd ctia ho gia dinh nhu nhitng ngudi mua lta gao da ting 1én trong
giai doan hai nam trudc nam 2010. 57% s ho ban gao cho biét cac hd khac 1a nhitng ngudi mua chil yéu
trong khi ty 1€ nay chi 1a 34% trong nam 2008. Tuong ung, ty 1€ nhitng nha budn tur nhan giam tr viéc
chiém ty 1& 65% trong s6 nhimg ngudi mua lia gao chinh trong nim 2008 xubng chi con 42% trong nam
2010. Khéng co khac biét 16n giita cac nhom chi tiéu lwong thuc thuc pham trong ndm 2010 trong khi
trong nam 2008, ty 18 ho 13 nhitng ngudi mua gao giam 16 rét cing véi su gidu co (va nguoc lai dbi véi cac
nha buén tu nhan). Trong nim 2010, chi ¢6 nhom rat giau van c6 ty 16 ho mua gao thap nhét (51%).

Chung t6i thiy khong c6 su khac biét vé ngudi mua gao giita cac hd c6 chii ho nam va cac ho co
chd hd nit trong ndm 2008. Tuy nhién trong nam 2010, duong nhu cac hd 1a nhitng ngudi mua gao
quan trong tur cac hd c6 chu ho nit. Co sy khac bi¢t dang luu y gitra céac tinh véi ty 1¢ hd mua gao rat
cao vi du nhu tai Ha Tay cii (86%), Lao Cai (93%) hodc Khanh Hoa (80%). O cudi db thi, ho gia dinh
chiém ty 18 rat thap tai Long An (7%), Lam Ddong (23%) va Dién Bién (26%).

Phan B ctia Hinh 4.8 cho thiy trong khi sy ton tai cta nhitng nha budn tu nhan rd rang hon tai
cac tinh mién Nam trong ndm 2008 thi su khac biét nay khong con rd rang nita. Ty 1 nha budn tu nhan
giam & hau hét tit ca cac tinh mién Nam (trir tai Khanh Hoa 13 ngoai 1é trong nam 2008 voi 100%
nguoi mua la hd gia dinh) va tai hau hét cac tinh mién Béic trir Phu Tho va Pién Bién. Su sut giam
thudn ty 18 ho gia dinh chu yéu ban gao cho cac nha budn tu nhan tai cac tinh mién Nam 16n hon nhiéu

so v&i cac tinh mién Bac cho thay co6 su tap trung vé hanh vi gitra céc tinh.
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Hinh 4.8: Ngwoi mua lua gao tir cac hd san xuat gao (phan tram sé hé ban gao)

A.Nguwoi mua gao, chi tiét nam 2010
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B. Ngudi mua gao, nhirng thay ddi gitra ndm 2008 va 2010 theo tinh
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4.5.Tiép can véi thi truong diu vao va diu ra

Trong phan nay ching t6i chuyén sang quan diém ctia ngudi nong dan vé nhimg kho khan ma ho
d6i mit trong viéc tiép can du vao va trong viéc quan 1y dau ra. Trong Hinh 4.9 trinh bay ty 1& ho cho
thay ho gip nhitng van dé dbi vai céc thi truong dau vao va dau ra.

Trong nam 2008, ty 1& ngudi nong dan gip kho khin trong céc thi truong dau vao (51%) vuot ty
1& nhitng nguoi gap kho khin ddi voi cac thi truong dau ra (31%). Trong ndm 2010, ciing nhu trong
truong hop nim 2006, chiing ti thdy c6 murc ty 1¢ it nhiéu can bang hon s6 nong dan cho biét ho gip
kho khan trong ca hai thi truong nay. Trong nam 2010, 35% hd cho biét ho gap kho khan trong viéc
tiép can thi trudng dau vao trong khi 34% ho cho biét ho gip khé khan trong viéc db6i mit voi cac van
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dé sau san xuét (twong tmg 1a 35% va 37% trong ndm 2006). Do d6, duong nhu ngudi nong dan gip
phai cic vin dé ngoai 18 trong nam 2008 khi cb ging tiép can cac thi truong dau vao. Tinh trang nay
phan 16n lién quan dén khing hoang gia lwong thuc va gia dau xay ra vao nim 2008 va né cling anh
huong t6i gia cia mot sé dau vao ma ngudi ndng dan st dung. C6 nhidu noéng dan hon trong cic nhom
chi tidu lwong thuc thuc pham thap cho biét ho gip khé khan trong viée tiép can véi cac dau vao hién
tai va thi truong dau ra, cac ho c6 chi hd nam duong nhu gap it khé khan hon trong viéc tiép can thi
truong. Dbi véi hau hét cac tinh, sé ngudi nong dan cho biét gip kho khin trong viée tiép can ca hai
thi trudng dau vao va dau ra nhu nhau va trong hai phan ba sb truong hop thi van 13 nhitng ngudi nong
dan d6 cho biét ho gip kho khin (két qua khong duoc trinh bay).

Hinh 4.9: Ty Ié cac ho gap kho khan trong viéc tiép can thj trwong (phan tram)
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N 2010=1.884, N 2008=1.915 (d4u vao hién tai), 1,649 (sau san xuét), N 2006=2.051

Hinh 4.10: Kho khan trong tiép can thj trwng dau vao - nhivrng thay dbi gitra ndm 2008 va 2010
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Nhu da dé cap o trén, nhitng ngudi nong dan gap khé khin trong viée tiép can cac thi truong dau
vao da giam ké tir nam 2010. Hinh 4.10 xem xét xu huéng nay mot cach chi tiét hon. Su sut giam xay
ra trong tat ca cac nhom chi tidu lwong thuc thuc pham nhung it nhit dbi vi nhom nghéo nhat cho
thdy c6 1& nhitng ho nay giap kho khin nhiéu nhat trong viéc phuc hoi tir gia du vao cao trong nim
2008. Mot sb tinh c6 mire do sut giam rat nhanh nhu Lao Cai, Pht Tho, Ngh¢é An va Long An. Tai hai
tinh ma kho khan ting 1én, cu thé d6 1a cac tinh ving Tay Béc: Dién Bién va Lai Chau.

D¢ hiéu toan dién hon nita nhiing loai kho khin ma nguoi néng dan dbi mit, cac kho khan dugce
liét ké trong Hinh 4.11 ddi v&i cac thi truong dau vao va trong Hinh 4.13 dbi véi cac thi truong dau ra.
Chi c6 nhirng khé khin duwgc nguoi nong dan cho 13 quan trong nhat duogc trinh bay. Hinh 4.11 cho
thdy gia van 1a van d& quan trong nhat vé phia cau. Day dic biét 1a van dé ctiia nam 2008 khi 72% sb
ngudi néng dan gip kho khan dé cap dén van dé nay. Van dé nay chi duoc 55% ngudi nong dan gip
kho khin trong nim 2006 va 44% ngudi nong dan gip kho khan trong ndm 2010 dé cap 1a kho khan
dau vao quan trong nhat. Co s ha tang giao thong vén tai kém (22% s6 ngudi nong dan dé cap 1a kho
khan chinh), tiép theo 12 “khong dii thong tin” (17% 1a nhiing van dé chinh dugc dé cap nhiéu trong
nam 2010. Trong nam 2008, “khong thé mua chiu” (10%) va “thiéu cic nha cung cap” va “co s ha
tang giao thong van tai kém” (twong ung 1a 8% va 7%) 1a nhimg khé khin quan trong khac. Ban chat
ctia nhitng kho khin gip phai rd rang di dich chuyén tir gia va cac van dé co lién quan ké tir nam 2008
sang cac van dé co tinh cu tric hon.

Hinh 4.11: Céc loai kho khin trong tiép can thi trwong doi véi cac dau vao hién tai (phan tram)
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Dudng nhu ¢6 twong quan gitta cac nhom chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham vé cac loai kho khin ma
ngudi nong dan ddi mat. Vi du, ngudi néng dan trong nhom nghéo nhét it cho biét “khong du thong
tin” 1a vin d¢ quan trong trong khi ho thudng cho biét 14 ho thiéu cac nha cung cip. Diéu nay co thé do
dia diém cta cac ho nghéo nhit thuong 1 ving siu viing xa.

Tam quan trong cua céc loai kho khan khac nhau thay ddi theo tinh. Vi du tai Pht Tho, Ngh¢ An
va Khanh Hoa, gia ca duong nhu 1a van dé rit nghiém trong dbi véi ngudi néng dan trong khi kho
khan nay khong qua nghiém trong trong truong hop tai Lao Cai, Lai Chau, Quang Nam hodc Lam
DPong. Co sé ha ting giao thong kém 1a van dé quan trong tai Lao Cai va Dién Bién trong khi kho khan
nay it dugc dé cap tai Pha Tho, Nghé An, Quang Nam va Lam Déng. Tai Khanh Hoa, chi c6 van dé vé
gia ca va nha cung cip duoc dé cap. Thong tin khéng du 1a van dé dién hinh tai Quang Nam va Lam
Pong.

Hinh 4.12 trinh bay tong quan vé nhiing thay d6i giita nim 2008 va 2010 theo gidi tinh cua chu
ho va theo nhom chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phém. Pic biét chu y 1a gia ca, trong khi van 1a mot quan
ngai quan trong thi van dé nay duoc mot sb it ngudi nong dan cho rang 12 nguyén nhan chinh cta quan
ngai trong nim 2010 so voi trong ndm 2008. Ngoai 1 duy nhét 1a cac hd nghéo nhat, di véi ho gia ca
van 1a mot vin dé quan trong.

Hinh 4.12: Nhi#ng thay d6i gitra nam 2008 va 2010 trong cac loai khé khan tiép can vé&i cac dau vao hién tai
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N 2010=663, N 2008=977

Trong Hinh 4.13, téng quan vé cac loai kho khin khac nhau sau san xuat ma nguoi ndng dan dbi
miat duge dé cap. Thiéu nang luc xu ly so b 1a van dé dugc dé cap rong rai nhat. TAm quan trong
tuong ddi ciia van dé ¢ dinh diém vao nam 2008 (42%) so v&i 30% trong nam 2006 va 38% trong nim
2010. Trong nam 2006 va 2010, “thiéu thong tin vé gia thi trudng” 14 van dé quan trong nhit (twong
mg 18% va 20%) trong khi trong nam 2008 “thiéu du trir d6i v6i dau ra” 1a vin dé quan trong thir hai
(19%). Véan dé nay ciing dugc xem la ¢6 tim quan trong nhu vay trong nam 2010 ddi voi 17% s6 ho.
Chi phi giao théng van tai cao ciing thuong dugc dé cap (12% trong nam 2010). Thiéu ning lyuc xir 1y
ban dau dudng nhu 1 vAn dé quan trong hon twong ddi trong nhdm chi tiéu lwong thuc thuc pham giau
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nhét trong khi thiéu thong tin vé gia thi trudng va chi phi van tai cao duong nhur 1a vén dé dién hinh
hon ddi v6i nhom nghéo nhat. Sy bién d6i 16n giita cac tinh ciing rat 16 rang cho thdy nhimng kho khan
ma cac ho gia dinh ddi mit lién quan dén thi truong dau ra duong nhu 1a ddc trung cta dia diém hon 1a
ddc trung ndng nghiép.

Hinh 4.13: Céc loai khé khan sau san xuat
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N 2010=642, N 2008=517, N 2006=768

4.6.Tiép cén thity lgi

Tudi tiéu 1a dau vao quan trong ddi véi san xudt, dic biét 1a d6i voi nhimg ngudi trong lua. Hinh
4.14 trinh bay (i) ty 1& ho phu thudc vao hé thong tudi tiéu cong hodc hop tac xi va (ii) ty 1 ho dé cap
rang tinh trang chung cta hé théng tudi tidu 1a “tdi” hodc “khong tt ciing khong toi”*. Thir nhat, ty 18
ho phu thudc vao hé théng tudi ti€u cong hodc hop tac xa (dudi day goi chung 1a “hé théng tudi tiéu
cong”) giam dan tir 61% (2006) xubng con 56% (2008) va giam hon nita xudng con 54% (2010). Hon
nira, ty 1& nguoi s dung cho rang tinh trang chung ciia hé thong tudi tiéu 1a “khong t6t” giam tir 77%
xudng 64% va 63%. Nhiing thay doi gitra nam 2008 va 2010, ca vé sy phu thudc vao hé thong tudi tiéu
cong va mirc do hai 1ong voi hé thong nay 1a nhé va khong c6 y nghia thong ké dang ké.

Nhu trong nam 2008, tinh trang hd gia dinh tai cac tinh mién Béc duong nhu phu thudc nhiéu
hon vao h¢ thong tudi tiéu cong nhung ciing kém hai long hon véi hé théng nay van giit nguyén. Cac
ho c6 chu ho nit duong nhu van it phu thudc hon vao hé¢ théng tudi tiéu cong va muc do hai long cta
cac ho ¢6 chu ho nam va nit 1a nhu nhau.

40 Chi tiéu dwoc dan nhan “khéng tot”.
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Phan t6 cac két qua theo nhom chi tiéu lwong thuc thuc pham, trong nam 2008, quan sat cho thay
su phu thudc ting 1én theo nhém chi ti€éu. Tuy nhién, trong nam 2010, c6 mbi quan hé hinh chir U
nguoc voi sy phu thudc thip hon mot chut trong nhém nghéo nhat (49%) va nhom gidu nhat (52%) so
v6i nhom giita (55% dén 59%). Su phu thudc vao hé thong tudi tiéu cong tang 1én dbi véi nhom nghéo
nhit va nhém nghéo th hai (v6i mic ting twong tmg 1a 8 diém phan trim va 5 diém phan trim) trong
khi sy phu thudc nay giam ddi v6i ba nhém giau nhat. Khong co6 mébi quan hé 16 rang giita mirc do hai
long véi tinh trang chung cta ctia hé thong va nhom chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham.,

Hinh 4.14: Phu thudc vao hé thong twéi tiéu cong/hop tac xa (phan tram)

100

B % phu thudc vao cong trinh thuy loi nha nuéc/HTX B %nhan dinh chung la "khéngtot”

N = 2.200 (tAt ca cac nam; phu thudc vao hét thdng tui tiéu cong/hop tac X&) ’
N 2010=1.971, N 2008=2.002, N 2006=1.564 (bao cao vé tinh trang chung cla hé thong twdi tiéu)

Ty 18 ho phai tra tién cho viée st dung va bao tri hé thdng tuéi tiéu cong rat khac nhau giira cac
tinh va giira cac nam theo tinh nhung khéng c6 su khéac biét 16n & mire sd liéu tong hop (Hinh 4.15). O
cap x4, phi thudong duoc tra cho quy hop tac xd nham bao tri va quan 1y hé thong tuéi tiéu xi. Tong
phan trim ho tra phi ting nhe tir 50% 1én 53%. P6i v6i nhitng ho phu thude vao hé thong tudi tidu
cong trong ca hai nam (tong s6 948 ho), ty 1& ho tra phi ting tir 54% 1én 59%.

Mtrc ting 1én rd rang nhat trong nhém chi tiéu luong thuc thuc pham nghéo thtr hai va trong
nhom gitra (ting 1én 5 va 7 diém phan tram). Co su thay d6i 16n & hau hét tit ca cac tinh trong d6 sd ho
trd phi hodc sut gidm nhanh hoac tdng nhanh. Tai Ha Tay ci, Pién Bién, Nghé An, Khanh Hoa va Lam
DPong, ty 18 ho tra phi tudi tiéu ting 1én véi muc ting 16n trong khi tai cac tinh khac ty 1& ho tra phi
giam.*!

1 K& tir nam 2009, moi nong dan duge mién thué tudi tidu trén 3 héc ta dat, khong ké ddi twong quan 1y hé thdng tudi tiéu.
Véi dién tich dat 16n hon 3 héc ta thi van phai phai dong (trir dat trong khu vie duge xac dinh 1a “kho6 khan”). Mirc tang
ty 1€ ngudi nong dan trd phi van hop 1y ¢ nhitng noi ngudi nong ddn mo rdng cac manh dat cua ho hodc ¢ noi dat trude

day dugc xac dinh 1a “kho khan” nhung khong con dugce xac dinh 1a “kho khan” trong nam 2010.
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Miic tang nhé & cp do tong s6 khong cho thiy su thay doi 16n & cép tinh theo cac hudng khac
nhau. Tai Lam Pong, khong c6 hd nio cho biét 1a phai tra phi tudi tiéu trong nim 2008 nhung ty 1¢
nay ting 1én mirc mot nira tong s6 ho tai tinh nay trong nim 2010. Diéu nay cho thay su thay d6i chinh
sach gitra hai nam. Cac ho khong tra phi hau hét dugc mién phi.

Hinh 4.15: Cac ho tra phi twéi tiéu (phan tram)
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N 2010=1.228, N 2008=1.204

4.7.Thong tin nong nghiép

Thong tin vé k¥ thuat san xuit, dau vao va ddu ra san pham ndng nghiép hodc cac san phim mai
c6 thé gitp nguoi nong dan trong viée tiép can cac co hdi mai (thic day nang suit hodc thu nhap).
Hinh 4.16 trinh bay nhiing ho néng nghiép nhan dugc thong tin hoic do ho dén gip can bo khuyén
néng hodc tham gia vao céc budi hop hodc do ho dugc cén bo khuyén nong dén tham. Ty 1€ ho dén gap
can bo khuyén nong (hodc tham du hop) cao hon nhiéu so véi ty 1¢ ho dugc can bd khuyén néng dén
tham. Chat luong cua budi Viéng tham c6 thé khac nhau rd rét va phu hop hon voi diéu kién cu thé cua
ngudi néng dan trong truong hop dén tham nha.

40% ho dén gip can bo khuyén nong hodc tham dy hop trong 12 thang trude diéu tra nim 2010
cho thiy c6 su sut giam 16n so véi ty 18 trong nam 2006 (90%). Ty 18 ho duoc can bd khuyén nong dén
tham 1a 12% trong nam 2010, mdt lan nita cho théy c6 su sut gidm so vai ty 1€ nam 2006 (10%). S6 lan
can bo khuyén nong dén tham ho binh quén 1a gan 2 trong nam 2010 va 2006 trong khi con s6 nay cao
hon mot chat vao nam 2008 (2,7).

Ty 1& ho dén gip can bo khuyén ndéng hodc tham dy hop cao hon nhiéu ddi vé6i cac ho co chit ho
nam so voi cac hd c6 cha hd nir (twong tng 45% va 23%) trong khi ty 16 ho dugc can bo khuyén nong
dén tham it nhiéu nhu nhau giira ho c¢6 chit ho nam va ho c¢6 chi ho nir. Duong nhu ¢6 tvong quan ty 18
thudn gitra ty 1€ hd dugc can bd khuyén nong dén tham va nhom chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phém voi
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nhom giau nhit thudng duoc can bo khuyén néng dén tham. Mit khac, cac hd nghéo nhit thuong hay
dén gip can bo khuyén nong hodc tham du hop.

Hinh 4.16: Ty 1& hd dén gép can b khuyén néng/dwoc can b khuyén néng dén tham (phan tram)
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Lwu y: Ho dén gap can b khuyén néng/tham dw hop chi ¢é cho ndm 2010.

Tai mot sd tinh, cac hd dudng nhu ¢6 xu hudéng hoac dugce can bd khuyén néng dén tham hodic tu
dén gip can bo khuyén nong. Vi dy, duong nhu cac ho tai Lam Pong (29%), Quang Nam (28%) va
Lao Cai (23%) thudng dugc can bo khuyén nong dén tham hon so véi cac ho tai cac tinh khac trong 12
thang trude cudce didu tra nhu tai Lai Chau (76%), Dik Nong (56%), nghé An (55%), Pik Lik (50%)
va Lao Cai (47%) ho thuong dén gip can bo khuyén nong hodc tham du hop. Dic biét tai Lao Cai,
dudng nhu ¢6 nhiéu hoat dong khuyén néng véi ty 18 ca hai dang lién lac trén déu twrong ddi cao.

Tuy nhién, myc ti€u co ban cta thong tin ndng nghi¢p khong phai la ban than nhiing lién hé nay
ma 13 tac dong cua nhung lién hé d6 dbi v6i hanh vi (vi du thong qua ning suét hodc thu nhap ting).
Céc cau hoi veé viée lidu thong tin nhan dugc c6 tic dong dén viéc ra quyét dinh c6 trong cudc diéu tra
nay. Tuy nhién, nhitng cau hoi nay khong han ché trong pham vi théng tin hodc sy tro gitp nhan duoc
chi tir co quan khuyén nong hodc tir cac cudc hop ma con bao gdbm cac ngudn khéac (cac nha cung cp
hodc ngudi mua, hang x6m, dai phat thanh xa hodc phuong tién truyén thong). Do d6, dau tién chung
t61 xem xét nhitng ngudn nao cé vai trd quan trong dé thu thap thong tin hodc nhitng hd tro nao trong
tap hop co lién quan dén ndéng nghiép.

Céc co quan khuyén nong hodc cic cudc hop 1a nhan t6 quan trong nhung khong phai 1a nguon
thong tin duy nhét vé cac chii dé dugc liét ké trong Hinh 4.17.

Tam quan trong véi vai tro 1a ngudn thong tin ctia cac nhan td trén dao dong tir 10% sé ho dé cap
day 1a ngudn thong tin thi truong dén 47% s6 ho dé cap day 1a ngudn thong tin vé gidng méi. Co quan
khuyén nong va cac cudc hop 1a ngudn thong tin quan trong nhat vé vin dé giéng méi (47%) va vé sit
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dung phan bon (37%). Cac nha cung cip chiém 23% thong tin hodc sy hd tro ma nguoi néng din nhan
duoc vé sir dung phan bon nhung ho ¢6 tim quan trong nhé hon trong thong tin vé cac linh vuc khac.
Dai phat thanh x3 ciing dong vai trd quan trong trong viéc phd bién thong tin va day 1a ngudn thong tin
quan trong nhat vé tudi tiéu (39% sd hd), cac van dé sau bo giy hai (38%) va dich bénh chin nuoi
(32%). Pay khong phai 1a diéu gdy ngac nhién vi nhitng van dé nay hodc nhiing tac dong nay thudc vé
mirc d6 ca nhan va thudc vao moi quan tdm & cap xa. Phuong tién thong tin dai chiing 12 ngudn thong
tin vé thi truong quan trong nhat (49%) va thong tin vé tiép can tin dung (32%) va hang x6m 1a ngudn
thong tin quan trong thir hai vé nhiing linh vic nay (twong tng 13 27% va 24%).

Hinh 4.17: Nguén thong tin ddi véi cac van dé dwoc chon, 2010
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® Pai ly khuyénnéng/gip g6 @ Nha cung cap/nguai mua Hang x6m

® Pai truyén thanh xa B Théngtin dai ching

N=1.453 dén 1.877 theo s6 hd nhan dwoc thdng tin hodc hé tro trén tiing cha dé

Hinh 4.18 trinh bay két qua vé tic dong ma thong tin va su hd trg ddi v6i viée ra quyét dinh cua
ho theo nhu hd cho biét. Ching t6i chi dua vao & ddy cac y kién ciia nhitg ho c6 tham gia vao hoat
dong co lién quan, c6 nghia 1a ching toi chi bao cao cau tra 1oi vé tic dong ddi véi trong trot tir hd c6
hoat dong tréng trot trén thuc té.

Thong tin nhan dugc tic dong tuong dbi it dbi voi cac quyét dinh nudi trong thuy san. Pic biét
cac ho co chu ho nit va cac hd nghéo nhat tham gia vao nudi trong thiy san cho biét théng tin nhan
dugc khong c6 bat ky tac dong nao dén cac quyét dinh nudi trong thay san cia ho (twong ung 1a 62%
va 45%).* Thong tin nhan duoc dudng nhu it nhit c6 tic dong dén viée ra quyét dinh cua cac ho co
chu ho nit. Tac dong tich cuc nhét cua thong tin (hodc “rat nhiéu” hodc “vira phai”) duong nhu ddi véi
cac quyét dinh vé trong trot va chin nudi. Tong s6, 81% sb ho dé cap rang c6 tac dong (nhiéu hodc vira
phai) cua thong tin ho nhan dwoc ddi voi cac quyét dinh trdng trot va chan nudi cua ho.

2 Piéu nay c6 thé do loai chu d& dugc liét ké trong bang hoi dudng nhu it c6 lién quan dén nudi trong thiy san.
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Hinh 4.18: Tac dong cta Thong tin/Hé tre nhan dworc trong viéc dwa ra quyét dinh ctia ho

A. Dbi véi cac quyét dinh trong trot B. Ddi v6i cac quyét dinh chan nudi
Téng Tong
Giau nhat Giau nhat
Giau nhi Griau nhi
Trungbinh Trungbinh
Nghéo nhi Ngheéo nhi
Nghéo nhat Nghéo nhat
Nam Nam
Nit Nit

I 1 I I 1 1 T T T T T 1
0%  20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0%  20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
ERatnhién  ®Viraphai = Khénganh huong ERatnhicu B Viaphai  ®Khonganh huéng
C.Déi véi cac quyét dinh nudi trong thay san D.Déi véi khdi lwong dem ban
Tong Téng
Giau nhat Giau nhat
Graunhi Griau nhi
Trungbinh Trungbinh
Nglieonhi Nghéo nhi
Ngzhéo nhat Ngheéo nhat
Nam Nam
0%  20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0%  20% 40% 060% 80% 100%
ERatnhicu ®Viraphai ® Khénganh lurong WRaitnhieu W Viaphai  ®Khonganh huong

N 2010=1.898(trong trot), 1.512(chan nui), 310(nudi trong thay san), 1.931(khdi lwong dé ban) ’
#Chi c6 y kién clia cac ho tham gia vao hoat dong cd lién quan dugc xem xét. DOi voi “khdi lwong dé ban’, chung toi gop ca y kién
clia cac hd cd tham gia vao it nhat mét trong ba hoat dong cé lién quan (san xuat trong trot, chan nudi hodc thiy san).

4.9. Tém tit

Trong chuong nay, chung t6i trinh bay sé liéu thong ké c6 lién quan dén cac dau vao va dau ra
cua san xuat néng nghiép. Chung t6i thao luan cac san phim dau vao va dau ra cu thé ciing nhu thi
trudng ma cac dau vao va dau ra nay duoc mua ban. Tiép can vai thi truong duoc thao luan ca khach
quan (vé& mat dia diém noi cac dau vao dugc mua va dau ra dugce ban) va chu quan (vé mit cac van dé
ma ngudi néng dan cho biét 1a ho dbi mit trong viéce tiép can thi trudng dau vao va dau ra). Mot sé dau
vao cu thé nhu tudi tiéu va thong tin néng nghiép duoc thao luan riéng.

Nhin chung, 1 rang 13 trong khi s6 liéu nim 2006 va 2010 kha gidng nhau & nhiéu phuwong dién,
thi nam 2008 duong nhu 1a mot ndm ngoai 1€. Trén thuc té, cach thuc dua ra két luan chic chin dyua
trén cac quan sat trong ba nim 1a khong phai lac nao ciing 1a mot co so chic chén, sb liéu tir ba cudc
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diéu tra cho thiy nam 2008 phan nao la mot “nim ngoai bién”, chu yéu do khing hoang luong thyc va
dau Iira va gia co lién quan va/hodc phat trién thi truong. Pén nim 2010, ngudi nong dan tai ving
néng thon Viét Nam duong nhu it nhiéu quay tro lai hanh vi truée day ctia minh (2006). Hon nita, s6
lidu cho thay c6 su phuc hdi cham hon trong s6 nhitg ngudi ndng dan nghéo hon. Pay 1a mét linh vuc
can duoc khai thac sau hon trong nghién ctru sau hon nita.

N6i chung, quan sat cho thdy khong co thay doi dang luu ¥ trong loai cic hoat dong nong nghiép
ma cac ho gia dinh tham gia (trdng trot, chan nudi hodc nudi trong thiy san). Tuy nhién, mot sé tinh
cho théy c6 su thay ddi 1on nhu sy sut giam dang ké ty 1€ hd chan nuobi tai Khanh Hoa va Lam Déng,
phan 16n do sy sut giam sb ho nudi ga (tac dong ctia ciim gia cam). Trong trong trot, khong co su thay
d6i 16n & cép téng sd. Mo hinh theo ving van ton tai vi cac ho tai cac tinh mién Bic dudng nhu tham
gia trong cdy hang nam nhiéu hon (lta va ngd) trong khi cac ho tai cac tinh mién Nam trong mau cua
chung t6i dudng nhu tham gia tréng cdy 1au ndm nhiéu hon (ciy an qua va ca phé). Su khéc biét theo
ving ndy vé loai cdy trong dugc canh tac ciing s& c6 tac dong dén mot sb cac khac biét khac co lién
quan dén dau vao va dau ra giita cac vang. Cay an qua va ca phé dudng nhu duoc cac nhom chi tiéu
lwong thuc thuc pham gidu hon canh tac trong khi laa, ngd va hat diéu dudng nhu 1a cay trong dién
hinh cua cac nhom nghéo hon.

Vé thi truong ti€u thu cua cac san phém tréng trot, liéu khoi luong san phém lam ra dugc ban
hoic tiéu dung hodc du trit tai nha, c6 hai xu huéng trai nguoc nhau dién ra giita naim 2008 va 2010.
Ty 1& san pham tréng trot duwoc ban cia cac hd giam, trong khi ty 1& lua gao dugc ban ting. Do vy
trong khi nhin chung cac ho duong nhu it c6 tinh thwong mai hon thi cac ho trdng laa lai c6 tinh
thuong mai hon. V& mat téng quan, nhitng ho giau hon va ho c¢6 chu ho nam c6 tinh thuong mai cao
hon. Va tham chi cac tinh mién Nam trong mau ctia chiing t6i ¢6 it ho trong lta hon, ké ca tong quan
chung va cac ho trong lta thi cac ho tai cac tinh mién Nam ciing c6 xu hudng thuong mai cao hon.

Vé st dung dau vao, su sut gidm trong viéc su dung mot s6 dau vao (vi du nhu str dung cay
gidng, phan bon hoa hoc, lao dong thué ngoai trong san xuét chin nudi) gitra nam 2006 va 2008 chwa
dugc phuc hoéi hoan toan trong nam 2010. Viéc str dung cac dau vao 1a dic trung theo tinh va diéu nay
6 thé ¢6 lién quan dén loai cay tréng duoc canh tac hodc cac dic diém vé dia diém nhu sy mau m&
ctia dat dai hodc kho khan thi truong. Cac ho c¢6 chu hd nir duong nhu dung it mot s6 dau vao hon va
diéu nay c6 thé do sy tham gia vao cac hoat dong néng nghiép khac nhau hoic khé khin khac nhau (vé
thong tin).

Co s ha tang thi truong (su ton tai cua cho phién/cho hang ngay) duong nhu khong thay d6i
dang ké ké tir nam 2008 vé mat tong quan nhung co su ting 1én dang ké ké tir nim 2006 trong ty 18 xa
¢ cho hang ngay, dic biét 1a ddi véi cac loai san pham cay trong d& hu hong ma duy trir 1a mot van dé.
Hon nita, c6 su sut giam chung dang ké vé khoang cach toi duong nhua gan nhit. Nhimg cai tién vé co
so ha tdng nay duong nhu xay ra nhiéu hon twong ddi tai cac ving c6 nhiéu ngudi nghéo.

Quay sang van dé cac nha cung cép gidng lua, 2008 dudng nhu 1a mot ndm ngoai 18. Vi du
chung t6i thdy c6 su ting 1én trong vai trd cta cac hop tac xi gitta nam 2006 va 2008 nhung c6 su sut
giam xubéng mirc ndm 2006 trong ndm 2010. Sy sut giam vai trd cua cac hop tac xd duong nhu phu
hop voi vai tro ting 1én cia cac cong ty gidng va/hodc cho dia phuong. V& thi truong dau ra cia
laa/gao, quan sat cho thay vai tro cua thi truong/cho dia phuong ting 1én song song véi ty 1& gao duoc
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ban cho ho ting 1én ké tir nam 2008. Nhing nha budn tu nhan khong con phd bién tai cac tinh mién
Nam c6 trong mau va hanh vi thuong mai duong nhu héi tu qua cac ving.

Bén canh do, ty 1€ ngudi nong dan cho biét ho gdp cac kho khan vé thi truong dau vao va thi
truong tiéu thu san pham it nhiéu nhu nhau trong nam 2006 va 2010 trong khi trong nim 2008, ty 1
ngudi ndng dan cho biét ho gip cac van dé thi trudng dau vao dic biét 1a vé gia diu vao cao hon nhiéu.
Nhin chung, quan sat cho thdy c6 xu huéng rd rang cho thiy nhiéu néng dén tra 10i ho gip it kho khin
hon. Sy sut giam ty 1& nong dan cho biét ho gip cac kho khin trong tiép can thi truong dau vao 1a nho
nhit trong nhom chi tiéu lwong thuc thuc phdm nghéo nhat. Diéu nay cho thay cac hd nghéo nhat van
dang phuc hdi tir cac khé khan trong nim 2008. Dbi v6i nhitng ngudi nghéo nhét, kho khin vé gia cao
khong thay d6i nhiéu theo thoi gian nhung ho gip nhiéu kho khin hon vi khong thé mua chiu trong
nim 2008 va kho khin nay da giam vao nam 2010. Nhitng quan sat nay cho thdy nhom nghéo nhat
thuong c6 xu huéng mua chiu nhiéu hon cac nhom khac vi ho khong thé thanh toan trudc gia cac dau
Vao cao.

Khong c6 thay d6i dang luu ¥ vé tong phan traim ho phu thudc ciing nhu hai 1ong v6i hé théng
tudi tiéu ctia nha nudc va hop tac xa. Tuy nhién, dudng nhu su phu thudc trén ting 1én dbi vi mot sd
trong s6 cac ho ngheéo nhét trong khi giam di d6i v6i cac hd nghéo. Bén canh do, chi c6 su sut giam
nho ty 1& tong hop s6 ho tra phi tudi tiéu, mic du diéu nay khong cho phép thiy dugc su khac biét giira
cac tinh. Pac biét Lam Pong cho thiy c6 su tang 1én tir khong c¢6 hd ndo trong nam 2008 1én mot nira
s6 ho trong nim 2010.

Vé thong tin nong nghiép, ty 16 ho gip can bd khuyén ndng cao hon nhiéu so véi ty 1 ho duoc
co quan khuyén nong dén tham. Dbi véi ty 16 s6 ho duoc can b khuyén nong dén tham, mot lan nira
2008 1a mdt nam ngoai 1€ véi ty 1€ thép hon nhiéu so v&i nam 2006 va 2010. bang luu y 1a céc dich vu
khuyén néng c6 vai trd quan trong nhung khong phai 1 ngudn thong tin nong nghiép duy nhit d6i voi
ngudi néng dan. Cac ngudn thong tin khac nhu dai phat thanh xa hodc phuong tién truyén thong cé vai
trd quan trong trong viéc phd bién thong tin vé nhimg chu dé khac nhau. Tac dong cua thong tin nhan
duge tir cac ngudn duoc liét ké dbi véi mot loat cac quyét dinh c6 lién quan dén néng nghiép duong
nhu nhé nhét d6i véi cac ho co chi ho nit va 1én nhit ddi véi nhom chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phém nam
du6i muc ¢ gitta. Do d6, can phai cai thién lién hé véi phu nit va voi nhitng ho nghéo nhat théng qua
khuyén nong hoic cac ngudn khac.
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Phu luc Chwong 4:

Ty 1é gia tri san xuat trong trot dwgc mua ban trao doi

Tat ca - . . Cacca Cacca
san pham Lual Ngo Khoai  Khoai g Lac Rau trong hé¥\g Hoa = ¢, phé Che Hat  yia  Tieu  lau nén):
trongtrot 92 tay lang namkhac 942 dieu khac

Tinh

Ha Tay 27,9 294 31,3 39,9 444 63,7 69,1 0,0 0,0 0,0 66,7 62,5 87,1 :
Lao Cai 254 20,8 20,0 : 100,0 27,0 22,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 . 100,0 . 66,7
Phu Tho 17,9 12,9 16,2 778 3,0 29,2 31,9 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 85,4 100,0 80,0
Lai Chau 17,7 13,9 18,3 5,6 58,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 70,4 .

Dién Bién 23,6 249 11,9 . . 6,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 . 80,0 .
Nghé An 26,9 20,9 17,2 100,0 0,0 49,8 48,9 0,0 0,0 0,0 30,8 . 92,3 . 0,0
Quang Nam 53,5 51,0 69,9 92,6 52,7 66,5 74,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 100,0 100,0 625 98,4 93,3
Khanh Hoa 451 40,7 100,0 . 100,0 . 0,0 0,0 0,0 . . 100,0 95,0 . :
Pak Lak 70,8 35,1 53,2 0,0 80,4 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 96,8 50,0 90,2 80,0 92,0 100,0
Pak Nong 84,1 43,7 83,5 88,9 0,0 0,0 0,0 94,8 . 95,1 66,7  100,0 100,0
Lam Dé")ng 75,5 42,8 40,4 100,0 . 0,0 0,0 0,0 929 1000 875 . 100,0 0,0
Long An 60,3 75,1 97,1 94,4 0,0 0,0 0,0 98,8 60,7
Chu ho

Ni 33,9 32,4 32,3 48,1 46,1 55,4 47,8 0,0 0,0 0,0 95,4 77,0 1000 805 100,0 80,0
Nam 41,5 33,5 29,0 65,8 30,4 34,4 54,5 0,0 0,0 0,0 94,6 779 91,1 91,6 94,5 75,7
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham

Nghéo nhét 33,7 254 26,7 79,6 45,6 32,4 50,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 95,0 779 1000 87,0 99,3 63,6
Ngheéo tht hai 41,0 33,8 30,4 50,0 34,0 35,6 44 4 0,0 0,0 0,0 96,9 72,8 89,5 75,0 97,7 100,0
Nhoém gitra 43,2 38,2 30,5 89,3 31,7 39,7 64,4 0,0 0,0 0,0 99,4 85,2 85,0 97,0 67,5 65,5
Giau tht hai 40,0 32,7 32,0 0,0 35,3 53,1 49,6 0,0 0,0 0,0 95,1 90,0 90,6 90,0 99,5 83,3
Giau nhat 429 39,3 30,5 53,1 12,1 39,6 59,9 0,0 0,0 0,0 89,0 64,0 96,1 93,9 99,5 80,6
Téng 2010 40,0 33,3 294 58,7 34,2 37,7 53,4 0,0 0,0 0,0 94,6 77,7 92,2 89,7 95,2 76,2
N 2010 1.881 1.526 582 10 57 276 150 466 269 639 184 90 49 34 24 41

Luu y: Bang trén trinh bay ty 1& san lwgng trung binh duoc ban, gén’quyén s0 nhw nhau doi véi tat ca cac hd, khong tinh dén khoi lvgng sén xuét ctia ho mién la ho ¢6 san xuat. Do do, do
thi wéc tinh thap di ty 1é tong san lwgng qwo’Q ban va trao doi. Thay,véo d6 d6 thi cho chung ta biét khoi lwgng ma mét ho thwdng ban Ia bao nhiéu. Mgt s hd cho thay gia tri san
lwong ban cta ho cao hon gié tri san xut (diéu nay cé thé xay ra néu hd ban ca cac san pham du tr). Nhirng ho nay duoc gia dinh 1a ban 100% sén lwong cla ho. Céc loai cay

trdng c6 it ngwdi trdng (vi du nhw coca va cac 1am san) khéng duoc tinh & day.



Chwong 5
RUI RO, BAO HIEM, TIET KIEM VA TiN DUNG

Chuong nay dé cap vé bdn khia canh trong hanh vi tai chinh ctia ho gia dinh tai Viét Nam:
(1) rui ro va d6i pho véi rui ro; (2) bao hiém; (3) tiét kiém; va (4) tin dung. Ciu trac va ndi dung cua
chuong nay gan nhu tuan theo cdu triic va ndi dung ctia Chuong 5 trong bao cdo mé ta VARHS 2008
(CIEM et al., 2009). Khi c6 thé, cac két qua nim 2010 s& dugc so sanh véi cac két qua cia diéu tra
niam 2008. Ciing nhu v6i cac chuong khéc, chiing t6i khong sir dung quyén sb vi nhing 1y do di trinh
bay trong phan gidi thiéu, trir sé liéu thong ké tong hop trong d6 chung t6i trinh bay sb liéu thong ké
¢6 quyén s phuc vu muc dich so sanh véi cac bao céo trude dy.

Nhu di luu ¥ trong phan gidi thiéu ciia bao co ndy, dé dbi pho véi cude khing hoang tai chinh
toan ciu gan ddy, Viét Nam da dua ra goi kich thich kinh té 16n. Goi nay bao gdm nhiéu bién phap
khac nhau bao gém hd trg ddu vao ndng nghiép, ddy manh xay dung co so ha ting néng thon va ting
cudng cung cip tin dung théng qua Ngan hang Chinh sach xi hoi Viét Nam (VBSP). Trong bbi canh
nay, muc tiéu cua chuong 13 giéi thiéu birc tranh tong quan vé cac nguy co va cac co ché ddi phé voi
nguy co cua cac ho gia dinh néng thon tai Viét Nam trong nam 2010 va khai thac sau hon sy phat trién

cua cac thi truong tai chinh tai cac vung ndng thon trong hai ndm qua.

5.1. Riii ro va d6i phé véi rii ro

Trong phan nay, ching t6i xem xét riii ro va cac ca séc bat loi ma cac ho gia dinh dbi mat, thiét
hai thu nhép cua hd va cac chién lugc ma ho st dung dé ddi pho voi cac thiét hai trén. Hinh 5.1 cho
thdy 51,4% s6 ho trong mau ctia chung t6i da gap phai cti sdc thu nhap bat loi khong ludng trude giira
nam 2008 va 2010, mdt sy sut giam (cé y nghia thong ké dang ké) 7 diém phan trim so voi giai doan
hai nam trude d6 (2006-2008). Su khac biét rd rang trong pham vi anh huéng cua cac cu sdc thu nhip
khong ludng trudc xay ra giira cac tinh c6 trong diéu tra, mic du quan sat cho thdy pham vi anh huéng
giam cta cac cu sdc thu nhap trong hai phan ba sé tinh da giup thu hep phan nao tinh trang nay. Pic
biét luu ¥ 14 su sut giam pham vi anh hudng caa cac ca séc thu nhap tai Phit Tho va Long An trong d6
ty 16 ho gap thiét hai giam hon 20 diém phan trim so v6i nim 2008. Mic du c6 sy sut giam vé pham vi
anh huong cua thiét hai thu nhép tai Lam D@)ng, cac ho tai tinh nay van gdp phai nhiéu thiét hai nhat
Vo1l xép xi 80% s6 ho bi thiét hai thu nhép. Pac bi¢t, tai Pk Lik va bak Nong co su tdng 1én ty I¢ ho
bi thi¢t hai v4i mure tdng cao nhat tai Pak Lak tir 52,6% trong nam 2008 1én hon 71% trong ndm 2010.

Trong Hinh 5.1 ching ta ciing quan sat thay ty 1& ho gip cac ca sdc thu nhap thip hon ddi voi
cac ho c6 chit hd nit so v6i cac hod ¢ chit hd nam. Su khac biét nay c6 y nghia théng ké dang ké. Tuy
nhién can luu y rang, ty 18 ho bi thiét hai giam & ca hai nhém nay. Cac hd nghéo nhat van la nhém dé
bi t6n thwong nhat v6i hon 60% s6 ho trong nhom nghéo nhat gip phai mot sb loai ¢t sdc. Piéu nay co
thé do dja diém sinh séng ctia cic ho nghéo d& gip phai cac cu sdc hon. Trong khi d6, cac ho trong
nhom giau nhét co ty 1€ sut gidm cao nhat sé ho gdp thiét hai gitta nam 2008 va 2010. Téng quat,

chung t6i co thé két luan rflng mac du c6 su sut giam ty 1€ ho gdp thiét hai thu nhip ngoai du kién, céc

99



ho gia dinh nong thon Viét Nam van phu thudc nhiéu vao diéu kién tu nhién véi sb lugng 16n céc ho
khong thé luong trude va kiém soat sy bién dong thu nhap trong tuwong lai. Piéu niy cho thiy tinh
khong hi€u qua trong kha nang quan 1y rui ro cuia cac hd nong thon tai Viét Nam.

Hinh 5.1: Cac hd bij thiét hai thu nhap trong 2 nam trwéc (phan tram)
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Hinh 5.2 khéo sat tadc dong cua cac cu soc bat loi d6i véi thu nhap béng viéc xem xét ca thiét hai
di kém voi cac ca sbe cling nhu ty 1¢ téng thu nhdp cua ho va gia tri thi¢t hai thuc ma hd tra 161 & muac
gia c¢b dinh nim 2010 cua Ha Tay cii. S6 liéu théng ké dugc trinh bay chi bao gdm nhing ho da bi thiét
hai trong 12 thang trudc va do vay sb liéu thong ké va s quan sat khac véi Hinh 5.1.
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Hinh 5.2: Gia trij thiét hai xay ra trong 12 thang qua

A: Gia tri thiét hai dwoc tinh bang ty |& thu nhap thudn hang nim clia ho
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Trong tat ca cac trudng hop chung t6i déu thdy pham vi tac dong cia cac ca sdc ddi v6i thu nhap
ctia ho, ké ca vé mat ty 18 thu nhap cua ho (Do thi A) va mirc d6 thiét hai (D6 thi B duoc giam phat téi
mirc gia ndm 2010 ctia Ha Tay cil) giam manh trong 12 thang trude diéu tra nam 2010 so véi 12 thang
trude diéu tra nam 2008.* Su sut gidm nay vé mit tac dong xay ra tai hau hét tat ca cac tinh, & ca hai
nhom gidi va trong tit ca cac nhom chi tiéu lwong thuc thuc pham. Tinh chung, trung binh cac ho thiét
hai khoang 7 triéu dong trong ndm 2008 va 5,5 triéu dong trong nim 2010 (tinh bang gia c¢b dinh nim
2010 ctia Ha Tay cii). Ty 1 thu nhap thuin hang nim cta ho bi thiét hai do cac cu sé¢c giam xudng con
11% trong nam 2010 so v&i 23% trong ndm 2008. Tuy nhién c6 su khac biét rd rang gilta cac tinh.
Lam Péng c6 mirc sut giam 16n nhét trong ty 18 thiét hai thu nhap so vé6i thu nhap thuin hang nim cua
ho tir gan 80% trong nam 2008 xudng con khoang 20% trong nam 2010 mic du day van 1a tinh chiu
nhiéu thiét hai nhat. Pak Lik, Dak Nong va Lao Cai cling c6 su sut giam pham vi cta cac cu soc v&i mirc
sut giam khoang 20 diém phan trim so vdi ty 18 trong ndm 2008. Bén canh d6, gia tri thiét hai thip nhat
tuong doi 1a Lao Cai v6i ty 18 thiét hai chi chiém 3,5% thu nhap. Chi c6 tai Khanh Hoa quan sat cho thay
c6 su tang Ién ty 1€ thu nhap bi thiét hai do cac cu sdc voi ty 1€ 50% thu nhap thuan hang nam cua hd mac
du ty 18 ho bi thiét hai n6i chung tai Khanh Hoa van thfip (xem Hinh 5.1).

Hinh 5.2 cling cho théy mac du tac dong cua thiét hai ddi voi thu nhap giam ddi voi ca hd c6 cha
ho nam va hg c6 chu hd nir gdp phai cac ca soc, ho ¢o chi ho nit duong nhu dé bi tdn thuong hon. Cac
ho c6 chu hd nir gap phai thi¢t hai thu nhdp ngoai du kién, tinh binh quan l1a 18% thu nhdp hang nam
cua hd. Nguoc lai, cac ho co6 chi hd nam chi thi¢t hai 9% (Df”) thi A). Tuy nhién, khac biét nay khong
c6 y nghia théng ké dang ké. Su sut giam tac dong cua cac cu sbc rd rang nhét trong s6 cac nhom
nghéo nhét véi ty 18 thiét hai binh quan 30% thu nhap hang nam trong nim 2008 do cac cl sdc va chi
10% trong nam 2010. Nhimng thay doi ndy cho thay tic dong cua cac ch séc hién nay nhu nhau giita
cac nhom.

Bang 5.1 trinh bay s liéu thdng ké vé& ngudn cua cac ct sdc thu nhap bat loi ma cac hd gip phai
trong hai nam trudc. Cac ¢t séc quan trong nhat, vé mit ty 1& ho gip phai cu sdc 1a cac tham hoa thién
nhién va dich bénh chian nu6i/mat mua trong trot & ty 1¢ tuong tng 13 27% va 25.5%. Cac thanh vién gia
dinh 6m dau va mat cling dugc 11% s6 ho cho 1a céac su kién ngoai du kién di dén thiét hai vé thu nhap.

Nhitng thay ddi cta gia cdy trong va gia luong thuc thuc pham khong phai 1 nhimg ngudn thiét
hai thu nhap ngoai du kién quan trong gitra nim 2008 va 2010 véi ty 1& twong tmg dudi 2% va 1% sb
ho bi thiét hai do nhitng ct sé¢ nay (Bang 5.1). Nguoc lai, 9% va 9,6% s ho cho biét ho bi thiét hai tir
cac ngudn nay giita ndm 2006 va 2008. Trong ca hai trudng hop, sy sut giam trong pham vi ctia nhitng
¢t sdc nay dbi voi cac hd ¢ v nghia théng ké dang ké. Nhu da luu y, gia hang hoa thé gidi ting nhanh
vao cudi nam 2007 va dat dinh vao giita naim 2008 véi gia lwong thuc thuc phim va gia ning luong
tang ddc biét nhanh va su ting gia nhanh nhit dugc ghi nhan dbi vé6i lua gao va dau thd. O cap ho gia
dinh, tac dong cua gia lta gao ting 1én phu thudc vao viéc ho 1a nguoi ban laa gao thuan hay 1a nguoi
mua laa gao thuan (Glewwe va Vu, 2009). Trén co so nay, cac két qua trong Bang 5.1 cho thiy thyc té
la phﬁn 16n mau cia VARHS 14 nhitng hd mua gao thuan do s6 thiét hai dugc bdo céo cao trong nam
2008 vi 1y do gia cdy trong va gia luong thuc thuc pham. Su thay doi gia co it tac dong trong nim
2010 (1,9% s6 ho cho biét bi thiét hai do thay ddi gia cdy trong).

# Do chung t6i khong c¢6 s6 liéu vé thu nhdp co dwoc trong hai nam trude day, chung t6i han ché pham vi phén tich vao
thiét hai thu nhap do céc cu soc ngoai du kién trong 12 thang qua..
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Bang 5.1: Cac hé gia dinh chiu thiét hai trong 2 ndm qua theo loai thiét hai (phan tram)

] Thim hoaty 1hanh  Dich bénh/mat Thay déi gi o ) Pau tw Gia lwong
S0 quan sat .- - vienhdé muadoivéichan .7 5 Mat dat Mat viec  khéng thanh  thwc thue Khac
nhién £ P AR cay trong p z
om/mat  nudi/trong trot cong pham

Tinh
Ha Tay 480 23,8 13,8 16,7 0,2 0,2 0,2 1,0 0,0 3,8
Lao Cai 87 23,0 4,6 31,0 2,3 2,3 0,0 0,0 16,1 11
Phu Tho 305 28,5 12,1 13,1 9,5 1,3 0,0 0,0 1,0 1,0
Lai Chau 112 36,6 8,0 58,0 0,0 3,6 0,9 0,0 0,9 0,9
bién Bién 105 11,4 8,6 43,8 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 4,8
Nghé An 192 25,0 31,8 37,0 3,1 0,0 0,0 1,0 0,5 6,3
Quang Nam 290 40,0 2,1 15,2 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,7
Khanh Hoa 38 18,4 13,2 53 0,0 0,0 0,0 7,9 0,0 0,0
Dék L&k 135 48,9 17,8 42,2 0,7 0,0 0,0 3,7 0,0 13,3
Pk Nong 103 32,0 3,9 61,2 1,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,0
Lam DBong 67 50,7 0,0 37,3 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,5 0,0 0,0
Long An 286 5,6 4,2 14,3 0,7 0,0 2,8 0,7 0,0 1,4
Cha ho
NG 477 22,2 13,0 18,2 1,0 0,6 1,3 0,6 1,0 34
Nam 1.723 28,3 10,2 27,5 2,1 0,5 0,2 0,9 0,8 2,8
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 257 26,8 1,7 35,8 1,2 1,6 1,6 04 35 3,1
Ngheo thir hai 406 27,3 10,1 26,6 3,2 0,7 0,7 1,5 1,0 1,7
Nhém gilra 468 29,3 10,3 26,7 1,5 0,6 0,2 0,2 0,6 2,1
Giau tht hai 539 25,6 1.1 23,7 24 0,0 0,2 0,6 0,6 3,0
Giau nhat 530 26,2 10,9 20,4 11 0,2 0,2 1,3 0,0 4,5
Téng 2010 2.200 27,0 10,8 25,5 1,9%** 0,5 0,5 0,8** 0,9 3,0%**
Téng 2008 2.200 23,3 10,6 27,5 9,0 0,3 0,5 34 9,6 4,6
Gia tri thiét hai trung binh
nam 2010 3.921 9.374 3.799 5.063 2.760 9.778 18.562 537 6.990
Gia tri thiét hai trug binh nam
2010w 4.69%4 7.011 3.604 3.619 1.655 11.954 10.512 359 4.117

*** Nam 2008 va 2010 khac biét c6 y nghia théng ké & mirc 1%.
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Hinh 5.3 minh hoa ty 1¢ thu nhap thuan cua ho bi thiét hai do tirng nhém ct sc. Nhu duge trinh
bay trong Hinh 5.2, pham vi cuia tac dong tir cac cu sbc thu nhap bat loi dbi véi cac ho giam nhanh
gitra ndm 2008 va 2010. biéu nay hién thi rd dbi véi tat ca cac loai ct sbc nhung déc biét 1a thiét hai
do cac nhan t6 kinh té nhu gia lwong thuc thuc phdm va gia ciy trong. Tac dong ctia tham hoa thién
nhién va dich bénh trong chan nuéi hodc mat mua ciing giam dang ké. Diéu nay cho thay tham hoa tu
nhién khong nghiém trong trong giai doan gitta nam 2008 va 2010 nhu trong giai doan giira nam 2006
va 2008. Bén canh dé diéu nay ciing chi ra rang da ¢ cac cong cu quan 1y riii ro tot hon dé giup cac ho
giam thiét hai tir cac nguén nay. Su dm dau hodc méat cua thanh vién ho 1a thiét hai 1on nhit vé mat tac
dong ddi v6i thu nhap. Pidu nay c6 thé 1a thong tin hiru ich dbi voi cac chuong trinh an ninh xa hoi caa
chinh pht va cac hinh thtrc hd tro nha nude khac d6i v6i nhimg ho dé bi ton thuong va cé thé 1a mot
linh vyc tht vi cho nghién ctru sau hon trong tuong lai.

Hinh 5.3: Ty Ié thiét hai thu nhap binh quan trong 12 thang qua theo loai cu séc (phan tram)

60
50
40
30
m 2008
20 - =2010
10 -
0 4
Thiéntai Om/chét Dich Biéndong Mardat Matviée Daute Giiluong Khac
cha tinh bénly/that — gia cay that ba e
vienho  bat cay trong
trong, vat
nuéi

Tham hoa tw nhién: N 2010=370, N 2008=439; Om dau/m4t: N 2010=370, N 2008=439; Dich bénh/M&t mua ddi véi Chan
nudi/Trong trot: N 2010=370, N 2008=439; Thay dbi gia cay trong: N 2010=370, N 2008=439; Dau tw khong thanh cong: N
2010=370, N 2008=439; Gia lwvong thuc thwc phdm: N 2010=370, N 2008=439; Khac: N 2010=370, N 2008=439

M4t dat va mét viéc lam bj loai do c6 qua it sb quan sat.

Su khac biét gitra ndm 2008 va 2010 c6 y nghia thdng ké & mirc 1% déi voi tht c& cac cl sbc trir “Dau tw khdng thanh cong” va
“Khac’”.

Béng 5.2 minh hoa cac phuong thirc d6i phé véi cac ct séc thu nhap bat loi khac nhau ctia cac
ho gia dinh. Trong s6 cac ho gip phai cii sdc giita nam 2008 va 2010, phuong thirc ddi phé quan trong
nhit duoc chi ra tir “dya vao ban than”. Diéu nay thong nhét giira tat ca cdc nhom chi tiéu luong thuc
thuc phém. bac biét luu y 1a ty 1€ hd cao hon trong nhém nghéo nhat cho biét ho ddi pho véi cu sbc
thong qua co ché ty dwa vao ban than so v6i nim 2008 (v6i mirc ting gan 10 diém phan trim, két qua
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khong duoc trinh bay). Khi chung t6i khao sat co ché tu dya vao ban than k§ hon nita, chiing t6i thay
mirc ting 1én ndy mot phan do nhiéu ho phu thudc vao tiét kiém va ban tai san dé duong dau voi ci
sbc. So voi nam 2008, duong nhu tiét kiém va cac tai san khac c6 thé dong vai tro nhu mét su trg gitip
quan trong d6i véi cac ho gia dinh trong thoi gian khing hoang tai chinh va cac ho duoc hd tro t6t hon
khi dva vao cac nguén tai chinh cia minh khi gap cac thi¢t hai vé thu nhép ngoai du kién.

Bang 5.2: Cac bién phap doi phé véi rai ro (phan tram)

Tong Tong Nghéo Nghéo Nhém Giauther  Giau

2008 2010 nhadt thihai giira hai nhat
Tw dwa vao ban than 91,8 938 95,6 95,2 92,0 93,3 93,8
Khong cé gi 46,0 36,8 50,0 39,5 35,9 33,2 30,8
Giam tiéu dung 56,7 53,9 51,3 53,3 54,4 54,1 55,4
Ban tai san 46 9,07 9,5 11,4 9,7 8,2 6,7
Hoéan thanh toan cac khoan vay 0,6 0,3 0,6 0,5 0,0 0,4 0,0
Lam viéc nhiéu hon 82 31 1,9 2,4 3.4 3,7 3,8
Cho con bé hoc 01 04 0,6 1,4 0,0 0,0 0,0
St dung tiét kiém 92 18,9 7,6 16,2 14,8 22,4 28,8
Phi chinh thirc 57 82% 7,6 7,6 8,0 8,2 9,2
Hb tro tir ban bé/ho hang 57  82¢ 7,6 7,6 8,0 8,2 9,2
Chinh thwe 12,4 17,9 19,0 15,7 17,7 17,9 19,2
Nhan dwoc hé tro tir chinh ph 27 32 6,3 2,9 2,5 2,6 2,9
Nhan duoc hd tro tiv td chire phi chinh pha 02 0.2 0,6 0,0 0,0 0,4 0,0
Vay tién 90 11,0 8,9 11,9 11,8 11,6 10,0
Nhan thanh toan béo hiém 1,0 4,1 3,8 1,9 3.4 4.1 7,1
Khac 58 2,6 3,8 1,9 3,8 2,6 1,3

N 2010=1.113, N 2008=1.238 )
*** Nam 2008 va 2010 khac biét cé y nghia thong ké & mirc 1%.

Céc bién phap dbi pho véi rai ro chinh thirc, ddc biét 1a vay tién va nhan thanh toan bao hiém
pho bién hon trong ndm 2010 so véi nam 2008, mic du sy khac biét chi co ¥ nghia théng ké ddi voéi
bao hiém. Nhimng két qua nay c6 thé c6 thay su cai thién trong mirc do tiép can d6i véi cac thi trudng
tai chinh chinh thirc ciia cac ho gia dinh nong thon. Co thé 1a mirc ting 1én nay co lién quan dén hop
phan trong goi kich thich kinh té cia Chinh phii, bao gdm 17.000 ty dong (twong dwong 850 triéu do la
M¥) tro cip ty 1& 14i suat wu dai cho tit ca cac khach hang cua VBSP (Quyét dinh sb 622/QD-TTg
ngay 17/5/2009). Trong viéc khang dinh céc bién phép nay, su hd tro cia Chinh phu dugc chi ra 1a ¢6
vai trd quan trong d6i véi cac ho duoc diéu tra trong nhom nghéo nhét voi hon 6% sé ho nay cho biét
s hd trg tir Chinh phu 14 nhan t6 quan trong trong viéc ¢ thé duong dau véi cac ct séc thu nhép.
Trong khi con s6 nay van kha nho thi no cho thay c6 muc ting 1én gap 3 1an so véi ty 1é nim cta nim
2008 (c6 ¥ nghia thong ké ¢ muc 10%).
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Béng 5.3 minh hga pham vi c4c hd gia dinh nd luc phuc hdi tir cac ca sde (tu bao céo).44 Ty 1€ ho
cho biét ho “van dang d6i mat nghiém trong véi ct sé¢” tir két qua cta cac ¢t sbc ma ho gip phai giam
dang ké giita nim 2008 va 2010. Tuy nhién, cé su khac biét 16n giita cac tinh. Tai Ha Tay cii, 80% sb
hd cho biét ho da hoan toan phuc héi tir cac cu sbc trong khi tai Lam Déng, chi ¢4 17,3% s ho cho
biét ho da hoan toan phuc hdi. Cac ho tai Khanh Hoa, Dién Bién, Long An va Lao Cai cling c6 ty 1¢
phuc hdi hoan toan tir cac cu sde thép hon. Pac biét tai Khanh Hoa, dudng nhu nhiéu ho van dang chiu
anh huong tir cac ¢t sdc. Cac ho co chi ho nir ¢6 ty 1¢ phuc hdi hoan toan tir cac i sdc thap hon va
nhiéu ho cho biét ho van dang chiu tac dong ning né. Cac hd nghéo nhét ciing co ty 1¢ phuc hoi thap
hon so véi cac ho trong cac nhom giau hon. Tuy nhién can luu ¥ 13 s6 liéu 6 tinh chu quan vi pham vi
phuc hdi do cac hd tu bao céo va chi nén dugc xem la mot chi tiéu vé kha nang duong dau voi cac ch
sbc cua cac hd.

Bang 5.3: Mirc dé phuc hoi sau céac cli sé¢c (phan tram)

N Hoan toan Phuc hoi Tac déng
phuc hoi mét phan nang né

Tinh
Ha Tay 199 80,4 19,6 9,6
Lao Cai 57 45,6 439 17,5
Phu Tho 151 63,6 33,8 11,3
Lai Chau 70 55,7 60,0 4,3
Dién Bién 57 36,8 59,7 19,3
Nghé An 126 76,2 32,5 17,5
Quang Nam 140 60,0 38,6 5,0
Khanh Hoa 15 26,7 46,7 33,3
Pak Lak 96 63,5 31,3 18,8
Pak Nong 77 714 31,2 3.9
Lam Ddng 52 17,3 67,3 17,3
Long An 73 43,8 42,5 19,2
Cha ho
NG 219 56,2 39,3 17,8
Nam 894 62,6 36,6 11,1
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 158 443 50,6 21,5
Ngheo thir hai 210 54,3 471 13,3
Nhém gilra 237 62,0 36,3 13,9
Giau th hai 268 68,3 28,4 8,2
Giau nhat 240 70,4 30,0 8,8
Téng 2010 1.113 61,4 37,1 12,4***
Téng 2008 1.238 59,0 35,4 21,8
Tdng 2010w 734 62,1 38,0 13,8

Luu y: Cac dong khong c6 tng 14 100% do cac ho dugc hdi ho ¢o phuc héi tir ba cii s quan trong nhét hay khong.
*** Nam 2008 va 2010 khac biét cé y nghia thong ké & mirc 1%.

* Nhitng s6 liéu nay chi d& cap dén cac ho gap phai cu sdc.
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5.2. Bao hiém

Trong phan nay chung t6i xem xét thi truong bao hiém chinh thirc ¢ khu vuc néng thon Viét
Nam. Chiing t6i nghién ctru cac loai san phdm bao hiém chinh thirc hién c6 va sy thu hat cta nhing
san pham nay. Pic biét, ching t6i tip trung vao su phat trién trong viéc tiép cin véi thi trudng nay
gitta nam 2008 va 2010. Phin nay dic biét c6 tinh lién quan cao do vao ddu nim 2010, Chinh phu Viét
Nam giao B6 Tai chinh va Bo Nong nghiép va Phat trién Nong thon chudn bi mot du an vé bao hiém
néng nghiép véi muyc dich cung cap bao hiém bao trim co so thir nghiém ddi véi nguoi nong dan trong
khoang 10 tinh tai Viét Nam.*> Gan day du an nay da dugc khéng dinh 1a s€ c6 hi¢u lyc trong giai doan
thir nghiém 3 nam 2011-13. Theo ké hoach nay, Chinh phu s& hd tro 80%-90% phi bao hiém ddi voi
cac ho ndng nghiép nghéo, 60% dbi véi cac ca nhan va ho hoat dong nong nghiép khac va 50% dbi véi
cac t6 chirc néng nghiép. Theo vin ban ndy, c6 ba nhom hoat ddng chinh bao gdm trong trot (lta/gao),
chan nuoi (trau, bo, lon va gia cAm) va nudi trong thuy san.

Trong nam 2010, gén 90% sb ho trong mau tham gia it nhét mot loai san phém béo hiém va day
1a mirc ting c6 ¥ nghia thong ké dang ké 8 diém phan trim so véi ty 1& nam 2008. C6 sy bién dong 16n
giita cac tinh vé ty 16 ho c6 tham gia bao hiém. Ty 1¢ thu hat bao hiém thp nhét 1a tai Khanh Hoa véi
chi 71% s6 ho tham gia bao hiém, trai véi ty 1€ hau hét cac ho tai Lai Chau va Dién Bién. Mirc tdng s6
diém phan tram 16n nhét 1a ty 1¢ ho c6 bao hiém tai Dak Nong voi mirc ting 32 diém phan tram. C6 rat
it su khac biét rat it trong ty 1€ hd c6 chi hd nam va hg c6 chu hd nir c6 bao hiém va c6 mot vai khac
biét gilra cAc nhom chi tiéu.

Hinh 5.4: Ty I ho c6 bao hiém (phan tram)
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45 Chi ¢6 mot tinh trong sb cac tinh nay, Nghé An, dugc chon mau trong VARHS.
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Téng hop tat ca cac loai bao hiém c6 thé chua cho thiy su tiép can va thu hat cua cic san pham
bao hiém do nhiéu san pham bao hiém 13 bao hiém mién phi hodc tw nguyén. Trong Bang 5.4 chiing toi
phan t6 theo loai bao hiém va thay rang hau hét cac ho déu tiép can cac hinh thirc bao hiém mién phi
hodc bao hiém tu nguyén nhu bao hiém y té mién phi hoac bao hiém xe cd. Mit khac, chi c6 mot ty 1€
nhé s ho tu nguyén lga chon hoac mua bao hiém. Vi du, chi c6 6% s6 ho c6 bao hiém nhan tho trong
khi chi ¢6 3 ho trong miu cua ching toi c6 bao hiém phong chéng chay nd. Khu vic sé hitu nha nudce
dong vai tro quan trong trong viéc cung cip bao hiém, dic biét 1a d6i véi cac san pham bao hiém mién
phi va tu nguyén. C6 su gia nhap cua cac doanh nghiép tu nhan trong nudc va nudc ngoai trong viéc
cung cép cac san phém bao hiém tu nguyén, dac biét 1a bao hiém nhan tho va bao hiém xa hdi tu
nguyén. Pham vi cta céc san pham bao hiém dugc cung cap trong nim 2008 va 2010 khac nhau lam
cho viéc so sanh giira hai nim tr& nén kho khan. RS rang 1a ngay cang c6 nhiéu ho mua tit ca cac loai
bao hiém; tuy nhién, vé mit tong quan, birc tranh khong thay doi nhiéu giira cac lan diéu tra. Thi
truong bao hiém chinh thirc van kém phat trién tai Viét Nam va c6 khoang tréng giita cac loai thiét hai
thu nhap ngoai du kién ma cac ho gip phai (phén tich tai Phan 5.1) va céac loai san pham bao hiém hién

. 46
CO.

Bang 5.4: Cac loai bao hiém va cac nha cung cap bao hiém (phan tram)

Sé quan % ho Of which supplied by:
sat ' Nha nwéc Trong nwérc Nwéc ngoai

Céc loai bao hiém

Nong nghiép 15 0,8 100,0 0,0 0,0
Héa hoan 3 0,1 100,0 0,0 0,0
Nhan tho 122 6,2 69,7 12,3 2,5
Xa hoi tw nguyén 120 6,2 90,0 75 2,5
X& hoi bat budc 236 12,0 98,3 0,4 1,2
Y té déi véi nguoi lao dong 234 12,0 98,7 0,8 0,4
Y té mién phi déi v&i ngudi nghéo 254 13,1 99,6 0,4 0,0
Y té& mién phi ddi véi tré em 217 11,2 100,0 0,0 0,0
Céc loai y t& mién phi khac 536 27,5 99,8 0,0 0,2
Gido duc 660 33,9 99,1 0,6 0,3
Xe cb 871 448 93,2 6,5 0,2
Khac 227 11,6 974 1,8 0,8

N 2010=1.945

46 Wainwright va Newman (2011) tim thiy mot sb béng chung cho théy bao hiém ty nguyén lam giam nhu cau ban céc tai
san khong On dinh cua ho trong trudng hop gap ct soc thu nhép ngoai du kién. Nghién ciru sau hon vé loai bao hiém nay
s& giup chung ta hiéu sau hon vé tiém ning cua bao hiém chinh thirc nham gitp bao vé cac hd gia dinh Viét Nam doi
pho vai cac nguy co.
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Chi ¢6 0,8% s ho duge bao hiém cé bao hiém nong nghiép trong ndm 2010. Do cac ho dé gip
phai céc cu soc ¢o lién quan dén ndng nghi¢p nhu tham hoa tu nhién, dich bénh chin nuoi, sau bg pha
hoai miia mang, v.v... dugc phan anh trong phan trudc, dang ngac nhién 1a rat it sé ho tham gia loai
hinh bao hiém nay. Trong céc cdu héi tiép theo, cic hd dugc hoi xem ho ¢ sin long tra tién mua bao
hiém mua vu dé bao ho khoi nhitng thiét hai hodc ton that cho san lugng mua vu cua ho khong. Nhu
dugc phan anh trong Hinh 5.5, 41% s6 ho cho biét ho sin long mua, cho théy ¢ cau va thiéu sy thu
hut ciia bao hiém ndéng nghiép do cac kho khan tir phia cung. Ciing dé thay 1a cAu dang ngay cang ting
theo thoi gian vi trong nam 2008 chi co dudi 30% sd hd cho biét ho sdn sang mua san pham bao hiém
trén (c6 su khac biét théng ké dang ké). Pic biét, tai cac tinh gip phai cac ch sdc gay thiét hai dén san
lrong mua vu (xem Béang 5.2) chung t6i thiy c6 muc ting 16n trong ty 18 ho sin sang chi tra dé mua
san pham mua vu (Lai Chau, Pk Lik va Dik Nong). Pang luu ¥ 1a tai Lam Pong, ty 18 ho sin sang
mua bao hiém mua vu giam dang ké ciing nhu tic dong cta cac thiét hai dbi véi thu nhap ma cac hod
gap phai tai tinh nay (xem Hinh 5.2).

Hinh 5.5 cling néu bat tinh trang nhiéu ho c6 chi ho nam sin sang mua bao hiém mua vu hon hd
¢6 chi ho nix. Bi véi tit ca cac nhom chi tiéu lvong thuc thuc phém khéac nhau, sy san 1ong mua bao
hiém cta cac ho 12 nhu nhau. Dic biét luu ¥ 14 ¢ sy ting 1én (c6 u nghia thong ké dang ké) trong sd
luong ho nghéo sin sang mua hinh thic bao hiém nay gitra nam 2008 va 2010.

Hinh 5.5: Ty 1& ho sn sang mua bao hiém mua vu (phén trim)
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N 2010=1.951, N 2008 = 1.770
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5.3. Tiét ki¢m

Tiét kiém cua ho 1a nhan t6 quyét dinh quan trong su giau c6 va do vay thuc déy tiét kiém ¢ cip
ho ¢6 thé co tac dong dén su phat trién kinh té. Pic biét, tiét kiém (cung voi tich Iy cac tai san khac)
dong vai trd nhu moét nhan t6 tro gitip quan trong dé dbi pho véi cac i sbc thu nhap (xem Bang 5.3)."
Tiét kiém chinh thac dic biét quan trong ddi voi cac ho nong thon do loai hinh tiét kiém nay thuong co
ty 1€ lai suét cao hon, c6 thé duoc st dung dé tiép can tin dung va thuong yéu ciu mot s hinh thire
cam két thay mit cho ho din dén cac murc tiét kiém cao hon trong tuong lai (Ashraf et al., 2006). Theo
nghia do, tiét kiém chinh thirc thuong duge sir dung cho dau tu san xut trong tuong lai.*® Tuy nhién,
mot nhan t6 quan trong 13 pham vi ma cac ho c6 thé tiép can cic san pham tai chinh chinh thirc, dic
biét 1a cac san pham ky quy. Bén canh céc to chirc tai chinh chinh thiic cho thdy c6 kho khin tiém tang
(Rosenzweig, 2001) nhung ddi voi cac hd co thu nhap thap co thé c6 nhiéu rao can ddi véi tiét kiém
trong cac td churc tai chinh chinh thirc ngoai viéc tiép can bao gdm thiéu kién thirc hoic thong tin dan
dén su khong tin twong va khong chic chin vé khoan tién nhan lai.*’ Do d6 cac ho nghéo thuong tiét
kiém tién du6i hinh thic tién mat cit giir tai nha va day 1a hinh thic tiét kiém duoc cho 1a khong dam
bao khong tao ra khoan tién 1i nao (Banerjee va Duflo, 2007). Trong phan nay chung toi nghién ctru
k¥ hon tiét kiém ciia ho gia dinh tai nong thon Viét Nam. Chiing t6i nghién ciru ca cac hinh thic tiét
kiém chinh thirc va phi chinh thirc va dic biét chti ¥ dén nhimg xu hudng cta cac hinh thuc tiét kiém
nay thay d6i nhu thé nao theo thoi gian.

Hinh 5.6 minh hoa ty I¢ ho trong mau ctia chung t6i co tiét kiém (moi hinh thurc) trong ndm
2008 va 2010. Ty 1& ho c6 tiét kiém tang 1én déng ké (vé mat thong ké) tir 52% trong nim 2008 1én
72% trong nam 2010. Tiét kiém tang duogc thé hién rd tai hau hét cac tinh nhung dac biét 1a tai cac tinh
c6 muc tiét kiém thép trong nam 2008 thi muc tang cao nhat. Mot ngoai 1€ 1a Pbik Lik noi ma ty 1¢ ho
c6 tiét kiém giam tir hon 90% xudng chi con hon 50%. Quan sat cho thay tiét kiém tang dang ké tai Lai
Chau, Dién Bién va Dik Nong noi ma ty 18 ho co tiét kiém tang 1én hon 50 diém phan trim. Tai Khanh
Hoa quan sat ciing cho thiy c6 murc ting manh.

Xu hudng di 1én cua tiét ki€ém duoc quan sat théy & ca cac hd c6 chu hd nam va cac hd c6 chu hd
nir mic di ty 16 ho c6 chit ho nam c6 tiét kiém 16n hon trong nam 2010. Sy khac biét nay c6 y nghia
thong ké déng ké. Chung t6i cling quan sat thiy co mirc tang ty 18 ho co tiét kiém trong tit ca cic nhom
chi tiéu luong thuc thuc phém nhung déc biét 1a trong cac ho ngheo nhét. Mic du ¢6 su tang 1én nay,
c6 su khac biét 1on trong xu hudng tiét kiém giita cdc nhom nghéo nhét va gidu nhat.

7 Xem Wainwright va Newman (2011) véi cac bang chimg cho thay tiét kiém, ciing v6i cac hinh thirc tai san linh dong
khéac 14 nhan t6 hd trg quan trong d6i vai cac ci sbc thu nhap ngoai dy kién tai nong thon Viét Nam.

48 Dupas va Robinson (2009) nhan thay viéc m& cac tai khoan tiét kiém khong co 1ai suét co tac dong tdt dén cac muac dau
tur san xuét cta phu nir tai Kenya.

# Céc rao can khac bao gdm cac diéu kién can bang mé tai khoan cao va luong tién ky quy toi thiéu, cac thu tuc phire tap
va khong 16 rang, chi phi di kém véi viée di lai t6i td chirc va dich vu khong than thién (ILO, 2007).

110



Hinh 5.6: Ty Ié ho c6 tiét kiem (moi hinh thirc) (phan tram)
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Db thi A ctia Hinh 5.7 minh hoa ty 1€ tiét kiém cua hd so voi thu nhép thuan hang nam cta tat ca
cac ho c6 tiét kiém trong khi D6 thi B minh hoa mirc tiét kiém dugc diéu chinh theo gia ¢6 dinh nim
2010 ciia Ha Tay. Nhin chung, ching t6i thay ¢ su sut giam 6 diém phan trim ty 1¢ thu nhap ctia ho
duoc tiét kiém ¢ mirc binh quéan ké tir nim 2008.°° B thi B cho thay murc tiét kiém binh quén ciing sut
giam mic du su sut giam nay khong co y nghia thong ké. Diéu nay cho thiy trong khi tong quan ty 1¢
s6 ho c6 tiét kiém trong nam 2010 cao hon so véi trong nam 2008 thi tinh binh quén, cac ho trong nim
2010 tiét kiém ty 18 thu nhap thip hon. Diéu nay duong nhu do thyc té 1a ¢6 nhiéu nguoi tiét kiém méi
c6 thé ho chi bat dau tiét kiém luong tién nho va do d6 tao ra sy sut giam ddi véi trung binh chung.
Diéu nay dic biét 15 tai Dak Nong noi ty 18 ho co tiét kiém ting hon 50 diém phan tram trong khi ty 1¢
thu nhap cua ho dugc tiét kiém giam gén 13 diém phén tram. Pac biét sy sut gidm 16n dugce théy ro tai
ik Lik noi chung t6i cling quan sat théy c6 su sut gidm 16n trong ty 1€ ho co tiét kiém, cho théy tiét
kiém cua céc h gidm manh tai tinh nay trong giai doan nam 2008 dén 2010.

%0 Sy sut giam nay c6 y nghia théng ké dang ké.
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Muc tiét kiém va tiét kiém theo ty 1€ thu nhap tang nhiéu nhit d6i v&i cac ho tai Khanh Hoa.
Diéu nay dang ngac nhién do cac hg tai tinh nay co ty 1€ thiét hai thu nhap 16n nhét do céac ca soc thu
nhap ngoai du kién cao hon so véi cac ho tai cac tinh khac (xem Hinh 5.2). Diéu nay c6 thé cho thay
Khanh Hoa bi d6i mat véi cac ca sdc ngoai du kién c6 anh hudéng dang ké dén thu nhdp da din dén su
tang 1én trong hanh vi tiét kiém dé dé phong cac cu sbc trong tuong lai.”' Nghién ciru trong twong lai
vé vai tro cua tiét kiém nhu mot cong cu quan 1y nguy co va co ché ddi pho véi cac nguy co s& gitip
hiéu rd hon nhimng van dé nay.

Hinh 5.7 cling cho théy mac du cac ho c6 chu hd nam co ty 1€ tiét kiém cao hon, cac hd co chu
ho nit lai tiét kiém véi ty 16 thu nhap cao hon (c6 sy khac biét thong ké dang ké), mic du ty 1& nay sut
giam gitra nam 2008 va 2010 ddi voi ca hai nhém. Chung t6i ciing thiy ty 1& thu nhap duoc tiét kiém
giam nhu nhau & tat ca cic nhom chi tiéu lwong thyc thuc pham. Cac ho nghéo nhat tiép tuc c6 ty 16
tiét kiém thép nhét trong s6 tat ca cac nhom hd & mirc 4,9% thu nhap cua hd so véi binh quan 15,9%
thu nhap cua ho dbi voi cac ho giau nhat.

Chung t6i cling rat quan tim dén viéc xac dinh xem c6 su khac biét giita cac ho theo thoi gian vé
hinh thirc c¢6ng cu tiét kiém ma cac ho sir dung. Trong Bang 5.5 chung t6i nghién ciru ty 1¢ tiét kiém
dudi cac hinh thire khac nhau bao gom tiét kiém chinh thirc tai cic ngén hang va cac t6 chic tai chinh
khac, tién miat hodc vang dugc cit gilt tai nha va tiét kiém khong chinh thic dudi dang ROSCAs,
ngudi cho vay tién, v.v... Rd rang 1a hinh thuc tiét kiém dugc yéu thich 1a tién mat hodc vang dugc gitr
tai nha.> Trong ca hai nam 2008 va 2010, gin 80% tiét kiém 1a duéi hinh thirc nay. Didu nay phu hop
v6i nhiéu bang ching vé cac ho gia dinh nong thon tai cac nudc dang phat trién thuong tiét kiém tién
dudi dang tién mat gilr tai nha (xem thém vi du nhu, Banerjee va Duflo (2007). Tiét kiém chinh thirc
trong tai khoan cua cac t6 chuc tai chinh chi chiém 9% téng s6 tiét kiém trong nam 2010, mot su sut
giam nhe (c6 ¥ nghia théng ké déng ké) so vi nam 2008. Tiét kiém khong chinh thirc chiém 10% tiét
kiém con lai trong timg nam. Tuy nhién, c6 sy khac biét rd rang giita cac tinh trong cac hinh thirc tiét
kiém ctia cac hd cho thay tiép can voi cac san pham tiét kiém chinh thirc thay doi theo ving tai Viét
Nam. Tai Lai Chau va Pién Bién, hau hét moi tiét kiém 1a dudi hinh thtc tién mit hodc vang dugc gitr
tai nha cho théy sur phé bién cham va kém phat trién cua thi truong cac dich vu tai chinh chinh thtc (va
tham chi phi chinh thirc) tai nhirng khu vuc nay. Nguoc lai, tai Ha Tay cii, Pha Tho, Nghé An va Long
An, céc h¢ it phu thudc hon vao tiét kiém tién mat va thuong gilt khoang 10% va 16% tiét kiém cua
minh tai céc t6 chirc tai chinh chinh thue.

Chung t6i thiy c6 bang chimg cho thdy cac hd co chii ho nir ¢6 ty 1¢ tiét kiém cao hon tai cac to
chuec tai chinh chinh thie trong nam 2010 (véi d6 16n & muc 5%), trong khi trong nam 2008 ty 1¢ nay
14 nhu nhau.”® Pic biét cha v 1a sy khéc biét gilta cdc nhom chi tiéu luong thyc thuc phém. Nhom
ngheo nhat dya phan 16n vao tiét kiém tién mat va tham chi con c6 muc dya 16n hon trong nam 2010
so v6i nam 2008. Cac hd ngheo guri dudi 1% tiét kiém cia ho tai cac t6 chirc tai chinh chinh thtc. Tuy
nhién, nhom nghéeo nhat c6 17% tiét kiém cta minh dugc tiét kiém chinh thire cho théy tiét kiém cua

*! Tinh hinh twong ty ciing dién ra tai Dk Néng, tuy nhién, trong khi cac ho tai Dik Nong c6 nguy co gip phai cac ca sdc
cao hon thi tic dong thuc té ciia cac cu sdc doi voi thu nhép lai khong 16n nhu vay (xem Hinh 5.1 va 5.2).

52 Duong nhu ¢6 ty 1é cao dang tiét kiém nay dudi hinh thirc vang va USD tién mit do ty 1& lam phat cao va ty gia bi mat
gia tai Viét Nam.

%3 C6 bang chimg cho thay cac nhém tin dung VBSP va ROSCAs (phi chinh thirc) ¢6 nhiéu thanh vién nit hon. R rang la
phu nit ¢6 xu huéng tham gia vao nhitng co ché nay hon. Nguyén nhén cia hién tuong nay khong thé duoc xac dinh tir
phan tich dugc gidi thiéu trong chuong nay nhu nghién ciru sau hon ¢é thé giup hiéu rd hon sy tham gia ctia phu nit vao
khu vuec tai chinh.
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ho dam bao hon, it thay d6i hon va duong nhu c6 13i suat cao hon. Do d0, cac két qua chi ra nhu cau
phai ting cudng tiép can (trong moi nghia) véi cac dich vu tai chinh chinh thirc ddi véi tat ca cac ho
nhung dic biét 1a dbi voi cac thanh vién nghéo nhét cua cong dong.*

Bang 5.5: Ty Ié cuia cac loai tiét kiém trong tong sé tiét kiém ctia ho (phan tram)

2010 2008
N Chinh oM oy chinh N Chinh  1en M oy chinh
thee VAN I thie thee VNI thie
tai nha tai nha

Tinh
Ha Tay 336 11,7 78,3 1,0 222 14,2 69,9 15,9
Lao Cai 69 5,0 94,3 0,7 47 8,5 71,5 0,0
Pha Tho 212 157 58,9 254 139 13,0 76,5 10,6
Lai Chéu 77 0,0 100,0 0,0 22 45 95,4 0,0
Pién Bién 66 0,5 99,5 0,0 12 0,0 50,0 50,0
Nghé An 168 10,6 69,8 19,6 154 5,6 90,8 3,6
Quéng Nam 191 5,3 83,0 1,7 174 1,7 87,5 0,8
Khanh Hoa 24 8,9 89,0 2,1 7 57,1 28,6 14,3
DAk L&k 65 6,2 85,6 8,2 122 17 95,0 3,3
DAk Nong 87 1,0 74,6 4,1 32 44,3 53,1 2,6
Lam Péng 33 6,1 93,9 0,0 26 3,8 86,9 9,3
Long An 251 13,1 76,3 10,6 177 5,7 69,2 25,1
Cha hd
NG 306 12,2 776 10,1 241 10,4 79,4 10,1
Nam 1273 8,6 79,8 11,6 893 10,1 79,7 10,2
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Ngheo nht 131 0,8 93,1 6,1 64 6,3 84,4 9,4
Ngheo the hai 258 3,9 89,1 7,0 181 2,1 92,3 5,6
Nhém giira 343 5,3 82,3 12,4 246 7.9 80,4 11,6
Giau ther hai 402 10,3 75,4 14,2 298 9,7 78,6 117
Giau nhét 445 16,9 711 12,0 345 17,0 72,5 10,4
Téng 1.579 9,3 79,4 11,3 1134 10,1 79,7 10,2

Ly thuyét cho thiy cac ho s& tiét kiém vi cac 1y do khac nhau. (1) Tiét kiém cho tudi gia trong d6
cac ho xem xét moi quan h¢ gitra tudi va thu nhap nhu mdt dong luc tiét kiém, dic biét dé dam bao su
giau co sau khi vé huu; (2) Tiét kiém dy phong trong dé cac ho tiét kiém nham bao vé ban than trong
truong hop cac ¢t sdc; (3) Tiét kiém dau tu trong d6 ty 18 loi nhuan hodc cac co hoi dau tu thuc day
tiét kiém cua cac ho; va (4) Tiét kiém dé lai trong d6 cac ho tiét kiém vi loi ich trong twong lai cta
nhimng ngudi khac 6 lién quan dén ho. Doi véi cac ho tai cac qubc gia dang phat trién thudong gip phai
cac cu sdc thu nhap ngoai du kién va gia khong on dinh, tiét kiém vi cac dong luc du phong 1a phd
bién nhat.” Trong VARHS, cac hd dugc yéu cau cung cip hai 1y do quan trong nhét vi sao ho tiét
kiém. Bang 5.6 tom tat cac ciu tra 10i nhan duoc.

% Newman et al. (2011) phat hién béng chirng cho théy cdc nhom chinh tri-xa hoi tai Viét Nam c6 thé 6 vai trd quan trong
trong viéc hd tro tiét kiém tai chinh chinh thirc. Nguoi doc ¢6 thé xem thong tin chi tiét hon trong tai liéu nay.

> Fafchamps va Pender (1997) nhin théy trong khi cac hd ngheo tiét kiém vi ca 1y do du phong va dAu tu tai chinh, dic biét
khi khong c6 tin dung, lgi nhun thap tir tiét kiém da ngan can cac ho dau tu vao dau tu ¢6 loi nhuan, dic biét 1a cac dau
tu 16n hon khong phan chia dugc. Nhu vay, trong hiu hét cac truong hop, dong co du phong phd bién cho thiy cac ho
van dang trong tinh trang nghéo.
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Bang 5.6: Ly do tiét kiém (phan tram)

Dau tw:

N c;f:ukéf’;ié Dyphong Tiéuding Gidodyc 3o fﬁiﬁ:“:‘ Khéc
Tinh
Ha Tay 338 26,3 447 56,2 29,3 16,3 17,8 15,4
Lao Cai 69 11,6 40,6 56,5 13,0 30,4 1,4 26,1
Phu Tho 215 15,8 40,5 76,3 11,2 8,4 74 12,1
Lai Chau 78 11,5 37,2 10,3 50,0 51,3 0,0 26,9
Dién Bién 67 9,0 82,1 50,7 25,4 4,5 0,0 3,0
Nghé An 170 12,9 54,7 40,6 15,3 11,8 29 58,2
Quang Nam 191 25,1 42,9 49,2 36,1 99 1,6 31,4
Khanh Hoa 24 33,3 45,8 20,8 29,2 25,0 8,3 50,0
Pak Lak 72 44 4 26,4 54,2 23,6 12,5 8,3 15,3
ik Nong 87 14,9 51,7 27,6 66,7 32,2 23 8,0
Lam Déng 33 21,2 66,7 30,3 21,2 30,3 0,0 12,1
Long An 251 30,7 64,1 36,3 19,5 271 22,3 15,5
Cha hé
N 308 35,7 48,7 43,2 22,1 12,3 10,1 21,8
Nam 1.287 18,9 49,2 49,3 274 20,1 9,3 22,1
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 135 15,6 40,0 23,0 28,1 24 4 1,5 35,6
Nghéo thi hai 259 13,5 51,7 39,4 274 224 4,2 23,9
Nhom gilra 343 18,1 47,2 48,1 24.8 17,5 11,4 18,1
Giau tht hai 410 24,4 49,5 53,7 30,0 17,3 10,0 20,0
Giau nhat 448 30,1 51,3 55,6 23,2 16,7 12,9 21,7
T6ng 2010 1.595 22,1 49,1** 48,1 26,4 18,6*** 9,5 22,0
T6ng 2008 1.145 19,6 53,7 471 24,7 25,3 6,9 11,0
Tbng 2010w 204 491 48,0 21,2 16,6 8,6 30,5

Luu y: Vong doi dé cap veé tiét kiém cho tudi gia; Tiét kiém dy phong dé cap vé tiét kiém dé bao vé khai thu hoach kém hoac cho
cham séc strc khée; Tiéu dung de cap ve tiet kiém cho cac khodn chi tiéu I&n. )
** Nam 2008 va 2010 khac biét co y nghia thong ké & mirc 1%; ** khac biét c6 y nghia thong ké & mirc 5%.

Céc dong co du phong cho thay 14 1y do quan trong nhat dbi voi hoat dong tiét kiém ctia cac ho
néng thon. Nhin chung, 49% s6 ho cho biét ho tiét kiém dé bao vé khoi mua mang kém (thu hoach
kém) hodc danh cho chim soc stc khoe. Pay 1a mirc sut giam nhe nhung c6 ¥ nghia thong ké so véi
nam 2008. Tiét kiém du phong déc biét quan trong ddi voi cac ho tai bBién Bién, Lam Déng va Long
An. Diéu nay khong gy ngac nhién trong truong hop Dién Bién va Lam Dong noi cac ho dic biét hay
gip phai cac cti sdc thu nhap ngoai dy kién (xem Hinh 5.1 va 5.2). Ly do tiét kiém phd bién thi hai 1a
dé mua cic khoan muc chi tiéu 16n. Tinh chung, 48% s6 ho cho biét day 1a mot trong sb nhimng 1y do
quan trong nhét tai sao ho tiét kiém. Tiét kiém cho dau tu vao gido duc va tiét kiém cho tudi gia cling
duoc cho 14 cac 1y do quan trong cia twong tng 26% va 22% s6 ho. Piéu dang luu y 13, phi hop voi 1y
thuyét, mot ty 18 rat nho s ho tiét kiém cho cac muc dich dau tu (Banerjee va Duflo, 2007). Pay dic
biét 1a truong hop dbi v6i cac hd nghéo nhét trong d6 c6 tir 1%-5% s6 ho trong hai nhém chi tidu
lwong thyc thyc pham thap nhit cho biét ho tiét kiém dé dau tu.
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5.4. Tin dung

Tai Viét Nam, tin dung chinh thirc dugc cung cép cho céc ho gia dinh ¢ cac khu vuc nong thon
thong qua hai ngan hang nha nudc chinh, Ngan hang Chinh sach Xa hdi Viét Nam (VBSP) va Ngan
hang Nong nghiép va Phét trién Nong thén (VBARD). Thi trudng ciing duoc mét sd lugng it cac ngan
hang nha nudc va ngan hang thwong mai tu nhan cung cip dich vu niy. VBSP hoat dong gan nhur 1a
mdt cong cu chinh sach xa hoi véi chuong trinh cho vay cb dinh dua ra mic tin dung 1ai suat thap (doi
khi bang khong) cho cic nhém ho gia dinh muc tidu bao gdm ngudi nghéo, nhimg ngudi ¢6 didu kién
kho khan va nguoi khuyét tat. Nguoc lai, VBARD hién nay hoat dong trén co sé thuong mai.”® Cac ho
ciing dya phéan 16n vao tin dung phi chinh thirc hién c6 thong qua cac Hiép hoi Tin dung va Tiét kiém
quay vong (ROSCAs), cac nhom chinh tri xa héi nhu Hoi phu nit va Hoi ndng dan va vay tir ban bé va
ngudi than. Pham vi sin ¢6 cua tin dung s& dan dén nhimg cai tién trong cac két qua va s& lam giam
nghéo do6i s& phu thudc vao: 1) muc dich ciia cac khoan vay co duogc; 2) cac khoan vay nay c6 ngudn
gbc chinh thire hay phi chinh thirc; va 3) su tuong tac ciia cac thi truong tin dung vai cac thi truong tai
chinh khac nhu tiét kiém va bao hiém. Trong phan nay chung t6i trinh bay sd liéu thong ké tom tat vé
murc d6 tiép can véi tin dung ciia cac nhém ho gia dinh nong thén Viét Nam khac nhau. Chung toi
cling xem xét ddc diém chung ciia cac khoan vay ciing nhu cac khoan vay dugc cap. Cac két qua chi ra
yéu cau can c6 nghién ciru chi tiét vé sy tuong tirc cia cc thi trudng tin dung véi cac thi truong tai
chinh khac trong nghién ctru trong tuong lai.

Trong giai doan 2 ndm gitra 2008 va 2010, thi truong tin dung ndng thon tai Viét Nam da c6 su
tang truong dang ké véi woc tinh khoang 37,7% trong nam 2009°7 va 12,9% trong 7 thang dau nim
(dén thoi diém diéu tra).”® Sy mé rong tin dung phan 16n phin 16n do sw wu tién cua cac chinh sach
tinh dung cta chinh phu cho linh vuc nong nghiép va phat trién nong thon, dic biét cac goi tro cap ty
1¢ 13i sudt cua cac khoan vay da duoc dé cap & trén.>’ Két qua 1a, ching t61 du kién sb luong hd nong
thon 6 tiép can voéi tin dung di ting 1én trong thoi gian trén. Piéu nay phan nao dugc xac nhan trong
Hinh 5.8. Ty 1& ho c6 it nhat mot khoan vay da ting déng ké tir 45% sb ho trong nam 2008 1én 50%
trong ndm 2010. Nhin chung, xu hudng di lén dugc théy tai nhiu tinh diéu tra, me du ¢ sy bién dong
gitra cac tinh. Tai Khanh Hoa, Dién Bién va Nghé An, quan sat cho théy c6 su tdng 1én déc biét ro rang
trong tiép can tin dung. Chi c6 tai Ha Téy cii va Lao Cai ty 1& ho tiép can tin dung giam.

Hinh 5.8 ciling minh hoa ty I¢ cao hon 6 ho ¢6 chi hd nam so véi s6 hd co chit hd nir ¢6 it nhét
mot khoan vay trong nam 2010 ciing gidng nhu trong nam 2008 (su khac biét co y nghia thong ké
dang ké&). Bén canh d6 khoang cach nay tré nén 16n hon gitra nim 2008 va 2010. Ciing can luu ¥ 1a
mirc ting 1én trong ty 1& ho trong nhom chi tiéu lwong thuc thuc phdm nghéo nhit cé tiép can voi tin
dung 1am cho nhom nay c6 ty 1& c6 khoan vay cao hon tat ca cac ho khac (mic du chi c6 mirc ting bién
nho). Piéu nay cho thay co su mo rong trong thi trudng tin dung ndng thon siéu nhé nham vao cac ho
nghéo nhét.®

°% Sau khi VBSP dugc thanh 1ap, VBARD di chuyén céc hoat ddng nghéo déi vao cho vay chinh sach muc tiéu cho VBSP.

7 http://vneconomy.vn/20091223034454241p0c6/nam-2010-dinh-huong-tang-truong-tin-dung-khoang-25.htm

3% http://vneconomy.vn/20100803055432951p0c6/tang-truong-tin-dung-thang-7-chua-nhu-ky-vong.htm

* Theo nhiéu Quyét dinh nhu: QD s6 131/QD-TTg ban hanh ngay 23/1/2009, QD s6 443/QD-TTg ban hanh ngay
4/4/2009, Quyét dinh sé 497/QD-TTg, ngay 17/4/2009, Qb s 2213/QD- -TTg ban hanh ngay 31/12/2009.

50 Kha niang cao nhét cua su mo rong nay la do VBSP va VBARD do céac thé ché tai chinh vi md hoat dong c6 tinh chét

thwong mai, hoat dong cua céc td chirc phi chinh phii va ciia cac hiép hdi c6 pham vi nho.
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Hinh 5.8: Cac ho c6 it nhat mot khoan vay (phan tram)

80

= 2008

m2010

N=2.196

Trong Bang 5.7 ching t6i xem xét sy phan bd cia cac khoan vay theo ngudn va cac dic diém
chinh. VBSP va VBARD la hai ngudn vay quan trong nhit di voi cac ho gia dinh dugc didu tra,
chiém tuong tmg 36% va 20% tong sb khoan vay. Giita nim 2008 va 2010, s6 luong cac khoan vay tir
VBSP ting 1én 14 diém phan trim, thong nhét voi chinh sach mé rong tin dung 13i suat thap t6i cac hod
néng thon thong cta chinh phu théng ngudn ndy. Vay tir cac ngudn chinh thirc khac khong phd bién trong
mAu cua ching t6i. Cac khoan vay tir VBSP dudng nhu c¢6 gia trj nhd hon nhiéu so véi cac khoan vay tir
VBARD nhung cac khoan vay tir VBSP duong nhu ¢ thoi han dai hon. Hau hét tat ca cac khoan vay cia
VBARD (90%) yéu cau hinh thirc ky quy nao do. Nguoc lai, cac khoan vay tir VBSP khong yéu cau ky
quy nhung yéu cau nguoi bao lanh. Sy tiép can tin dung tir cic ngudn phi chinh thirc ciing phd bién dbi voi
cac ho, vi du tir cac nha budn tu nhan hodc nhitng ngudi cho vay tién (12% cac khoan vay) hoidc ban bé va
nguoi than (17% cac khoan vay). Gia tri vay tir cac ngudn nay dudng nhu thip hon so véi cac khoan vay tir
VBARD hoic cic ngin hang tu nhan khac nhung cao hon so véi cac khoan vay cia VBSP. Yéu cau ky
quy dbi véi cac khoan vay phi chinh thirc ciing linh hoat hon nhiéu.

Nhin chung, s6 liéu théng ké duogc trinh bay tai Bang 5.7 cho thz?iy cac ho nong thon tai Viét Nam
c6 mure tiép can thi trudng tin dung tét so voi cac qudc gia dang phat trién khac. Diéu nay c6 thé duoc
gidi thich mot phan do vai tro duy nhét cia VBSP trong viéc cung cép tin dung cho cac hd nghéo &
mirc 13i suat tin dung thdp ma khong can phai ky quy. Thuc té cho thiy qua thoi gian VBSP da tro
thanh mot nhan t§ chii yéu trong thi trudng (tin dung ndéng thén). Tuy nhién, can c6 phan tich day du
va k¥ ludng vé hiéu qua cia tin dung dugc VBSP cung cép va tinh bén viing tir goc d6 cdp vén trude
khi dua ra bat ky két luan nao. VBSP khong hoat dong theo nguyén tic tdi da hoa loi nhuan. Trén thuc
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té, & mic hién tai, ngan hang nay khong thé dugc xem 1a c6 kha ning thanh toan vi ty 1¢ 13i suit thap
hon cac murc chi phi. Trong nim 2008, cac khoan vay ni bat tir VBSP ¢6 gié tri tong s6 khoang 42,5
nghin ty dong (twong duong 2,6 ty d6 la M¥)." Mot phan ba gia tri nay duoc cip boi khoan tién gui
cong, mot phan tu tir dat coc (bat budc) tir cac Ngan hang Thuong mai Nha nude (SOCBs), mot phan
ndm tir tro cAp ngan sach nha nude va phan con lai tir viéc vay Ngan hang Nha nude va Kho bac. Mic
du c6 mire ting trudng tot cta cac khoan vay, cac khoan thu lai d6i v6i tai san va von van am.

Bang 5.7: Phan bé va cac dic diém chinh cla cac khoan vay theo nguén

Nguon goc khoanvay  Quy mé khoanvay  Thoi han khoanvay Ky quy Ngl.lrao:hbao

Trung Trung
binh Trung vi binh %

2010 N % ‘000 d ‘000 d Thang  Khéng r6 % %

VBSP 577 36,40 15.303 10.294 40,44 75 7,0 82,8

VBARD 325 20,50 53.581 24.240 16,48 25 89,9 9,5

Cac hiép hoi 64 4,04 9.308 8.261 28,69 0,0 2,6 88,1

Ngéan hang tw

nhan 18 1,14 124.050 49.889 19,56 0,0 79,1 20,9

Céac tb chire

chinh thirc khac 76 4,79 69.357 25.249 15,23 0,0 75,5 24,5

Nha budn tw

nhan 190 11,99 22.181 9.901 12,62 24,0 57 54,3

Ban be/Nguoi

than 267 16,85 18.671 8.002 14,18 77,6 0,0 81,5

Phi chinh thirc 8 0,50 22.570 20.000 , : : ;

Khac 60 3,79 23.725 9636 15,50 20,87 11,9 70,5

Téng 1.510 100,00 34.274 14.881 26,87 21,60 24,9 62,4

Ngwei bao
Nguon goc khoanvay  Quy mé khoanvay  Thoihankhoanvay Kyquy  lanh

Trung Trung vi Trung Trung
binh ' binh binh

2008 N % ‘000d ‘000d Thang  Khéng ro %

VBSP 279 211 11.684 9.132 33,8 6,8 10,4

VBARD 374 28,3 41.933 17.076 19,6 3,1 93,4

Cac hiép hdi 144 10,9 8.207 6.847 29,6 0,0 3,6

Ngén hang tw

nhan 13 1,0 131.545 33.980 33,8 0,0 100,0

Céc tb chirc

chinh thirc khac 86 6,5 35.721 21.575 18,8 6,6 66,1

Nha buon tw

nhan 206 15,6 15.229 5.070 10,0 71,9 0,7

Ban bé/Nguoi

than 185 14,0 23.101 11.412 12,3 74,9 0,0

Phi chinh thirc 10 0,8 21.167 10.788 58 52,7 0,0

Khac 26 2,0 17.731 10.788 19,1 27,7 12,6

Téng 1.323 100,00 29.945 11.415 23,5 26,5 334

Luu y: “Cac t6 chirc chinh thirc khac” trong Bang bao gém cac ngan hang nha nudc, chinh

quyén dia phuong, Cac Quy tin dung nhan dan va cac hiép hoi. Tt ca cac s liéu gia tri duoc giam

phat & mirc gia ¢ dinh nim 2010 cua Ha Ty cii. Khong c6 thong tin vé viée khoan vay c6 nguoi bao
lanh trong nam 2008.

61 Www.vbsp.org.vn
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Ly thuyét cho thiy cung cap tiép can véi cac khoan vay co thé duogc sir dung vao san xuét cé
tiém nang din dén ting truong kinh t& dai han.®> Myc dich ciia cac khoan vay ma cac hd trong miu
dugc cap duoc minh hoa trong Hinh 5.9. Chung t6i xem xét riéng muc dich dugc liét ké cua cac khoan
vay va viéc sir dung trén thye té cac khoan vay do cac ho bao cao. Pic biét luu ¥ 1a muc ting 16n (c6 ¥
nghia thong ké déng ké) trong ty 1¢ cac khoan vay dugc cip cho cac muyc dich tiéu ding, ca & phia muc
dich dugc liét ké (tir 14% 1én 28%) va viéc st dung thuc (tir 18% Ién 33%) gitta ndm 2008 va 2010.
Diéu nay cho thiy cac hd khong chi ¢6 xu hudng si dung cac khoan vay cho tiéu ding ma ho con ¢
xu hudng duge tro cdp cac khoan vay cho cac muc dich tiéu ding cao hon. Xu hudng nay théng nhét
v6i goi kich cau ddi voi tiéu dung duoc chinh pht dua ra vao dau nim 2009 nham khuyén khich chi
tiéu ding ctia cac ho nong dan. Ty 1& cac khoan vay ddi v6i cac dau tu san xuat khac giam trong giai
doan nay, dic biét 14 cac dau tu co lién quan dén nong nghiép.

Hinh 5.9: Ty 1é cac khoan vay dwegc str dung cho cac muc dich khac nhau
A: Muc dich dwoc liét ké

2010 2008
ETrongtrot B Trongtrot
B Chinnuéi B Chin nuéi
= Hoat dong phindéng nghigp = Hoat ddng phinéng nghiép
mTramén vay khac m Tri mdn vay khic
mhuatai sin mNuatai s
mTiéun ding m Tiéu dung
wKhac = Khac

B: Str dung thuc

W Trongtict = Lrong trot
u Chinnuéi m Clin ndi

= Hoat dong phindng nghiép = Hoal dong pla ndng ngigy

= Tramon vay khac wramon vay khac
= Muatai sin
mTiénding

= Khae

m Muatai sn
= Tigu dimg

= Khac

N 2010=1.579, N 2008=1.323

Bang 5.8 phan t6 ngudn gdc cua cac khoan vay theo muc dich va cho thay cac khoan vay cho chi
tiéu dung c6 ngudn gdc chinh tir VBSP va tir ban bé hodc nguoi than. Tuy nhién, VBSP ciing 1a mot
ngudn quan trong dbi voi cac khoan vay cho chin nudi. Ngan hang ndy ciing 12 ngudn quan trong nhat
d6i voi cac khoan vay dé mua tai san va hd trg tai chinh cho cac hoat dong phi nong nghiép (cting véi
VBARD). Mic du khéng duoc khuyén khich, ca VBSP va VBARD déu 1a nhitng ngudn quan trong

62 Modigliani (1986) va Japelli va Pagano (1994) thdy rang ché d6 phan phdi cua cac khoan vay ti€u dung c6 thé co tac
dong t6t dén sy phat trién. Néu khong c6 cac khoan vay tiéu dung, cac ho thuong tiét kiém nham hd trg tiéu dung tam
thoi va chi vay muon cho cac myc dich du tu. Diéu nay dan dén su tich liy von. Do d6, Hung (2005) dé xuét ring trong
mot s6 truong hop chinh sach kim ché tai chinh caa chinh phu trong d6 tin dung cho cac muyc dich tiéu dung duoc phan
phéi ¢6 thé c6 cac tac dong tich cyc toi sy phat trién kinh té.
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dbi voi cac ho vay muon dé thanh toan cac khoan vay khac. Su khac bi¢t gitta muc dich dugc liét ké
cua khoan vay va viéc su dung thuc cac khoan vay la 16n nhét ddi véi cac khoan vay dugc VBSP va
VBARD cap. Diéu nay dic biét 1a truong hop d6i véi cac khoan vay duoc sir dung dé thanh toan cac
khoan vay khéc va cac khoan vay dugc st dung cho tiéu dung.

Bang 5.8: Str dung khoan vay theo nguén (phan tram)

Sanxuat Chan Hoatdéngphi Tramén Muatai  Tiéu

trongtrot nudéi  nong nghiép vay khac  san dung Khac
VBSP 573 12,6 51,3 22,1 22,5 28,9 48,8 411
VBARD 324 35,1 27,9 21,2 24,5 22,3 7,8 21,9
Céc hiép hdi 63 1,8 6,1 3,9 6,1 4,3 3,1 6,4
Ngan hang tw nhan 18 1,1 0,5 3,9 4.1 1,9 0,0 1,8
caciochuceninn thie 76 56 15 18,3 6,1 74 21 41
Nguwi bubn tw nhan 190 31,2 2,5 11,5 6,1 7,6 8,2 10,5
Ban be/Nguoi than 267 9,5 8,1 13,5 16,3 25,6 245 10,1
Phi chinh thirc 8 1,1 1,5 0,0 2,0 0,0 0,2 0,0
Khac 60 2,1 0,5 5,8 12,2 2,4 5,3 4.1
N=1.579

Béng 5.9 lién h¢ cac khoan vay duoc cép véi ddc diém cta cac ca nhan chiu trach nhiém vé céac
khoan vay nay. Trong hau hét moi truong hop, chii ho chiu trach nhiém voi khoan vay (76% tong sb
cac khoan vay trong nim 2010). Trong nhimng trudng hop ma vo/chong chit ho chiu trach nhiém ddi
v6i khoan vay thi phan 16n ho 1a phu nit. Nam gidi ndp hd so (va nhan) cac khoan vay cé gia gri cao
hon so v6i phu nit. Viéc phu nir tiép can voi cac khoan vay tir cac hiép hdi, ban beé va nguoi than phé
bién hon so v6i nam gidi. Nam gidi thudng c6 duoc cac khoan vay tir cac ngudn chinh thirc.

Bang 5.9: Dic diém clia ngwdi chiu trach nhiém déi véi cac khoan vay

S6 khoan vay dwoc cp . Phén tram cac khoan vay dworc cap t
Namgi6i| Phunt | Téng | | Nam gi6i | Phu nix

Quan hé véi chu hd | Ngudn

Chu ho 964 214 1178 | VBSP 379 33,6

Volchong chi ho 9 259 268 | VBARD 226 16,7

Khac 67 42 109 | Cac hiép hoi 2,6 6,99

Quy mo i Ngan hang twv nhan 1,1 1,2

Lon nhét 718 346 1.064 | Céctd chirc chinh thirc khac 57 31

i Ngudi budn tw nhéan & nguoi

L&n thi hai 261 130 391 1 chovay tién 12,3 11,4

Lén the ba 61 39 100 ; Ban bé/nguoithan 14,3 21,5

Téng 1.040 515 1.555 Tin dung phi chinh thirc 0,7 0,2

Quy mé trung binh khoan vay i Khac 2,7 5.2

Lén nhét 30.340 16.454 25.825

Lén the hai 20.984 19.329 20.434

Lon thir ba 11.132 13.037 11.875

Tdng 26.866 16.921 23.572

N=1.555

Lwu y: Cac s6 liéu gia tri dwoc tinh bang ‘000 d & mrc gia ¢ dinh ndm 2010 cda Ha Tay cd.
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Phan cubi trong phan tich ctia ching t6i dua ra tong quan vé ché do phan phdi tin dung trong cac
ho dugc chon mau. Ching t61 xem xét ca ty 1¢ h c6 khoan vay bi tu chdi va ty 1€ h¢ khong nhan dugc
toan bo khoan vay ma ho xin vay. Hinh 5.10 cho thay rat it h¢ trong miu cta chung t6i da timg bj tir
chéi khoan vay, it hon 2% trong nam 2010. Nhiing phat hién ctia chiing t6i cho thay c6 su bién dong
giita cac tinh trong tiép can tin dung. Tuy nhién, sd lugng rat nho cac ho bi tac dong ngay ca tai Long
An va Lam Dong cho thiy tiép can voi tin dung duong nhu khong phai 14 khé khan chinh dbi voi cac
ho nong nghiép. Hinh 5.10 ciing cho thdy c6 sy sut giam manh s6 hd c6 chi ho nit c6 khoan vay bi tir
chdi téi muc ty 1€ hd c6 chu ho nir c6 khoan vay bi tir chdi trong nam 2010 thép hon so véi ty 1€ hd co
cht hé nam mic du su khac biét nay khong c6 ¥ nghia thong ké dang ké.

Mot hinh thtrc han ché tin dung khac l1a quy mo ctua khoan vay dugc cﬁp. Hinh 5.11 minh hoa su
sut giam 16n va c6 y nghia thong ké dang ké vé s6 luong cac khoan vay trong d6 gia tri xin vay khong
duoc chap nhan tir 10% sb khoan vay trong nam 2008 xudng con 4% trong nam 2010. Tai nhiéu tinh,
han ché vé quy mé khoan vay dé bj loai bo, vi du nhu Lam Pong, Nghé An, Khanh Hoa, Lai Chau va
Lao Cai. Tuy nhién tai Ha T4y cii va Quang Nam, c6 mot vai sy thay doi gitra nam 2008 va 2010. Kho
khin vé quy mé khoan vay di giam bot co thé dugc thdy o tit ca cac nhom chi tiéu luong thuc thuc
phém va & ca cac hd c6 chi ho nam va cac ho c6 chu hd nir.

Hinh 5.10: Céac hé ¢6 khoan vay bi tir chéi (phén trim)
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Hinh 5.11: Han ché quy mé mén vay (phan tram)
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N 2010=2.147, N 2008=1.633

5.5. Tém tit

Chuong nay tap trung vao hai van dé chinh trong tinh hinh tai chinh cta h¢: trudc hét 1a kha
nang gap rai ro cua cac hd nong thon Viét Nam va cac chién lugc quan 1y rii ro cta hd; va hai 1a linh
vuc cé lién quan dén tiép can céc dich vu tai chinh nong thon tai Viét Nam. Ching t6i théy cac ho
duong nhu ddi pho tdt hon véi cac thiét hai thu nhép ngoai du kién trong ndm 2010 so v4i nam 2008.
Su khac biét 10 rang vé kha nang gap cac cu sdc, tac dong dbi véi thu nhép cua h va kha nang hd dbi
pho véi cu soc 1a rat o rang gilta cac tinh vdi cac hd tai Lao Cai, Pién Bién, Khanh Hoa, Lam Déng
va Long An duong nhu dic biét dé bi ton thwong. Trong khi tinh trang ctia nguoi nghéo di duge cai
thién vé mat kha nang ddi pho véi céc ci sbc, ho van 1a nhom dé bj tén thuong nhét. Cac thi truong tai
chinh dudng nhu c6 kha niang hd tro cac ho tdt hon trong viéc dbi pho vai cac ci soc, dac biét 1a thi
truong tin dung va bao hiém. Cac chuong trinh trg gitp ctia chinh phu ciing dudng nhu gitp cac
ho d6i pho, dic biét 1a cdc ho nghéo nhat va dé bi ton thuong nhat. Phan 16n nhiing trg gitp nay
dugc tiép can thong qua tro cap 1ai suat ctia chinh phu trong d6 tién tro cép truc tiép cua chinh phu
dong vai tro kém hon.

Nhiéu ho trong mau tham gia cac san phim bao hiém véi sé lugng ting 1én theo thoi gian. Tuy
nhién, hau hét cic san phdm bao hiém 14 bao hiém mién phi hodc bat budc va dudng nhu chi do nha
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nude cung cip. Ty 18 ho tiép can cac san pham bao hiém tu nguyén co thé giup bao vé ho trudc cac
thiét hai thu nhép do cac sy viéc ngoai du kién 12 rat nho mic du duong nhu nhan thuce vé loi ich tiém
an ctia cac san pham nay di tang 1én va sy san sang chi tra d& mua cac bao hiém nay ciing ting 1én. Do
vay cac dong thai gan day ctia B Tai chinh Viét Nam vé van dé nay dic biét quan trong.

Ty 1€ ho co tiét kiém trong ndm 2010 16n hon so v4i nam 2008, tuy nhién, ty 1€ tiét kiém so véi
thu nhap di giam dang ké giira nam 2008 va 2010. Piéu nay c6 thé do sy tang 1én nhanh cta nhiing
ngudi mai tiét kiém va nhimg ngudi nay thuong tiét kiém lugng tién nho. Hau hét tiét kiém 1a dudi
hinh thirc giir tién mat hodc vang tai nha va sb liéu cho thdy co it sy gia nhap cua cac san pham tiét
kiém chinh thtc. Diéu nay dic biét 1a truong hop dbi véi nhitng hd nghéo 1a nhitng hd thuong tiét
kiém dé dé phong va khong phai dé danh cho cac co hoi dau tu san xuit. Dudng nhu ¢6 mdi lién hé
gitta kha nang gdp thiét hai thu nhap ngoai du kién va mirc do tiét kiém cua hd, mic du can phai cé
nghién ctru sdu hon dé kham pha pham vi ma céc khoan tiét kiém dong vai trd nhu cong cu quan trong
dé bao vé cac ho khoi cac thiét hai di kém véi cac ct sde thu nhap.

Cac hd nong thon tai Viét Nam khong gap kho khan vé mat tiép can tin dung nhu dién hinh d6i
vé6i cac qudc gia khac c6 cing mire thu nhap. Nhiéu ho c6 tiép can tin dung hon trong ndm 2010 so voi
niam 2008. trong d6 VBSP 1a ngudn vay dic biét quan trong. Ty 18 cac khoan vay duoc tiép can phuc
vu cac muc dich chi tiéu ting 1én can duoc diéu tra sdu hon trong twong lai: nhiéu tai liéu cho thay
cling cap tin dung cho dau tu san xuat mang lai loi nhuan c6 thé gitp cac ho gia dinh thoat khoi nghéo
doi trong khi tinh hinh nguoc lai ddi vai tin dung cho cac muc dich chi ti€u. Tuy nhién, 1ai suét thfip,
cac khoan vay khong c6 13i nhu cac khoan vay do VBSP cung cép 1 cong cu chinh sach xi hoi quan
trong phuc vu muc dich khac nhau. Hiéu qua va tinh bén viing ctia chuong trinh trén can phai duoc
nghién ctru sau hon trong tuong lai.
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Chuong 6
VON XA HI VA TIEP CAN THONG TIN

Chuong nay tap trung vao von xa hdi va tiép can thong tin. Von xa hoi dé cap dén cac mbi quan
hé ma mdt gia dinh (hoac ho gia dinh) c6 vdi nguoi than, ban bé va céac déi tuong khéc va céc mbi
quan hé nay co thé duogc sir dung khi cAn hodc dé trao dbi thong tin (Isham et al., 2002). Vén xa hoi
bao goém sy tin twdng, cac tiéu chuan va mang ludi lién két cac gia dinh va cac ho gia dinh khac nhau
theo céch ca hai bén cung c6 lgi (Putnam, 1992).

Theo 1y thuyét kinh té, vén xa hoi c6 thé duoc xem 13 mot tai san bo sung vao von vat chat va
con ngudi (Coleman, 1988). Vén xa hoi 1am tang tinh hiéu qua ciia von vét chat va con ngudi va co thé
duoc hiéu la trang thai bén ngoai tich cuc tir vi€c tuong tac vdi cac ca nhan khéc, tuong ty nhu chia sé
kién thirc va cung cip thong tin trong thé gidi voi thong tin khong hoan hao (Durlauf and Fafchamps,
2005). Noi cach khac, von xa hoi bao gém cac mbi quan hé xa hoi gilra con nguoi hodc nhu mat tai
san von; trong ca hai trudng hop von xa hoi c6 thé ddn dén nhitng cai tién vé tinh hiéu qua.

Chuong nay khai thac cac khia canh khac nhau cua von xi hoi thong qua diéu tra cuong do, dic
diém va loi ich clia cac tuong tac xa hoi tai cac hd nong thon Viét Nam. Theo Isham et al. (2002) von
xa hoi co thé dugc chia thanh von xa hoi “mdi quan hé”, “cau ndi” va “lién két”. Vén xa hoi mbi quan
hé dé cap vé cac rang budc gia dinh bao gdm cac mdi quan hé véi cac thanh vién gia dinh va ban be
than. Von xa hoi cau ndi ciing dé& cap dén nhu “niém tin chung”, 13 méi quan hé voi nhimg nguoi
khong nhat thiét thuoc ho gia dinh nhung 13 nhitng ngudi ma ho gia dinh ¢ twong tac theo cach thic
mang tinh nghé nghiép hon. Vén xa hoi mbi quan hé va ciu ndi néi chung thudng dé cap vé cac tuong
tac c4 nhan véi nhitng nguoi thude cing ting 10p xa hoi (twong tac ngang). Nguoc lai, von xa hoi lién
hét dé cap vé cac tuong tac doc vi du nhu mdi quan hé véi ngudi c6 quyén luc.

Phdn 6.1 m6 ta ty 1¢ tham gia cta ho trong cac nhom chinh thuc, dic diém cua nhitng ho nay va
loi ich ma ho c6 dugc. Phan 6.2 khai thac cac mang luéi khong chinh thirc nhu ban bé va nguoi than,
tu hop nhom x3 hoi va lién hé véi cac can bd nha nude. Phan 6.3 mo ta thai do ddi voi niém tin va hop
tac va day ciing 1a nhimg chi tiéu vé von xa hoi. Cudi cing, trong phan 6.4 cac ngudn thong tin dugc
hd sur dung va dac biét 1a st dung phuong tién truyén thong dugc khai thac. Phan 6.5 1a ph'?ln két luan.

6.1. Cac nhom chinh thwe

Céc nhém chinh thire tai Viét Nam c6 co s¢ hodc tinh trang chinh thirc hop phap héa muc dich
va su tOn tai clia cac nhom nay. Cac t6 chuc chinh thie 16n nhat 1a Dang Cong san Viét Nam, Poan
thanh nién, Hoi phu nit, Cong doan, va Hoi ndng dan. Céc hi¢p hoi cling dugc dé cap la “cac td chirc
16n” tai Viét Nam. Nhitng t6 chirc 16n nay 1a cac nhom chinh tri-xa hoi lién két ngudi dan voi Pang
Cong san thong qua cac nhom loi ich. Cac nhom hoat dong nhu mot dién dan lién lac hai chiéu giita
Dang va dan chung. Sy tham gia cua ho trong cac nhom nay dugc trinh bay trong Bang 6.1.
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Bang 6.1 Thanh vién nhém (phan tram)

Hé c6 it nhat mét thanh vién thuéc...

@ét ky Dan Doan Hoi Héi cwu Nhom sé& Hiép hoi
to chirc Co 9 thanh Hoi phu ni* ndng chien thichnéng st dung
. ong san . A . A ;
nao nién dan binh dan nwéc

Chua ho
Nam 88,1 9,3 18,8 60,0 45,2 17,6 0,6 0,0
NG 85,1 7,8 11,8 49,3 18,7 55 0,2 0,0
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 85,8 4,3 12,6 56,6 45,6 7,9 0,4 0,0
Ngheo thir hai 87,7 53 17,4 58,4 43,2 13,2 0,2 0,0
Nhom gitra 87,9 7,6 19,0 57,7 36,6 19,5 0,5 0,0
Giau th hai 88,2 12,7 20,2 59,5 37,0 18,9 0,2 0,0
Giau nhat 87,5 15,0 17,5 56,1 34,5 15,7 1,1 0,0
Téng 2010 87,4 9,0%** 17,3 57,7 39,4** 15,0 0,5"** 0,0
Téng 2008 81,9"** 7,5%* 18,0%** 55,4*** 35,4** 12,5 1,4 0,0
Tbng 2006 86,1 10,8 27,9 66,2 47,8 15,1 1,0

Hé c6 it nhat mét thanh vién thuéc...

Hoi Nhém tin Nhém Thé

doanh  dungltdi Hopticxd O™  thaoivan  Hoicht Hoinguoi .
nghiép chinh vi mé ton giao h6a thapdé  cao tuoi
Chti hd
Nam 0,1 0,2 0,8 1,3 0,1 1,1 17,3 3,6
N 0,0 0,0 0,0 1,9 0,2 1,3 37,5 4,0
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 0,0 0,4 0,0 1,6 0,0 0,7 18,2 1,1
Nghéo th hai 0,2 0,0 0,5 1,4 0,0 0,9 20,1 3,7
Nhém gitra 0,0 0,0 0,7 1,8 0,5 0,7 21,1 3,0
Giau tht hai 0,0 0,2 1,1 1,1 0,2 2,0 25,0 59
Giau nhét 0,2 0,2 0,9 1,4 0,0 1,4 241 4,8
Téng 2010 0,1* 0,2 0,6 1,5 0,1 1,1 21,7 3,7
Tong 2008 0,4 0,1 0,9 15 0,1 0,7 21,6 2,5
Tong 2006 3,9 4,2 0,4 6,2 0,8

N=2.200 *** Sy khac biét co y nghia thépg ké & mirc 1%, ** Sw khéc biét cd y nghia thdng ké & mirc 5%. So sanh véi ndm 2006
chi cd thé dwoc thuc hién cho 5 nhom dau tién.

Bang 6.1 cho thay 87% ho chon miu c6 it nhat mot thanh vién thudc nhém chinh thirc. Gan 60%
tat ca cac ho c6 mot thanh vién thude Hoi phu nit, gin 40% s6 ho c6 thanh vién thudc Hoi nong dan va
17% sb ho thudc Poan thanh nhién. Thanh vién nhém dugc phan bd kha tuong ddng giita cac nhom
chi tiéu lwong thuc thuc pham, c6 thé cho thay su lién két chit ché giita Pang Cong san trong hau hét
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cac hg Viét Nam trong diéu tra nay. So sanh cho théy, ty 1€ hd c6 thanh vién thudc Pang Cong san chi
14 10% vé&i 4% sb6 ho nghéo nhat c6 thanh vién thudc Pang Cong san so voi 15% sd ho gidu nhat.
Thanh vién cta Hoi ngudi cao tudi va Hoi cyu chién binh ciing & muc cao twong tmg 1a 15% va 22%.
Cac nhom con lai ¢ vai trdo nhé hon nhiéu.

So sanh theo thoi gian, chiing t6i thay su sut giam ty 1¢ thanh vién nhom giita nam 2006 va 2008
d3 dao nguoc trong nim 2010 voi cac mirc ting co ¥ nghia théng ké déang ké trong nhiéu té chirc 16n
(Ho1 phu nit, Ho1 ndng dan va Hoi cyu chién binh). biéu nay ddc biét r0 trong s6 cac ho ngheo nhat.

Béng 6.2 trinh bay mdt s6 dic diém chinh cta cac nhém chinh thitc nhu cac hd cho biét ai 1a
thanh vién.

Bang 6.2: Dic diém cua cac nhom va Thanh vién nhém

, Nht‘l’]r;‘ng@,fogacng Thanhvienphanion  popanc o ; ,
Nhém X ~ tham gia vao cac S0 quan sat
thuong xuyeén cudc hop (phan tram) (0004)*
hon (phan tram)
2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010
Dang Cong san 84,2 774 94,3 88,1 144,0 144,0 209 261
DPoan thanh nién 55,4 452 75,2 75,8 12,0 12,0 616 586
Hoi phu niv 32,9 25,5 62,3 69,1 12,0 12,0 1.628 1.685
H6i nong dan 28,2 18,1 63,2 72,2 10,0 12,0 988 1144
Hai cwu chién binh 21,7 19,8 83,9 81,7 12,0 12,0 311 393
Nhdém sé thich ndng dan 20,5 28,6 95,5 100,0 5,0 27,0 44 14
Hop tac xa 17,2 11,8 65,5 64,7 12,0 0,0 29 17
Nhdm tén gido 84,0 90,0 82,7 93,8 0,0 0,0 75 80
HGi chi thap do 37,5 27,3 62,5 63,6 8,0 12,0 16 33
H6i ngudi cao tudi 16,5 19,0 67,5 61,9 10,0 12,0 778 793
Khac 34,7 18,7 77,8 66,4 50,0 12,0 72 107
Téng 34,7 28,2 68,7 71,7 12,0 12,0 4.784 5.122

*Céc loai phi mét 1an bj loai. Phi trung vi dwgc bao cao.

Ctr trong ba ho thi gan mot ho ¢ thanh vién cia cac nhom cho biét ¢6 hop hang thang hoic
thuong xuyén hon, mac du ty 1€ nay thay ddi 16n theo loai nhém. Tan suét cua cac cude hop dac biét
cao d6i v6i Pang Cong san, cac nhom ton gido va Poan thanh nién trong khi cac nhom chinh thirc
khac thuong gap it hon mot thang mot lan. Sy tham gia ctia cac thanh vién ho vao cac cudc hop ciing
thay doi gitta cac nhom tir 62% dén 100% ddi voi Nhom s thich nong dan. Doi voi hau hét cac nhom,
ty 1& tham gia di ting Ién trong hai ndm qua. Phi trung vi hang nim I 12.000 ddng trong nam 2010
chiém duéi 1% tong thu nhép trung vi hang nim.” Miac du c¢6 lam phat twong ddi cao trong giai doan
nay, phi trung vi gan nhu khong d6i so v&i nam 2008.

53 S phan b phi thanh vién 1éch sang phai va phi trung vi ciing dugc bao céo nhu vay.

126



Bang 6.3 khao sat qua trinh ra quyét dinh thuong xuyén trong cac nhom chinh thirc do cac ho tra
10i. Cac két qua cho thdy qua trinh ra quyét dinh phan nao c6 tinh dan chi véi ty 1¢ trung binh 44% céc
quyét dinh dugc céac thanh vién nhém cung dua ra. Bén canh do, 1anh dao nhom ra quyét dinh 44% sb
cac quyét dinh sau khi ling nghe cac thanh vién nhém. Trong sd 14% sb truong hop, lanh dao nhom
quyét dinh va sau d6 thong bao cho cac thanh vién. Tinh trang twong tu ciing rit rd rang ¢ hau hét cac
nhom riéng Pang Cong san trong d6 lanh dao nhém thuong quyét dinh ma khong héi y kién cac thanh
vién khac. Mot linh vuc can nghién ctru trong twong lai 1a diéu tra xem cac quyét dinh dugc dua ra
trong cdc nhom nay c6 anh hudng dén chinh tri Viét Nam rong rdi hon & mic do nio. So véi naim 2008
(cac két qua khong duoc trinh bay) qua trinh ra quyét dinh da thay doi theo hudng qua trinh nay co
tinh trung tdm hon; trong nim 2008, 60% cac quyét dinh duoc ca nhom cing dua ra.

Bang 6.3: Ra quyét dinh trong cac nhém (phan tram)

Céc nhém thwong ra quyét dinh nhw thé nao?

Ngwoilanh dao  Trwéng nhém héiy  Tat ca cac thanh

quyét dinh va théng kiép ciacécthanh  viénnhémthao . . Téng S6 quan

bao cho cac thanh viénvasaudora luan va cung sat

vién khac ctia nhém quyét dinh nhau quyét dinh
DBang Cong san 37,9 37,9 23,3 0,9 100,0 227
DBoan Thanh nién 9,6 43,7 458 0,9 100, 561
Hoi phu niv 11,3 439 43,8 09 1000 1.732
H6i nong dan 11,4 36,3 51,5 08 1000 1.113
Hai cwu chién binh 18,8 39,2 41,0 0,9 100,0 441
Nhém ton gido 23,5 55,9 10,3 10,3 100,0 68
Hoi ngudi cao tudi 18,2 33,5 46,5 1,9  100,0 807
Khac 12,5 442 42,3 1,0 100,0 104
Téng 14,4 40,1 443 1,2 100,0 5.110

Béang 6.4 mo ta loi ich tr viéc tham gia cac nhém do cac hd 1a thanh vién nhém tra 16i. Loi ich
quan trong nhét duoc tra 10i 1a “loi ich voi cong dong”, dic biét 1a ddi v6i cac Nhom ton gido va cac to
chtic 16n, cho thiy cac ca nhan khong tham gia vi loi ich riéng ctia ho ma con tham gia vi cac 1y do
cong dong.** Ly do quan trong thir hai dugc dua ra 1a giai tri, tiép theo 1a kién thirc va loi ich kinh té.
Tuy nhién, c6 sy bién dong vé cac loi ich duoc liét ké giita cac nhém khac nhau. Thanh vién cia Pang
¢6 lién quan chat ché dén dia vi xa hoi cling dugc dé cap trong Bang 6.1. Thanh vién cia Hoi nong
dan, bén canh viéc mang lai loi ich cho cong ddng, con ning cao kién thirc va tao ra loi ich kinh té.
Thanh vién cua cac hdi ngudi cao tudi chii yéu mang lai loi ich vé mat giai tri.

64 Can Iuu ¥ vé tinh chat chii quan cta cac cau tra 16i khi tim hiéu nhing két qua nay.
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Bang 6.4: Loi ich tiv viéc |a thanh vién nhém (phan tram)

Loi ich chinh tir viéc tham gia nhém nay la gi? (phan tram)

Manglai | iy Dlaviva i Nangao ., Khong SO
lgi ich cho S0 quanhé  Giditri p .z S -~ Khac colgi Tong quan
cong déng kinh té X3 hoi yte  kiéen thtc ich sat

DBang Cong san 25,1 7,9 55,5 2,2 2,6 53 09 04 1000 227
Doan thanh nién 31,6 6,1 9,8 234 1,2 26,9 09 02 1000 561
Hoi phu niv 27,0 17,8 11,4 16,1 10,4 15,1 1.1 1,0 100,0 1.732
H6i nong dan 249 244 7.9 13,2 0,9 274 07 05 1000 1.113
Hai cwu chién binh 26,3 7,0 24,5 26,5 1,1 12,9 09 0,7 100,0 441
Nhom tén gido 58,8 0,0 29 8,8 0,0 1,5 11,8 16,2 100,0 68
Hoi ngudi cao tudi 254 53 13,1 39,2 8,9 6,2 1,0 09 100,0 807
Khac 48 14,4 34,6 32,7 1,0 11,5 1,0 0,0 100,0 104
Tong 26,6 14,3 14,2 20,5 57 16,8 1,1 0,9 100,0 5.110

6.2. Cac mang luéi phi chinh thirc

Phan 6.1 cho théy nhiéu nguoi dan tai Viét Nam tham gia tich cuc vao cdc nhém chinh thire, dac
biét cac nhom co6 lién quan chat ché voi Nha nude. Nguoce lai cac mang ludi phi chinh thie, phat sinh
ttr doanh nghiép tu nhan va ton tai mién 1 cac thanh vién nhom thiy van c6 loi ich qua lai. Phan nay
tap trung vao cac mang ludi phi chinh thirc va cac nhom do céc thanh vién ty xay dung.

Mot chirc ning ctia cac nhom phi chinh thirc 13 hoat dong nhu nhoém thay thé bao hiém chinh
thire. Nhu dugce trinh bay trong Bang 6.5, hau hét cac ho gia dinh déu c6 it nhit mot ngudi dé nho va
tién nong trong truong hop khan cip. Pay 1a dic trung khong ké dén gidi tinh cua chi ho hodc nhom
giau nghéo, va hau hét nhitng ngudi tro gitp 1a nguoi than va nam gidi. Pidu nay néu bat tim quan
trong ctia cac mdi quan hé gia dinh khi can, dic biét 1a khi ho gia dinh gip phai cac ca séc vé thu nhap.
C6 mot s6 bang chimg cho thdy cac h c6 chii ho nir thuong dya vao nhitng phy nit khac (45% s6
truong hop) so voi cac ch hd nam. Pidu nay co thé 1a hién thi ctia sy chénh 1éch gidi, c6 nghia 1a phy
nit giup phu nit va nam gi6i gitip nam gidi. Quan sat cho thay co su tang nhe ty 1¢ cac hd c6 nguoi dé
dua vao gitra ndm 2008 va 2010 va duong nhu cac ho thuong dua vao ngudi than hon 1a ban bé va céac
d6i tuong khac. Pay dic biét 1a truong hop cua cac hd nghéo nhéat. Do d6, mic du cé ting trudng kinh
té nhanh tai Viét Nam, cac mang ludi xa hoi tmyén théng van quan trong ddi véi cac ho duge diéu tra.

Mot nguén von x3 hoi quan trong tai Viét Nam va la dip dé duy tri cac mang ludi 1a 1€ cudi.
Trong nim 2010, hau hét tit ca cac ho déu tham gia it nhit mot dam cudi trong nim trude va sé dam
cudi trung binh tham dy 1a 13 (xem Bang 6.6). Tinh trang tham dy it nhat mot dam cudi duoc phan bd
kha nhu nhau gitra cac tinh va cac nhom chi tiéu nhung s6 luong dam cudi tham dy trung binh ting 1én
cuing véi cac nhom chi tiéu tir 6 ddm cudi & nhoém nghéo nhat 1én 20 dam cudi & nhom giau nhat. Trén
co sO nay, cac hd giau dudng nhu c6 cac mang ludi 16n hon va dwoc moi t6i nhiéu dam cudi hon. Ty
1¢ ho to chirc dam cudi 1a gan 10% va khong co sy bién dong hé thong giira cac tinh va cac nhom cho
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thiy dam cuéi 1a nhu nhau gitta ngudi nghéo va ngudi giau. Vé mit truyén thdng thi sinh nhat it dugc
td chirc hon tai Viét Nam, diéu nay gidi thich tai sao c6 dudi 5% s6 ho to chirc tiéc sinh nhat. Tuy
nhién, diéu dang chu y 14 to chic sinh nhat ting 1én trong hai nim qua va viéc t6 chirc sinh nhat c6
twong quan ty 18 thuin chit ché v6i nhom chi tiéu luong thuce thue pham. Giai thich c¢6 thé 1a anh
huéng ngay cang ting ctia vin hoa phuong Ty, dic biét 1a d6i véi cac ho giau hon.

Bang 6.5: Cac mang Iwéi phi chinh thirc: Ngwoi ho tro trong treong hop khan cap (phan tram)

Ty 1é hd c6 it nhat mot ngwoi hé tro Ty 1é ngwoi tro gitp la Ty 1é ngwei tro gitip la
trong trwong hop can tien dot xuat ngwei than nam gi&i
2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010

Tinh
Ha Tay 92,9 91,5 77,1 77,6 64,7 67,5
Lao Cai 85,1 100,0 68,7 62,4 75,5 83,7
Phu Tho 89,2 100,0 63,6 76,5 69,8 67,3
Lai Chau 95,5 99,1 62,1 75,2 84,1 87,2
Dién Bién 47,6 971 83,3 75,6 85,7 83,3
Nghé An 96,9 95,8 64,6 73,2 75,0 67,0
Quang Nam 100,0 87,6 53,6 68,1 48,6 62,3
Khanh Hoa 100,0 89,5 81,0 62,7 54,4 54,7
Pak Lak 95,6 91,1 42,8 49,0 54,9 52,1
Pak Nong 93,2 88,3 65,0 66,5 67,8 67,3
Lam Ddng 100,0 95,5 33,0 62,0 443 69,0
Long An 97,9 97,9 61,5 74,7 55,1 59,4
Chua ho
Nam 91,9 94,8 63,1 714 66,3 70,0
NG 94,9 92,2 65,1 744 49,6 55,4
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 81,7 95,1 60,5 73,4 68,4 714
Ngheo thir hai 92,8 93,4 58,0 73,3 65,9 68,7
Nhém gilra 92,8 95,0 64,5 70,7 63,1 65,7
Giau th hai 95,6 95,0 65,7 72,4 60,2 66,0
Giau nhét 93,9 93,0 65,3 70,3 61,8 65,0
Tong 92,5 94,3** 63,5 72,0 63,0 67,2
N 2.200 2.200 5.134 5.350 5.134 5.350

*** Nam 2008 va 2010 khéc biét gitra cd ¥ nghia thong ké & mirc 1%, ** khac biét cd y nghia thong ké & mirc 5%.
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Bang 6.6: Dam cwéi va Sinh nhat

Ty l¢ ho tham dw itnhat g o o oithamay 1Y 1€ NOtOChIC 20 1 15 48 chire tie

mqr:g:;; (t;ﬁg:}\;f;;)am (trung binh) (3:2:1(;:;:) sinh nhat (phan tram)
2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010

Tinh
Ha Tay 99,8 99,0 20,0 20,0 10,4 1,7 2,7 10,6
Lao Cai 97,7 96,6 5,0 6,0 9,2 9,2 34 1,1
Phu Tho 99,0 99,7 25,0 25,0 4,3 12,8 59 2,6
Lai Chau 64,3 100,0 3,0 4,0 1,8 12,5 0,0 0,0
Dién Bién 96,2 100,0 6,0 7,0 10,5 7,6 2,9 0,0
Nghé An 99,5 97,9 10,0 15,0 2,6 94 2,1 57
Quang Nam 96,2 96,2 10,0 7,0 4,5 0,7 1,0 0,7
Khanh Hoa 100,0 92,1 55 7,0 53 7.9 7,9 7,9
Pak Lak 95,6 95,6 10,0 12,0 2,2 11,9 8,9 3,7
Pak Nong 97,1 98,1 10,0 10,0 3,9 7.8 9,7 6,8
Lam Ddng 98,5 98,5 10,0 10,0 6,0 13,4 14,9 3,0
Long An 99,0 99,3 20,0 20,0 8,4 8,7 4,9 59
Chad ho
Nam 96,9 98,8 15,0 15,0 6,5 9,2 4,4 5,0
N 95,5 96,4 13,0 10,0 55 10,1 34 4,2
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 88,8 96,0 6,0 6,0 2,9 10,3 1,7 1,6
Ngheo thr hai 93,0 99,1 10,0 10,0 6,8 8,7 1,4 2,1
Nhém gitra 97,6 98,6 15,0 15,0 7,0 94 34 4,6
Giau th hai 98,8 98,4 15,0 20,0 7,9 8,6 58 59
Giau nhét 99,8 99,3 18,0 20,0 53 9,8 6,8 10,2
Téng 96,6 98,3** 15,0 13,0%** 6,3 9,4 4,2 4,9
N=2.200

*** Nam 2008 va 2010 khéc biét cé y nghia thdng ké & marc 1%

Béang 6.7 minh hoa chi ti€u cho dam cuéi cia hd gia dinh va ddm cudi cia cac hd khac. Chi cho
dam cudi ctia hd chiém gan 30% thu nhap hang nam. Khdi luong tuyét ddi chi cho to chirc dam cudi
tang cung cac nhom chi tiéu dung, mic du ty 18 trong tong thu nhap tuong ddi 6n dinh. Chi trong sd
cac ho giau nhét, chi tiéu cho ddm cudi chiém dudi 15% thu nhap hang nam. Trong khi viéc t6 chirc
dam cudi 1a dat do, chi tiéu cho viéc tham dy dam cudi ciia cac ho khac chiém mot phan nho thu nhap.
Néu tinh sb dam cudi tham dy, it nhat ddi v6i nhitng khach duoc moi, tiéc cudi 1a mot phuong thire
mang ludi ré.
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Mot dip quan trong khac tai Viét Nam la Tét, 18 hoi ndm méi am lich. Chi tiéu trong dip Tét

chiém 5% thu nhap hang nam. Khéi luong tuyét dbi duoc chi ting 1én cling véi thu nhap mic du ty 1¢

tong thu nhap duoc chi giam gitta cac nhom chi tiéu lvong thyc thuc pham. Pidu niy cho thiy dip Tét

dugc xem la mdt mat hang “can thiét” hon 1a mat hang “xa xi”.

Bang 6.7: Chi cho dam cwéi va Tét (Gia c6 dinh nam 2010 cta tinh Ha Tay cii)

Chi phi té Chi mirng ,
Chi ohi t& chive chirc dam Chi mirna dam dam cwéi cla _ . Chi cho tet
ANIPATIO CTC i theo NG CaM 15 khac theo  Chicho tét  theo téng thu
dam cudi cia h téng thu cuoi cua ho tong thu nha '000 VND nhap ho
(000d) 9 phac (ooo @) tong thunhap - ( ) 1ap ¢
nhap ho hd (phan (phan tram)
(phan tram) tram)
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 9.322,6 24,0 63,7 0,2 1.454,9 4,3
Ngheo thir hai 17.314,6 28,6 76,3 0,2 1.940,1 4,5
Nhom giira 20.766,8 33,3 84,0 0,2 2.223,7 4,4
Giau tht hai 21.505,2 31,5 86,8 0,2 2.789,6 4,5
Giau nhét 24.058,6 28,1 97,7 0,2 3.416,6 4,4
Nhém thu nhap’
Nghéo nhét 7.692,8 36,3 73,1 04 1.430,0 6,9
Ngheo thir hai 14.095,3 34,2 72,8 0,2 2.086,9 5,1
Nhém gitra 17.732,6 34,2 79,4 0,2 2.246,5 4,2
Giau tht hai 22.022,5 35,4 84,5 0,1 2.504,1 34
Giau nhét 23.025,0 14,3 98,1 0,1 3.5421 2,3
Téng 2010 18.390,4*** 28,9 81,7* 0,2** 2.361,4*** 4, 4%
Tong 2008 18.025,7 37,5 172,2 0,6 2.157,6 6,7
N=2.200

1 Cac nhom thu nhap dua trén thu nhap thuan trén dau nguoi ciia ho ’
*** Nam 2008 va 2010 khac biét cd y nghia thong ké & mirc 1%, ** Khac biét cd y nghia thdng ké & mirc 5%, * Khac biét cd y nghia
thong ké & mirc 10%.

Céc ho chi cho dam cudi cta cac thanh vién ho ting nhe nhung ¢ ¥ nghia vé mit théng ké giira

nam 2008 va 2010. Trong ca gia tri danh nghia va gia tri thyc, chi mung dam cudi cua cac hd khac

giam. Chi cho Tét ting d6i voi gid tri thuc, nhung muc ting nhoé hon so véi mirc ting cta ca tiéu dung

va chi tiéu. Do d6, theo ty 1& ctia tiéu dung va chi tiéu, chi cho Tét giam trong hai nim qua.

Bang 6.8 mo ta lién hé cta ho voi nguoi ¢o vi tri trong nha nude. Trong ndm 2010, 6% tong tat

ca cac ho trong mau co6 thanh vién lam vi¢c trong co quan nha nudc hodc gitr cac vi tri nha nudc khéc.

Trong nam 2008, cac ho giau hon thuong cé thanh vién gitr vi tri nha nudc nhung xu hudng nay giam

di trong ndm 2010 (mic du nhitng ho trong nhém nghéo nhat van c6 tinh dai dién thip). Mot phan ba
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tong s6 ho co thanh vién, ngudi than hodc ban bé giir vi tri nha nudce va day 1a muc ting cd ¥ nghia
thdng ké so v&i nam 2008.

Bang 6.8: Lién két chinh trj va chinh quyén (phan tram)

Ty 1é hd c6 mot thanh vién lam viéc tai Ty Ié ho c6 thanh vién, ngwdi than hoac
co quan nha nwéc hoac gilr vi tri nha ban bé lam viéc cho co’ quan nha nwéc

nwéc khac (phan tram) hoac gitr vi tri nha nwérc khac (phan tram)
2008 2010 2008 2010
Cha ho
Nam 59 6,4 30,3 35,6
NG 3.4 3,6 25,8 24,8

Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham

Ngh&o nhét 2,5 2,5 18,3 23,1
Nghéo thi hai 3,4 59 19,6 31,7
Nhom gilra 42 8,2 23,9 32,3
Giau tht hai 6,7 6,6 33,6 35,0
Giau nhéat 8,0 5,9 429 441
Téng 5,4 58 29,3 33,2%**
N=2.200

*+ N&m 2008 va 2010 khéc biét c6 y nghia théng k& & mirc 1%

6.3. Niém tin va thai d§ hop tac

Niém tin va thai d6 hop tac 13 cac nhan t6 quan trong trong von xa hoi cia mot ca nhan hodc ho
gia dinh. Niém tin c6 thé quan trong, vi du nhu né cho phép moi ngudi tham gia vao hoat dong kinh
doanh c6 loi nhuan tiém ning v6i nguoi la (duoc tin tuong). Tai cac qudc gia thiéu cac t6 chirc chinh
thirc, niém tin chung c6 thé thay thé cho céc to chtic trén nhu 13 mot giai phap “tot thir hai”. Phan nay
khai thac pham vi ho gia dinh tin tudng va san sang hop tac vdi cac thanh vién mang ludi va moi
nguoi noi chung.

Bang 6.9 cho thdy 82% ngudi tra 10i cho rdng moi ngudi ndi chung trung thuc va co thé tin
dugc. Ty 18 nay thip hon mot chat so véi ty 18 nam 2008 nhung sy khac biét c6 y nghia thong ké déng
ké. No6i chung, cac hd gidu hon cho thdy mic do tin twong vao nguoi khac thip hon. Mic du moi
ngudi ¢ niém tin vao nguoi khac, 50% s6 ho dong ¥ rang mot sd ngudi khong thé tin dugc. Dé xac
dinh thai do ddi voi hop tac, cac hd duge hoi xem ho thich tu minh canh téc 0,5 héc ta dat hay canh tac
3,5 héc ta dat cung véi gia dinh khac. Chung t6i thay 75% s6 hd cho biét ho chon phwong 4n canh tac
tu minh canh tac 0,5 héc ta dat> (Bang 6.9), két qua nay duong nhu khong théng nhit voi két qua
trugc day cho thdy mirc do tin tuong 1dn nhau cao hon giita cac hd. Do vay mirc do tin twong 1an nhau

5 Muc dich cua viéc khai bao nay 1a phan anh mirc d6 tin tudng ctia hd trén thic té tuong phan véi viéc hoi ho vé mire do
tin tudng theo gia thuyet.
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do ho ti khai cao hon mtrc d6 trén thuc té. Tuy nhién, han ché cua phuong phéap nay 14 cac cau tra 1oi
c6 thé bi anh hudng cua trai nghiém lich sir nhu kinh nghiém véi néng nghiép tap thé. Cac ho c6 thé c6
trai nghiém khong t6t tir hoat dong néng nghiép tap thé trong d6 sy khuyén khich tao ra nd luc t6i da bi
giam do cac van dé ngudi ding khong co ¥ thuc tiét kiém va didu nay c6 thé 1am ting muc d6 dau ra
dudi diém cuc thuén.

Bang 6.9: Thai dé doi véi niém tin va hop tac

Ty 1& hd dong y véi nhan Ty 18 hg dong y véi nhan dinh Ty 1§ hé tha canh tac doc
dinh “hau hét moi ngwdi  “Trong xa nay moi ngwei phai  1ap 0,5 hirc ta con hon
néi chung that thava cé6  can than vi cé nhitng ngwéi  canh tac chung 3,5 héc ta

thé tin twéng dwoc” ban khéng thé tin dwoc” v&i mot gia dinh khac
(phan tram)’ (phan tram)’ (phan tram)

2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010
Tinh
Ha Tay 86,3 81,7 58,3 56,0 80,2 81,0
Lao Cai 89,7 97,7 26,4 64,4 81,6 20,7
Phu Tho 91,8 90,5 81,6 63,0 83,9 63,6
Lai Chau 85,7 92,0 8,0 33,9 87,5 96,4
Pién Bién 71,4 95,2 50,5 36,2 71,4 93,3
Nghé An 90,6 85,9 42,2 65,6 89,1 81,8
Quang Nam 93,8 66,2 53,8 32,4 71,4 66,6
Khanh Hoa 78,9 100,0 31,6 26,3 92,1 92,1
Pak Lak 88,1 80,0 93,3 67,4 83,7 68,9
Pak Nong 92,2 90,3 48,5 48,5 94,2 93,2
Lam Dong 70,1 35,8 67,2 7,5 80,6 82,1
Long An 77,3 83,6 78,3 41,3 80,1 81,1
Chii hé
Nam 86,6 82,6 58,5 49,4 82,7 77,0
N 85,7 82,1 63,1 49,5 76,8 714
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Ngh&o nhét 83,8 89,0 47 1 474 79,6 76,2
Nghéo thi hai 874 81,5 56,5 49,8 81,9 79,0
Nhom gilra 88,8 81,9 58,6 50,1 82,7 79,4
Giau tht hai 85,8 81,8 62,0 52,3 83,1 73,2
Giau nhét 85,2 78,2 65,7 47,5 78,9 71,4
Cé la thanh vién cia nhém nao khong
Cé 87,3 82,4 60,2 50,7 81,7 74,4
Khéng 82,2 83,4 56,1 40,8 80,2 85,6
Téng 86,4 82,5*** 59,5 49 4*** 814 75,8™**
N=2,200

1Ty 18 ho con lai bao gom nhitng hd hoac khdng dong y véi nhan dinh hoac cho rang ho khong biét hoac khong thé tra 1.
“* Nam 2008 va 2010 khac biét cé y nghia thong ké & mirc 1%
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Ngoai mot s6 bat thuong trong céc cau tra 101 tai Lao Cai, Khdnh Hoa va Lam Déng, thai do
tuong ty dbi v6i niém tin va sy hop tac déu dwoc ghi nhan & tat ca cac tinh va nhom chi tiéu lwong
thuc thye pham.® Noi chung, cac hd c6 chi ho nit thudng cé xu hudng thich canh tac chung so véi cac
hd ¢6 cht hd nam. La thanh vién cua bt ky nhom nao cai thién thai do ddi vé6i viée canh tac chung
trong nam 2010 cho thiy nguoi dan c6 vén xa hoi 16n hon thuong co xu hudng hop tac hon. Nhiing
két qua nay ung ho gia thuyét trung tim trong 1y thuyét von xa hoi 1a nguoi dan tham gia vao cac nhom
c6 muc do tin tudng cao hon. Bén canh do, cac thanh vién ciia nhém cling duong nhu c¢6 nhan thue
hon rang c¢6 nhitng nguoi khong thé tin dugc. Do vy, 1a thanh vién cua cac nhém chinh thirc duong
nhu 1am ting kha ning hop tic ctia hd voi nhitng ngudi dang tin va tranh cac mdi quan hé khong tot.

6.4. Cac nguon thong tin va sir dung phwong tién thong tin dai chiing

Phan nay diéu tra vé& cic ngudn thong tin va st dung phuong tién thong tin dai ching riéng vé
mit san xuat néng nghiép, tin dung va bao hiém, céc chinh sach ctua Chinh phu va thong tin thi truong.
Bang 6.10 tom tit ba ngudn thong tin quan trong nhat dugc tiép can cho cac muyc dich nay.

Bang 6.10: Nguon thong tin (phan tram)

Van dé
) . Thong tin thi .
San xq?t néng Ngudn tin dung Cag thay’ doi tru’cmqn- nh‘u’ qghe
ngh’lep va va bio hidm chinh sach nghiép va gia
khuyeén néng cua Chinh phu  hang héa va cay
trong
Nguén théng tin:
Nguoi than, ban bé va hang xém 56,1 52,6 40,0 65,5
Béng tin cong dong 14,5 18,1 16,2 4,8
Loa phat thanh cong déng 40,9 34,7 34,2 17,9
Chg dia phwong 8,5 6,9 79 54,7
Bao 1,7 2,2 3,8 2,6
Dai 2,1 4,0 7,8 4.1
Tivi 41,8 41,9 74,9 58,4
Co quan khuyén nong 34,8 10,7 45 4,2
Cac nhom hodc td chirc khac 13,6 32,1 20,0 5,7
Hiép hdi kinh doanh hoac nghé nghiép 0,1 1,3 0,4 0,5
Khac 8,6 10,6 10,3 8,8

N=2.200

Céc ngudn thong tin quan trong nhat d6i voi san xuat néng nghiép va khuyén nong 13 nguoi than,
ban bé va hang x6m; ti vi va loa phat thanh cong ddng, tiép theo 1a cac co quan khuyén nong. Thong

% Do tinh chil quan ciia cac cau hoi ndy, ¢ thé sy khong théng nhit nay 14 do tra 161 sai hodc ty 16 tra 161 thip ddi véi cac
cau hoi nay.
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tin vé tin dung va bao hiém thuong c6 duge tir nguoi than, ban be va hang x6m hodc tur ti vi. Ti vi
cling 12 phuong tién cung cép tin tirc chinh tri chinh. Ngudi than, cho dia phuong va ti vi 1a nhiing
ngudn thong tin thi trudng vé nghé nghiép va gia. Nhin chung, vén xa hoi (cic mang ludi ngudi than
va ban be), ti vi va dai phat thanh xi 13 nhitng ngudn thong tin quan nhat.

Hinh 6.1 minh hoa ty 1& ho cho biét ti vi 1a ngudn thong tin thi truong quan trong nhat trong khi
Bang 6.11 trinh bay viéc cac ho gia dinh sir dung tat ca cac loai phuong tién truyén thong dai chung.
Trong nam 2010, gan 60% cac hd cho biét ti vi 1a ngudn thong tin quan trong nhat, thap hon mdt chit so
v6i ndm 2008. Hinh 6.1 cho thiy ti vi da trd nén quan trong tai cac tinh Tay Béc, Bic Trung bo va Tay
Nguyén Viét Nam va it quan trong hon tai cac tinh giau hon gan Ha N6i va Thanh phé H6 Chi Minh.

Hinh 6.1: Cac hd cho biét Ti vi la ngudn théng tin thi trwong quan trong nhat (phén trim)

100

m2010
m2008

Ha Lao Phu Lai Dién Nghé QuangKhanh Pik Pik Lam Long Téng
Tiy Cai Tho Chau Bién An Nam Hoa Lik Noéng Pong An

N=2.200

Bang 6.10 cho thiy 94% s6 chii ho xem Ti vi. Binh quan, chii ho xem ti vi 2,3 gid mot ngay. Chi
cb 24% s6 ho nghe dai va ngudi gidu thudng cé xu hudng nghe dai. Giira nim 2008 va 2010, ty 1& ho
nghe dai giam hon 5 diém phan trim. Bio tham chi con c¢6 mic d6 phd bién thip hon (mic du trén
thue té hdu hét nguoi dan déu biét doc). HO giau doc bao thuong xuyén hon nhiéu so véi ngudi ngheo.
Mot phan ctia nhitng két qua nay co thé dugc giai thich do nhimng khé khin trong viéc phan phat bao
chi tai cac vung sau vung xa.

Str dung internet da ting tai hau hét cac tinh ké tir ndm 2008 va quan sat cho thay c6 murc ting
cao tai mot sb tinh. Sy ting 1én nay dic biét 1d trong cac hd c¢6 thu nhap ¢ mirc trung binh. Hon 20%
s6 ho st dung internet va trong sb cac ho giau, cir trong ba ho thi c6 mot ho st dung internet. Str dung
internet ting 1én co6 thé duogc giai thich mot phan do thyc té 13 ti vi dd trd nén kém quan trong hon tai
cac tinh giau hon gan Ha N6i va Thanh phd H6 Chi Minh.

Bang 6.11: Str dung Ti vi, Dai, Bao va Internet
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Sé gioxemtivi CO ngwoi trong
Chi hé xemtivi cuachdhdtrong  ho nghe dai

Co ngwoi

Co ngwei trong trong hé siv

(Phan tram) ngay (trung (phan tram) (T)?!gr?irgio) dung Internet

binh)* (phan tram)
Tinh 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010
Ha Tay 97,3 99,0 2,3 2,3 16,5 37,1 9,2 190 215 346
Lao Cai 89,7 93,1 1,4 1,8 3.4 17,2 1,1 2,3 34 1,1
Phu Tho 96,7 97,4 1,4 2,7 32,5 46,9 134 13,8 8,5 16,4
Lai Chéu 75,9 92,0 1,6 2,5 8,0 1,8 9,8 4,5 6,3 4,5
Dién Bién 68,6 74,3 1,6 2,3 25,7 7,6 18,1 14,3 3,8 6,7
Nghé An 91,7 90,1 2,2 2,5 16,1 16,1 219 19,3 104 344
Quéng Nam 94,5 93,4 1,6 1,9 57,9 352 141 14,8 328 117
Khanh Hoa 97,4 94,7 1,8 1,8 21,1 7.9 10,5 184 36,8 289
Pak Lak 95,6 96,3 1,4 2,4 12,6 11 12,6 119 141 215
Péak Nong 93,2 96,1 2,0 2,3 31,1 M7 252 9,7 282 398
Lam Ddng 97,0 95,5 1,7 2,3 55,2 9,0 35,8 9,0 224 433
Long An 95,8 94,1 1,6 2,3 59,8 14,0 171 20,3 7,7 224
Chu ho
Nam 93,4 95,5 1,8 2,3 314 26,2 15,1 16,0 16,1 239
NG 91,9 90,3 1,8 2,2 29,2 215 124 116 166 189
Nhém chi tiéu lwong thwe thwe pham
Nghéo nhét 72,5 86,7 1,5 2,2 16,3 11,9 3,8 54 7,5 8,3
Ngheo thir hai 89,4 93,6 1,7 2,3 25,8 231 75 13,0 10,1 18,3
Nhom gilra 95,2 96,3 1,6 2,3 32,1 27,0 9,0 14,9 139 268
Giau th hai 97,9 97,5 1,8 2,3 35,7 314 171 17,7 159 291
Giau nhét 98,7 97,7 2,0 2,4 35,9 330 275 245 2715 320
Tong 93,1 94 4** 1,8 2,3 31,0 252 145 151" 16,2 229"

* Chi nhirng ho c6 chi hd xem Ti vi dwoc tinh trong ¢t hai.
N=2,200

6.5. Tém tit

Vén x4 hoi, cac mang ludi, cdc nhom chinh thirc va phi chinh thire c6 vai tro quan trong vi nhiéu
Iy do tai cac qudc gia thiéu cac to chic chinh thirc. Tiép can voi bao hiém chinh thic tai nong thon
Viét Nam van thap (xem Chuong 5 ctia bao céo nay), va do d6 von xi hoi va cac mang ludi dong vai
trd quan trong. Chuong nay da cho thay 95% s6 ho do6i khi can hd tro khi ho gip phai ca soc thu nhap
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bat lgi. Nhitng mang ludi nhu trén thuong bao gdm cac thanh vién hd hodc ngudi than, twong tmg véi
nhiing két qua tai Chuong 2 cho thay hd trg tién chi yéu 1a tién giri tir con cai va ngudi than.

Dam cudi 1a dip duy tri cac mang ludi phi chinh thirc. Trung binh hd tham du 13 ddm cudi mot
nam. Hon nira, chi tiéu cho dam cuéi chiém dén gan 30% thu nhap hang nam trong cac ho t6 chirc dam
cudi. T chirc d6n ndm mai am lich, Tét, 13 mot dip quan trong khac va cé chi tiéu tuong ddi cao vao
thoi diém nay cing cb gia thuyét ring cac ho san sang chi cho mang luéi phi chinh thic dé c6 duoc
vbn x4 hoi (mac du tit nhién day khong phai 1a 1y do duy nhét).

Trong phan tich von x3 hdi, mot linh vuc quan trong la niém tin va thai d6 ddi voi hop tac. Cac
mang luéi phi chinh thirc va niém tin cting ¢6 13n nhau do su ép budc han ché va cac kha ning xt phat
kém néu nguoi dan khong dap img mot sé nghia vu. Cac két qua trong chuong nay cho thdy moi ngudi
n6i chung tin tuéng 1an nhau nhung ho ciing c6 nhan thirc ring mot sd nguoi khong thé tin dugc va
néu duoc lua chon hop déng canh tac tap thé, ho mudn chon tu canh tac trén dt cua minh.

Céac nhom chinh thirc - phan 16n 13 cac t6 chire chinh thire 16n - thu hat rat nhiéu nguoi tham gia.
C6 dau hiéu tich cuc cho thiy hau hét moi nguoi tham gia vao cac t6 chirc phd bién nhu cac Hinh
trong chuong nay cho thay c6 rat nhiéu loi ich va bao gém ca nhiéu kién thirc méi ciing nhu giai tri.
Hon nita, tién phi thanh vién rat nho, c6 nghia 1a khong ai bi can tré viéc ho tham gia cac nhom nay.

Phén cudi cua chuong nay trinh bay bang ching vé cac phuong tién théng tin dai chung va céac
ngudn thong tin. O day, dang luu ¥ nhét 1 viée sir dung ti vi nhiéu. Bén canh nguoi than va ban be, ti
vi van 13 ngudn théng tin quan trong nhit vé nhiéu van dé. Tuy nhién, viéc sir dung internet 13 mot
ngudn thong tin ngdy cang co vai trd quan trong dic biét trong cac ho c6 thu nhép trung binh.

137



KET LUAN

Muc dich ciia Diéu tra H gia dinh nong thon Viét Nam 1a xay dung tu lidu vé tinh hinh phét
trién cua cac ho nong thon tai 12 tinh ctia Viét Nam trong do dac biét tap trung vao tiép can va su dung
cac ngudn lyc san xuat. Dya trén co s& bo dir liéu panel tir ndm 2006, bao cao ndy cung cap khao sat
chi tiét vé nhiéu linh vuc trong doi séng cua cac ho bao gém cac hoat dong tao thu nhap, céac van dé vé
dét dai, san xuét ndng nghiép, rui ro, cac nguén luc tai chinh va von xa hoi. Trong khi trong tdm cua
bao cdo nay 1a tap trung vao mod ta cac két qua tir vong diéu tra nim 2010, pham vi panel cia s lidu
cling dugc khai thac, cho phép so sanh giita cac vong diéu tra 2006 va 2008.

Chuong 1 trinh bay cac dic diém cua panel cac ho dugc diéu tra. Trong khi nhiéu dic diém quan
sat duoc khong thay d6i theo thoi gian (nhu du kién do cac nim khéc nhau diéu tra lip lai cac ho da
duoc diéu tra), van c6 mot sb xu huéng dang luu y ndi lén. Ty 1€ cac ho duoc diéu tra dugc MoLISA
xép loai 1a ho nghéo da giam déng ké qua cac nam diéu tra cho thiy, nhin chung, diéu kién ciia cac ho
dugc diéu tra di duoc cai thién. Tuy nhién, rd rang 1a mot s tinh va nhém véan dé bi ton thuong hon
céc tinh va cdc nhoém khac. Vi du, su cach biét vé ty 1€ di hoc 16n theo gidi va theo tinh trang ngheo
d6i van tiép tuc duogc ghi nhan. Tuong tu, trong khi quan sat cho thay co sy cai thién trong cac diéu
kién sdng, day khong phai 1a truong hop ddi vai tat ca cac hd v6i sy bat binh dang trong viée tiép can
nuéc sach va str dung nang luong rat rd rang giita cac tinh va cac nhom nghéo doi. Mot xu hudng dic
bi¢t dang luu v 1a sy tang l1én nhanh chong ) luong ho nhan duge hd tro tir con cai séng ngoai ho
théng nhét véi su tang 1én cda ca di cu ndi dia va di cu quéc té tai Viét Nam. Tac dong cua di cu dbi
v6i cac cong ddng nong thon va ddi voi ngudi di cu 1a van dé can duoc nghién ctru sau hon.

Chuong 2 md ta cac hoat dong tao thu nhap ctia ho. Thong nhét voi quan sat cho thiy co sy sut
giam trong cac mirc nghéo doi, c¢6 su ting 1én dang ké trong cac mirc thu nhap binh quan hang nim cua
cac ho duge diéu tra gitra nam 2008 va 2010. Nong nghiép van 1a ngudn viéc lam va thu nhap quan
trong nhat nhung cac ho nghéo da dang héa cac ngudn thu nhap ciia minh & pham vi 16n hon so véi
cac ho giau hon va diéu nay can tro ho co dugc nhitng loi ich tir viéc chuyén mon héa. Piéu nay théng
nhat v6i ¥ kién rang cac ho nghéo hon thuong dé bi tong thuwong véi cac ¢t sdc thu nhap hon va do vay
da dang héa cac hoat dong ctia ho nhdm phan tan nguy co. Diéu tra sdu hon mdi quan hé giita chuyén
mon hoa, da dang hda va sy giau c6 cua ho rat quan trong dé hiéu duge pham vi su da dang hoéa can tro
su phat trién ciia cac ho nghéo. Mot chii dé 1y thu khac d6 1a thuc trang vé doanh nghiép phi nong
nghiép ho gia dinh dang ngdy cang tré nén phd bién trong giai doan diéu tra. Nghién ctru su hon vé
vai tro cua cac doanh nghiép ho gia dinh tai Viét Nam s& giup hiéu hon vé vai tro ciia cac doanh
nghiép nay trong su phét trién ciia cac cong dong nong thon tai Viét Nam trong tuong lai.

Chuong 3 dé cap nhiéu van dé c6 lién quan dén dat dai, bao gdbm dat duoc st dung dé lam gi, dat
c6 duge nhu thé ndo, ban chit va sy phd bién cua gidy ching nhan quyén sir dung dat va dau tu vao
dat. Pac biét luu ¥ 1a nhitng thay d6i 16n dugc quan sat vé cach thirc c6 duoc cac manh dit thong qua
thi truong dat dai nhiéu hon va do Nha nudc giao dét it hon. Do d6 su phat trién va tinh hiéu qua cta
thi truong dat 1a mot linh vuc thu vi nén duge nghién ciru sau hon trong tuwong lai. Chuong nay ciing
khai thac van dé cip gidy chimg nhan quyén st dung dat di duoc néu ndi bat trong luat dat dai cua
Viét Nam. Chung t6i thdy bang chimg rang c6 su xung dot theo mot s6 cach voi Luat dat dai vé viée
cip gidy ching nhan quyén sir dung manh dat va vé dang ky tén cua ca vo va chdng trén gidy ching
nhan quyén sir dung dat. Sy phong phu ctia s6 liéu panel vé cac manh dat duoc thu thap trong cac vong
diéu tra VARHS lién tiép s& hd trg nghién ciru trong twong lai vé tac dong cua nhing thay doi trong
ludt vé viéc cdp gidy chimg nhan quyén sir dung dat ctia cac ho ndng thon.
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Chuong 4 tap trung vao san xuit néng nghiép va mo ta cac loai dau ra duoc san xuét va dau vao
duoc st dung ciing nhu nhitng thi truong budn ban trao ddi nhitng dau ra va dau vao nay. Dic biét luu
v trong chuong nay la cac dac tinh phan biét cia cac hoat dong ndong nghi¢p trong nam 2008, nam
“khang hoang” gia lwong thuc thuc phim va gia dau lira. S6 liéu thdng ké moé ta duoc trinh bay trong
chuong nay khéng cung cip cho ching ta bang chimg co tinh chit két luan vé tac dong cua khing
hoang dbi voi san xuat nong nghiép mac du s liéu thong ké co tinh hién thi cao. Nghién ciru sdu hon
trong tuong lai khai thac cau trac sb liéu panel s& cho phép hiéu rd tac dong cua viée ting gia ddi voi
cac hd va kha nang phuc hdi cia cac hd mot cach chi tiét hon. Mot xu huong dang luu y khac duogc
quan sat thdy 1a mic ting 1én ty 1é gao duoc ban. Bing chimg cho thdy nhitng hd giau hon va nhitng
hd c6 cht ho nam thuong 1a nhiing ngudi ndong dan c6 tinh thuong mai cao hon. Thuong mai hda ndng
nghiép co6 thé 1a mot co ché quan trong dé thoat nghéo ddi vai cac ho nong thon.

Chuong 5 d¢ cap dén hai van dé d6i voi cac ho: thir nhat 1a kha nang gip phai rai ro va sy thu
hit ctia bao hiém va thir hai, tai san tai chinh cua cac ho. Hai van dé nay co lién hé chat ché voi béng
chung cho thiy tiét kiém va tin dung 1a cic co ché quan trong dé ddi phé véi cac thiét hai thu nhap
ngoai du kién. Kha ning gip rui ro van la nguyén nhan gy quan ngai trong s6 cac ho duge diéu tra.
Chung toi tim thdy bang chimg rang cac hd c6 kha ning ddi pho tét hon trong nim 2010 so v6i nim
2008 nhung cac hd nghéo van 1a nhom dé bi ton thuong nhit. Nghién ctru trong twong lai phan tich tac
dong ciia rai ro d6i véi cac ho gia dinh, ké ca vé mit két qua va hanh vi cta cac ho s& gitip hiéu rd hon
tac dong thuc cua cac ¢ sdc thu nhap dbi véi cac ho. Co bang chimg cho thay qua thoi gian, thi truong
tai chinh c6 kha ning hd tro cac ho gia dinh tot hon trong viéc dbi pho véi cac ct sdc, dic biét 1a cac
thi trudng tin dung va thi truong bao hiém nhung khu vuc phi chinh thirc ciing déng vai trd quan trong
cung voi tiét kiém tai chinh chinh thire, chi chiém mot ty 1€ nho trong téng tiét kiém cua ho. Nghién
ctru sau hon trong twong lai vé sy tuong tac gitra cac co ché d6i pho riii ro chinh thirc va phi chinh thirc
s& giup thiét ké cac cong cu thi truong tai chinh chinh thirc ¢6 hiéu qua phu hop véi cac loai riii ro ma
ho gip phai. Hiéu duoc tai sao su thu hat cua hinh thirc tiét kiém tai chinh rat thip ciing s& giup ich
trong viéc thiét ké chinh sach c6 hiéu qua. Béc biét cha y 1a thuc trang cac hd st dung tin dung cho
muc dich tiéu ding ngiy cang ting, dic biét la théng qua VBSP. Nhiéu tai liéu cho thiy cung cip tin
dung cho dau tu san xuat mang lai loi nhuan c6 thé gitp cac ho thoat khoi nghéo doi trong khi tin dung
phuc vu cadc muc dich ti€éu dung lai ¢c6 xu hudng nguoc lai. Do vay nghién ctru sau hon vé tinh hiéu
qua cua tin dung déng vai tro rat quan trong.

Chuong 6 két luan bao céo v6i tong quan vé pham vi ctia von x3 hoi trong cac ho dugc didu tra.
Vén x4 hoi va cac mang ludi dong vai trd quan trong tai néng thon Viét Nam véi nhiéu hd phu thudce
vao sy hd trg clia gia dinh va ban bé trong lic can thiét. Pic biét quan trong la vai trd cua céc td chuc
chinh thirc 16n va cac nhém chinh thirc c6 sy tham gia cta nhiéu ho gia dinh trong diéu tra nay. Nghién
clru sau hon trong twong lai nén xem xét tac ddng ma cac nhom nay c6 ddi véi doi song ciia ho gia
dinh, dic biét 1a cic nhom ndy véi vai tro nhu mot kénh thong tin trong viée loai bo sy that bai cia thi
truong do cac van dé thong tin khong ddi ximg.

Nhin chung, nhitng két qua trong bao cdo ndy cho thdy tinh trang ctia cac hd gia dinh nong thon
tai 12 tinh dwoc didu tra dang ngay cang cai thién theo thdi gian. Nhidu cau hoi nghién ciru tha vi can
dugc nghién ctru va phan tich sdu hon trong twong lai da dugc dat ra. Mtc d6 chi tiét ma két qua diéu
tra mang lai, cting voi pham vi linh vuc cta s6 liéu panel, mang lai co hoi duy nhét dé giai dap nhitng
ciu hoi nay theo cach nghiém ngit va ¢ tinh chat thong ké cao.
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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 VARHSO02 inspired the Central
Institute for Economic Management (CIEM) of the Ministry of Planning and Investment (MPI) and the
Institute of Policy and Strategy for Agriculture and Rural Development (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. The survey on which the present report
is based builds on these previous three rounds.

The fieldwork behind this report, referred to as the VARHS10, consisted of interviews of more
than 3,000 households in the months of June, July and August of 2010. It was carried out in the same
rural areas of twelve 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 (Dac Lac, Dac
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 present report is based
largely on 2,200 households who were also interviewed in 2006 and 2008. Subsequent studies will
make use of the fact that a sample of more than 3,000 households is available, including a panel dating
back to 2002.

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. Throughout this process, capacity building activities by DERG staff were

conducted regularly under ongoing institutional twinning arrangements.

The VARHS surveys were designed as collaborative research efforts with the explicit objective
of being complementary to the large and nationally representative Vietnam Household Living
Standards Survey (VHLSS) conducted biennially by the General Statistics Office (GSO) most recently
in 2010 (forthcoming). Many households surveyed in the VARHS have also over the years 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 and interaction of rural Vietnamese households with the markets of land, labour and credit.
Moreover, as in 2006 and 2008, particular attention was paid in 2010 to collecting agricultural data at

the plot level of individual farmers.

The present report provides an overview of key insights from the VARHSI10 database,
comparing as appropriate with VARHSO06 and 08. It should be noted, however, that the report is by no
means exhaustive of all of the data collected, and the reader is encouraged to refer to the household
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and commune questionnaires (available on-line) that were used in the collection of data to see the

comprehensive set of issues addressed.

Further in-depth studies of selected issues on the Vietnamese rural economy are underway, and a
follow-up survey is planned for 2012 with a view to continuing and expanding the panel database.
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INTRODUCTION

The two year period since the last VARHS survey was conducted, in the summer of 2008, was a
tumultuous time for the global and Vietnamese domestic economy. Economic overheating, a rapidly
growing money supply associated with a rising supply of domestic credit and unsterilised foreign
capital inflows, and associated high inflation in early 2008 was being brought under control in
Vietnam by mid to late 2008 just before the collapse of Lehman Brothers and the onset of the
‘international financial crisis’. Vietnamese exports and inflows of foreign capital (especially FDI) into
Vietnam were subsequently hit hard, prompting the government to design and implement a large
economic stimulus package designed to counteract some of the negative impacts- with some measures
specifically aimed at the rural economy. Economic growth in Vietnam slowed in early 2009 (first
quarter in particular), but the economy continued to expand overall, and there were clear signs of
recovery during the second half of 2009.

World commodity prices rose rapidly in late-2007 and peaked in mid-2008 (around the time of
the 2008 VARHS). Food and energy prices rose especially fast, with the largest increases recorded for
rice and crude oil. Both of these commodities are major exports for Vietnam. In addition, smaller price
increases were recorded for major imports, such as metals and machinery. Overall, the 2008
commodity crisis improved Vietnam's terms-of-trade, however rising prices generated worldwide
concern for food security, and prompted Vietnam to ban incremental rice exports during the first half
of 2008.

In sum, during the 2008 ‘commodity crisis’, world prices for Vietnam’s major exports rose
rapidly, but during the 2009 ‘financial crisis’ and subsequent global recession, there was a sharp
decline in world prices, demand for exports, and foreign investment. By most accounts, Vietnam
weathered these two crises fairly well, perhaps in large part due to the economic stimulus package that
was put in place. The net impact of all of these effects on the rural Vietnamese household is, however,
unclear and evidently depends on many factors.

The overall purpose of the VARHS surveys is to deepen our understanding of the economic
wellbeing of households in rural Vietnam, with a particular focus on access to, and use of, productive
resources.”® In the macroeconomic context briefly outlined above, the fourth round of the survey, the
VARHSI10, was carried out in twelve rural provinces in Vietnam during July and August 2010. It is
hoped that the findings presented in this report, as well as the significant amount of data collected but
not presented here, can shed some light on the current situation in rural Vietnam today.

A broad range of topics are covered including general household characteristics, agricultural
production, land related issues such as distribution and property rights, household enterprises and the
rural non-farm economy, rural financial markets and social capital. In order to ensure comparability
over time, the questionnaire in 2010 is broadly similar to that used in 2006 and 2008 (CIEM et al.
2007; 2009) and, given that the same households are surveyed each year, a substantial panel database
has now been created enabling the generation of some statistically powerful results.

8 We define productive resources to include physical, financial, human and social capital.

155



As in previous survey rounds, it is hoped that the collaborative research and generation of
scientific and evidence-based research will help to develop a more profound understanding of the rural
economy in Vietnam, and thus serve as an important and relevant input into policies aimed at creating
and maintaining sustainable livelihoods for rural Vietnam.

Sampling Strategy

The VARHS survey is carried out in 12 provinces: ex-Ha Tay, Lao Cai, Phu Tho, Dien Bien, Lai
Chau, Nghe An, Quang Nam, Khanh Hoa, Dak Lak, Dak Nong, Lam Dong and Long An. Each of
these provinces receives support from either Danida’s Business Sector Programme Support (BSPS)
Programme and/or Agricultural and Rural Development Sector Programme Support (ARD-SPS) . In
each round of the survey the main sampling strategy has been to survey all rural households
interviewed for the 2004 Vietnam Household Living Standards Survey (VHLSS). This amounts to 1,314
such households for whom information is available in 2006, 2008 and 2010. For these households
weights are available to construct statistics using the VARHS data that are representative of rural
households in the 12 provinces surveyed in each year. In addition to the 1,314 resurveyed VHLSS-
2004 households, an additional 820 rural households are resurveyed from the 2002 VHLSS in Ha Tay,
Phu Tho, Quang Nam and Long An provinces. These households (for the most part) were also
interviewed in 2006, 2008 and 2010 allowing them to be incorporated into the panel dataset for use in
this report. These households were not included in previous reports due to the fact that households
from ex-Ha Tay, Phu Tho, Quang Nam and Long An were overrepresented in the survey. However,
since there is almost no intra-province variation in weights, and most of our analysis focuses on inter-
provincial differences, using weights makes little difference to our analysis. We believe that the benefit
of adding extra observations to improve the accuracy of our provincial level statistics, albeit at the cost
of dropping the weights, is an appropriate way to proceed. As such, in this report we focus on
aggregate and disaggregated statistics for a panel of 2,200 households who were sampled in the two
ways described above.”” However, for ease of comparison with previous reports we also present the
representative statistic for the rural households in the 12 province based on the reduced sample of
1,314 household for whom weights are available.”” For details of the weighting procedure please
consult the VARHS 2008 statistical report (CIEM et al. 2009).

% Some attrition in the data is observed over time and so a total of 2,200 households make up the full balanced panel over
the three years (2006, 2008 and 2010).

" 1t should also be noted that data are also available for 2008 and 2010 on 945 additional households from the five
provinces covered by the ARD-SPS program, namely Lao Cai, Dien Bien, Lai Chau, Dak Lak and Dak Nong. The
purpose of surveying these households was to evaluate the effects of a range of measures under the ARD-SPS
programme which did not materialise as planned. Since the sampling strategy used for these households was specific to
the introduction of this programme these households are not included in this report.
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Table 0.1: Number of households by province

No. of HH’s surveyed Percent

Province®

Ha Tay (RRD) 480 21.8
Lao Cai (NE) 87 4.0
Phu Tho (NE) 305 13.9
Lai Chau (NW) 112 5.1
Dien Bien (NW) 105 4.8
Nghe An (NCC) 192 8.7
Quang Nam (SCC) 290 13.2
Khanh Hoa (SCC) 38 1.7
Dak Lak (CH) 135 6.1
Dak Nong (CH) 103 4.7
Lam Dong (CH) 67 3.1
Long An (MRD) 286 13.0
Total 2,200 100

? Region between brackets: RRD (Red River Delta), NE (North East), NW (North West), NCC (North Central
Coast), SCC (South Central Coast), CH (Central Highlands), MRD (Mekong River Delta) — no households from
the SE (South East) were included in the survey.

Table 0.1 presents the number of households included in the analysis presented in this report by
province. This number is dependent on the population in each province and does not therefore follow
an equal distribution. As we are not using weights (because this would restrict the sample to only
1,314 households), we are not correcting for the fact that some provinces are possibly overrepresented
(see for example the 480 households of ex-Ha Tay, which constitutes 22 percent of the sample).
Therefore, the reader should keep in mind that the total averages for the 12 provinces might be (but are
not necessarily) biased. Therefore, one should not interpret the total in isolation but together with the
province statistics or the statistics for the weighted total.

All 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 is generated 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 are then used to measure within-
province inflation from July 2008 to June 2010. 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 2010 ex-Ha Tay prices.

Report Outline

Chapter 1 presents results on a number of basic household characteristics, such as language,
ethnicity, poverty status and education. The chapter also gives an overview of access to basic
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amenities, such as clean water and sanitation. Chapter 2 analyses households’ labour allocation and
income sources. Apart from a general analysis of the relative importance of different, economic sectors
(agriculture, wage labour, household enterprises and common property resources), the chapter also
contains a section with a specific focus on non-farm household enterprises, and a section which
focuses on private and public monetary transfers to households. Chapter 3 analyses issues related to
land, including landlessness, property rights, investment and land markets. Chapter 4 deals with the
issue of agricultural and aquacultural production. The chapter analyses household involvement in the
production of crops, livestock and aquaculture, analyses the importance of different kinds of crops, and
the use of different kinds of productive inputs, such as fertilisers, hired labour, production loans and
extension services. The chapter also presents subjective data on the problems perceived by respondents
to be the most important constraints to agricultural production. Chapter 5 analyses households’
exposure to risk, and the use of financial products, such as insurance, savings and loans. Chapter 6
tackles the issues of social capital and access to information. The chapter focuses on household
behaviour in both formal and informal groups, and on attitudes related to trust.
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Chapter 1:
GENERAL HOUSEHOLD GHARACTERISTICS

In this chapter we discuss the general characteristics of households interviewed in 2006, 2008
and 2010. A total sample of 2,200 households, interviewed in each of these three survey waves, is used
in the analysis, as discussed in the introduction. In each table or figure we present detailed statistics
(disaggregated by province, gender of the household head and by socioeconomic status defined by
food expenditure quintiles) for the 2010 data. We also present aggregated statistics for 2006 and 2008
to capture the evolution of these characteristics over time. For comparison with former reports (CIEM
et al., 2007; CIEM et al., 2009) we also include the weighted total for 2010 in the tables. Certain tables
and figures also contain a detailed disaggregation of the 2008 data wherever it is interesting or
appropriate to do so.

Specifically in this chapter, the gender, ethnicity and language, as well as the poverty status and
dynamics, of the sampled households is presented and discussed. Furthermore, we consider education
levels, access to services and living conditions. The latter includes sanitation and energy type, as well
as garbage disposal facilities. Changes in the food diversity index of the sample of households and the
quality of their housing are also considered.

1.1. Gender, Ethnicity, Poverty and Language

Béang 1. presents summary statistics for the gender, ethnicity and language of the household head
as well as the poverty status of the household. Unsurprisingly given that we follow the same
households over time, most of the general characteristics of households do not change much between
2008 and 2010, with around 78 percent of households headed by a male, 80 percent of households of
Kinh ethnicity, 99 percent of households speaking Vietnamese and 84 percent of households where
Vietnamese is the main language. Nevertheless, there are some small changes (with the exception of
the gender of the household head) which are statistically significant.

The gender of the household head shows some variation across provinces, with only 68 percent
of households headed by a male in Khanh Hoa and up to 92 percent in Lai Chau. As the ethnicity of
households is often province specific, it is not surprising that the percentage of Kinh households varies
strongly by province, with as few as 10 percent of households of Kinh ethnicity in Dien Bien, and 14
percent in Lai Chau (the North western provinces) to as many as 92 percent, 98 percent, 99 percent or
even 100 percent in Khanh Hoa, Quang Nam (the South central coast provinces), Ha Tay and Long An
respectively (the delta provinces). The majority of sampled households speak Vietnamese and this is
highly correlated with ethnicity.
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Table 1.1: General Household Characteristics by Province

No. of HH head Vietnamese HH
" Gender of HH  Ethnicity of main classified
HH’s Percent c speaks
head HH head . language of as poor by
surveyed Vietnamese

HH authorities

(percent male) (percent Kinh) (percent)  (percent) (percent)

Province®

Ha Tay (RRD) 480 21.8 76.4 99.0 100 100 10.8
Lao Cai (NE) 87 4.0 874 23.0 90.8 34.5 241
Phu Tho (NE) 305 13.9 754 80.0 100 93.8 8.9
Lai Chau (NW) 112 5.1 91.9 14.3 90.2 33.9 28.6
Dien Bien (NW) 105 4.8 90.5 9.5 99.0 10.5 324
Nghe An (NCC) 192 8.7 82.3 87.5 99.5 88.5 16.1
Quang Nam (SCC) 290 13.2 7.7 98.3 100 98.6 214
Khanh Hoa (SCC) 38 1.7 68.4 92.1 100 92.1 23.7
Dak Lak (CH) 135 6.1 83.7 68.1 97.8 77.0 14.8
Dak Nong (CH) 103 4.7 854 73.8 99.0 76.7 14.6
Lam Dong (CH) 67 3.1 77.6 62.7 100 65.7 14.9
Long An (MRD) 286 13.0 73.1 100 100 100 12.9
Total, 2010 2,200 100 784 79.5** 98.9*** 84.0** 15.9***
Total, 2008 2,200 100 78.7 79.0 974 83.2 20.0
Total, 2006° 2,193 100 80.3 80.6 97.0 84.7 229
Total, 2010w 1,314 100 78.4 814 99.0 84.8 15.2

? Region between brackets: RRD (Red River Delta), NE (North East), NW (North West), NCC (North Central Coast),
SCC (South Central Coast), CH (Central Highlands), MRD (Mekong River Delta) — no households from the SE (South
East) were included in the survey.

® Small differences between 2006 and 2008 totals are observed due to some methodological changes and
measurement errors.

¢ Sample used is 2,198 due to two missing observations.

** Difference between 2008 and 2010 is significant at 5% level; *** significant at 1% level.

The most notable change over time shown in Table 1.1 is in the percentage of households
classified as poor by MoLISA. This declined from 23 percent in 2006, to 20 percent in 2008 and 16
percent in 2010.”" In Figure 1.1 we explore this change in more detail by province, showing that the
downward trend in poverty (as classified by Vietnamese authorities) has occurred in nearly all
provinces, with the exception of Dien Bien, Khanh Hoa and Long An where poverty rates on this
measure are higher than in 2006. The largest decrease in poverty is observed in Lai Chau with a 20
percentage point fall (from 49 percent to 29 percent), followed by Phu Tho with a decrease of around

" 1t should be noted that the poverty line was raised by MoLISA in October 2010. This change is not reflected in our data
given that our households are sampled in June/July/August of 2010.
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12 percentage points (from 21 percent to nine percent). In our 2010 sample, Phu Tho has the lowest
poverty prevalence, while Dien Bien has the highest (32 percent). The provinces of Lai Chau (29
percent), Lao Cai (24 percent) and Khanh Hoa (24 percent) also have significant proportions of their
populations classified as poor by MoLISA.

Figure 1.1: Changes in Poverty Status between 2008 and 2010 by Province (percent)

60

50

40

HaTay LaoCai PhuTholaiChau Dien Nghe Quang Khanh Daklak Dak Lam LongAn
Bien An Nam Hoa Nong Dong

m 2006 mW2008 m2010

N=2,200

Bang 1. presents further statistics on household characteristics, including support from children
living outside the household and place of birth of the household head or spouse. Statistics are
disaggregated by household socioeconomic status, which we proxy here using food expenditure
quintile. The percentage of male headed households is more or less the same over all expenditure
quintiles, while there is a clear positive correlation between household wealth and Kinh ethnicity.
Furthermore, while 91 percent of the female headed households are of Kinh origin, only 76 percent of
the male headed households are.
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Table 1.2: Household Characteristics by Gender of Household Head
and Food Expenditure Quintile (percent)

Gender  Ethnicity Support Born in

of HH of HH HHhead Vietnamese from commune HH
main . classified
head head speaks children (head,
. language of . as poor by
(percent  (percent Viethamese the HH outside the spouse or authorities
male) Kinh) household both)
Household Head
Female 90.7 994 92.8 335 77.9 22.7
Male 76.4 98.8 81.7 21.4 81.3 14.0
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 79.3 515 96.4 59.6 20.2 83.1 335
2" poorest 79.6 74.0 98.9 79.2 18.3 83.8 19.4
Middle 78.3 87.9 99.3 91.1 22.7 82.2 10.3
2" richest 71.7 88.9 99.8 93.2 25.7 784 9.8
Richest 77.0 95.7 100.0 97.5 33.2 75.5 6.4
Total 2010 78.4 79.5* 98.9*** 84.0* 24.0%** 80.6 15.9%*
Total 2008 78.7 79.0 974 83.2 14.0 81.1 20.0
Total 2010w 784 814 99.0 84.8 26.8 77.0 15.2

N=2,200 (2,198 for data separated by gender of the household head).
** Difference between 2008 and 2010 significant at 5% level; *** significant at 1% level.

Between 2008 and 2010 we observe a large increase in the number of households who receive
support from children living outside the household from 14 percent in 2008 to 24 percent in 2010 (a
difference which is statistically significant). This observation is consistent with rapidly increasing
levels of internal and international migration in Vietnam.”* Female headed households are more likely
to receive support: 34 percent of female headed households receive such support while only 21 percent
of the male headed households do. In 2010, 74 percent of the female heads who receive support from
their children are widows (80 percent in 2008).” As such, it appears more likely that children support
their mothers following the death of a male head of household. There also appears to be a positive
correlation with expenditure quintile: the percentage of families that receive support is increasing with
socioeconomic status with 20 percent of the poorest households receiving support from children living
outside the household increasing to 33 percent of the richest households. The direction of causation
here is however not immediately clear, in other words, whether children of wealthier parents are better
able to afford to help, or whether the support received leads to higher levels of wealth of the recipient
cannot be determined from these summary statistics.

A negative correlation appears to exist between food expenditure quintile and whether the
household head or spouse (or both) were born in the commune where they live. The percentage of

72 Vietnam has experienced an exponential increase in movements of people both inside as outside its borders over the last
20 years (UNDP, 2010). The impacts of this migration are not only limited to the migrants themselves, but benefits also
fall to the large numbers of migrant-sending households through remittances.

3 Male headed households who receive support are mostly married (93 percent of households in 2008 and 2010).
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“immobile” households is higher in the poorer quintiles with 83 percent in the poorest and 76 percent
in the richest quintile. This may suggest that mobility is (positively) correlated with economic status.

We also observe that while there does not appear to be a correlation between the gender of the
household head and food expenditure quintile, female headed households do seem more likely to be
classified as poor by the authorities (MoLISA): 23 percent of female headed households are classified
as poor compared to 14 percent of male headed households. Moreover, the percentage of households
classified as poor by MoLISA varies significantly by food expenditure quintile, with 34 percent of
poor households in the lowest quintile and only six percent of poor households in the richest quintile.
Our measure based on food expenditure and the measure used by the authorities would thus appear to
be well-matched.”

Figure 1.2 shows changes in poverty and support from children over time, split by gender of the
household head and food expenditure quintile. In part A (households classified as poor) we find that
the decrease from 2008 to 2010, in percentage point terms, of poverty was more or less the same for
male and female headed households. Moreover, the decrease in the proportion of households classified
as poor has clearly been largest in the poorest food expenditure quintile. In the poorest three quintiles,
the decrease in the percentage of households classified as poor was between 37 percent and 40 percent
while this was only 24 percent in the second richest quintile and the percentage of poor households
even increased by eight percent in the richest quintile. These results are suggestive of declining levels
of inequality.

Part B of Figure 1.2 shows that the positive correlation between poverty status and receiving
support from children living outside the household was not existent in 2008. Even though the
percentage of households receiving support from children has increased in all food expenditure groups,
there is a much larger discrepancy across quintiles in 2010. In particular in the richest expenditure
quintile, the proportion of households receiving support has more than doubled from 14 percent to 33
percent.”

™ The agency responsible for classifying households as poor/non-poor in Vietnam is the Ministry of Labour, Invalids and
Social Affairs (MoLISA). The official criterion for being classified as poor is based on an income per capita threshold.
Between 2005 and October 2010, the threshold in rural areas was a monthly income per capita of 200,000 VND. The
household’s income situation is determined using a survey carried out by local authorities. The income situation is based
on income and living standards (e.g. housing), size of the household, vulnerability etc. Results from the survey are
discussed in village meetings, which result in a list of poor households being finalised and submitted to commune and
then district level authorities. In village meetings, certain exceptions from the income per capita criterion may be
decided. For example, households with valuable assets or support from non-household members may not be classified as
poor, even if they are below the income threshold. In practice, therefore, local authorities have some discretion in the
classification process, and in this sense it is possible that criteria such as gender may play a role.

> As noted, the direction of causality of this relationship is not, at this stage, clear. It would be interesting for further work
to analyse the nature of this.
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Figure 1.2: Changes between 2008 and 2010 for Selected Household Characteristics
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1.2. Education

In this section, the general and professional education level of the household head is discussed.
In 2010, nine percent of household heads cannot read or write which is almost unchanged from 2008
(Table 1.3).® Approximately one in five household heads have completed only primary school, and
nearly half have completed lower secondary (but not upper secondary). The proportion of household
heads completing upper secondary school has increased from 15.6 percent in 2008 to 18.5 percent in
2010. Given that the same households are considered in both 2008 and 2010, this represents a positive
trend and suggests that households are increasingly investing in their education.

Large schooling discrepancies by gender and by poverty status continue to be observed. Fifteen
percent of the female heads cannot read and write compared to 7.5 percent of male heads, and only 42

76 Note: The weighted results show no notable change, the percentage of illiterate household heads being 8.3 percent in
2008 and 8.2 percent in 2010.
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percent of female heads hold any secondary degree (completed lower or higher secondary) compared
with 67 percent of male heads. These gender differences are largely unchanged from 2008.

The percentage of household heads who cannot read or write is decreasing steadily from the
poorest to the richest quintile (from 21 percent of heads who are illiterate to only three percent) while
only 41 percent of heads in the poorest expenditure quintile have completed lower or higher secondary
school education, compared with 76 percent for the richest quintile. Figure 1.3 shows the higher
representation of female heads and poorer households at the lower ends of the educational distribution,
while the richer and male household heads are more represented at the high ends of the distribution.

Eighty-seven percent of households do not have a professional education. The number has
decreased slightly since 2008 (90 percent). Wealthier households are more likely to have a head of
household with some form of professional education, although more than three quarters of the richest
household heads do still not have any professional education. Differences also exist by gender of the
head and by province of the household.
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Table 1.3: Education Levels of Household Heads, General and Professional Education (percent)

Highest general education HH head Highest professional education HH head
Cannot Canread or Completed Completed - Completed No_ Vocational, Vocational, Professional College
read and write (a) Prima Lower Upper professional short term  long term  high school i i
write Y Secondary Secondary | education g 9 University
Province
Ha Tay 3.1 0.6 20.1 54.8 21.3 85.4 7.1 1.3 5.0 1.3
Lao Cai 32.2 3.5 33.3 27.6 3.5 95.4 2.3 1.2 1.2 0.0
Phu Tho 3.0 2.0 18.7 479 28.5 85.3 3.9 0.7 7.5 2.6
Lai Chau 29.7 1.8 43.2 19.8 5.4 94.6 1.8 1.8 0.9 0.9
Dien Bien 29.5 5.7 30.5 29.5 4.8 93.3 1.0 1.0 3.8 1.0
Nghe An 3.1 1.6 19.3 458 30.2 771 6.8 2.1 7.3 6.8
Quang Nam 4.5 3.1 35.2 42.4 14.8 86.6 10.0 0.0 0.7 2.8
Khanh Hoa 7.9 0.0 55.3 29.0 7.9 84.2 0.0 7.9 5.3 2.6
Dak Lak 11.1 3.0 17.0 48.9 20.0 85.9 6.7 2.2 3.0 2.2
Dak Nong 49 1.0 13.6 60.2 20.4 87.4 5.8 0.0 3.9 2.9
Lam Dong 17.9 1.5 16.4 49.3 14.9 95.5 15 0.0 3.0 0.0
Long An 10.5 1.8 434 29.7 14.7 87.8 59 14 2.5 2.5
Household Head
Female 15.0 4.2 38.8 30.4 11.6 91.2 3.6 0.8 2.7 1.7
Male 7.5 1.3 23.8 47.0 20.4 85.6 6.3 1.3 4.4 2.5
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 21.4 2.7 35.1 33.6 7.2 92.3 52 0.7 1.6 0.2
2nd poorest 10.1 3.4 30.7 42.4 13.3 92.5 3.0 0.9 2.1 1.6
Middle 57 2.1 24.5 47.6 20.1 88.3 53 1.1 3.4 1.8
2nd richest 5.0 14 24.6 48.0 21.1 83.6 59 1.1 5.9 3.4
Richest 3.2 0.2 20.2 45.5 30.9 771 9.3 2.1 7.1 4.6
Total 2010 9.1 2.0 27.0 43.4 18.5 86.8 57 1.2 4.0 2.3
Total 2008 9.7 35 27.6 43.6 15.6 89.6 4.2 1.2 3.4 1.7
Total 2006 10.5 11.8 23.4 23.0 31.3 82.0 8.4 3.7 3.9 2.0
Total 2010w 8.2 1.8 24.4 44.5 21.3 84.2 6.0 1.4 5.1 3.3

N 2020=2,199, N 2008=2,200, N 2006=2,117, N 2010w=1,314
# This group of people can read or write but did not finish primary school
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Figure 1.3: Educational Distribution by Gender and Poverty Quintile
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Note: the category “Can read/write” contains the household heads that can read and write but did not finish primary school.

1.3. Access to Services

In this section, we consider distance to schools, hospitals and the People’s Committee office. A
shorter distance from home to school, in particular upper secondary school, may improve attendance
rates (and completion rates). Bang 1.4 shows the average home to school, hospital, and People’s
Committee office distances (in km).”” In the Annex to this chapter statistics on average distance to the
nearest facility from the commune headquarters are also presented for comparison purposes.

First, Bang 1.4 shows that some notable differences do exist between provinces, male and female
headed households and food expenditure quintiles. Not surprisingly, there are correlations between the
distances from the different services: if one lives in a remote region, many services will be far away.
For example, for the households of Khanh Hoa, ex-Ha Tay and Phu Tho, all services are fairly close
while in the north western provinces of Lai Chau and Dien Bien, households live more remotely. The
People’s Committee offices are located nearly 4km from the average household in the latter group
(compared to 2km on average) while the closest hospital is on average 19km (compared to 14km) from
the household dwelling and the upper secondary school 15km (compared to 12km on average). Female
headed households appear to live closer to services than male headed households, and for all services
there is a clear negative correlation with poverty status: poorer households live further away from
services. This relationship is largely due to a high concentration of poor households living in the more
remote provinces.

77 Since the question was asked at household level, there can be differences within the commune according to the location
of the dwelling.
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Table 1.4: Distance to Schools, Hospital and People’s Committee Office (km)

Distance to Distance to lower Distance to upper Distance to Dg:z:f:sto

primary school secondary school secondary school hospital Committee office
Province
Ha Tay 1.2 1.5 4.3 6.8 1.5
Lao Cai 1.7 3.0 11.1 12.5 29
Phu Tho 1.4 1.6 5.3 7.9 1.3
Lai Chau 2.3 7.8 12.2 19.2 3.8
Dien Bien 2.0 3.2 14.8 14.1 3.7
Nghe An 1.9 2.0 7.3 10.5 1.8
Quang Nam 1.6 2.5 6.1 9.0 2.1
Khanh Hoa 1.1 1.5 5.2 53 1.1
Dak Lak 1.5 2.6 9.2 11.9 29
Dak Nong 1.9 2.5 9.2 12.5 2.4
Lam Dong 1.8 2.6 5.4 15.7 1.8
Long An 1.7 2.9 8.0 9.9 2.4
Household Head
Female 1.4 2.2 5.6 8.0 1.9
Male 1.6 2.6 7.6 10.5 2.2
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 1.9 3.6 10.0 13.0 2.7
2" poorest 1.7 2.6 7.7 10.8 2.4
Middle 1.4 2.1 6.0 8.9 1.9
2" richest 1.5 2.1 6.1 8.5 1.8
Richest 1.4 2.0 6.1 8.7 1.7
Total, 2010 1.6 2.5 7.2%** 10.0%* 2.1
Total, 2008 1.6 2.2 8.3 12.1 2.1
Total, 2006 1.3 2.1 7.8 - 2.2
Total, 2010w 1.5 2.2 7.0 9.9 1.9

N 2010=2,199, N 2008=2,192, N 2006=2,110, N2010w=1,313
*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 significant at 1% level.

Since 2008, there appears to have been a positive improvement in the distance to upper
secondary schools (-1km on average) and hospitals (-2km on average) but a slight worsening in the
distance to lower secondary schools (+0.3km on average). With respect to the latter, the deterioration
appears to be worst in Lai Chau where the distance to lower secondary schools was 3km in 2008 and
nearly 8km in 2010. This province however, also experienced the highest improvement in distance to
upper secondary schools from 21km to 12km on average. The strongest improvement in distance to
hospitals was found in Dien Bien (falling from 36 to 16km on average) followed by Dak Nong (from
20km to 12.5km).” Further work is needed before drawing firm conclusions regarding the extent to
which this may imply new facility expansion.

78 Since these numbers are self-reported we cannot rule out that the observed differences are due to measurement errors.
The median for all distances for example remains the same in 2008 and 2010 (except for distance to People’s
Committees office) and this was also the case for 2006.
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The above results can be cross-checked using the commune data.” Some findings based on the
household data are confirmed while others are different. We see for example (see the Annex to this
chapter) that there are significant overall improvements in the distance to primary schools, high
schools, health centres and hospitals according to the commune-level data. At the province level, the
improvement in the distance to primary schools is only statistically significant in Khanh Hoa where
there is also a statistically significant improvement in the distance to secondary schools and health
centres. The improvement in the distance to health centres seems to be the most widespread and is
evident in Khanh Hoa, ex-Ha Tay, Phu Tho, Nghe An and Long An (5 of the 12 provinces). All
statistically significant changes, with the exception of Dak Lak where we see an increase in the
distance to health centres, show that distances became shorter between 2008 and 2010. This suggests
the opposite trend to that observed in the household data, namely that new facilities are being built. To
reconcile these opposing conclusions, it may be the case that newly constructed facilities are not in the
sampled villages themselves.

1.4. Living Conditions

A discussion of living conditions can include a range of characteristics of the household dwelling
and, more generally, how the household lives. As with the report on the 2008 data (CIEM et al., 2009),
we discuss the use of amenities such as safe water, energy source and garbage disposal. Moreover, we
investigate changes in the quality of the house and the diversity of the food consumed, as a higher
quality house and a more diverse diet are linked to the health status of household members.

1.4.1. Safe water, energy use and garbage disposal

Figure 1.4 shows the percentage of houscholds that use safe water®™ as their main source of
drinking and cooking water, for 2008 and 2010. Overall, the percentage increased from 92 percent to
94 percent, which while small is a statistically significant change.®' Access to safe water improved for
all food expenditure quintiles but by most for the poorest group. The richer groups still have slightly
better access to safe water (difference of six percentage points), but this gap has narrowed since 2008.
In contrast to the overall trend, the percentage of female headed households using safe water decreased
slightly. One possible explanation for this is if the group of female headed households in 2010 include
more households from the lower poverty quintiles or from the provinces with lower safe water access
compared with 2008.*? Alternatively, it could indicate that the conditions of female headed households
deteriorated between 2008 and 2010.

" Commune data is not completely comparable with the household data, as the commune headquarters is used as the base
from which to report the distance to the nearest facility (as compared to the household in the latter case).

% The following water sources are considered as “safe”: private or public tap water, bought water (tank or bottle), water
pumped from deep drill wells, water from hand-dug and reinforced wells, water tank, spring water and rain water.

¥ In 2006, the total percentage using safe water was the same as in 2008 (92 percent).

%2 Within the panel there are a number of households where the gender of the head changed between 2008 and 2010.
Overall there were an additional six female headed households in 2010, but this was the net result of the fact that 33
households became female headed between 2008 and 2010 and 27 became male headed between these years. Of the 33
households that joined the female headed part of the sample, 45 percent were in the two lowest expenditure quintiles
while of the 27 that left the female headed part of the sample, only 22 percent were in the two poorest quintiles. These
results are indicative of an “impoverishment” of the female headed part of the sample due to the fact that those who
joined appear poorer than those who left the sample. Of the 33 households who joined the female headed sample only 91
percent use safe water, while this was 94 percent in the sample of households with no change in the gender of the
household head, and was 96 percent in the 27 households who left the female headed sample.
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Figure 1.4: Use of Safe Water as Main Source of Drinking/Cooking Water (percent)
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The use of safe water increased in most provinces, with the exception of the four provinces of
Lao Cai, Quang Nam, Lam Dong and Long An. While the decrease was rather small in Quang Nam
(-1 percentage point) and Long An (-2 percentage points), in Lao Cai and especially Lam Dong it was
substantial (-9 and -18 percentage points respectively). Large improvements can be found in the
mountainous provinces of Lai Chau (+12 percentage points), Dak Lak (+19 percentage points) and
Dien Bien (+21 percentage points). Only in Lao Cai, Dak Nong and Lam Dong does the percentage of
households with access to clean water remain below 90 percent. In particular, the Central Highland
provinces of Dak Nong and Lam Dong lag behind, with the situation worsening seriously in the latter.
This could be due to poor maintenance or dilapidation of existing facilities. Maintenance of facilities is
vital to safeguard households’ access to safe water.

Figure 1.5 presents differences in the main energy source for cooking used by households. Some
marked changes over time are observed, with a continued decrease in the use of firewood and an
increase in the use of natural gas. This is suggestive of an improvement in living conditions. There are
huge differences, however, across food expenditure groups, with the poorest using mostly firewood
compared with only 30 percent of the richest group. More than half of the richest group use natural gas
as their main energy source for cooking while this is only used by around five percent for the poorest

group.
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Figure 1.5: Distribution of Main Energy Source for Cooking (percent)
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The use of firewood for cooking is also linked to certain (poorer) mountainous provinces such as
Lai Chau and Dien Bien with more than 90 percent of all households using firewood for cooking. In
the southern provinces and in ex-Ha Tay, the use of natural gas is much more common, though only in
ex-Ha Tay is it very clearly the largest source of energy for cooking (in Khanh Hoa and Dak Nong the

two sources are more or less of equal importance).

Figure 1.6 presents data on sanitation facilities. Between 2006 and 2010, the proportion of
households using flush toilets rose from 13 percent to 23 percent. There is a clear correlation with food
expenditure quintile: in the richest quintile, 38 percent of households use a flush toilet, while only
eight percent of the households in the poorest quintile do so. Forty-two percent of the latter group use
no toilet at all. Toilet type thus seems a good wealth indicator: the use of flush toilets is strongly linked
to wealth, while not using any toilet is suggestive of poverty. The use of flush toilets is typical in ex-
Ha Tay (45 percent of households). In other provinces, the use of flush toilets is much less common
with percentages as low as 1-2 percent in Lao Cai and Dien Bien. In Dien Bien, more than 40 percent
of households do not use a toilet, while nearly 60 percent of households in Lao Cai and more than 80
percent of households in Lai Chau do not use a toilet. In other northern provinces less than 10 percent
of the households do not have a toilet, indicating that there are significant discrepancies between the
provinces in the northern part of Vietnam in the type of sanitation used.
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Figure 1.6: Distribution of Sanitation Facilities (percent)
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Figure 1.7 reveals that there has been little change over the years in terms of households’ means
of garbage disposal. The majority of households burn their garbage: in 2006, 56 percent of households
burned their garbage, while 58 percent of the households did so in 2008 and 2010. The percentage of
households where garbage was collected increased slightly from 12 percent in 2006 to 16 percent in
2010 while the percentage of households who dumped their garbage decreased slightly from 20
percent in 2006 to 15 percent in 2010. This is a positive trend, both for environmental and health

reasons.

Once again, there are large differences between food expenditure quintiles with the poorest
quintile characterised by a much higher percentage of dumping. Linked to this, while burning is done
by the large majority of all southern province households (from 58 percent in Lam Dong to 88 percent
in Long An) there is a mix of methods in the northern provinces where the problem of dumping
persists or even worsened since 2008 (Lai Chau).
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Figure 1.7: Distribution of Garbage Disposal- last 12 months (percent)

100%

90%

80%
70%

60%
50%

40%

30%

20%
10%

0%

B Collected M Took to waste E Burned M Dumped M Other

N 2010=2,200, N 2008=2,200, N 2006=2,196

1.4.2. Food Diversity

In this section we discuss changes in food diversity and differences across household
characteristics. Respondents in the survey were asked to report whether or not they consumed items
from a list of 11 different food groups within the last 24 hours.*

An overview is presented in Figure 1.8. Looking first to the total, we see that there was a small
increase in the diversity of the diet of households between 2008 and 2010 (from 6.1 to 6.3). This small
increase is statistically significant. The increase occurred in all food expenditure quintiles, and a
similar increase is present in both male and female headed households.

Some of the provinces do however show a significant downward trend such as in ex-Ha Tay and
Quang Nam. The lowest level of food diversity is found in the northern mountainous provinces and the
most diverse diets are consumed by households in Long An, Phu Tho and Khanh Hoa. As a diverse
diet is an important contributing factor of a person’s health status, and is especially important for small
children®, the small increase is a positive step but some (poor) provinces are lagging behind.

% The list of 11 food groups includes: (1) cereals, (2) roots and tubers, (3) vegetables, (4) fruits, (5) meat, poultry, offal, (6)
eggs, (7) fish and seafood, (8) pulses, legumes, nuts, (9) milk and milk products, (10) oil, fats, (11) sugar, honey.

% The World Health Organisation 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 food is
correlated with child under-nutrition or even mortality (WHO, 2010).
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Figure 1.8: Changes in Food Diversity Index between 2008 and 2010
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1.4.3. Quality of Housing

Finally, we investigate the quality of housing of our sample of households and changes in the
quality of housing over time. As the numbers in Table 1.5 reveal, housing characteristics are correlated
with the food expenditure group of the household, with only 46 percent of the poorest households
having a house with solid walls. This percentage is increasing over the food expenditure quintiles with
86 percent of the richest households living in a house with a solid wall. The same observation holds for
solid floors and to a lesser extent, for solid roofs.

We observe that female headed households seem more likely to live in a better quality house
with 80 percent of their houses having solid walls and 86 percent having solid floors.*” There are also
marked differences across provinces, largely reflecting the different cultural and ethnic traditions
across regions in Vietnam. This is confirmed by the fact that the ethnicity of the household head is
strongly correlated with the housing type.

As shown in Table 1.5, it is especially in the type of walls and type of floor that there is some
improvement in quality. An increase of around three percentage points in the number of houses with
solid outer walls and a solid floor (significant difference) is observed between 2008 and 2010 (and
increasing since 2006), while there is a stagnation since 2006 in the least widespread of the three house
characteristics, namely the use of solid roofs (concrete, cement or tiles). Overall, these results suggest
some improvement in living conditions over time for the panel of sampled households.

8 This observation is somewhat in contrast to the observation that households with female heads have lower access to safe
water than households with male heads and that they are more likely to be classified as poor.
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Table 1.5: Quality of Housing

Outer walls in brick, Floor in cement, Roof in concrete,
stone or concrete brick or marbleltiles cement or tiles

Province
Ha Tay 98.5 95.8 95.6
Lao Cai 18.4 56.3 33.3
Phu Tho 83.9 92.1 63.3
Lai Chau 7.1 14.3 23.2
Dien Bien 9.5 1.4 43.8
Nghe An 85.4 88.5 91.1
Quang Nam 90.0 94.8 66.2
Khanh Hoa 89.5 89.5 57.9
Dak Lak 57.0 85.2 511
Dak Nong 41.7 86.4 379
Lam Dong 64.2 74.6 29.9
Long An 71.0 72.7 14.7
Household Head
Female 79.8 85.7 61.7
Male 70.1 78.4 59.1
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 46.1 57.1 452
2nd poorest 67.4 774 58.0
Middle 79.4 85.4 65.2
2nd richest 82.5 89.3 63.9
Richest 85.9 90.9 66.1
Ethnicity
Kinh 85.4 90.7 66.2
Not Kinh 20.8 38.1 34.1
Total 2010 72.2%* 80.0*** 59.6
Total 2008 68.7 779 60.7
Total 2006 66.1 75.6 60.6
Total 2010w 75.0 83.0 66.1

N 2010=2,200, N 2008=2,200, N 2006=2,189, N 2010w=1,314
*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 significant at 1% level.

1.5. Summary

The general characteristics of the surveyed households have not changed much between 2008
and 2010. This is not surprising given that these characteristics are generally “fixed” in nature and are
unlikely to change over a short time frame. Nevertheless, some small statistically significant changes
are observed. For example, the one percentage point increase in those who speak Vietnamese and who
use Vietnamese as a main language is statistically significant. The correlation between immobility
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(household head or spouse born in the village) and poverty (higher percentages of locally born
heads/spouses in the lower poverty quintiles) is also of note.

Two characteristics that have changed significantly over the past two years are the proportion of
households classified as poor by the local authorities, which decreased by four percentage points, and
the proportion of households who receive support from children living outside the household, which
increased by ten percentage points. There is possibly a connection between both indicators, and this
represents an interesting area for future research. Even though the proportion of households receiving
support increased in all food expenditure quintiles, a much wider discrepancy between the poorest and
richest has emerged, suggesting a positive correlation between receiving support and food expenditure.
However, further analysis is needed before the direction of causality can be established.

The reduction in the number of households classified as poor was larger in male headed than
female headed households, and was also larger in the poorest food expenditure quintiles. The decrease
was by far the largest in Lai Chau, the poorest of the twelve surveyed provinces in 2008. These
observations may be suggestive of inclusive growth for the poor, although gender disparities continue
to persist. Large schooling discrepancies also continue to persist between the poor and the rich, and
between female and male household heads, though we do observe an increase in the percentage of
heads with upper secondary schooling and a decrease in the percentage of heads without any
professional education.

There is no strong evidence to suggest that access to services has improved since 2008, however,
in general, there does seem to have been an improvement with respect to the use of certain amenities.
For example, we observe (i) an increase in the use of safe water (which now reaches as high as 94
percent of households in some provinces) especially in areas with formerly poor access, (ii) a decrease
in the use of firewood for cooking and a corresponding increase in the use of natural gas, (iii) an
increase in the use of flush toilets, and (iv) slightly more collection of waste together with less
dumping. Differences between food expenditure quintiles, however, persist in relation to the use of
firewood for cooking, not using a toilet, and the dumping of waste. Despite the general positive trend,
there are also cases where the situation worsened between 2008 and 2010 such as in Lam Dong and
Lao Cai with respect to access to safe water. Households in the northern mountainous provinces are
still very poor and lag behind the other provinces, posing threats to both the health of the inhabitants
and the environment.

There is a slight but significant improvement in the diet of households but once again, dietary
diversity in the northern mountainous provinces is very low compared to the average in the other
provinces. There is also a significant increase in the quality of the housing structure with a higher
percentage of the houses having solid walls and floors suggesting that households seem to have
invested in improving their living infrastructure. Despite the persistently wide gap between food
expenditure quintiles, the positive trend in the improvement of houses was most notable among the
poorest.

We can conclude that there have been improvements in the general situation of the 2,200
households in the sample between 2008 and 2010 but certain groups of households continue to lag
behind on some indicators (especially living conditions) and these are often linked to location
(northern mountain provinces).
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Annex to Chapter 1:

Distance to Nearest Facility from Commune Headquarter (km)-Commune Level Statistics

Primary school Secondary school  High school Health centre Hospital

2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010
Ha Tay (60) 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.6 3.7 3.5% 0.5 0.3* 6.9 6.4
Lao Cai (25) 10.6 0.7 8.7 3.9 232 129 47 0.8 29.4 17
Phu Tho (37) 2 0.9 3.3 0.8* 5.1 5.1 1.5 0.5* 9.2 9.2
Lai Chau (30) 0.3 0.5 1.6 0.7* 144 123* 0.3 0.7 248 248
Dien Bien (31) 1 1.1 1.3 1.5 18.6 18.6 0.5 0.7 39.6 35.1
Nghe An (62) 0.8 0.6 1 0.9 4.8 4.8 0.7 0.5* 11 10.3*
Quang Nam (41) 0.9 0.7 1 0.9 6.7 4.8 0.6 0.6 18 18
Khanh Hoa (18) 1.3 05" 22 1.6* 5 4.5 1.9 0.7 127 12.7
Dak Lak (40) 3.7 0.7 0.9 1 8.7 8.1 0.3 04 119 11.8
Dak Nong (27) 1.1 1.3 1.3 1.3 2.7 24 1.1 1.1 18 18
Lam Dong (24) 0.5 0.8 1.2 2.2 10.5 10.5 0.5 0.8 16.5 16.5
Long An (42) 0.6 0.6 1.7 1.7 5.8 5.6 0.6 0.4* 8.4 8.4
Total 1.7 0.7* 1.8 1.2 9.1 7.8* 0.9 0.6* 16.4  14.9*
N 438 438 435 435 348 348 432 432 332 332

() numbers between brackets are the number of observations (communes) per province for “distance to nearest primary school”.
The number of communes with non-missing values can deviate slightly for the other facilities but when the number of
observations is below 20, it is noted (see note below).

*** Difference between distance 2008 and 2010 is significant at 1% level (one-sided T-test);

** Difference between distance 2008 and 2010 is significant at 5% level (one-sided T-test);

* Difference between distance 2008 and 2010 is significant at 10% level (one-sided T-test)

Note: Khanh Hoa data based on only 18 observations; Phu Thu high school data 13 observations; Dak Nong high school data five

observations; Phu Tho hospital data 10 observations; Dak Nong hospital data two observations.
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Chapter 2:
LABOUR AND INCOME

This chapter focuses on labour resources and income generation of rural households. Where
relevant, statistics are presented at the level of individual household members. To evaluate recent
developments, results from 2010 are compared to those from 2008. As such, many of the tables and
figures are similar in format to those presented in the VARHS 2008 report (CIEM et al., 2009).The
analysis restricts the relevant labour force to active age household members, defined by Vietnamese
standards to include men between the ages of 15 and 60 years and women between the ages of 15 and
55 years.

Vietnamese rural households are engaged in several economic activities. There is, however, a
strong seasonal component to the various activities which the VARHS, by construction, cannot
observe. The statistics presented in this chapter are thus annual averages and reflect the composition of
all activities the household engages in during the year. The different activities are evaluated with
respect to time allocation and income generation, with the degree of diversification between farm and
non-farm activities given special attention. We find that household enterprises have become more
common among rural households and this is also given a particular focus. Finally, the receipt of
transfers and remittances by households is analysed.

Figure 2.1: Household Size and Working Household Members (Number of HH Members)

HaTayLaoCai Phu Lai Dien Nghe QuangKhanh Dak Dak Lam Long Total, Total,
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N=2,200
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Figure 2.1 presents the average number of members in each household and the number of
household members of active age who work. The average household has slightly more than four
members, an increase of 0.2 compared to 2008. On average 2.6 members are working, a decline of 0.1
on the 2008 value. This attrition may be due to the fact that the surveyed household members are
getting older with each round of the survey or because some household members have migrated
between survey rounds. Households are largest in Lai Chau and Dien Bien with approximately one
more member than the average. Households in the central coast area, Nghe An and Quang Nam, are
smallest with close to four members. The share of active age members working is relatively constant
across provinces with slightly more than 50 percent of household members of active age and working.
Active age household members who are not working are mostly young and undergoing education.

2.1. Income Earning Activities

Active household members who work are either engaged in income earning activities or house
work without any salary. In the survey, income earning activities are divided into four types, namely,
wage work, work on own farm, work related to own non-farm activities and work related to common
property resources (CPRs) such as collecting forest products and fishing.

Table 2.1: Activities of Active Age Population at Individual Level (percent)

Work in

. Income earning Wage  Work on CPR
Working L non-farm Housework
activity work  own farm . work
enterprise

Gender
Female 94.0 87.4 26.9 744 16.5 221 88.6
Male 92.6 87.1 41.0 68.8 13.7 254 66.1
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 92.9 87.8 274 80.2 7.8 44 4 77.0
2" poorest 93.8 88.6 36.1 74.9 8.9 31.2 78.6
Middle 925 86.6 40.3 70.3 15.3 16.0 77.9
2" richest 94.5 87.3 35.7 68.7 19.9 14.7 77.2
Richest 924 85.6 31.7 60.8 25.8 8.4 73.3
Total 2010 93.2*** 87.2 34.2%** 71.5 15.0 23.8 76.9***
Total 2008 91.8 87.0 304 72.2 15.5 22.8 69.1
Total 2010w 93.3 86.6 35.9 69.8 14.2 20.1 771

N 2010=6,187, N 2008=5,606
*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 significant at 1% level.

More than 90 percent of active age household members are working, as revealed in Table 2.1, a
statistically significant increase on 2008. Slightly more women compared to men are working, which
was also the case in 2008 (results from 2008 not shown). The share of the active age population
engaged in income earning activities is 88 percent and this has not changed since 2008. Agriculture is
the main activity of rural household members with 70 percent of active age individuals working on the
household farm. Wage work is the second most widespread activity, but on average only about one
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third of active age individuals are engaged in wage employment, although the proportion of
individuals involved in wage work increased significantly between 2008 and 2010. When
disaggregated by gender, we find that 40 percent of men and only 27 percent of women are engaged in
wage work. For both sexes the share of wage work has increased by four percentage points since 2008.
Across food expenditure quintiles there is a clear negative correlation between wealth and agricultural
and CPR work: individuals from poor households are more likely to work on the household farm and
use common property resources than individuals from rich households. In contrast, individuals from
rich households are more likely to work in their own non-farm enterprises. The share of members
engaged in non-farm enterprises is small compared with other income-generating activities and has not
changed significantly between 2008 and 2010. It is striking that the share of men engaged in house
work increased by nearly 13 percentage points between 2008 and 2010: in 2010 two-thirds of men are
engaged in house work compared with 50 percent in 2008.

Figure 2.2 presents the share of active age household members engaged in the four activity types
across the 12 provinces included in the survey. Wage work is most prevalent in ex-Ha Tay, Khanh
Hoa, Lam Dong and Long An, which are provinces located in low land areas or close to Ho Chi Minh
City or Ha Noi. Use of CPRs is most prevalent in the North West provinces. However, in Lao Cai,
Dien Bien and Lam Dong the use of CPRs declined substantially between 2008 and 2010. Moreover,
Lam Dong and Dak Nong have now reached levels of wage work comparable to the surrounding

provinces.
Figure 2.2: Active Age Population engaged in the Four Activity Types (percent)
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Table 2.2 presents the level of household income earned from each activity deflated to reflect
constant 2010 ex-Ha Tay prices. The average annual household income of surveyed households in
2010 is 80.9 million VND which is a statistically significant increase from an average annual income
of 52.7 million VND in 2008. In fact, the level of income earned increased significantly across all
income sources. Income from agriculture, however, remains the most important source. Large
provincial differences exist both in the level of income earned and in the importance of different
income activities. For example, the highest average annual income is observed in Dak Nong closely
followed by Long An while the lowest average annual incomes are observed in Quang Nam and Lai
Chau. Wage income and income from non-farm enterprises are highest in ex-Ha Tay, while
agricultural income and income from CPRs are highest in Dak Nong and Khanh Hoa, respectively.
Meanwhile, transfers are highest in Phu Tho and Nghe An. There are also differences in average
annual income by gender of the household head with male headed households earning on average 87
million VND per annum and female headed households earning only 58 million VND. However,
female headed households earn more from wage work and transfers than male headed households.
Differences across food expenditure quintiles are as we would expect.

Table 2.2: Household Income (‘000 VND in constant 2010 ex-Ha Tay prices)

Total Non-farm

Wage Own Farm . CPR Transfers Other
Income enterprise

Province
Ha Tay 94,182 23,245 13,428 25,099 305 9,930 12,869
Lao Cai 65,704 4,709 28,953 3,327 1,288 6,701 718
Phu Tho 78,648 15,569 18,768 13,346 783 13,058 3,421
Lai Chau 46,377 8,869 16,549 3,080 2,987 3,263 594
Dien Bien 56,914 8,790 22,390 5,706 1,910 2,627 19
Nghe An 68,040 16,981 10,953 8,606 1,806 15,512 3,339
Quang Nam 42,087 14,254 8,685 5,852 3,399 2,603 278
Khanh Hoa 82,927 17,999 8,257 33,738 5,227 9,513 2,409
Dak Lak 84,915 12,180 29,098 8,479 299 4,951 4,988
Dak Nong 126,350 10,678 43,953 17,949 962 5,867 7,340
Lam Dong 94,951 14,307 33,183 8,998 1,562 4,312 512
Long An 114,436 22,610 34,488 10,010 864 5,719 16,424
Gender
Female 58,353 18,249 11,545 5,681 541 10,202 3,538
Male 87,206 16,135 22,544 14,941 1,621 7,206 7,343
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 41,816 7,960 14,344 1,845 1,787 4,509 1,032
2" poorest 61,175 15,572 17,540 4,879 1,092 6,018 2,595
Middle 72,389 19,311 17,306 7,505 1,153 7,774 4,633
2" richest 103,391 20,135 21,496 24,139 726 8,860 10,549
Richest 126,229 20,054 30,192 26,325 2,173 12,120 13,792
Total 2010 80,941** 16,583  20,169*** 12,928* 1,388* 7,850*** 6,515
Total 2008 52,661 12,957 17,016 9,785 1,037 5,355 6,509
Total 2010w 83,047 16,747 19,200 16,534 1,778 9,621 4,339

N 2010=2,199, N 2008=2,200, N 2010w=1,312
*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 significant at 1% level; * Difference significant at 10% level.
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2.2. Diversification

This section analyses the extent of diversification of income-generating activities at the
individual and household level. It is common that rural households in developing countries engage in
several income-generating activities as a means of diversifying risk. This is particularly the case for
households that are regularly exposed to income shocks. While holding a portfolio of income-
generating activities is normal, households do face a trade-off between diversification and
specialisation. The analysis in Chapter 5 reveals that rural households have limited access to formal
insurance to protect against unforeseen income shocks, particularly those relating to agricultural
output. The diversification of income sources may be viewed as a form of self-insurance against
shocks such as crop failure, for example. The seasonality of agricultural production provides
individuals with opportunities (or in some cases necessitates individuals) to engage in income-
generating activities in off-season periods. Moreover, landless households or those with limited
amounts of land will earn a limited amount of income from agriculture leading to the need for
resources to be allocated to other activities. While diversification of economic activities is one way to
self-insure against volatile income streams, when households are engaged in several activities they
might not be able to exploit gains to specialisation in terms of economies of scale which can increase
productivity and profitability. In other words, the need to diversify income sources as an insurance
instrument may cause rural households to be deprived of potential growth opportunities because they
do not have the resources to specialise. The following analysis shows that household characteristics
such as the gender of the household head and socioeconomic status explain a significant share of the
observed variation in the degree of diversification. Table 2.3 presents the average number of income
earning activities at the individual level.

In 2010, 46 and 43 percent of household members are engaged in one and two income earning
activities, respectively. The remaining 11 percent are engaged in three or more activities. Between
2008 and 2010 there is an observed shift towards individuals being engaged in more activities (i.e.,
more diversification). In some provinces the changes are particularly pronounced. For example, in Lai
Chau, the share of individuals engaged in up to two activities fell from 75 percent to 63 percent
between 2008 and 2010 with a corresponding increase in the share of individuals engaged in three
activities.*® On the other hand, in Lao Cai and Lam Dong the average number of activities decreased
from two to one. While it is difficult to identify a common trend across all provinces, on the whole the
evidence suggests that individuals are becoming more diversified over time.

There is no difference in the level of diversification of men compared with women, nor are there
differences in the extent of activity diversification of household heads compared with other household
members. Individuals in rich households are more likely to be engaged in one type of income-
generating activity only. Over time, however, it is evident that individuals are more likely to be
involved in three activities across all expenditure quintiles in 2010. It is worth noting that the largest
changes (absolute and relative) are found among the poorest households.

% Most households (90 percent) in Lai Chau are engaged in agriculture (and forestry), but individuals are becoming more
diversified over time. One possible reason for increased diversification in this province is that rubber companies are
expanding in the area and occupying land making agriculture and forestry opportunities more limited. Hence, the
increasing level of diversification might be a reaction to decreasing agriculture opportunities forcing individuals to find
alternative income sources.
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Table 2.3: Diversification of Income Earning Activities at Individual Level (percent)

2008 2010
One activit Two Three Four One Two Three Four
Y activities activities activities activity activities activities activities
Province
Ha Tay 494 47.0 3.6 0.0 491 47.5 3.2 0.2
Lao Cai 24.0 68.0 8.0 0.0 484 44.0 6.9 0.7
Phu Tho 59.2 37.1 3.2 0.5 42.5 46.3 11.1 0.0
Lai Chau 10.4 74.7 14.9 0.0 9.7 63.4 26.3 0.5
Dien Bien 19.2 73.8 7.0 0.0 29.2 57.3 13.5 0.0
Nghe An 67.6 29.7 2.7 0.0 53.8 35.0 10.0 1.2
Quang Nam 46.7 451 7.8 0.4 53.7 36.6 9.7 0.0
Khanh Hoa 46.3 43.8 10.0 0.0 52.8 27.5 19.8 0.0
Dak Lak 45.8 419 12.3 0.0 52.6 35.7 1.7 0.0
Dak Nong 571 38.5 4.4 0.0 41.7 41.3 16.7 0.3
Lam Dong 25.6 50.6 23.1 0.6 425 36.5 21.0 0.0
Long An 57.6 311 11.2 0.2 571 33.2 9.2 0.5
Gender
Female 48.9 45.6 54 0.0 49.2 41.7 8.9 0.2
Male 441 46.4 9.3 0.3 42.4 44.6 12.6 04
Household Head
Female 51.7 404 7.6 0.4 48.8 42.3 8.8 0.1
Male 454 471 7.4 0.1 452 43.3 11.2 0.3
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 32.5 57.2 10.2 0.1 35.2 479 16.6 0.3
2" poorest 45.9 449 9.3 0.0 42.6 445 12.7 0.3
Middle 48.9 43.8 6.8 0.4 46.6 43.2 9.9 0.3
2" richest 49.8 43.5 6.6 0.2 499 41.3 8.4 04
Richest 57.5 39.0 3.5 0.0 57.1 37.8 4.8 0.2
Total 46.4 46.0 74 0.1 45.7 43.2 10.8 0.3

N 2010=5,398, N 2008=4,897

Table 2.4 presents the diversification of income earning activities when data are aggregated to
the household level. We find that 50 percent of households are engaged in two income earning
activities and 30 percent in three activities. Similar to our findings at the individual level, there seems
to be a trend towards diversification, although the change is small and not statistically significant.®’
Considerable differences between provinces have also emerged between 2008 and 2010. In the
Northern provinces, the share of households with two activities decreased, while the share of
households with three and four activities increased. Male headed households are more diversified than
female headed households, probably because the latter have fewer members who work. At every
expenditure quintile, close to half of households are engaged in up to two activities. Among the poor, a

87 This trend was also found between 2006 and 2008 (CIEM et al, 2009).
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large proportion of households are engaged in three activities while the rich specialise in just one
activity. Hence, even though two activities are usual among all households, the rich are more
specialised than the poor. It is not clear from the results presented in this chapter whether wealthy
households have better opportunities to gain from specialisation (due to the fact that they are better
insured, for example) or whether it is specialisation that leads households to become wealthier. Future
work exploiting the panel structure of the data would allow a dynamic investigation of this issue to
establish the direction of causality.

Table 2.4 Diversification of Income Earning Activities at Household Level (percent)

One activity type Two activity types Three activity types Four activity types

Province

Ha Tay 19.3 60.8 18.5 14
Lao Cai 22.6 50.0 23.8 3.6
Phu Tho 14.3 49.3 33.1 3.4
Lai Chau 1.8 34.2 47.8 16.2
Dien Bien 5.9 53.9 37.3 2.9
Nghe An 21.8 40.6 30.9 6.7
Quang Nam 18.8 52.1 28.2 0.9
Khanh Hoa 33.3 33.3 33.3 0.0
Dak Lak 25.8 46.1 27.3 0.8
Dak Nong 16.7 49.0 33.3 1.0
Lam Dong 25.0 39.1 35.9 0.0
Long An 23.3 477 271 1.9
Household Head

Female 253 51.3 22.9 0.5
Male 16.8 49.3 30.2 3.6
Food Expenditure Quintile

Poorest 13.2 46.1 36.3 4.4
2" poorest 14.1 477 346 35
Middle 17.4 53.8 27.6 1.3
2" richest 21.3 50.1 243 4.3
Richest 26.7 513 20.7 1.3
Total 2010 18.5 49.8 28.8 3.0
Total 2008 19.0 52.7 26.4 1.9
Total 2010w 20.86 47.65 28.67 2.82

N 2010=1,973, N 2008=2,024

2.3. Importance of Activity Types

The interpretation of data on the allocation of time to different activities during the last twelve
months is difficult since aggregate averages hide seasonality of the various economic activities. For
example, during the harvest season, all time is allocated to harvesting while at other times of the year

185



the household can devote more time to other income-generating activities. Provincial differences in
opportunities should also be borne in mind. For example, there is very little demand for wage labour in
remote areas which can help explain how little time is spent on wage work in Lai Chau and Dien Bien.
With these caveats in mind, Table 2.5 presents labour time and labour income shares by the four main
activity types, at the household level.

Table 2.5: Labour Productivity at Household Level (row percent)

Non-farm Household Common Property

Wage work Own farm Enterprise Resources
Labour Labour Labour Labour
Time share income Time share income Time share income Time share income

share share share share
Household Head
Female 39.3 41.2 45.6 44.4 10.8 10.5 4.2 3.8
Male 30.0 32.8 50.7 48.3 14.0 14.7 5.3 4.2
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 234 27.1 59.8 58.5 6.7 6.2 10.1 8.1
2" poorest 32.9 34.6 52.9 53.1 7.7 7.9 6.5 4.5
Middle 38.4 39.9 45.6 43.5 12.3 13.2 3.7 3.4
2" richest 34.7 35.3 45.4 44.8 171 17.3 2.8 2.7
Richest 30.6 36.1 443 37.3 23.0 24.9 2.0 1.8
Total 2010 32.0%* 34.5 49.7* 47.5 13.3 13.8 5.0%** 4.1
Total 2008 29.9 324 52.7 49.3 13.0 14.0 4.4 4.3
Total 2010w 32.4 33.8 50.7 48.1 12.6 13.7 4.3 4.4

N 2010=2,146, N 2008=2,142
*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 significant at 1% level

Overall, we find that the time spent on each activity corresponds, more or less, to the income
share derived from that activity (own farm work and time spent extracting from CPRs exhibit slightly
lower productivities than the other activities). This suggests that average labour productivity across
activities is equal and that households’ labour resources are more or less efficiently allocated.*® On
average, half of household time is spent and half of household income is earned in agriculture,
emphasizing the importance of this sector for rural households. Agriculture is more widespread among
the poor where close to 60 percent of time is allocated to work on households’ own farm. Female
headed households spend more time and earn correspondingly more income from wage work. Wage
work accounts for almost 35 percent of income and is the second most important income-generating

¥ 1t should be noted, however, that income shares and time allocations are measured at the average rather than at the
marginal hour spent and marginal income earned limiting the interpretation of these findings in a pure efficiency sense.
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activity. Work on own non-farm enterprises is much more prevalent among the rich households (25

percent of time and income), while the opposite is true for CPR work.

Figure 2.3 illustrates differences in the time allocated to different activities across provinces.
More time is spent on wage work in ex-Ha Tay, Khanh Hoa and Long An, possibly because the
demand for wage labour is greater in these provinces relative to the North West provinces. Working in

household enterprises is also more frequent in ex-Ha Tay and Khanh Hoa.

Figure 2.3: Work Time Allocation shares at Household level by Province (percent)
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Figure 2.4 presents the corresponding differences across provinces in income shares from
various activities. Farming and CPR work constitute greater shares of income and time in the poorer
provinces in the highlands compared to provinces in South Eastern Vietnam. The latter provinces are

more engaged in wage work and own enterprises.

Overall, while we do not observe any large changes in the importance of different activities
between 2008 and 2010, there are some exceptions at the province level. Time spent on the farm has
decreased by 12 percentage points to 50 percent in Dak Nong and Lam Dong, for example. In these
provinces, it seems that time has been reallocated from agricultural work to wage work, despite an

income share from wage work that has not increased correspondingly.
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Figure 2.4: Income Shares from Income Earning Activities by Province (percent)
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2.4. (Non-farm) Household Enterprises

Many households are engaged in household enterprises® in 2010 compared with 2008. Figure
2.5 shows that on average nearly 30 percent of all surveyed households are running a household
enterprise in 2010 compared to 20 percent in 2008.”° This trend is particularly evident in the Northern

provinces.

The role of household enterprises in the rural economy is complex. On the one hand, the
combination of a growing population in rural areas and limited land resources may ‘push’ excess
labour into non-farm activities such as household enterprises (Haggblade et al., 2007). On the other
hand, households may be ‘pulled’ into small scale business activities because of beneficial
opportunities. The role of household enterprises in reducing poverty will depend on the reason for their
emergence. However, Haggblade et al. (2007) note that even if household enterprises are not efficient,
they may help to reduce poverty if the resources used in the enterprises have relatively low opportunity
costs. Van de Walle and Cratty (2004) find that in the case of Vietnam, participation in non-farm
activities might be a route out of poverty for some, and they identify some common factors, education
among others, that positively affect both wealth and diversification.

% Here we define household enterprise as any commercial activity that does not involve actual agricultural production (the

sale of crops that the household has grown is therefore included).
% Note these numbers are at the household level and are therefore different to the 15.0 percent figure shown in Table 2.1
which is at the individual level. When aggregated to the household level, the results are broadly consistent.
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Rural household enterprises in Vietnam are most often engaged in retail trade, selling staples and
everyday necessities.”’ According to Figure 4.1 in Chapter 4 of this report, households sell
approximately 40 percent of the crops they produce, some of which may be sold in the household
enterprise. The emergence of household enterprises could be as a result of increasing agricultural
productivity. Whether this is the case and why more household enterprises have emerged, is an
important area for further research.

Figure 2.5: Share of Households with a Household Enterprise (percent)
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On average, 28 percent of all households operate a household enterprise. Results from Lai Chau
are particularly noteworthy where the proportion of households having an enterprise has risen from 18
percent to 56 percent in two years. Male headed households are twice as likely as female headed
household to have an enterprise and richer households are more likely than poorer households. Across
all provinces, sex and quintiles more households are engaged in household enterprises in 2010
compared with 2008, with the largest relative increase in participation found amongst the poorest
households. It is possible that the increasing diversification documented in Section 2.2 is caused by the
increasing number of households operating enterprises.

Table 2.6 presents characteristics of household enterprises. Only one in five enterprises has a
business licence and represents a formal enterprise. Among the poorest households, fewer enterprises
have a licence. Rand and Torm (2010) find causal evidence that becoming formal increases the

°! Based on the VSIC 2-digit sector coding gathered from the VARHS.
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profitability of micro, small and medium sized enterprises (SMEs) in Vietnam suggesting that
encouraging households to register their enterprises may improve profitability.’*

Table 2.6: Business Licence, Location and Initial Investment (percent)

Share of HHs . . Initial Number of
. Businesses Located in . Number of
with . . Investment, workers, incl. .
. has licence family home businesses
business (percent) (percent) 000 VND owner observed
(percent) (median) (mean)
Province
Ha Tay 33.1 24 1 60.4 5,000 2.7 187
Lao Cai 17.2 5.6 55.6 3,000 1.8 18
Phu Tho 315 37.6 38.5 10,000 2.0 117
Lai Chau 56.3 3.0 98.5 500 1.7 66
Dien Bien 171 13.6 59.1 1,750 2.3 22
Nghe An 28.6 194 43.5 3,000 2.1 62
Quang Nam 23.4 33.8 446 3,000 15 74
Khanh Hoa 36.8 17.6 5.9 20,000 2.3 17
Dak Lak 215 27.0 43.2 10,000 2.2 37
Dak Nong 28.2 16.7 61.1 10,000 2.8 36
Lam Dong 17.9 11.1 44 4 9,000 2.0 18
Long An 217 18.3 40.8 5,000 2.0 71
Household Head
Male 18.7 32.3 51.0 5,000 2.7 100
Female 30.8 17.4 47.8 5,000 1.7 624
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 21.1 2.9 73.8 1,000 1.4 103
2" poorest 18.5 174 395 2,000 1.6 86
Middle 26.8 19.6 52.9 4,000 2.2 138
2" richest 35.0 24.0 52.6 5,000 24 192
Richest 395 36.4 476 10,000 2.6 206
Total 2010 28.2 22.9 52.7 5,000 2.2 725
Total 2008 20.5 24.5 54.1 5,000 2.1 416
Total 2010w 27.2 24.0 459 5,000 24 435
N 2010 2,220 725 725 725 725 725
N 2008 1,694 416 416 416 416 416

Most enterprises are located at home and employ one worker in addition to the owner.
Enterprises of male headed households are on average larger than those of female headed households
and richer households employ more workers. The median initial investment required to start an
enterprise is 5 million VND. Among the poor households, the initial investment is only 1 million VND
while it is 10 million VND among the richest. Household enterprises in the richest expenditure quintile
are larger (have more workers and require higher initial investment), are more likely to be formal, and
are less likely to be located at home. This corresponds to the findings presented in Table 2.4 that rich

%2 Micro enterprises cover household enterprises.
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households spend more time and earn more money on household enterprises compared with poor
households. However, the increasing share of poor households operating household enterprises may
indicate that a catching up process is at work.

Twenty percent of household enterprises operate in retail trade (results not shown), and 11
percent are engaged in manufacturing of beverages such as wine brewed using rice or maize.
Agriculture related services, like trading seeds or fertilisers, manufacture of wood products and
accommodation are common activities of household enterprises.

On average, 0.4 active age members per household (men and women) work in household
enterprises (results not shown). Despite a growing number of household enterprises in all provinces
(see Figure 2.5), the number of household members working in household enterprises across provinces
i1s more mixed. In the provinces of ex-Ha Tay and Long An, migration to the large urban centres of Ha
Noi and Ho Chi Minh City may explain some of this. Furthermore, members of richer households are
more likely to work in a household enterprise. This is consistent with the findings above that richer
households are more likely to have an enterprise and these enterprises are bigger than those of poorer
households.

2.5. Transfers and Remittances

This section presents evidence on income from transfers and remittances to the sampled
households. Table 2.7 presents the share of households receiving private and public transfers. On
average, 56.8 percent of households received private transfers in 2010. The share of households
receiving such transfers has nearly doubled in almost every province between 2008 and 2010. This is
consistent with the evidence presented in Chapter 1 that a higher number of households receive
financial support from their children in 2010 compared with 2008. Social norms in Vietnam mean that
it is common for children and other relatives to send money to their families. Children and other
relatives are the main sources of private assistance for households in our data. The increased rural to
urban migration within Vietnam of children and other relatives, and emigration of Vietnamese to work
abroad, may also help explain the rising trend in this regard, especially given recent hard times in
much of rural Vietnam.” Across food expenditure quintiles, it is noteworthy that there are very few
differences in the likelihood of receiving private transfers.

Public transfers generally comprise of Government social security contributions including
pensions. The share of households receiving public transfers is highest in the poor provinces like Lai
Chau, Lao Cai and Dien Bien. This is also reflected by the negative correlation between expenditure
quintile and share of households receiving public transfers. Compared to 2008, public transfers are also
much more widespread in 2010.

% Remittances from Vietnamese living abroad account for a significant share of capital inflows into Vietnam. This share
has risen substantially over the past few years. Aggregate data on remittances within Vietnam is not available.
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Table 2.7: Distribution of Public and Private Transfers, percent and constant 2010 ex-Ha Tay prices

Received private  Received public Private transfer Public transfer
P P received, 000 VND  received, 000 VND
transfer (percent) transfer (percent) ; ;
(median) (median)
2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010
Province
Ha Tay 27.5 52.1 19.4 344 6,619 3,550 9,643 6,328
Lao Cai 241 37.9 46.0 66.7 571 1,984 342 1,637
Phu Tho 31.1 60.0 246 42.6 1,712 3,477 8,903 10,878
Lai Chau 384 91.1 89.3 77.7 114 482 171 443
Dien Bien 20.0 25.7 724 59.0 2,334 1,000 569 300
Nghe An 13.5 75.0 40.1 57.3 5,177 4,000 6,903 4,150
Quang Nam 39.7 345 62.4 479 1,147 1,544 229 515
Khanh Hoa 28.9 55.3 26.3 36.8 5,738 5,973 1,262 2,987
Dak Lak 91.9 37.0 54.8 53.3 647 1,012 755 1,734
Dak Nong 8.7 72.8 25.2 48.5 2,697 990 539 1,980
Lam Dong 26.9 20.9 224 478 2,157 8,102 809 3,674
Long An 23.1 87.4 147 34.3 3,398 1,414 1,631 1,454
Household Head
Male 32.2 65.1 35.8 51.8 2,282 3,576 1,362 2,841
Female 30.5 54.5 37.0 446 1,618 1,980 626 1,515
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 344 59.1 58.4 63.6 863 1,029 344 1,127
2" poorest 31.7 495 43.2 479 1,141 1,544 571 1,484
Middle 30.9 56.8 31.8 36.8 2,277 2,000 669 2,600
2" richest 275 57.0 29.1 43.2 1,951 2,059 1,643 3,917
Richest 30.2 61.4 21.1 39.3 3,424 3,030 10,730 6,302
Total 31.0 56.8 36.8 46.2 1,721 2,000 723 1,699
N 2,200 2,200 2,200 2,200 779 1,249 905 1,017

The median amount received by those households receiving transfers is also presented in Table
2.7.”* The amount received in private as well as public transfers is positively correlated with household
expenditure. The richest households receive between three and five times as much in transfers
compared to the poorest households. This can be explained in part by the fact that households who
receive more are also able to consume more, but it could also indicate that children of initially richer
households are better educated and able to earn a higher income and in turn send more money back.
Across food expenditure quintiles, the share of private transfers in total income is relatively similar.
Public transfers on the other hand, appear to constitute a larger share of income among richer
households. Part of this might be explained by higher pension transfers to richer households. After
adjusting for inflation, results show private transfers to have increased by 16 percent, with the largest
increases found among the poor households. Nevertheless, the amount received by the poor

% Amounts received are deflated to ex-Ha Tay 2010 values.
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households is still only one third of the amount received by the richest households. Public transfers
have doubled in constant prices (2010 ex-Ha Tay prices). Among the poorest households, public
transfers have tripled, while they are only 50 percent of their 2008 value among the richest in 2010.

Disaggregating across food expenditure quintiles, the share of total transfers in total household
income is consistently slightly lower in 2010 compared with 2008 for all groups (Figure 2.6). The
share of private and public transfers in total income in 2010 is relatively uniform across quintiles and
amounts to nearly 30 percent of income. However, if those households not receiving any transfers are
included, the share of private as well as public transfers is close to seven percent of income for all
households (results not shown).

Figure 2.6: Transfers as a Share of Total Household Income for Recipient Households only (percent of Mean
Household Income)
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Table 2.8 presents the main reason for receiving assistance by type of transfer.”> Child support is
a common reason to receive private transfers. Poor households (according to the MoLISA
classification of poverty) receive public transfers. Cash transfers to celebrate the Lunar New Year
(Tet) are also common. Another reason not listed is support in the aftermath of a natural disaster.
Female headed households receive more public transfers because they are more likely to be poor.

% High proportions of households appear unable to give an exact reason for receiving the transfer. It is unclear why
interviewees respond in this way.
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Table 2.8: Main Reason for Assistance by the Type of Transfer (Private or Public)

Private Transfers, percent Public Transfers, percent
No specific reason 35.3 1.2
Educational expenses 4.8 2.2
Medical expenses 57 18.5
Child support 31.1 0.9
Wedding/funeral/celebration 16.3 2.6
Investment 0.3 0.9
Pension 0.2 14.5
Classified as poor 0.2 18.4
Belong to ethnic minority 0.1 91
Other 6.0 32.0
Total 100.0 100.0
N 1,249 1,017

2.6. Summary

This chapter presents results related to households’ sources of income and allocation of resources
between different income-generating activities. Average annual income levels increases significantly
between 2008 and 2010. While households hold a portfolio of income-generating activities, agriculture
remains the most important source of both employment and income. Furthermore, households in poor
provinces are generally more diversified in terms of sources of income and employment than
households in richer provinces. One explanation for this may be that poor households have limited
access to formal insurance to cope with income shocks, thus encouraging them to remain diversified
and preventing them from reaping potential gains from specialisation. This issue will be explored
further in Chapter 5. It would be important for further research to investigate the possible trade-off
between diversification of income-generating activities on the one hand, and specialisation gains on
the other. Understanding the relationship between specialisation and household wealth would also be
worthwhile.

Fifteen percent of individuals (and 28 percent of households) operate a non-farm household
enterprise. Enterprises are mostly small, informal, and require only modest amounts of start-up capital.
Rich households are much more likely to have enterprises than poor households, and enterprises in rich
households are typically larger and more likely to have a formal business license. Household
enterprises are becoming more frequent among rural households with the exception of ex-Ha Tay,
Khanh Hoa, Lam Dong and Long An. This could indicate a catch up process taking place among the
poor households/provinces. Further research on the role of household enterprises in Vietnam will help

to understand their importance in the development of rural communities in Vietnam in the future.

A significant share of households receives monetary transfers from either private or public
sources. In accordance with the findings in Chapter 1, the vast majority of private transfers are from
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children and other relatives, while most public transfers originate from government social security
programmes. Private and public transfers account for a significant share of household income among
recipients. Indeed, for those receiving transfers, the amount constitutes nearly 30 percent of total
income. Between 2008 and 2010, the share of households receiving private or public transfers
increased by 80 percent and 25 percent, respectively. Across food expenditure quintiles, the share of
private transfers in total income is relatively constant, meaning that the transfers are proportional to
household income. Public transfers constitute a larger share of income among the richer households
which may be explained by the role of public pensions, given that they account for a significant part of

public transfers to the wealthiest households.

195



196



Chapter 3:

LAND - PROPERTY RIGHTS, INVESTMENT
AND MARKETS

Land is a critical factor of production in the agricultural activities of most Vietnamese
households. Its importance in many aspects of the economy and society has meant that it has received
special attention in Vietnamese Law in the past and in recent times. Following the Land Laws in 1988,
1993 and 2003, the Government of Vietnam (led by MoNRE) is in the process of drafting a new Land
Law for Vietnam. Several aspects of the 2003 law are under review, and the new law is currently
planned to be finalised and approved by National Assembly in coming time.

For rural households, having access to land is vital for agricultural production and for earning an
income. The process of industrialisation and socioeconomic development often entails a change of
land use purpose. As such, demand for land in Vietnam has increased, both for industrial purposes and
urban infrastructure, and the proportion of land devoted to agriculture has consequentially reduced
gradually over time. These changes in Vietnam will continue to create new issues and challenges for
the use and management of land in general, and the use of land by rural households in particular.”®

The VARHS 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 that the household owned in the
past but no longer does (i.e. sold or exchanged). As in other chapters, panel data are used covering
2006, 2008 and 2010, and detailed statistics are presented, disaggregated where appropriate by
province, gender, and food expenditure quintile. Moreover, for 2010 we present weighted totals in
order to be able to compare with the results presented in the 2008 VARHS report (CIEM et al., 2009).
In some tables and figures, the units of analysis are households, while in others the units of analysis are
plots. While there are 2,200 households in the panel, the number and characteristics of plots owned or
used by the panel of households varies over the years. Therefore, the number of observations varies
depending on the issue in question.

3.1. Distribution and Fragmentation of Land

Land reform in Vietnam began with the first Land Law in 1988, two years after the Doi Moi
economic reforms began. This Land Law saw, for the first time, the family household endorsed as the
basic unit of agricultural production and distribution. In practice, land allocation from the state to

households began in Vietnam with the implementation of a new Land Law in 1993 and continued

% Certain geographical areas covered in the survey are more affected by these phenomena than others. The province of ex-
Ha Tay, now formally part of Hanoi city, provides a clear example of an area that has been transformed quite quickly in
the use of much of its land. The VARHS survey series has data on some households living in ex-Ha Tay dating back to
2002.
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during the implementation of the more recent Land Law a decade later in 2003. All land, according to

law, now belongs to the ’entire people’ of Vietnam, and is managed by the state.

By the year 2009, 13 million rural households had been allocated nearly 8.5 million hectares of
land for agricultural production, 3.8 million hectares of land for forestry as well as 601 thousand
hectares of land for aquaculture (MoNRE — Decision 2097b dated 29/10/2009). Most rural households
have benefited from the land allocation policy and also are not subject to any land use fees. The policy
included land allocations of less than 3 hectares for planting annual crops and aquaculture for a
duration of 20 years; less than 10 hectares (for plain area) and less than 30 hectares (for mountainous
areas) for planting perennial crops for a duration of 50 years; and less than 30 hectares for forestation
for a duration of 70 years. When the allocated period is over, if the household is still eligible to use the
land, the State will extend the land allocation to the household.

Table 3.1: Distribution and Fragmentation of Owned Land

Total agr. Total agr. Annual Noof  Plots sharing Plot size Plot size

Landless  Land Land land  plots per  border w. (mean  (median
(%) (mean (median (mean HH other plots sqm) sqm)
sqm) sqm) sqm) (mean) (%) q q

Province
Ha Tay 4.6 2,180 1,511 1,539 5.1 6.4 430 250
Lao Cai 0 10,217 7,020 6,046 5.2 6.4 1,980 1,000
Phu Tho 3.9 4,791 2,472 2,034 6.4 10.0 749 316
Lai Chau 7.1 9,490 7,910 9,103 5.2 14.8 1,821 1,400
Dien Bien 1.9 11,916 8,900 10,053 6.1 4.3 1,942 1,000
Nghe An 6.8 6,765 2,745 3,014 4.8 10.0 1,413 500
Quang Nam 6.9 3,360 2,332 2,073 4.2 6.7 795 500
Khanh Hoa 18.4 8,828 3,000 4,358 3.3 10.2 2,657 1,344
Dak Lak 8.9 12,734 9,500 4,197 3.7 30.3 3,420 2,000
Dak Nong 5.8 24,815 19,500 3,110 3 15.8 8,243 4,000
Lam Dong 6 13,554 10,300 1,584 2.8 23.6 4,770 3,000
Long An 94 14,697 6,000 11,248 2.9 374 5,048 2,385
Household Head
Female 10.3 4,738 2,000 2,818 3.8 11.8 1,240 427
Male 4.9 8,845 3,700 4,673 4.9 14.5 1,820 500
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 4.5 8,479 4,400 5,269 4.7 8.7 1,802 702
2nd poorest 4.1 7,104 3,600 4,003 4.9 14.3 1,454 500
Middle 5.7 6,067 2,900 3,457 4.5 16.1 1,345 500
2nd richest 6.8 9,569 2,893 4,728 4.8 16.1 2,004 480
Richest 9.1 8,802 2,942 3,977 4.3 14.4 2,030 460
Total 2010 6.0 7,998 3,256 4,293 4.6 13.9 1,721 500
Total 2008 6.2 8,072 3,216 4,336 4.8 13.5 1,679 500
Total 2006 6.3 8,552 3,250 4,561 4.9 13.7 1,730 480
Total 2010w 5.9 7,401 3,190 3,686 4.5 14.7 1,629 500

N 2010=2,200, N 2008=2,201, N 2006=2,118, N 2010w=1,314 (column 1);
N 2010=2,067, N 2008=2,065, N 2006=1,985, N 2010w=1,239 (columns 2 to 6);
N 2010 plots=9,603, N 2008 plots=9,927, N 2006 plots=9,812, N 2010w plots=5,666 (columns 7 and 8).
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The user rights linked to the allocation of land include the rights to exchange, transfer, lease,
sublease, bequest, donate and mortgage the land (use right). The land can also be used as collateral and
the household will receive compensation in cases where the State claims back the land. These policy
changes have meant that transactions in the rural land market have become more frequent.

In this section, only the agricultural land holdings of rural houscholds are investigated.”” Table
3.1 presents the distribution and fragmentation of the land holdings of sampled households.
Approximately six percent of households in the 12 provinces do not own any agricultural land (the
small differences between years are not statistically significant). The percentage of landless
households differs over the twelve provinces, with the Southern provinces showing much higher
percentages of landless households than the Northern provinces. In the South, the province with the
highest percentage of landlessness is Khanh Hoa with 18 percent of households landless and the lowest
is Lam Dong with 6 percent. In the North, the highest percentage of landless households is observed in
Lai Chau at 7 percent and the lowest in Lao Cai where no landlessness was recorded in 2010
(decreasing from 2006 where 2.4 percent of households were landless).

Female headed households are much more likely to be landless than their male headed
counterparts: 10 percent of female headed households are landless, which is (statistically) significantly
higher than the five percent of male headed households that are landless. Landlessness is, however, not
necessarily linked with poverty, as many richer households are observed to have little or no land (see
Chapter 2).

Figure 3.1: Percentage of Landless Households
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7 In all cases differences observed over time are tested for statistical significance across the three survey years of 2006, 08
and 10. However, in order to simplify the presentation of results, the statistical significance of the differences observed
are, where appropriate, commented on in the text rather than presented in the tables.
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Figure 3.1 shows the evolution of landlessness and the variation across provinces since 2006.
Economic development and associated industrialisation (such as the construction of Industrial Zones)
in Vietnam have entailed significant changes in land use purposes. In particular, agricultural land has
declined, replaced by industrial and urban usages. In this context, there are observed increases in
landlessness in the Northern provinces of ex-Ha Tay (between 2008 and 2010), Phu Tho and Lai Chau
and in the Southern provinces of Khanh Hoa (between 2008 and 2010), Dak Lak and Lam Dong.

A transition matrix of landless households between 2008 and 2010 is presented in Bang 3.22.
Nine-two percent of households owned land both in 2008 and 2010 while nearly four percent of
households were landless in both years. Hence, of the six percent of landless households observed in
2010 (Table 3.1), four percent were structurally landless while two percent were more dynamic
(moving into landlessness over the two year period). The longer term transition to and from
landlessness between 2006 and 2010 reveals a similar picture.

Table 3.2: Landlessness Transition Matrix, 2006-2008-2010 (percent)

Between 2008 and 2010 Between 2006 and 2010

Never landless 92.2 91.9
Became landless 1.8 2.2
Escaped landlessness 2.2 2.7
Always landless 3.8 3.2
N 2,177 2,079

Table 3.1 also shows that the total agricultural land area operated by households has decreased
on average between 2006 and 2010, though the decrease is not statistically significant. A similar
decline in annual land is observed, but again the decrease is not statistically significant. The average
size of plots is also stable over the years (2010 median of 500 sqm) with no statistically significant
changes recorded.

Landholdings vary a lot across provinces. With the exception of Quang Nam, total land holdings
are much larger in the Southern provinces than in the Northern provinces. Moreover, the land in the
Southern provinces is much less fragmented, as the average number of plots per household is generally
lower (between three and four plots in the South compared with between five and six in the North),
and within households plots are more likely to share borders with other plots owned by the household.
In the North, plots are on average smaller, higher in number, and more fragmented. These
characteristics of land in the North pose many challenges to farming households operating in the area.
For example, simply moving from one plot to another is more difficult, particularly where agricultural
practices are not mechanised. In response, many localities have implemented plot consolidation
systems but with limited progress in implementation given the acute challenges this brings. Indeed,
data presented here confirm that the higher levels of fragmentation of land across Vietnam, but
especially in the North, continue to exist.

With respect to gender, female headed households have much smaller land holdings, both on
aggregate and for annual land only. They also have smaller plots and a lower percentage of plots
sharing borders with other plots, leading to lower possibilities for efficient production. In all cases the
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difference between males and females is statistically significant. With respect to food expenditure
quintile, there is no clear correlation between being poorer and holding land. The relationship appears
to be characterised as U-shaped, with those in the middle wealth groups holding the lowest amounts of
land, in terms of both the number and size of plots.

Figure 3.2: Total and Regional Land Distribution
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The distribution of land across households is described in Figure 3.2. The first two panels at the
top of the figure (a and b) show the lower 95th percentile of the land distribution in 2010 (the top Sth
percentile are excluded to avoid bias by a few very high outliers). Landless households are also
included. Panel (a) shows clearly that the average size of land holdings of households is small, with the
majority of farms less than one hectare in size. The second panel (b) shows the differences in the land
distribution between the North and the South, showing that there are relatively more large farms in the
latter (as was also concluded from the total land sizes presented in Table 3.1). In the North, 86 percent
of households have farms of less than one hectare while in the South the corresponding figure is 72
percent.

The middle two panels (c and d) present the Lorenz Curve of the total agricultural land
distribution by region (North and South) and by year (2006, 2008 and 2010), while the lower two
diagrams (e and f) show the same but for annual land only. While for total land, the relative equity of
distribution between the North and the South is uncertain (the Lorenz Curves cross in Panel c), the
distribution of annual land is more evident (Panel e) with a visibly more equal distribution in the North.
This is in line with the historical pattern of land distribution and allocation policy in Vietnam. Panels (d)
and (f) show the Lorenz Curves for the three survey years 2006, 2008 and 2010 for total and annual land,
respectively. While there does not seem to have been much change in the equality of the distribution of
annual land over the years, for fofal land the Lorenz curve for 2006 lies slightly lower than the curves for
2008 and 2010, suggesting a move towards a more equal distribution of total land since 2006.

Table 3.3 (last column) presents the Gini coefficient”™ for the distribution of land across
provinces and household groups. The average Gini coefficient (for the total sample) for land
distribution has remained relatively stable over time at around 0.66, while the regional Gini coefficients
are similar at 0.63 in the six Northern provinces and 0.65 in the six Southern provinces in 2010, indicating
only a slightly higher level of inequality in the land distribution in the Southern region.

Table 3.3 also shows the acquirement sources of households’ land. The first six columns of this
table provide an overview of how households acquired their land. Most plots (63 percent) have been
allocated by the State or commune, especially in ex-Ha Tay, Quang Nam, and Phu Tho in the North. It
is clear that certain provinces are associated with particular ways of obtaining plots. For example, in
Long An, households acquire 61 percent of their plots via inheritance while in Dak Nong nearly half of
the plots are bought in the land market. In Lam Dong nearly half of the plots are obtained via clearing
and occupying plots. In the Southern provinces, with the exception of Quang Nam, between 27 and 47
percent of plots are bought in the land market, a striking difference with the Northern provinces where
this lies between just 1 and 6 percent. Households in the higher food expenditure quintiles also appear
more likely to have obtained their plots via the land sales market, but this may be due to location
specific factors rather than wealth.

% The Gini coefficient gives a quantitative measure of inequality. Values close to one indicate a higher level of equality in
the distribution.
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Table 3.3: Acquirement Source of Plots (percent)

State/ Cleared

. N
Inherited Bought and Exchanged 0btame1d Number  Gini?
commune occupied forfree” ¢ plots

Province
Ha Tay 90.0 59 2.1 1.2 0.2 0.5 2,318 0.49
Lao Cai 38.3 33.0 5.6 23.2 0.0 0.0 449 0.48
Phu Tho 84.1 8.2 4.2 2.9 0.2 0.3 1,873 0.60
Lai Chau 22.3 17.3 0.6 59.6 0.0 0.2 542 0.43
Dien Bien 33.8 10.3 1.1 54.0 0.3 0.5 631 0.43
Nghe An 79.1 9.8 5.8 5.0 0.0 0.2 856 0.69
Quang Nam 85.0 9.7 2.2 2.5 0.1 0.4 1,141 0.51
Khanh Hoa 38.8 12.6 30.1 175 0.0 0.0 103 0.71
Dak Lak 16.6 10.3 446 26.5 0.4 1.3 457 0.47
Dak Nong 55 6.5 474 39.2 0.0 14 291 0.49
Lam Dong 6.2 16.8 29.1 48.0 0.0 0.0 179 0.49
Long An 10.0 60.7 26.6 1.5 0.8 0.4 753 0.65
Household Head
Female 70.2 12.7 8.8 7.2 0.1 1.0 1,626 0.68
Male 61.4 14.5 9.1 144 0.2 0.3 7,957 0.64
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 52.5 16.2 4.5 26.2 0.1 0.6 1,999 0.59
2nd poorest 67.4 12.1 59 14.2 0.2 0.2 2,051 0.61
Middle 67.2 12.6 11.2 7.8 0.3 0.8 1,853 0.63
2nd richest 62.8 15.2 10.3 11.0 0.1 0.3 1,956 0.71
Richest 65.0 14.8 14.1 55 0.4 0.2 1,734 0.71
Total 2010 62.9 14.2 9.0 13.3 0.2 0.4 9,593 0.66
Total 2008 64.8 12.8 7.6 134 1.2 NA 9,916 0.65
Total 2006 68.3 12.3 6.3 12.6 0.4 NA 9,805 0.67
Total 2010w 63.5 13.6 10.6 11.7 0.2 0.4 5,658 n/a

Note: the category “other” is not shown but is less than 0.1% in 2010, 0.23% in 2008 and 0.13% in 2006.

" The sixth category “obtained for free/assigned under projects/programmes” was not available before 2010 which makes
comparison between the years problematic. Presumably this option was captured under “other” in 2006 and 2008. However, the
categories “other” and “obtained for free” constitute together less than 1 percent of the acquirement sources, so they do not
influence the distribution of the other categories that much.

% The GINI coefficient for the Northern six provinces was 0.63 in 2010 while the GINI coefficient for the Southern six provinces was
0.65.

There 1is little variation over time in the acquirement source of land, although a small, and
statistically significant, increasing trend for obtaining plots via the land sales market is observed.
Restricting the data to plots that have been acquired during the last five years (see Table 3.4) suggests
that the land sales market is growing in importance. Of the plots acquired in the last three years, 47
percent were obtained through the land sales market. Furthermore, clearing and occupying plots is a
more popular way of acquiring plots together with a strong downward trend in the percentage of plots
allocated via the State.
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Table 3.4: Sources of recently acquired plots

Co?rt\:il/ne Inherited r:::izt Clzzg_ed Exchanged Ofgtrafigzd Tosla(:tr;o.

(=bought) occupied (100 %)
All plots 62.9 14.2 9.0 13.3 0.2 04 9,593
Plots >2005 40.9 6.6 29.2 19.9 2.3 0.6 487
Plots >2007 14.8 7.7 47.3 24.3 4.1 1.8 169

Note: Based on 2010 data on plots

Overall, it is clear that those participating in the land market are more likely to be the richer
households. The land market remains, at present, quite small, and as such there are only minor changes
to the equality in the distribution of land in the VARHS sample over time. As the land market further
develops, it will be important to monitor the impact this has on land distribution if it continues to be
primarily the rich that participate.

3.2. Land Titles

The issuance of land use right certificates (LURCs, or ‘Red Books’) has been in place since 1990
as stipulated in the 1987 Land Law and the Decision No 201 QD/DKTK dated 14 July 1989 by the
General Department of Land Management (now known as the Ministry of Natural Resources and
Environment, MoNRE). Prior to the Land Law of 1993, however, the uptake was modest with most
localities merely implementing pilot programmes or issuing temporary certificates to households and
individuals using land. After the promulgation of the Land Law of 1993, the issuance of LURCs
gained importance, and issuance improved remarkably following the 2003 Land Law and particularly
since the implementation of National Assembly Resolution 07/2007/QH12 (dated 12 Nov 2007) on
socioeconomic development for the year 2008, where MoNRE provided guidance and instructions for
localities to promote the issuance of LURCs with the aim of completing the task by 2010 for all types
of land nationwide. In early 2009, the national rate of issuance of LURCs was 88.1 percent for the area
designated for agricultural production and surface aquaculture, 65.9 percent for forestry land, and 79.9
percent for residential land in rural areas (MoNRE, 2009).

All households in our sample which own agricultural land are in possession of what is commonly
termed a Red Book. This is the formal documentation held by the household within which LURCs for
plots are registered. There is, however, much variation in the number of plots that the household has
registered. Figure 3.3 reveals that the percentage of plots owned by households in the VARHS sample
with a LURC (or registered in a LURC) was 73 percent in 2010. Large provincial differences also
exist. In Phu Tho and Long An, almost all plots owned by households have a LURC, while in Dien
Bien and Lai Chau, for example, less than 40 percent of plots owned by households are titled.
Differences in land titling between male and female headed households are also evident in Figure 3.3:
plots in female headed households are more likely to have a LURC than plots in male headed
households. This could be due to a range of factors, including the location and age of plots, or the
propensity of female headed households to actively obtain a LURC, and this therefore provides an
interesting area for further in-depth research.
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Figure 3.3: Proportion of plots owned with a LURC (percent)
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Between 2008 and 2010 we see a decline in the proportion of plots owned by households with
titles, although on aggregate this decline is not statistically significant. In Lao Cai, in particular, we
observe a large decline from 87 percent of plots in 2008 to 58 percent of plots in 2010. There are a
number of possible explanations for this large decline and the more subtle declines observed for other
household groups. First, there are several examples of large infrastructural and industrial projects that
have necessitated a reallocation of land to farmers, which may not yet have been issued with new
LURC:s. Second, many newly created larger plots as a result of land consolidation efforts have not yet
received their LURCs. Third, in some cases, provincial authorities have issued temporary LURCs to
households that are now being replaced with permanent LURCs that are in accordance with national
guidelines. Finally, there may be cases of a household splitting land (e.g. parent giving land to a child)
where the ‘new’ LURC has not yet been allocated or collected. The dynamics of the issuance of
LURC:s is worthy of further in-depth work that exploits the panel of plot level data that has been
gathered since 2006.

Having a LURC provides security to those using the land. The LURC provides households with
legal protection in the event of disputes, complaints or adjustments to land holdings in the case of
changes in land use. Nevertheless, as the findings show, there remain many untitled plots, and there are
many reasons given by household for this. The most important reason (mentioned in 43 percent of
cases) is that land was acquired that previously did not belong to anybody. It is also common that
households simply have not collected from the relevant authorities the LURC for the plot (25 percent
of cases). In 18 percent of cases, households claim that there exists an agreement for using the land but
the household does not yet possess a LURC. Around 14 percent of households provide “other”
reasons. Only in a very small proportion of cases (0.4 percent) is the reason given that the land is
currently under conflict.
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Table 3.5: Name Registration Structure in LURC (percent)

Only head Only spouse  Both head & spouse Other
Province
Ha Tay 79.1 5.2 95 6.2
Lao Cai 74.5 0.4 22.5 25
Phu Tho 87.5 2.8 3.2 6.5
Lai Chau 92.3 0.0 0.0 7.7
Dien Bien 83.4 1.8 6.0 8.8
Nghe An 81.7 29 1.7 3.7
Quang Nam 90.8 2.0 3.8 34
Khanh Hoa 63.6 13.1 15.2 8.1
Dak Lak 83.2 2.9 6.8 7.2
Dak Nong 434 2.2 491 5.3
Lam Dong 52.8 0.0 394 7.7
Long An 83.2 7.7 34 5.8
Household Head
Female 76.3 8.9 4.0 10.9
Male 83.6 24 9.7 4.3
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 80.6 2.0 8.8 8.6
2nd poorest 86.4 2.3 7.7 3.6
Middle 80.1 6.9 6.7 6.3
2nd richest 80.8 2.9 11.5 49
Richest 825 3.6 8.5 54
Total 2010 82.1 3.6 8.6 5.6
Total 2008 80.8 3.2 7.3 8.7
Total 2006 83.3 2.7 6.9 7.1
Total 2010w 79.8 3.6 10.3 6.2

N 2010=7,659, N 2008=8,374, N 2006=8,667, N 2010w=4,170

Following the 1993 Land Law, LURCs included the name of just one person, usually the head of
household. The Land Law of 2003 stipulated the registration of both names in the case of a married
couple, i.e. including the spouse. The majority of the beneficiaries from the new policy are women
because in the past land related documents were often registered in the name of the husband only. The
purpose of the change in the law is to improve gender equality in rural areas. Table 3.5 presents a
summary of the person(s) named in the LURC.

The data reveal little change over the years. In most cases, only the name of the head of
household appears in the LURC (82 percent). In around four percent of cases, only the name of the
spouse appears in the LURC and in nearly 9 percent of the LURCs both names appear together. The
small increase from 7.3 percent in 2008 to 8.6 percent in 2010 is statistically significant, but is of a
small magnitude. Other configurations, such as the head of the household together with a child or
persons who are not household members constitute 6 percent of LURCs.

There are once again large differences across provinces. Certain of the Southern and Central
Highlands provinces have the highest proportion of plots with two names in the LURC, with 49
percent and 39 percent, respectively, while in the Northern province of Lai Chau there are no LURCs
with the names of both husband and wife registered. Phu Tho, Quang Nam and Long An have lower
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than five percent of LURCs with both husbands’ and wives’ names registered. These strong provincial
differences could be due to different policies with respect to the distribution of information or a
different speed of implementing new laws. There are other possible reasons, for example in a province
where a relatively higher percentage of LURCs have been issued recently it is more likely that they are
implemented according to the more recent land laws.

We also see that female headed households are less likely to have plots registered in both the
head of household’s and the spouse’s name, which makes sense given that many of these are single
parent households. There are also differences across food expenditure quintiles, though no clear
pattern emerges.

3.3. Restrictions on Land Use

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 other non-agricultural uses. Table 3.6
shows the percentage of plots with restrictions placed on them, and the different types of restrictions
on land used by the surveyed households.

Table 3.6: Restriction on Non-Residential Plots (percent)

Formal Types of restrictions on choice of crops Construct Convert into
restrictions ] ] fixed structure  non-agr use
on choice of  Riceall Rice some Others (percentnot  (percent not
crops seasons seasons allowed) allowed)
Province
Ha Tay 58.2 12.1 83.8 4.2 93.4 92.1
Lao Cai 1.4 83.3 0 16.7 68.1 66.1
Phu Tho 33.5 22.6 73.9 3.5 85.5 85.7
Lai Chau 0.0 79.5 81.2
Dien Bien 7.8 80 17.8 2.2 71.3 76.9
Nghe An 46.5 27 62 11 79.6 79.2
Quang Nam 40.4 49.1 44.0 6.8 85.4 81.7
Khanh Hoa 0.0 58.0 55.6
Dak Lak 5.5 20 68 12 66.0 63.5
Dak Nong 5.6 25 68.8 6.3 31.7 31.9
Lam Dong 0.0 30.2 241
Long An 6.2 77.8 20 22 68.9 68.2
Household Head
Female 32.7 27.2 65.7 71 80.1 78.9
Male 30.8 241 70.8 5.1 80.2 79.9
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 19.9 27.9 65.3 6.8 77.0 76.1
2nd poorest 30.3 225 69.1 8.5 82.1 81.1
Middle 35.7 274 68.4 4.3 82.6 82.9
2nd richest 35.7 22.2 74.8 3.0 80.2 79.3
Richest 35.6 244 70.3 5.3 78.8 78.8
Total 2010 31.0 24.7 69.9 5.4 80.2 79.7
Total 2008 451 42.6 50.4 7.1 80.3 81.0
Total 2006 53.7 35.2 56.0 8.7 80.8 81.0
Total 2010w 32.1 24.9 68.2 6.9 78.6 78.2

N 2010=9,087, N 2008=9,750, N 2006=9,940, N 2010w=5,332
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In spite of the restrictions in place, and the efforts made by some localities, the total rice growing
area in Vietnam is falling. On average for the period 2000-2009, the rice growing area decreased by an
average of nearly 18 thousand hectares annually. A large part of this ‘converted’ land is in the fertile
areas of the Red and Mekong River Deltas (MoNRE, 2009). In this section, we analyse the restrictions
imposed by the authorities on the use of agricultural land. As it concerns the use of land, we include all
land used by the households, whether it is owned, rented or borrowed. Plots used purely for residential
purposes are excluded from the analysis.

As Table 3.6 shows, on average, there are formal restrictions imposed on about one third of all
plots and this percentage has been strongly decreasing over the years. The most common restriction is
to force farmers to grow rice (94.6 percent of all restrictions). Restrictions can be in place for some or
all of the seasons, and as shown in Figure 3.4, the severity of the restrictions (measured in this way)
varies across provinces. In 2010, 25 percent of restricted plots were restricted for all seasons, a fall
from 2006 and 2008 levels. The heightened level of severity in 2008 is possibly a reflection of the
authorities’ reaction to the 2008 food (specifically rice) price rises. As Figure 3.4 shows, the increased
severity was especially pronounced in a couple of provinces, namely Phu Tho, Lai Chau and Nghe An
in the North and Quang Nam, Khanh Hoa and to a lesser extent Dak Nong in the South.

Figure 3.4: Percentage of Restricted Plots where Households Need to Grow Rice all Seasons
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Generally, crop choice restrictions vary across provinces, being most prevalent in ex-Ha Tay in
the Red River Delta, in the coastal regions of Nghe An and Quang Nam, and in Phu Tho. There appear
to be no strong correlations between restrictions and the gender of the household head or the food
expenditure quintile of the household.
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Other restrictions on agricultural land, for example on constructing fixed structures or on
converting the land for non-agricultural use, also exist and are even more prevalent than crop
restrictions. Around 80 percent of the plots are restricted in such ways (Table 3.6) and again there is
marked variation across provinces. The data reveal that the strongest restrictions still exist in the
North. Moreover, these types of restrictions have not decreased over time.

Figure 3.5 illustrates how land titling is related to the restrictions placed on plots in terms of crop
choice. Restrictions in terms of crop choice decreased over the survey years, both for plots with and
without titles. In general, plots with a LURC are more likely to be restricted in terms of choice of crop.
This is likely to be correlated with the type and quality of the plot or with the fact that having a LURC
makes it easier for restrictions to be enforced. There is a large variation across provinces in the
relationship between plot titles and restrictions. In some provinces, the plots without a LURC are more
likely to be restricted (see for example Phu Tho, Dak Nong and Long An), while the reverse is true
elsewhere. It is striking that the difference in restrictions between titled and untitled plots is much
more pronounced for the plots in male headed households compared with female headed households
and for plots held by poorer households (three lowest food expenditure quintiles).

Figure 3.5: Share of Plots with restricted choice of Crops, by Red Book Status (percent)
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3.4. Investment in Land

An important rationale for issuing land titles is the expectation that titling might encourage
investment as people feel more secure in the long term use of their land. Cultivating annual crops, for
example, requires not only short-term but also long-term investment in infrastructure for production,
especially in irrigation, and in enhancing the fertility of land. In the absence of secure property rights,
households are more likely to make temporary investments.
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Table 3.7 illustrates the percentage of plots used by the households (both owned and rented in
plots) that have received investment in the form of irrigation and cultivation with trees. Data are
presented for plots with and without a LURC.

An increase in the percentage of plots that are irrigated, both for plots with or without a LURC is
observed. The increase is particularly pronounced over the past two years. Plots with a LURC are
significantly more likely to be irrigated than those with no LURC (with the exception of Quang Nam).
Plots in upland provinces are less likely to be irrigated than plots in lowland provinces, and plots
controlled by richer households are more likely to be irrigated than those held by poor households.
This may be due to the characteristics of the plots they control but it is more likely that the difference
is due to different constraints with respect to financing investment. In particular, there is a marked
difference between the percentage of irrigated plots without a LURC controlled by poor and rich
households (45 and 82 percent of plots respectively). There is practically no difference in investment
behaviour on titled and untitled plots for the richest food expenditure quintile (83 versus 82 percent),
while the gap is 26 percentage points for the poorest quintile (71 versus 45 percent). Further research
into the causality of the relationship between land titling and investment may help inform policy as to
the extent to which titling land, particularly for poorer households, may help increase investment.

Table 3.7: Current status of Land Investment - Irrigation and Perennial Crops

Percent of plots with irrigation Percent of plots with tree/bushes
All plots used No LURC LURC All plots used No LURC LURC

Province

Ha Tay 93.5 92.2 93.3 5.8 5.7 6.6
Lao Cai 60.1 54.3 65.8 25.2 23.7 27.4
Phu Tho 76.0 66.9 76.1 15.8 11.8 16.9
Lai Chau 46.9 325 72.9 33 14 6.9
Dien Bien 32.3 20.1 54.7 15.0 14.7 15.4
Nghe An 75.6 58.3 78.1 11.6 17.2 11.6
Quang Nam 70.6 75.3 70.0 7.7 9.2 7.3
Khanh Hoa 69.1 28.6 85.2 39.5 52.4 38.9
Dak Lak 72.5 69.5 73.1 55.6 51.9 61.3
Dak Nong 7.7 61.8 75.9 63.6 55.1 68.4
Lam Dong 58.4 53.7 59.8 69.4 70.7 70.1
Long An 75.6 38.5 75.3 31.7 46.2 33.0
Household Head

Female 73.4 71.0 73.8 16.9 18.1 175
Male 73.6 57.4 78.3 17.7 16.6 19.3
Food Expenditure Quintile

Poorest 61.0 44.7 70.8 13.9 12.1 16.3
2nd poorest 69.9 51.3 74.8 15.5 18.1 15.5
Middle 77.7 68.3 79.4 15.6 20.9 15.3
2nd richest 79.2 74.3 79.6 20.8 19.0 23.1
Richest 83.3 82.1 82.8 23.7 19.9 259
Total 2010 735 59.2 775 17.6 16.8 19.0
Total 2008 69.6 56.6 71.9 18.3 19.1 19.3
Total 2006 68.2 55.1 72.4 15.3 14.2 15.7
Total 2010w 74.4 62.3 77.5 19.7 22.8 20.0

N 2010=9,090, N 2008=9,753, N 2006=9,944
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The percentage of plots planted with trees or bushes is much lower than the percentage of plots
with irrigation infrastructure (not surprisingly, since plots destined for perennial crops have a lower
share in the survey than annual plots), and there are very few changes over time. With respect to titled
or untitled plots, the differences, while not large, are statistically significant.

Table 3.8: Investment of Households over the last 2 years

Irrigation/soil/water Structures for Other (semi-) Trees and bushes
conservation aquaculture permanent structures
% Value % Value % Value % Value
(‘O00VND) (‘000VND) (‘000VND) (‘O00VND)

Province
Ha Tay 22.3 1,019 3.3 21,250 1.3 21,167 5.2 1,288
Lao Cai 81.6 45 19.5 2,089 9.2 17,919 8 145
Phu Tho 62.1 66 4.1 6,946 34 23,232 6.1 4,702
Lai Chau 27.9 461 0 0 2.9 273 0 0
Dien Bien 38.8 585 29.1 889 3.9 2,526 3.9 2,346
Nghe An 771 45 8.4 3,660 8.4 4,974 5 420
Quang Nam 47.8 535 1.1 4,873 0.7 13,125 0.4 10,294
Khanh Hoa 16.1 1,692 9.7 2,754 3.2 29,867 9.7 2,423
Dak Lak 447 578 7.3 5,351 12.2 91,168 43.1 1,014
Dak Nong 30.9 304 5.2 22,336 4.1 372,079 41.2 3,866
Lam Dong 7.9 351 1.6 238 6.3 8,984 81 727
Long An 5.8 10,955 5 13,959 3.9 8,736 3.5 493
Household Head
Female 30.5 321 1.6 2,691 1.9 11,107 5.9 1,028
Male 40.9 604 71 7,552 4.5 48,505 11.8 1,903
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 499 240 4.7 1,096 4.7 12,008 5.2 769
2nd poorest 47.4 441 8.1 6,748 4.5 15,222 9.5 1,069
Middle 36.9 436 3.4 2,049 2.9 31,757 8.5 1,044
2nd richest 30.5 1,023 6.1 10,684 4.1 47,636 14.6 2,162
Richest 28.2 1,004 7.5 11,324 3.5 133,489 15.5 2,707
Total 2010 38.8 557 6.0 7,238 4.0 44,498 10.6 1,804
Total 2008 36.1 1,288 7.2 4,068 7.9 19,565 12.7 2,450
Total 2010w 45.1 381 6.9 7,493 5.4 36,649 12.6 1,158

N 2010=2,067, N 2008=2,065, N 2010w=1,239
Note: Landless households not included.
Value figures are expressed in ex-Ha Tay 2010 constant prices

Table 3.8 presents summary statistics on land related investment that took place over the two-
year period prior to the survey. It shows the percentage of households that invested and the average
value of the investment (given that the household invested) expressed in constant ex-Ha Tay 2010
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prices.” The percentage of households who invested in specific types of land improvement during the
past two years increased for irrigation or soil and water conservation (from 36 to 39 percent), but
decreased for all other types of investment (all changes are statistically significant). There are large
differences by gender, both in the percentage of households who invested and in the value invested.
Female headed households are found to be much less likely to invest and when they do invest, the
amount of their investment is much lower. Whether this is due to different requirements of their
infrastructure or different investment constraints is not clear. Taking as an example investment in
irrigation infrastructure (Table 3.7), we see that untitled plots held by female headed households are
more likely to have irrigation infrastructure already in place than untitled plots in male headed
households, which could explain a lower investment flow for the former.

There is no clear relationship between investment and the food expenditure quintile of the
household. This holds for all types of investment but for irrigation, soil and water investment the
likelihood of investing becomes smaller at higher food expenditure quintiles while the value of
investment becomes larger. For investment in trees and bushes, both the likelihood and the value of
investment are higher in households in wealthier food expenditure quintiles.

3.5. Land Transactions

Figure 3.6 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. Results show that there is slightly more activity in the sales than in the rental
market. Around 13 to 14 percent of households are active in the rental market while the proportion of
households active in the sales market increased between 2006 and 2008 from 17 to 20 percent, but
remained more or less the same thereafter (21 percent in 2010).

Figure 3.6: Participation in Agricultural Land Sales and Rental Markets (percent)

70
60
50
40

M HHs own land purchased on the market M HHs have rentedin land

N 2010=2,107, N 2008=2,097, N 2006=2,002

% It should be noted that the distinction between investment and maintenance is somewhat blurred in this context. For
example, irrigation dykes and canals need to be repaired at regular intervals to avoid degradation of the facilities. Some
households may regard maintenance activities of this kind as an investment.
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It is clear from Figure 3.6 that the land sales market is more active in the Southern provinces
than in the Northern provinces (in confirmation of Table 3.3). Households living in the Central
Highlands in particular participate actively (between 47 and 65 percent of households have at least one
plot which was acquired via the land market) while in the North West (Lai Chau, Dien Bien) the land
market remains underdeveloped (between 2 and 6 percent of households have acquired land through
the land market). For the land rental market, there is no apparent North-South difference. Instead,
rental markets seem to be more active in the lowlands than in the highlands.

Richer households are significantly more likely to participate in the land sales market than
poorer households (29 percent versus 12 percent). For the land rental market, the situation is more
equal in terms of participation (13 percent for the richest versus 9 percent for the poorest). Male
headed households are significantly more likely than female headed households to participate in land
sales markets (22 versus 18 percent), while for land rental markets there is no significant gender

difference.
Table 3.9: Modes of Parting with Plots of Land (percent)
Share of HHs Mode of parting with land:
who departed

withland Exchanged Sold Gave away Expelled Abandoned Other Total
Province
Ha Tay 15.8 5.1 7.9 34.6 47.2 0.0 5.1 100
Lao Cai 13.8 0.0 6.3 37.5 37.5 0.0 18.8 100
Phu Tho 27.9 0.0 0.9 66.5 32.1 0.4 0.0 100
Lai Chau 11.6 0.0 7.7 53.8 23.1 3.8 11.5 100
Dien Bien 9.5 12.5 0.0 37.5 4.2 45.8 0.0 100
Nghe An 7.3 3.8 11.5 53.8 19.2 0.0 11.5 100
Quang Nam 6.2 0.0 3.1 68.8 12.5 0.0 15.6 100
Khanh Hoa 7.9 0.0 40.0 60.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100
Dak Lak 23.0 2.6 33.3 56.4 5.1 0.0 2.6 100
Dak Nong 13.6 0.0 76.5 5.9 11.8 0.0 5.9 100
Lam Dong 0.0
Long An 13.6 4.5 46.3 40.3 4.5 0.0 4.5 100
Household Head
Female 15.2 1.2 7.8 48.2 36.7 0.6 5.4 100
Male 14.1 3.2 13.7 49.8 26.9 2.3 4.0 100
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 11.9 4.5 8.9 49.1 33.0 0.9 3.6 100
2nd poorest 13.9 4.0 6.0 48.7 31.3 7.3 2.7 100
Middle 16.0 4.3 9.2 53.9 29.1 0.0 3.5 100
2nd richest 16.1 0.0 16.8 48.0 27.7 0.6 6.9 100
Richest 13.6 1.8 211 474 254 0.0 4.4 100
Total 2010 14.3 2.8 12.3 49.4 29.3 1.9 4.3 100
Total 2008 13.6 42.5 7.3 235 22.2 2.1 25 100
Total 2010w 13.4 6.9 12.9 55.6 17.8 1.6 5.3 100

N 2010=2,200, N 2008=2,201, N 2010w=1,314
Statistics refer to the modes of parting with land in the previous two year period.
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Generally, the land rental market, while less developed, is found to be more equal in terms of
participation over provinces, gender and food expenditure quintiles. The land sales market, on the
other hand, is more active but activity is less equally distributed. This suggests stronger participation
constraints on the land sales market.

Table 3.9 gives 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.

Fourteen percent of households parted with (lost) land during the two-year period before the
survey (an insignificant increase from the 13.6 percent in 2008). The most common way of parting
with a plot is to give it away (49 percent). The recipients of the plots that households departed with are
presented in Bang 3.1010 where it is shown that in 85 percent of the cases where a plot is given away,
the recipients are children. The second-most likely way of parting with a plot is to have been expelled
from it (29 percent) in which case the recipient is nearly always the State or commune (94 percent).
The third most common way of parting with land is to sell it (12 percent) and in nearly one third of the
cases it is sold to a neighbour (31 percent).

Selling plots is considerably more likely in the Southern than in the Northern provinces, while
being expelled is far more likely in the Northern provinces. In ex-Ha Tay, 47 percent of plots are lost
in this way, most likely due to the expansion of Hanoi City. There has been a substantial change in the
ways of departing with land especially with respect to the importance of exchanging plots for other
plots and giving plots away. The likelihood of having exchanged a plot for another plot decreased
enormously between 2008 and 2010 (from 43 to 3 percent). Giving away land increased in importance
as a way of parting with land (from 24 to 49 percent) as did being expelled (by 7 percentage points)
and selling land (by 5 percentage points).

Finally, Table 3.10 illustrates the recipients of lost plots, split by the modes of parting with plots.
In terms of land given away, most of the recipients are children or other relatives, but for land that is
sold it is mostly to outsiders (such as neighbours and others). Overall, children and the State are the
most likely beneficiaries of land that households depart with. The role of the State has decreased quite
a lot between 2008 and 2010 from 41 percent of all plots going to the State to 30 percent. The role of
neighbours decreased even more from receiving 26 percent of all plots to only 6 percent.

Table 3.10: Recipients of lost plots (percent)

Child Othgr Neighbour State/commune Private Others Total
relative company

Exchanged 0.0 10.5 31.6 52.6 0.0 53 100.0
Sold 2.2 14.3 30.8 2.2 11.0 39.6 100.0
Gave away 85.2 14.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.6 100.0
Expelled 0.0 0.5 2.0 94.2 24 1.0 100.0
Abandoned 0.0 21.7 44 23.9 0.0 50.0 100.0
Total 2010 42.6 10.6 57 30.1 2.1 8.9 100.0
Total 2008 19.3 7.6 26.2 40.9 1.2 4.7 100.0
Total 2010w 471 13.6 7.2 23.1 0.1 8.9 100.0

N 2010=718, N 2008=812, N 2010w=350
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3.6. Summary

In this chapter the characteristics of households’ land holdings including size, distribution,
acquirement sources of land and the role of the land market, titling of plots, restrictions on plots,
investment in land and land transactions, are discussed. While on the one hand certain issues relating
to land are changing rapidly over time, others remain stagnant. For example, significant changes are
observed in the percentage of plots that are acquired via the land market, while allocations via the State
have decreased. The percentage of plots with a LURC is in decline for some provinces, despite the
existence of land policies encouraging the titling of plots, and the proportion of titled plots in the
VARHS data (73 percent) lies below the national statistic. We also find little evidence that the 2003
land policy of registering both names in the title has progressed in any meaningful way.

Between 2006 and 2010, a large decrease is observed in the percentage of plots with restrictions
both for titled and untitled plots, but the severity of the restrictions did increase in 2008. The
percentage of plots with irrigation infrastructure increased over the years despite some concerns that
the maturing of land titles in 2013 for many households may deter investment. There are no significant
changes observed in the percentages of households parting with land but large changes occurred in
how they do so. There was a notable move away from exchanging plots with more plots being given
away. There was also an increase in the proportion of households being expelled from plots and selling
plots. In most cases, children are the most important beneficiaries of land given away.

Large differences between the North and the South are observed across a range of indicators. For
example, a higher percentage of landless households in the Southern provinces is observed, but more
fragmentation and smaller landholdings are observed in the Northern provinces. We also find a more
active land sales market in the Southern provinces. Provincial differences within regions are also
evident on almost all issues but in particular in relation to the issuance of LURCs.

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, and when they do, they invest lower
amounts. 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.

Differences between food expenditure quintiles are also evident. With respect to land holdings
the relationship appears U-shaped with the middle quintile having the smallest land holdings. The
percentage of irrigated plots increases strongly by food expenditure quintile, especially for untitled
plots. For households who invest in their plots, the value of investments is greater in higher food
expenditure quintiles. Also with respect to participation in the land market, wealthier households are
more likely to participate. These observations most likely reflect different investment constraints for
poor and rich households
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Chapter 4:
AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION

In this chapter, we investigate households’ involvement in different types of agriculture (crop
production, livestock or aquaculture) and how commercial the households are. We also discuss
households’ post-production problems. Besides outputs, we analyse households’ input use and the
problems they face in accessing them. Most of the (2,200) households in the (panel) sample are rice
growers so we also discuss access to irrigation which is central in the production process. As it is part
of the input mix, statistics on access and use of agricultural information are also presented. Not only do
we discuss the situation in 2010 in detail but wherever the data allows, we compare with 2008 and
2006.

4.1.Output from Agriculture

Bang 4.11 shows households’ involvement in different agricultural activities in 2008 and 2010.
There are hardly any changes in the percentages of households involved in different activities (crop,
livestock or aquaculture production). Overall, only the slight decrease in crop involvement, from 90
percent to 88 percent of the households, is statistically significant. Despite these falls, the percentage
of crop producing households is still higher than it was in 2006 when 86 percent of the 2,200
households were involved in producing crops. Such trends may represent a normalisation of
production patterns following the response of households to elevated crop prices between 2006 and
2008. Consistent with these trends, between 2006 and 2008, there was a considerable reduction in the
percentage of livestock producing households, but this decrease seems to have stabilised at the total
level with 70 percent of the households producing livestock both in 2008 and 2010 (from 76 percent in
2006). Aquaculture production has been conducted by around 14 percent of sampled households for all

three survey years.

In Khanh Hoa a large decrease of 11 percentage points (from 82 percent to 71 percent) in the
number of households involved in producing crops is observed, and an even larger decrease is
observed in the percentage of households producing livestock, falling from 66 percent in 2008 to 29
percent in 2010. Also in Lam Dong, there is a marked drop in the percentage of livestock producing
households (from 67 percent to 42 percent). In particular, it appears that the number of households
with chickens has decreased significantly between 2008 and 2010 in both provinces (results not
shown). The decline in livestock is likely related to the avian flu outbreaks. In Long An, a 15
percentage point increase occurred in the percentage of households producing aquaculture products. In
2008, only fish and shrimp were recorded as aquatic products produced in Long An (the only sampled
province located in the Mekong Delta). By 2010, not only did the number of households producing
fish rise substantially, but also oysters and especially “other aquatic products”. The dynamism of the

aquaculture sector is clearly evident in the numbers for some of the sampled provinces.
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Table 4.1: Household Involvement in Crop, Livestock and Aquaculture Production (percent)

Crop Livestock Aquaculture

2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010
Province
Ha Tay 89.2 83.5 57.7 52.1 6.0 5.6
Lao Cai 100.0 98.9 97.7 100.0 19.5 25.3
Phu Tho 94 .1 915 83.3 86.9 17.7 16.1
Lai Chau 96.4 91.1 87.5 93.8 9.8 3.6
Dien Bien 97.1 98.1 97.1 96.2 46.7 495
Nghe An 81.3 86.5 82.3 84.4 12.5 11.5
Quang Nam 89.3 87.2 721 69.3 2.1 24
Khanh Hoa 81.6 71.1 65.8 28.9 53 53
Dak Lak 95.6 91.1 71.1 79.3 18.5 12.6
Dak Nong 95.1 91.3 60.2 64.1 18.4 9.7
Lam Dong 97.0 925 67.2 418 6.0 1.5
Long An 815 82.2 47.6 545 22.0 36.7
Household Head
Female 83.2 80.0 59.7 56.6 7.2 9.7
Male 92.0 89.9 73.2 73.7 15.5 15.8
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 95.4 92.6 77.1 80.4 14.2 11.5
2nd poorest 91.8 91.1 75.4 73.7 9.7 14.2
Middle 94.0 88.1 74.3 65.9 14.5 13.3
2nd richest 89.6 85.5 66.4 66.1 13.1 16.1
Richest 83.3 81.6 63.4 63.4 16.9 17.3
Total 90.1 87.8*** 70.3 70.0 13.8 145
Totalw? 88.6 87.1 725 71.2 12.9 13.5

? Totalw=weighted totals

N=2,200/1,314 for weighted results

*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 is statistically significant at 1% level

Totals for 2006: crops: 86.2 percent, livestock: 75.7 percent, aquaculture: 14.3 percent

As in 2008, female headed households are less likely to be involved in all three agricultural
activities compared with male headed households. This is particularly pronounced in the case of
livestock production, where a gap of 17 percentage points between male and female headed
households is observed. The data suggest that this difference might be due to the size of the household
and the age of the household head. Livestock growers typically appear to have (statistically)
significantly larger families (4.5 persons) and younger heads (52 years old) compared to non-livestock
growers. Female headed households are significantly smaller than male headed households (3.5 versus
4.6 person families) and have significantly older heads. These characteristics might influence the
likelihood of being engaged in livestock production and entail a disadvantage for women. However the
causality is not clear. It may be that size and age characteristics of the female headed households
constrain their engagement in the activity, but it is also possible that other gender-related entry
constraints determine household size and the age profile of livestock growers.
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Disaggregating by food expenditure quintile, the numbers suggest that crop and livestock
production is more typical of poorer households while there seems to be a slightly different trend with
respect to aquaculture products, perhaps reflecting the higher investment and know-how requirements
associated with fish farming. The gap between the poorest (12 percent engaged in aquaculture) and the
richest (17 percent engaged) is not large, but is statistically significant and, compared to 2008, is
somewhat suggestive of households in the poorest quintile withdrawing from this activity.

In the summary statistics presented in Table 4.2, rice is still the most popular crop in the sample
with 82 percent of the households growing it. Following in popularity are fruit (34 percent), maize (31
percent) and vegetables (25 percent). Since 2008, no significant changes have occurred, with just small
reductions in the cultivation of maize, sweet potato, vegetables, other annual crops and a small
decrease in pepper. In the Northern provinces, most households typically grow rice, often
complemented with maize and to a lesser extent, vegetables and other annual crops. The two latter
crop types do not occur to any great extent in the mountainous provinces of the North West but these
provinces are characterised by a high percentage of cassava growing households. On average, there is
less focus on rice growing in the southern provinces in our sample where a lot more perennial crops
are cultivated.'” Households in the Central Highlands, in particular, grow perennial crops with a
strong focus on coffee.

There are no strong gender differences, though rice, maize and coffee are cultivated more by
male headed households. With respect to food expenditure quintiles, there appear to be some crops
which are more characteristic of poorer households than richer households and vice versa. For
example, households growing rice, maize and cassava are more likely to be found in the low food
expenditure quintiles, while the opposite is true for fruit and coffee producers.

1% 1t is important to remember that only one province in the VARHS sample is located in the Mekong Delta, so Southern
provinces here are non-Mekong provinces.
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Table 4.2: Types of Crops Produced (percent of farming households)

Rice Maize  Potato Sweet Cassava Peanuts Vege- Other Fruit Coffee Tea Cocoa Cashew  Sugar- Pepper
potato tables annual nut cane

Province
Ha Tay 95.0 12.8 1.8 2.8 7.3 6.8 15.1 28.1 18.8 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.3 0.8 0.0
Lao Cai 884 62.8 0.0 2.3 33.7 8.1 60.5 23.3 24.4 0.0 8.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Phu Tho 854 43.9 0.7 1.1 20.0 12.9 68.6 8.6 57.9 0.4 18.2 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0
Lai Chau 99.0 79.0 0.0 0.0 41.0 3.0 6.0 2.0 6.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Dien Bien 97.1 72.8 0.0 0.0 41.7 1.9 6.8 5.8 59.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
Nghe An 79.0 43.2 0.6 10.5 9.9 22.2 13.6 14.2 30.9 0.0 8.6 0.0 0.0 8.0 0.0
Quang Nam 89.9 17.3 0.4 11.3 15.3 141 20.6 12.1 12.9 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.8 0.4 0.8
Khanh Hoa 72.0 12.0 0.0 0.0 8.0 0.0 8.0 20.0 44.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.0 12.0 0.0
Dak Lak 58.5 39.8 0.0 0.8 13.0 2.4 39.0 15.4 65.9 60.2 1.6 0.8 1.4 4.1 11.4
Dak Nong 33.0 25.5 0.0 0.0 9.6 0.0 7.4 14.9 20.2 72.3 1.1 1.1 23.4 1.1 7.4
Lam Dong 29.0 11.3 0.0 0.0 1.6 0.0 1.3 1.6 8.1 66.1 14.5 0.0 12.9 0.0 1.6
Long An 76.5 3.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.1 6.3 8.1 56.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.7 0.0
Household Head
Female 745 21.5 1.3 4.0 1.4 6.9 255 15.4 33.8 5.3 4.0 0.0 1.6 1.6 0.8
Male 83.3 33.1 0.4 3.1 15.6 8.7 24.4 14.2 34.1 10.8 5.0 0.1 2.8 1.8 1.4
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 88.7 50.4 0.7 25 23.6 7.6 275 13.5 23.3 54 6.1 0.0 1.7 1.7 0.2
2" poorest 88.6 32.0 0.5 5.6 20.1 9.6 24.9 14.2 27.4 9.4 4.6 0.0 2.5 1.0 1.0
Middle 81.9 23.8 0.3 3.7 13.4 9.2 22.3 14.1 33.5 9.4 4.7 0.3 1.6 1.6 0.8
2" richest 77.2 23.3 0.5 2.7 9.8 7.3 24.1 14.6 40.4 10.6 3.8 0.3 4.3 2.7 2.7
Richest 69.4 22.3 0.9 1.7 5.1 7.7 24.0 15.7 477 14.3 4.6 0.0 2.9 2.0 1.7
Total 2010 81.5 30.8* 0.6 3.3 14.7 8.3 24.6*** 14.4*** 34.0 9.7 4.8 0.1 2.6 1.8 1.3
Total 2008 83.1 33.6 0.6 48 15.2 8.7 28.9 19.0 31.7 9.2 4.9 0.0 2.6 1.5 2.4
Total 2006 86.2 34.5 26.8 9.2 39.2 21.0 30.2 9.0 5.0 0.1 1.9 1.6 2.4
Total 2010w 77.9 32.2 0.5 4.3 12.6 10.7 26.1 13.8 36.3 12.0 5.1 0.1 2.7 35 1.7

N 2010=1,902, N 2008=1,946, N 2006=1,896, N 2010w=1,152
*difference between 2010 and 2008 is statistically significant at 10% level; **difference is statistically significant at 5% level; ***difference is statistically significant at 1% level
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We now proceed to analysing the share of production that is traded (sold or bartered) as opposed
to what is home consumed or stored. We do not present the share of total production that is traded, but
rather average shares over all farmers such that small and large producers are weighted equally. Figure
4.1 shows that on average approximately 40 percent of ‘all crops’ (excluding rice), and 35 percent of
rice, are traded. Some noteworthy trends over time are observed, in particular, we see that while the
traded share increased for rice, it decreased for all other crops. The traded shares of rice and all crops
came close in 2010, with only a seven percentage points difference while in 2008 there was a larger
difference of 17 percentage points. On average the largest share of production remains used for home
consumption, both for rice and all crops together.

Figure 4.1: Share of Production Value that is Traded (percent sold or bartered)

100

M Allcrops M Rice

N 2010=1,881 for “All crops”, 1,536

N 2008=1,954 for “All crops”, 1,616

N 2006=1,896 for “All crops”, 1,635

Note: The chart shows the average share of production traded, giving equal weights to all 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). The total percentage has been set to 100 if it was larger than 100. This can be the case
when households are selling their stocks.

Richer households seem to be slightly more commercially oriented than the poorer households.
The difference between the poorest and richest quintile is statistically significant both in 2010 and
2008 but for all crops together the gap is much smaller in 2010 due to a large decrease in output traded
in the richest quintile (results not shown). In the production of all crops together, male headed
households are more commercial than female headed (this was not the case in 2008 where no
statistically significant gap between the two groups existed). In the commercialisation of rice, there is
no difference between female and male headed households.
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Even though less rice is grown in the Southern provinces sampled in the VARHS, a much larger
part of it is traded compared to the Northern provinces and the same holds for all crops together. In
Long An, rice seems to be mainly grown for trade. This difference in commercialisation of rice might
be determined by factors not captured here such as historical and cultural circumstances but can also
be due to (commercial) remoteness. This will be explored in Section 4.3. For all crops together it is not
surprising that the marketed share is higher in the Southern provinces. There are more perennial crops
cultivated in these provinces which are more often intended for trade than annual crops (see the Annex
to this chapter for the marketed shares of all crops separately).

4.2. Input Use in Agricultural Production

As agricultural development evolves, households increasingly use industrially produced inputs in
their crop production. The use of such inputs is a good indicator of the stage of agricultural
development. Table 4.3 presents the percentage of households that are using certain types of inputs.'”!
With the exception of organic fertiliser and saplings, most households use the inputs listed in the
questionnaire, in particular, the widespread use of chemical fertiliser is noteworthy. For saplings,
organic self-provided fertiliser and chemical fertiliser, the percentage of users decreased between 2006
and 2008 (and rather strongly for the former two) but increased slightly again thereafter. For purchased
organic fertiliser, the number of users increased by three percentage points between 2006 and 2008 but

since then only a slight increase of one percentage point is recorded.

The input mix is very province-specific, as expected given that input use is also related to the
type of activities or crops cultivated and other province characteristics such as soil fertility. Chemical
fertilisers and pesticides/herbicides are consistently used in all provinces, but otherwise the input use
pattern are correlated with different needs (or constraints) of the provinces. Female headed households
are less likely to use certain inputs (for seeds, chemical fertilisers and bought organic fertilisers the
difference is statistically significant).

There does not appear to be a consistent link between the use of inputs and food expenditure
quintile. Only purchased organic fertiliser is used considerably less in the poorest quintile (four percent
compared to 11 percent in the second poorest quintile and even more in richer quintiles). A lot of this

. . . . . 102
difference is associated with location.

The provinces where many poor households live do not use
this type of purchased organic fertilizer (Lai Chao, Dien Bien). Possible explanations are that the input
is not known, not available or too expensive in general. The first is unlikely since self-provided
organic fertiliser is used by some households, both by the poorest and in the provinces with many poor

households, so the explanation is likely related to cost and/or availability.

1% The table reveals information on whether a household uses an input or not. Volume changes do not necessarily move in
the same direction.

1921t is also possible that organic fertilisers are more costly than other types of fertiliser and are more likely to be targeted at
particular types of crops than farmers in general.
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Table 4.3: Crop Producing Households using Inputs (percent)

Organic Organic

. Chemical e . Pesticide,
Seeds Saplings Fertilisers Fertlllsler (self Fertiliser Herbicides
provided) (bought)
Province
Ha Tay 96.5 19.8 96.2 34.2 22.6 93.5
Lao Cai 95.3 66.3 97.7 98.8 1.2 89.5
Phu Tho 93.6 53.2 98.9 754 0.0 89.3
Lai Chau 99.0 35.0 80.0 2.0 0.0 78.0
Dien Bien 98.1 30.1 65.0 14.6 0.0 90.3
Nghe An 87.7 19.1 94.4 82.1 8.0 84.0
Quang Nam 96.8 20.2 97.6 64.5 14.9 94.8
Khanh Hoa 80.0 32.0 92.0 20.0 0.0 92.0
Dak Lak 77.2 52.0 97.6 415 17.9 91.1
Dak Nong 50.0 40.4 96.8 33.0 5.3 94.7
Lam Dong 33.9 79.0 95.2 21.0 59.7 91.9
Long An 79.6 10.0 87.8 9.0 54 82.8
Household Head
Female 85.4 26.9 92.8 37.5 12.5 83.8
Male 88.3 33.6 93.3 47.3 11.1 91.1
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 93.4 32.9 89.9 48.4 3.7 87.7
2" poorest 93.1 34.0 94.4 51.3 114 92.9
Middle 87.4 29.1 94.0 42.4 15.2 91.6
2" richest 84.8 34.1 94.6 42.0 13.3 88.6
Richest 78.6 30.9 93.4 4.7 14.3 87.1
Total 2010 87.7 32.2 93.2 45.3 1.4 89.6
Total 2008 89.4 23.8 92.0 43.6 10.1 92.2
Total 2006 91.6 335 95.3 57.9 7.6 91.5
Total 2010w 85.9 32.3 93.7 524 14.1 88.3

N 2010=1,902, N 2008=1,946, N 2006=1,896, N 2010w=1,152

The use of the input ‘hired labour’ is common in crop production but far less so in livestock and
aquaculture farming (Figure 4.2). Moreover, it is increasing over time in crop production (32 percent
in 2006, 46 percent in 2008, and 49 percent in 2010). The sharp increase between 2006 and 2008 may
be partly explained by higher crop prices making it more profitable for households to hire labour.
World prices dropped between 2008 and 2010, which could explain the slowdown in the increased use
of hired labour for crop production. The use of hired labour is nearly non-existent in both livestock and
aquaculture production with around one percent and five percent of households using this input,
respectively.

The use of hired labour is much more common in crop producing households in Quang Nam,
Khanh Hoa, Dak Lak and Dak Nong than in other provinces. There are no statistically significant
differences in the use of hired labour by gender of the household head for any of the three activities,
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but there is a clear correlation with food expenditure quintiles with the poorest quintile having the
lowest percentage of households using hired labour in all activities.

Figure 4.2: Crop, Livestock and Aquaculture producing Households using Hired Labour (percent)
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N 2010 crop=1,931, N 2008 crop=1,983, N 2006 crop=1,896

N 2010 livestock=1,539, N 2008 livestock=1,547, N 2006 livestock=1,666

N 2010 aquaculture=318, N 2008 aquaculture=303, N 2006 aquaculture=314

For aquaculture, the results per province are not presented due to a low number of observations.

Figure 4.3 shows the percentages of households using production loans for crop, livestock and
aquaculture production. While a fairly high percentage of households use hired labour in their crop
production activities, the percentage of households using loans for crop production is much less. The
opposite holds for livestock production where households are more likely to hold more production
loans than to use hired labour. In 2010, around the same percentage of households use production
loans in both crop and livestock production. In livestock production, 25 percent of all households had a
loan in 2006. This decreased sharply to 13 percent in 2008 and slightly further to 11 percent in 2010.
In crop production, the use of production loans seems to be stable at around 12 percent while in
aquaculture its use has always been lower than in the other two activities and it dropped from around
5.5 percent to 3.0 percent in the two years to 2010.

Crop production loans are very common in the Central Highlands provinces (Dak Lak, Dak
Nong and Lam Dong) and in Long An, where between 28 percent and 48 percent of crop producing
households have a loan. This different behaviour may again be due to the specific crops produced in
the regions. Coffee is grown in the Central Highlands and fruit trees in Long An, both of which are
characterised by a substantial lag between planting and harvesting and thus often necessitating the use
of borrowed capital. For crop production, there seems to be more credit activity in the southern
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provinces, but loans for livestock production are no less common in the northern than in the southern
provinces. Indeed, the highest percentage of livestock producing households taking out a loan is in
Dien Bien (22 percent). In the 2008 data, livestock loans were more common in northern provinces but
this observation no longer holds for 2010 due to increased livestock loan use in Quang Nam, and
especially in Dak Lak and Long An, and a rather stable or decreasing trend in the northern provinces
(with the exception of Dien Bien).

Figure 4.3: Crop, Livestock and Aquaculture producing Households using Production Loans (percent)

M Crop N Livestock Aquaculture

N 2010 crop=1931/N 2008 crop=1983/N 2006 crop=1896

N 2010 livestock=1539/N 2008 livestock=1547/N 2006 livestock=1666

N 2010 aquaculture=318/N 2008 aquaculture=303/N 2006 aquaculture=314

For aquaculture, the results per province are not presented due to a low number of observations.

Even though it appears from Figure 4.3 that female headed households are less likely to take out
a loan, this difference is not statistically significant for crop and aquaculture activities. It is significant
though for livestock production with only seven percent of female headed households taking out a loan
compared to 12 percent of the male headed households. It is not clear whether this is due to higher
savings levels of women or due to greater borrowing constraints.'” While differences by food
expenditure quintile do not appear especially large, there are statistically significant differences
between the poorest and richest quintile with respect to crop and aquaculture production loans. These
differences are in contrast to the 2008 results where the poorest group was more likely to take out a
livestock and crop production loan. These results suggest that the poorest groups have either reduced

19 Barslund and Tarp (2007) in their analysis of rural credit in four provinces of Vietnam find no evidence of female
headed households being more credit constrained than male headed households. See also Chapter 5 for more details on
the current credit market in the sample of households.
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their investment in crops/livestock or have found other ways of financing these investments, such as,

for example, through increased savings.'™

4.3. Commercial Remoteness

We measure commercial remoteness by the presence of markets in the commune and distance to the
nearest all-weather road. The former is measured at the commune level while the latter is asked at the
household level. We use two indicators for the presence of markets, namely whether there is a daily market

or any market in the commune. Any type of market can include a daily and/or periodic market.'”®

Sixty-three percent of the communes had a market (daily or periodic) in 2010 while this was 65
percent in 2008 and 67 percent 2006 (Figure 4.4). These differences are not statistically significant.
The percentages are stable over the years. The percentage of communes with daily markets has
increased from 48 percent in 2006 to 51 percent in 2008 and 52 percent in 2010. The difference
between 2006 and 2010 is statistically significant so we can record an increase in communes with daily
markets since 2006 but not since 2008.

At the province level, there are large differences with more periodic markets in the North East
provinces (Lao Cai and Phu Tho) and Nghe An (North Central Coast) while in the other provinces if
there is a market it is mostly a daily market. Dien Bien, Dak Nong and Lam Dong only have daily
markets (and no periodic ones). Especially the north western highland provinces are weakly covered
with markets (neither daily nor periodic).

Figure 4.4: Communes with Markets (percent)
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M Daily market M Any market

N 2010=431, N 2008=431, N 2006=400

'% In Chapter 5 we find that poor households in Vietnam are more likely to save in 2010 than in 2008. It may also be that
poor households are more credit constrained in 2010 but we find no evidence to suggest that this is the case, although it
may be that households are more constrained in terms of loans specifically for production investments.

1% In 2006 “any type of market” also included wholesale markets. In 2008 and 2010 only daily and periodic markets were
included in the questionnaire.
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Figure 4.4 shows how daily market coverage has evolved over time for the different provinces.
In the provinces with the lowest market coverage (Lai Chau and Dien Bien) there has been a
worsening of the situation over time but also in Dak Nong the percentage of communes with daily
markets has decreased. A visible improvement of the market situation is observed in Lao Cai (from 26
percent in 2006 to 39 percent communes with daily markets in 2010), Phu Tho (from 23 percent in
2006 to 46 percent in 2010) and Quang Nam (from 51 percent in 2006 to 83 percent in 2010). For the
other provinces, the situation is unchanged.

Figure 4.5: Changes between 2008 and 2010 in percentage of communes with daily markets
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Figure 4.6: Average Distance (km) to Nearest All Weather Road (Household Level), 2010
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In Figure 4.6 the average distance to the nearest all weather road is presented for 2010. This
variable was recorded in the household part of the survey and so it can be different for households
within the same commune. A lot of provincial variation exists in the average distance of households to
the nearest all weather roads suggesting that access to markets may be more problematic in some of
the more remote provinces as compared with others. For example, in Dien Bien, on average,
households are located 7km from the nearest all weather road while the equivalent distance in Khanh
Hoa is 0.5km. The data also reveal that the poorest households are more likely to be located further
away from an all weather road compared with richer households, suggesting that the former may be
more limited in terms of access to markets. This difference is statistically significant.

4.4. Input Supply and Output Demand of Rice

In this section we focus on rice given its importance to the sampled provinces (82 percent of the
crop producing households cultivate rice). Not only input supply (rice seed suppliers) but also output
demand (rice buyers) is important since around one third of the rice produced is traded and this share
has been increasing since 2006. Figure 4.7 illustrates where households obtain their rice seeds (part A
provides details for 2010 while part B shows changes between 2008 and 2010). Cooperatives supply
nearly half (48 percent) of the households with rice seeds, a slight reduction from 2008 (55 percent).
Nearly one quarter (23 percent) of the households obtain their seeds from a seed company, an increase
from the 2008 levels (18 percent). The local market has become more popular as a place to buy rice
seed with 14 percent of the households buying rice seeds there compared to seven percent in 2008. As
a result, the local market has become as important as the seed stockist as a source of seed.

Male headed households are more likely to buy from cooperatives while female headed ones are
more likely to buy from seed stockists. The use of other types of suppliers is fairly equally spread
across male and female headed households. There are marked differences across food expenditure
quintiles but it is hard to identify one consistent pattern, although households in richer quintiles do
appear more likely to buy from cooperatives and are somewhat less likely to buy from seed companies.

Buying rice seeds from cooperatives appears more common in the Northern provinces but the
province with the highest proportion of households buying from cooperatives is Khanh Hoa (86
percent). Phu Tho is an exception in the Northern group of provinces with less than half of the
households buying rice seeds from cooperatives (36 percent). Seed stockists and/or seed companies are
the most common way of supplying rice seeds in the Central Highland provinces and Long An.

Part B of Figure 4.7 provides an overview of the changes between 2008 and 2010 by province. In
most provinces the importance of the cooperatives as rice seed suppliers has either declined or
remained the same. Only in Lao Cai and Khanh Hoa has their importance increased strongly (by 19
and 59 percentage points respectively). Where the cooperatives’ importance has declined, local
markets or seed companies seem to have gained in importance. The role of the local markets has
expanded dramatically in Phu Tho, Lai Chau, Dien Bien, Quang Nam, Dak Nong and Lam Dong.
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Figure 4.7: Suppliers of Rice Seed (percent)
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D. Suppliers of rice seed, changes between 2008 and 2010 by province
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Part A of Figure 4.8 shows how the role of households as buyers of rice has increased in the two
years prior to 2010. Fifty-seven percent of the households who sell rice report that other households
are their main buyers, while this was only 34 percent in 2008. Correspondingly, private traders, which
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made up 65 percent of rice buyers in 2008, only accounted for 42 percent in 2010. There are no strong
differences across food expenditure quintiles in 2010, whereas in 2008 the share of households that
were buyers was clearly declining with wealth (and vice versa for private traders). In 2010, only the
very richest still have the lowest share of households as buyers (51 percent).

Figure 4.8: Buyers of Rice from Rice-Producing Households (percent of households who sell any rice)
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F. Buyers of rice, changes between 2008 and 2010 by province

100% -
90%
80% -
70% -
60% -
50% -
40% -
30% -
20%
10% -

0% -

M Households M Private traders [ Others

N 2010=935, N 2008=869

We find no differences in the buyers of rice between male and female headed households in
2008. In 2010, however, it appears that households are important buyers of rice from female headed
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households. There are marked differences across provinces with the share of household buyers very
high for example in ex-Ha Tay (86 percent), Lao Cai (93 percent) or Khanh Hoa (80 percent). At the
opposite end of the spectrum, the household share is very low in Long An (7 percent), Lam Dong (23
percent) and Dien Bien (26 percent).

Part B of Figure 4.8 shows that while the presence of private traders was clearly more
pronounced in the southern provinces in 2008, this difference is no longer so clear-cut. The share of
private traders decreased in nearly all Southern provinces (the exception being Khanh Hoa which was
an outlier in 2008 with 100 percent household buyers) and in most Northern provinces but for Phu Tho
and Dien Bien. The net reduction in the share of households mainly selling to private traders in the
Southern provinces was far larger than in the Northern provinces, implying a convergence of
behaviour between provinces.

4.5. Access to Input and Output Markets

In this section we turn to farmers’ views on the difficulties they face in accessing inputs on the
one hand and managing output on the other. In Figure 4.9 the percentages of households indicating that
they face problems in input or output markets are shown.

Figure 4.9: Share of Households with Difficulties in Accessing Markets (percent)
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N 2010=1,884, N 2008=1,915(current inputs), 1,649 (post-production), N 2006=2,051

In 2008, the percentage of farmers facing difficulties in input markets (51 percent) exceeded
problems encountered with output markets (31 percent). In 2010, as is also the case in 2006, we find a
more or less equal proportion of farmers reporting problems in both areas. In 2010, 35 percent reported
to face difficulties in accessing input markets while 34 percent reported facing difficulties in facing
post-production problems (35 percent and 37 percent respectively in 2006). It would seem, therefore,
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that there were exceptional problems encountered by farmers in 2008 while trying to access input
markets. This is most likely related to the food and oil price crisis which occurred in 2008 and which
also affected prices of certain inputs used by the farmers. More farmers in the low food expenditure
quintiles report difficulties in access to current inputs and output markets, and female headed
households appear to face fewer market accessibility problems. For most provinces, similar numbers
of farmers report facing difficulties in accessing both input and output markets, and in two thirds of the
cases these were the same farmers (results not shown).

As mentioned above, farmers facing difficulties in accessing input markets has fallen since 2010.
Figure 4.10 considers this trend in more detail. The decrease has occurred in all food expenditure
quintiles but least so for the poorest, suggesting perhaps that the these households encountered most
difficulties in recovering from the high input prices of 2008. Some provinces are characterised by steep
reductions such as Lao Cai, Phu Tho, Nghe An and Long An. In two provinces the problems actually
increased, namely in the North Western provinces Lai Chau and Dien Bien.

Figure 4.10: Difficulties in accessing input markets - changes between 2008 and 2010
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To understand more fully the types of problems farmers face, the different problems are listed in
Figure 4.11 for input markets and in Figure 4.13 for output markets. Only what is viewed as the most
important problem by the farmers is shown. Figure 4.11 reveals that the price represents an important
problem on the input side. This was especially the case in 2008 when 72 percent of the farmers with
problems mentioned it. It was mentioned by 55 percent in 2006 and only by 44 percent in 2010 as the
most important input problem. Poor transport infrastructure (mentioned by 22 percent as main
problem) followed by “not enough information” (17 percent) are the other widely mentioned main
problems in 2010. In 2008, “not able to buy on credit” (10 percent) and “lack of suppliers”/”’poor
transport infrastructure” (eight percent/seven percent) were other important main problems. The nature
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of the difficulties encountered has clearly shifted away from prices and related issues since 2008 and
towards more structural problems.

Figure 4.11: Types of Difficulties in Accessing Markets for Current Inputs (percent)
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There appears to be some correlation across food expenditure quintiles in the types of problems
that farmers experience. For example, farmers in the poorest quintile are less likely to cite “not enough
information” as an important problem while they are more likely to state that they are lacking
suppliers. This may be due to the location of the poorest households which are likely more remote.

The importance of different types of problems varies by province. In Phu Tho, Nghe An and
Khanh Hoa, for example, price appears to be a very serious problem for farmers while this is much less
the case in Lao Cai, Lai Chau, Quang Nam or Lam Dong. Poor transport infrastructure is an important
problem in Lao Cai and Dien Bien while it is hardly mentioned in Phu Tho, Nghe An, Quang Nam and
Lam Dong. In Khanh Hoa, only the price and supplier problems are mentioned. Not enough
information is a typical problem of Quang Nam and Lam Dong.

Figure 4.12 presents an overview of the changes between 2008 and 2010 by gender of the
household head and by food expenditure quintile. Of particular note is that prices, while remaining an
important concern, are cited by fewer farmers as being the main cause for concern in 2010 compared
with 2008. The only exception is the poorest households for whom prices remain an important
concern.
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Figure 4.12: Changes between 2008 and 2010 in Types of Difficulties Accessing Current Inputs
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Figure 4.13: Types of Post-Production Difficulties
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In Figure 4.13, an overview of the types of post-production difficulties that farmers face is
presented. The lack of primary processing capacity has been the most widely mentioned problem. The
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relative magnitude of the problem was at its largest in 2008 (42 percent) compared to 30 percent in
2006 and 38 percent in 2010. In 2006 and 2010 lack of information about market prices” was the
second most important concern (18 percent and 20 percent respectively), while in 2008 ”lack of
storage for output” was the second most important problem (19 percent). This problem was also
perceived as important in 2010 for 17 percent of households. High transportation costs are also quite
often mentioned (12 percent in 2010). The lack of primary processing capacity seems to weigh
relatively more in the richest food expenditure quintile while a lack of information about market prices
and high transportation costs seem more typical of the poorest quintile. Large variations across
provinces are also evident suggesting that the problems which households face in relation to output
markets are more likely to be location specific than farm specific.

4.6. Access to Irrigation

Irrigation is a vital input to production, especially for rice cultivators. Figure 4.14 shows (i) the
percentage of households who depend on public or cooperative irrigation infrastructure and (ii) the
percentage of these households who mention that the general state of this infrastructure is ”bad” or
“neither good nor bad”'®. First, the percentage of households who depend on public or cooperative
irrigation infrastructure (hereafter ”public irrigation infrastructure™) is decreasing gradually from 61
percent (2006) to 56 percent (2008) and further to 54 percent (2010). Furthermore, the percentage of
users mentioning the general state of the infrastructure as ‘not good’, decreased from 77 percent to 64
percent and 63 percent. Changes between 2008 and 2010, both in dependence on public irrigation
infrastructure, and satisfaction with it, are small and not statistically significant.

As in 2008, it remains the case that households in the Northern provinces are more likely to
depend on public irrigation infrastructure but also to be less satisfied with it. Female headed
households still appear to be less likely to be dependent on public infrastructure and the satisfaction
level of male and female headed households is equal.

Disaggregating the results by food expenditure quintile, in 2008 the dependence was found to be
increasing by quintile. However, in 2010, there is an inverse U-shaped relationship, with a slightly
lower dependence in the poorest (49 percent) and richest quintiles (52 percent) compared to the middle
(55 percent to 59 percent). Dependence on public irrigation infrastructure has increased for the poorest
and second poorest quintiles (by eight and five percentage points respectively) while it decreased for
the richest three quintiles. There is no evident link between satisfaction with the general state of the
infrastructure and food expenditure quintile.

The share of households that have to pay for the use and maintenance of public irrigation
infrastructure strongly differs between the provinces and between years by province, but not so much
at the aggregate level (Figure 4.15). At the commune level, the fee is usually payable to the
cooperative fund in order to preserve and manage the communal irrigation system. The total
percentage paying irrigation fees has increased slightly from 50 percent to 53 percent. For those
households that were dependent on public irrigation in both years (948 in all) the percentage who paid
a fee increased from 54 percent to 59 percent.

1% Indicator is labelled ‘not good’.
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Figure 4.14: Dependence on Public/Cooperative Infrastructure (percent)
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Figure 4.15: Households who Pay Irrigation Fees (percent)
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The increase seems to have manifested itself mostly in the second poorest and middle food
expenditure quintiles (increased by five and seven percentage points). There are substantial changes in
nearly all provinces where the number of fee paying households either plummeted or increased
steeply. In ex-Ha Tay, Dien Bien, Nghe An, Khanh Hoa and Lam Dong, the percentage of households
paying irrigation fees increased by a large amount while in the other provinces the percentage of
paying households decreased.'”” The small increase at the total level conceals large provincial changes
in different directions. In Lam Dong, no households report paying an irrigation fee in 2008, but this
increased to half of all households in the province in 2010. This suggests a change in policy between
both years. The households who do not pay have mostly been granted an exemption.

4.7. Agricultural Information

Information on production techniques, agricultural inputs and outputs or new products may help
farmers in accessing new (productivity or income enhancing) opportunities. Figure 4.16 shows those
farming households that received information either because they went to see an extension worker or
participating in a meeting, or because they were visited at their home by an extension worker. The
percentage of households who visit an extension worker (or attend a meeting) is a lot higher than the
percentage visited by an extension worker at their home. The quality of the visit may obviously differ
and be more appropriate to the individual situation of the farmer in case of a home visit.

Figure 4.16: Share of Households Paying a Visit to/Visited by Extension Workers (percent)
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"7 Since 2009 all farmers are exempt from paying irrigation fees on three hectares of land, irrespective of the type of
institution that manages the irrigation. Any land in excess of three hectares is still subject to the fee (except for land in
designated ‘difficult’ areas). The increase in the percentage of farmers paying the fee is still plausible where farmers
have expanded their land holdings or where land that was previously designated as ‘difficult’ is no longer in 2010.
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Forty percent of households paid a visit to an extension worker or attended a meeting in the 12
months prior to the survey in 2010, representing a significant reduction relative to 2006 levels (90
percent). The percentage of households visited at home by an extension worker was 12 percent in
2010, again representing a decline from 2006 levels (10 percent). The average number of visits a
household received was almost two in 2010 and 2006, while a slightly higher average number of visits
was recorded in 2008 (2.7).

The percentage of households paying a visit to an extension worker or attending a meeting was
much higher for male headed households than for female headed ones (45 percent and 23 percent
respectively), while the percentage being visited by an extension agent was more or less equal for male
and female headed households. There seems to exist a positive correlation between the percentage of
households receiving visits from an extension worker and food expenditure quintile with the richest
more likely to have received a visit. On the other hand, the poorer households seem more likely to pay
a visit to an extension officer or attend a meeting.

In some provinces, the households seem either much more likely to receive a visit from an
extension officer or more likely to visit an extension officer themselves. For example, it seems that the
households in Lam Dong (29 percent), Quang Nam (28 percent) and Lao Cai (23 percent) are much
more likely than the households in the other provinces to have received a visit from an extension
officer in the 12 months before the survey while in Lai Chau (76 percent), Dak Nong (56 percent),
Nghe An (55 percent), Dak Lak (50 percent) and Lao Cai (47 percent) households are more likely to
visit extension officers or attend meetings. Especially in Lao Cai there seems to be a lot of extension
activity with a relatively high percentage of both types of contact.

The ultimate goal of agricultural information however, is not the contact per se but the influence
this contact has on behaviour (e.g. through increased productivity or income). Questions on whether
the information received has an impact on decision making were included in the survey. These were
however not restricted to information or assistance received from extension agents or meetings only,
but included other sources as well (suppliers or buyers, neighbours, commune broadcasting and mass
media). Therefore, we first consider which sources are important for obtaining information or
assistance on a selection of agriculture related.

Extension agents or meetings are an important factor, but not the only source of information on
the topics listed in Figure 4.17.

Their importance as an information source ranges from 10 percent of the households that
mention them as a source for market information to 47 percent as a source for information on new
seeds, breeds or varieties. They are the most important information source on the latter issue (47
percent) and on fertiliser use (37 percent). Suppliers count for 23 percent of information or assistance
obtained on fertiliser use but they are of minor importance in other areas of information. Commune
broadcasting also plays an important role in spreading information and it is the most important source
of information on irrigation (39 percent of households), pest infestation problems (38 percent) and
animal livestock diseases (32 percent). This is not a surprise as these issues or their effects lie above
the individual level and are of commune level interest. The mass media are the most important source
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of market information (49 percent) and information on credit access (32 percent) and neighbours are
the second most important source on these topics (27 percent and 24 percent respectively).

Figure 4.17: Sources of information for selected issues, 2010

Creditaccess

Market information

Animal livestock disease
Pestinfestation/blight problems
New seeds/breeds/varietites

Irrigation

Fertiliser use

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

M Extension agent/meeting M Suppliers/buyers M Neighbours B Commune broadcasting M Mass media

N=1,453 to 1,877 according to number of households who receive information or assistance per topic

Figure 4.18 reports results on the influence that information and assistance has on household
decision making as reported by the households. We include only the opinions of the households who
are engaged in the relevant activity, i.e. we only report the answers on the influence on crop growing
from the households who actually grow crops.

Information received had little relative impact on aquaculture decisions. Female headed and the
poorest households engaged in aquaculture, in particular, report that the information received did not
have any effect on their aquaculture decisions (62 percent and 45 percent respectively).108 Information
received seems to have affected the decision making of female headed households least. The most
positive influence of information (either “very much” or “moderate”) seems to exist in decisions on
crop and livestock cultivation. In total, 81 percent of the households mention that there was an effect
(very much or moderate) of the information they received on their crop or livestock decisions.

"% This could be due to the type of topics listed in the questionnaire which seem less relevant for aquaculture production.
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Figure 4.18: Influence of Information/Assistance Obtained in Household Decision Makinga

E. On crop decisions F. On livestock decisions
Total Total
Richest Richest
2nd richest 2ndrichest
Middle Middle
2nd poorest 2nd poorest
Poorest Poorest
Male Male
Female Female
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
B Verymuch M Moderate [ No effect B Verymuch M Moderate [ No effect
G.0On aquaculture decisions H. On amount to sell

Total Total
Richest Richest

2ndrichest 2ndrichest
Middle Middle
2nd poorest 2nd poorest

Poorest Poorest
Male Male
Female Female

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
B Verymuch M Moderate M No effect B Verymuch M Moderate & No effect

N 2010=1,898(crops), 1,512(livestock), 310(aquaculture), 1,931(amount to sell)
® Only the opinions of households engaged in the relevant activity are taken into account. For “amount to sell” we included the

opinions of households who were engaged in at least one of the three relevant activities (producing crops, livestock or
aquaculture).

4.8. Summary

In this chapter, statistics relating to inputs and outputs of agriculture were presented. We
discussed the specific input and output products as well as the markets where they are traded. Access
to markets was discussed both objectively (in terms of where inputs are bought and outputs sold) and
subjectively (in terms of the problems farmers report to face in accessing input and output markets).
Some specific inputs, namely irrigation and agricultural information, were discussed separately.

In general, it is clear that while statistics from 2006 and 2010 look quite similar in many ways,
2008 does seem to have been an exceptional year. Indeed, with the caveat that drawing firm
conclusions based on three year observations is not always sure proof, data from the three surveys does
suggest that 2008 is somewhat of an ‘outlier year’, most likely due to the food and oil crisis and related
price and/or market developments. By 2010, farmers in rural Vietnam seem to have more or less
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returned to their former (2006) behaviour. Furthermore, the data is indicative of a slower recovery
among the poorest farmers. This is an area that should be explored in more depth in further work.

Generally, no noteworthy changes in the type of agricultural activities the households were
involved in (crop cultivation, livestock or aquaculture) were observed. Nevertheless, some provinces
did exhibit large changes, such as the marked fall in the percentage of livestock producing households
in Khanh Hoa and Lam Dong, most likely due to the drop in the number of households owning
chicken (effect of avian flu). Within the cultivation of crops, there were no striking changes at the total
level. Regional patterns still exist with households in the northern provinces most likely to be engaged
in annual crops (rice and maize) while the households in the southern provinces in our sample are
more likely to be engaged in the cultivation of perennial crops (fruit and coffee). This regional
difference with respect to the type of crops cultivated will also affect some of the other input and
output related differences between the regions. Fruit and coffee seem to be cultivated more by the
richer food expenditure quintiles while rice, maize and cashew seem more typical of the poorer
quintiles.

Regarding the destination of crop output, whether output is traded or consumed or stored at
home, two opposing trends took place between 2008 and 2010. The traded share of all the household’s
crops decreased, while the share of rice that was traded increased. So while the households overall
appeared to become less commercial, they became more commercial rice cultivators. Overall, it is the
richer and the male headed households that can be characterised as more commercial. And even if the
southern provinces in our sample have less rice growers, both overall and for rice, they appear to be
more commercially oriented.

With respect to input use, the fall in the use of some inputs (for example in using saplings,
chemical fertiliser, hired labour in livestock production) between 2006 and 2008 has not been fully
recovered in 2010. The use of inputs is province specific, and this may be related to the type of crops
cultivated or other location characteristics such as soil fertility or market constraints. Female headed
households seem less likely to use certain inputs which could be due to different agricultural
engagements or (information) constraints.

Market infrastructure (presence of periodic/daily market) does not appear to have changed
considerably since 2008 overall, but there was a statistically significant increase since 2006 in the
percentage of communes with a daily market, especially of perishable crops where storage is
problematic. Moreover, there was a significant general decrease in distance to the nearest all weather
road. These infrastructure improvements seem to have occurred relatively more in areas with poor
people.

Turning to the input suppliers of rice seed, 2008 appears to have been an exceptional year. We
see for example an increase in the role of cooperatives between 2006 and 2008, but a decline to 2006
levels by 2010. The decline in the role of cooperatives appears to be matched by an expanding role for
seed companies and/or the local market. With regard to the output market for rice, the local market is
observed to rise in importance in parallel with the rising share of rice that is sold to households since
2008. Private traders no longer seem to be more prevalent in the southern sampled provinces and the
commercial behaviour seems to be converging across regions.
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Moreover, the proportion of farmers reporting problems in input and post-production markets
was more or less equal in 2006 and 2010, while in 2008 a substantially higher share of farmers
reported facing problems in input markets especially with respect to the price of inputs. In general, a
clear trend that better off farmers report fewer problems is observed. The decrease in the percentage of
farmers reporting problems in accessing input markets was smallest in the poorest food expenditure
quintile. This suggests that they are still recovering from the 2008 problems. For the poorest, the
problem of high prices has not changed so much over time but more problems of not being able to buy
on credit in 2008 were encountered and this problem decreased again by 2010. These observations are
suggestive of the poorest group being more likely than others to buy on credit because they cannot
afford to pay the high prices of inputs upfront.

There are no noteworthy changes in the total percentage of households who are dependent on, as
well as their satisfaction with, public or cooperative irrigation structure. However, it does seem that
dependence might have increased for some of the poorest households, while decreasing for the rich. In
addition, there is only a small increase in the aggregate percentage of households paying an irrigation
fee, although this conceals provincial differences. Lam Dong, in particular, shows an increase from
zero households in 2008 to half of all households in 2010.

With respect to agricultural information, a much higher percentage of households visit an
extension worker than receive a visit by an extension agent. For the latter once again 2008 is an
exceptional year, with much lower levels than in 2006 and 2010. It is noteworthy that extension
services are an important but definitely not the sole source of agricultural information for farmers.
Different sources, such as commune broadcasting or mass media, are important in spreading
information on different topics. The effect of information received from the sources listed on a range
of agriculture-related decisions appears to be smallest for female headed households and largest for the
lower middle food expenditure quintiles. Hence there is scope for improving contact with women and
the poorest either via extension or other sources.
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Annex to Chapter 4: Share of Crop Production Value Traded (percent sold or bartered)

Cf;l:)s Rice Maize Potato Sweet potato Cassava Peanut Vege-table Other annual Fruit Coffee Tea Cashew nut Sugar-cane Pepper Other perenn.
Province
Ha Tay 27.9 294 313 399 44 .4 63.7 69.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 66.7 62.5 87.1 . :
Lao Cai 254 20.8 20.0 . 100.0 27.0 22.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 100.0 . . . 66.7
Phu Tho 17.9 129 162 778 3.0 29.2 31.9 0.0 0.0 00 00 854 . 100.0 . 80.0
Lai Chau 17.7 139 183 : . 5.6 58.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 70.4 .
Dien Bien 23.6 249 119 : . 6.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 . . : 80.0 . .
Nghe An 26.9 209 17.2 100.0 0.0 49.8 48.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 30.8 : 92.3 . 0.0
Quang Nam  53.5 51.0 699 926 52.7 66.5 74.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 . 100.0 100.0 62.5 98.4 93.3
Khanh Hoa  45.1 40.7  100.0 . . 100.0 . 0.0 0.0 0.0 . . 100.0 95.0 . :
Dak Lak 70.8 351 532 . 0.0 80.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 968 500 90.2 80.0 92.0 100.0
Dak Nong 84.1 437 835 . . 88.9 . 0.0 0.0 0.0 9438 . 95.1 66.7 100.0 100.0
Lam Dong 75.5 428 404 . . 100.0 . 0.0 0.0 0.0 929 100.0 87.5 . 100.0 0.0
Long An 60.3 751 971 . . . 94.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 . . . 98.8 . 60.7
Household Head
Female 33.9 324 323 4841 46.1 55.4 47.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 954 770 100.0 80.5 100.0 80.0
Male 415 335 290 658 30.4 344 54.5 0.0 0.0 00 946 779 91.1 91.6 94.5 75.7
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 33.7 254 267 796 45.6 324 50.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 950 779 100.0 87.0 99.3 63.6
2nd poorest  41.0 338 304 500 34.0 35.6 44 .4 0.0 0.0 00 969 728 89.5 75.0 97.7 100.0
Middle 43.2 382 305 893 31.7 39.7 64.4 0.0 0.0 00 994 852 85.0 97.0 67.5 65.5
2ndrichest  40.0 327 320 00 35.3 53.1 49.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 951 90.0 90.6 90.0 99.5 83.3
Richest 42.9 39.3 305 531 12.1 39.6 59.9 0.0 0.0 00 89.0 64.0 96.1 93.9 99.5 80.6
Total 2010 40.0 333 294 587 34.2 377 53.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 946 777 92.2 89.7 95.2 76.2
N 2010 1,881 1,526 582 10 57 276 150 466 269 639 184 90 49 34 24 41

Notes: The table shows the average share of production which is sold, giving equal weights to all households, no matter how much they produce, given that they produce anything. Hence,
the chart underestimates the share of fotal production which is traded. Instead it tells us how much the typical household trades. Some households stated a higher value traded than
produced (this is possible if households sold stored products). These households were assumed to sell 100 percent of their production. Crops with very few producers (e.g. cocoa
and forestry products) are not included.

243



244



Chapter 5:
RISK, INSURANCE, SAVINGS AND CREDIT

This chapter addresses four aspects of rural households’ financial behaviour in Vietnam: (1) risks
and risk coping; (2) insurance; (3) savings; and (4) credit. The structure and content of this chapter
closely follows that of Chapter 5 in the 2008 VARHS descriptive report (CIEM et al., 2009). Where
possible the results presented will be compared to the findings of the 2008 survey. As with the other
chapters, we do not use weights for reasons discussed in the introduction, with the exception of
aggregate statistics for which we present the weighted statistics for the purpose of making comparisons

with earlier reports.

As noted in the introduction to this report, in response to the recent global financial crisis,
Vietnam introduced a large stimulus package. The package contained a large array of measures,
including agricultural input subsidies, enhanced rural infrastructure construction, and increased
availability of credit through the Vietnam Bank for Social Policy (VBSP). In this context, the aim of
this chapter is to present an overall picture of exposure to risk and risk coping mechanisms among
rural households in Vietnam in 2010, and to explore in greater depth the development of financial

markets in rural areas over the last two years.

5.1. Risks and Risk Coping

In this section, we consider risks and negative shocks that rural households face, income losses
of households and strategies they use to cope with such losses. Figure 5.1 reveals that 51.4 percent of
households in our sample experienced a negative unexpected income shock between 2008 and 2010, a
(statistically significant) decrease of 7 percentage points on the previous two year period (2006-2008).
Pronounced differences in the incidence of unexpected income shocks persist across provinces
included in the survey, although the reduced incidence of income shocks observed in two-thirds of
provinces has served to narrow the dispersion somewhat. Of particular note is the decline in the
incidence of income shocks in Phu Tho and Long An where the proportion of households experiencing
a loss declined by more than 20 percentage points compared to 2008. Despite a decline in the
incidence of income losses in Lam Dong, households located there still remain the most exposed to
losses with approximately 80 percent of households experiencing an income loss. Exceptionally, Dak
Lak and Dak Nong experienced an increase in the proportion of households suffering from losses with
the sharpest increase in Dak Lak where this ratio increased from 52.6 percent in 2008 to over 71
percent in 2010.

In Figure 5.1 we also observe that the proportion of households suffering income shocks is less
for female headed households compared with male headed households. This difference is found to be
statistically significant. It should be noted, however, that the proportion of households exposed

declined for both groups. The poorest households remain the most vulnerable group with over 60
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percent of households in the poorest quintile experiencing some form of shock. This could be due to
the locations in which poor households are more likely to live being more exposed to shocks.
Meanwhile, households in the wealthiest quintile experience the largest decline in this ratio between
2008 and 2010. Overall, we can conclude that despite the decline in the proportion of households
experiencing unexpected income losses, rural Vietnamese households remain highly dependent on
natural conditions with a high number of households unable to anticipate, and therefore control, future
income fluctuations. This suggests that inefficiencies exist in the risk management abilities of rural
households in Vietnam.

Figure 5.1: Households Suffering Unexpected Income Losses
during the previous 2 Years (percent)
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Figure 5.2 examines the impact of negative shocks on income by considering both the loss
associated with the shocks as a proportion of total household income and the actual value of the loss as
reported by the household expressed in 2010 ex-Ha Tay constant prices. The statistics presented only
include households that suffered a loss in the previous 12 months and so the statistics and number of
observations are different to Figure 5.1.
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Figure 5.2: Value of Losses Incurred over the Last 12 Months
A: Value of loss expressed as a Proportion of Annual Net Household Income
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In all cases we find that the magnitude of the effect of shocks on household income, both in
terms of the proportion of households income (Panel A) and the level of loss suffered (Panel B
deflated to ex-Ha Tay 2010 prices) lessened significantly in the 12 months prior to the 2010 survey as

compared with the 12 months prior to the 2008 survey.'"”

This decline in impact is found in almost all
provinces, in both gender groups and in all food expenditure quintiles. Overall, losses of
approximately 7 million VND are experienced on average in 2008 and 5.5 million VND in 2010
(expressed in ex-Ha Tay constant 2010 prices). The proportion of net annual household income lost
due to shocks decreased to 11 percent in 2010 as compared with 23 percent in 2008. Provincial
differences are, however, evident. Lam Dong has experienced the biggest reduction in the ratio of
income lost to net annual household income from nearly 80 percent in 2008 to about 20 percent in
2010, even though it is still the province that is most exposed to losses (see Figure 5.1). Dak Lak, Dak
Nong and Lao Cai also experience a decline in the impact of shocks by around 20 percentage points as
compared to that found in 2008. Moreover, the lowest relative value of losses is Lao Cai where losses
amount to only 3.5 percent of income. Only in Khanh Hoa do we observe an increase in the proportion
of income lost due to shocks which amounts to 50 percent of net annual household income, though

exposure to shocks in general in Khanh Hoa remains low (see Figure 5.1).

Figure 5.2 also reveals that even though the impact of the loss on income declined for both male
and female headed households who suffered a shock, the latter appear more vulnerable. Female headed
households who experience an unexpected income loss loose, on average, 18 percent of their annual
income as a result of the shock. In contrast, male headed households only lose 9 percent (Panel A).
This difference, however, is not found to be statistically significant. The decline in the impact of
shocks is most pronounced amongst the poorest wealth groups who on average lost 30 percent of
annual income in 2008 due to shocks and only 10 percent in 2010. These changes suggest that the
impact of shocks is now similar across wealth quintiles.

Table 5.1 presents statistics on the sources of negative income shocks suffered over the previous
two years. The most important shocks, in terms of the proportion of households that suffer from them,
are natural disasters and diseases/failures of livestock/crops at rates of 27 percent and 25.5 percent
respectively. Illness and death of household members are cited by 11 percent of households as
unexpected events that have led to income losses.

19 Given that we do not have data on income earned in the previous two years we restrict our analysis to income losses due
to unexpected shocks in the previous 12 months.
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Table 5.1: Households Suffering Losses in the Last 2 Years by Type of Loss (percent)

lliness/ Disease/
Natural Deaths of  failureof  Change in Unsuccessful ,
Nr Obs disaster HH livestock/  crop pgrices Loss of land  Job loss investment Food prices Other
members crops

Province
Ha Tay 480 23.8 13.8 16.7 0.2 0.2 0.2 1.0 0.0 3.8
Lao Cai 87 23.0 4.6 31.0 2.3 2.3 0.0 0.0 16.1 1.1
Phu Tho 305 28.5 12.1 13.1 9.5 1.3 0.0 0.0 1.0 1.0
Lai Chau 112 36.6 8.0 58.0 0.0 3.6 0.9 0.0 0.9 0.9
Dien Bien 105 11.4 8.6 43.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.8
Nghe An 192 25.0 31.8 37.0 3.1 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.5 6.3
Quang Nam 290 40.0 2.1 15.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7
Khanh Hoa 38 18.4 13.2 5.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.9 0.0 0.0
Dak Lak 135 48.9 17.8 42.2 0.7 0.0 0.0 3.7 0.0 13.3
Dak Nong 103 32.0 3.9 61.2 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
Lam Dong 67 50.7 0.0 37.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.5 0.0 0.0
Long An 286 5.6 4.2 14.3 0.7 0.0 2.8 0.7 0.0 1.4
Household Head
Female 477 22.2 13.0 18.2 1.0 0.6 1.3 0.6 1.0 3.4
Male 1,723 28.3 10.2 275 21 0.5 0.2 0.9 0.8 2.8
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 257 26.8 1.7 35.8 1.2 1.6 1.6 04 3.5 3.1
2" poorest 406 27.3 10.1 26.6 3.2 0.7 0.7 1.5 1.0 1.7
Middle 468 29.3 10.3 26.7 1.5 0.6 0.2 0.2 0.6 2.1
2" richest 539 25.6 11.1 23.7 2.4 0.0 0.2 0.6 0.6 3.0
Richest 530 26.2 10.9 20.4 1.1 0.2 0.2 1.3 0.0 4.5
Total 2010 2,200 27.0%** 10.8 25.5 1.9% 0.5 0.5 0.8*** 0.9%** 3.0
Total 2008 2,200 23.3 10.6 27.5 9.0 0.3 05 3.4 9.6 4.6
Average value of loss 2010 3,921 9,374 3,799 5,063 2,760 9,778 18,562 537 6,990
Average value of loss 2010w 4,694 7,011 3,604 3,619 1,655 11,954 10,512 359 4,117

*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 significant at 1% level.
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Changes in crop prices and food prices are not important sources of unexpected income losses
between 2008 and 2010 with less than 2 percent and 1 percent of households, respectively, suffering
from losses associated with these shocks (Table 5.1). In contrast, 9 percent and 9.6 percent of
households, respectively, reported income losses from these sources between 2006 and 2008. In both
cases the fall in the relevance of these shocks for households is statistically significant. As noted,
world commodity prices rose rapidly in late-2007 and peaked in mid-2008, with food and energy
prices rose especially fast and the largest increases recorded for rice and crude oil. At the household
level, the impact of rising rice prices depends on whether the household is a net seller or net purchaser
of rice (Glewwe and Vu, 2009). On this basis, the results in Table 5.1 are suggestive of the fact that the
majority of the VARHS sample are net purchasers given the high number reporting losses in 2008 due
to crop and food prices. Price changes had little impact in 2010 (1.9 percent of households report
income losses due to crop price changes).

Figure 5.3: Average Proportion of Income Lost over the Last 12 Months by Shock Type (percent)
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Loss of land and job loss are excluded due to too few observations.

Difference between 2008 and 2010 statistically significant at the 1% level for all shocks with the exception of ‘Unsuccessful
Investment’ and ‘Other’.

Figure 5.3 illustrates the proportion of net household income lost due to each category of shock.
As was revealed in Figure 5.2, the magnitude of the impact of negative income shocks on households
decreased dramatically between 2008 and 2010. This is evident across all shock types but in particular
losses due to economic factors such as the price of food or crop prices. The impact of natural disasters
and disease in livestock or crop failure has also lessened considerably. This may suggest that natural
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disasters of these kinds were not as severe between 2008 and 2010 as they were between 2006 and
2008. Alternatively, it could indicate that better risk management instruments are now in place to help
households circumvent losses from these sources. Illness or death of a household member is the most
significant loss in terms of the impact that it has on incomes. This may have implications for
government social security programmes and other forms of public transfers for vulnerable households
and may be an interesting area for further study.

Table 5.2 illustrates the various ways that households cope with negative income shocks. Of the
households that suffered from a shock between 2008 and 2010, the most important coping mechanism
cited is ‘self-reliance’. This is consistent across all food expenditure quintiles. Of particular note is the
greater proportion of households in the poorest quintile reporting that they cope through self-reliance
mechanisms as compared with 2008 (an increase of almost 10 percentage points is observed, result not
shown). When we examine the self-reliance mechanisms more closely, we find that this increase is due
to in part to more households relying on savings and selling property to cope. Compared with 2008 it
appears that savings and other assets may act as an important buffer for households in times of
financial crisis and that households are better equipped to draw on their financial resources in the event
of unexpected income losses.

Table 5.2: Risk-Coping Measures (percent)

Total Total 18t 2 2"

2008 2010 poorest  poorest Middle richest Richest

Self-Reliance 91.8 938 95.6 95.2 92.0 93.3 93.8
Nothing 46.0 36.8™ 50.0 39.5 35.9 33.2 30.8
Reduced consumption 56.7  53.9 51.3 53.3 544 541 554
Sold properties 4.6 9.0%** 9.5 114 9.7 8.2 6.7
Postponed payment of loans 0.6 0.3 0.6 0.5 0.0 0.4 0.0
Work more 8.2 3.7 1.9 2.4 34 3.7 3.8
Took children out school 0.1 0.4 0.6 14 0.0 0.0 0.0
Use savings 9.2 18.9"** 7.6 16.2 14.8 22.4 28.8
Informal 5.7 8.2 7.6 7.6 8.0 8.2 9.2
Assistance from friends/relatives 5.7 8.2** 7.6 7.6 8.0 8.2 9.2
Formal 124  17.9"* 19.0 15.7 17.7 17.9 19.2
Got assistance from Government 2.7 3.2 6.3 2.9 2.5 2.6 2.9
Got assistance from NGO 0.2 0.2 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0

Borrowed money 9.0 11.0 8.9 11.9 11.8 11.6 10.0
Got insurance payment 1.0 4.1%* 3.8 1.9 3.4 4.1 7.1

Other 5.8 2.6** 3.8 1.9 3.8 2.6 1.3

N 2010=1,113, N 2008=1,238
*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 statistically significant at 1% level

Formal risk coping measures, in particular borrowing money and drawing down insurance
payments, are more common in 2010 compared with 2008, though the difference is only statistically
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significant for insurance. These findings could suggest that improvements in the level of accessibility
to formal financial markets for rural households have taken place. It is possible that this increase is
linked to a component of the government stimulus package, comprising of VND 17,000 billion (¢ USD
850mn) which subsidised preferential interest rates for all clients at the VBSP (Decision 622/QD-TTg
dated May 17 2009). In confirmation of these measures, government assistance is cited as of
importance to surveyed households in the poorest quintile with over 6 percent of these households
stating that assistance from the government is an important factor in being able to cope with income
shocks. While this number is still quite small it represents a three-fold increase on the equivalent 2008
data (statistically significant at the 10 percent level).

Table 5.3: Level of Recovery after Shocks (percent)

N Completely recovered Partly recovered Suffering badly
Province
Ha Tay 199 80.4 19.6 9.6
Lao Cai 57 45.6 43.9 17.5
Phu Tho 151 63.6 33.8 1.3
Lai Chau 70 55.7 60.0 4.3
Dien Bien 57 36.8 59.7 19.3
Nghe An 126 76.2 325 17.5
Quang Nam 140 60.0 38.6 5.0
Khanh Hoa 15 26.7 46.7 33.3
Dak Lak 96 63.5 31.3 18.8
Dak Nong 77 714 31.2 3.9
Lam Dong 52 17.3 67.3 17.3
Long An 73 43.8 42.5 19.2
Household Head
Female 219 56.2 39.3 17.8
Male 894 62.6 36.6 11.1
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 158 443 50.6 21.5
2" poorest 210 54.3 471 13.3
Middle 237 62.0 36.3 13.9
2" richest 268 68.3 28.4 8.2
Richest 240 70.4 30.0 8.8
Total 2010 1,113 61.4 371 12.4%**
Total 2008 1,238 59.0 354 21.8
Total 2010w 734 62.1 38.0 13.8

Note: Rows do not add up to 100 percent since households are asked whether they have recovered from the three most important
shocks.
*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 significant at 1% level.

Table 5.3 illustrates the extent to which households manage to recover from shocks (self-
reported).''” The proportion of households who claim that they ‘are still suffering badly’ as a result of
the shocks they suffered declined significantly between 2008 and 2010. There are, however,
substantial differences across provinces. In ex-Ha Tay, 80 percent of households report that they fully
recovered from the shocks they suffered, while in Lam Dong, only 17.3 percent of households report

"% These data refer to households who suffered a shock only.
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that they have recovered fully. Households in Khanh Hoa, Dien Bien, Long An and Lao Cai are also
less likely to fully recover from shocks. In Khanh Hoa, in particular, it appears that many households
are still suffering. Female headed households are less likely to completely recover from shocks and
many report that they are still suffering badly. The poorest households are also less likely to recover
from shocks than households in richer quintiles. It should be noted, however, that the data are
subjective since the extent of recovery is self-reported by households and should only be considered as
indicative of households’ ability to cope.

5.2. Insurance

In this section we consider the formal insurance market in rural Vietnam. We consider the types of
insurance products available and the uptake of these products. We focus, in particular, on developments in
access to the market between 2008 and 2010. This section is of particular relevance, given that in early
2010, the Government of Vietnam assigned the Ministry of Finance and the Ministry of Agriculture and
Rural Development to prepare a project on agriculture insurance with the aim of providing insurance
coverage on a trial basis for farmers in roughly ten provinces of Vietnam.''" It has recently been confirmed
that the project will be effective during an experimental three-year period, 2011-13. Under the plan, the
Government plans to support 80-90 percent of the insurance premium for poor farming families, 60 percent
for other farming individuals and families, and 50 percent for farming institutions. According to the draft
document, there are three main categories of cover, including cultivated crops (rice), domestic animals
(buffalo, cows, pigs and poultry) and aquaculture.

Figure 5.4: Proportion of Households Holding Insurance (percent)
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In 2010, almost 90 percent of households in our sample hold at least one kind of insurance
product, a statistically significant 8 percentage point increase on the 2008 level. There is much

""" Only one of these provinces, Nghe An, is sampled in the VARHS.
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variation across provinces in the proportion of households that hold insurance. The lowest uptake of
insurance is in Khanh Hoa where only 71 percent of households hold insurance, in contrast to almost
all households in Lai Chau and Dien Bien. The greatest percentage point increase in the proportion of
households that have insurance is observed in Dak Nong with an increase of 32 percentage points.
There is very little difference in the proportion of female and male headed households holding
insurance and there are few differences across expenditure quintile.

Aggregating all types of insurance may not be very indicative of access to and uptake of
insurance products given that many insurance products are either free or compulsory. In Table 5.4 we
disaggregate by insurance type and find that most households access either free or compulsory forms
of insurance such as free health insurance or vehicle insurance. On the other hand, only a very small
proportion of households voluntarily choose to purchase insurance. For example, only 6 percent of
households have a life insurance while only three households in our sample have fire insurance. The
state owned sector plays a key role in the provision of insurance, particularly for compulsory and free
insurance products. Some penetration of domestic private and foreign firms in the provision of
voluntary insurance products is evident, particularly life insurance and voluntary social insurance. The
range of insurance products on offer in 2008 and 2010 differs to some extent making comparisons
difficult across the two years. It is evident that a greater number of households purchase all kinds of
insurance; however, overall the picture has not changed considerably between surveys. Formal
insurance markets remain underdeveloped in Vietnam and a mismatch between the types of
unexpected income losses that households suffer (discussed in Section 5.1) and the types of insurance

products that are available persists.''?

Table 5.4: Types of Insurance and Insurance Provider (percent)

f which li :
O"ll); % Households Of whic suprf ed by -
. State Domestic Foreign

Types of Insurance
Agriculture 15 0.8 100.0 0.0 0.0
Fire 3 0.1 100.0 0.0 0.0
Life 122 6.2 69.7 12.3 2.5
Voluntary Social 120 6.2 90.0 7.5 2.5
Compulsory Social 236 12.0 98.3 0.4 1.2
Health for workers 234 12.0 98.7 0.8 0.4
Free health for the poor 254 13.1 99.6 0.4 0.0
Free health for children 217 11.2 100.0 0.0 0.0
Other free health 536 27.5 99.8 0.0 0.2
Education 660 33.9 99.1 0.6 0.3
Vehicle 871 44.8 93.2 6.5 0.2
Other 227 11.6 974 1.8 0.8

N 2010=1,945

Only 0.8 percent of insured households hold agricultural insurance in 2010. Given the exposure
of households to agriculture related shocks such as natural disasters, livestock disease, pest

"2 Wainwright and Newman (2011) find some evidence to suggest that voluntary insurance reduces the need for
households to deplete other liquid asset holdings in the event of an unexpected income shock. More in depth research of
this kind will help to deepen our understanding of the potential of formal insurance to help protect Vietnamese
households against the types of risks that they face.
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infestations, etc., revealed in the previous section, it is surprising that so few households have this form
of insurance. In a follow-on question, households are asked whether they would be willing to pay for
crop insurance to protect against loss or damage to their crop output. As revealed in Figure 5.5, 41
percent of households state that they would be willing to pay, suggesting that demand exists and the
lack of take-up of agricultural insurance is due to supply side constraints. It is also evident that demand
is growing over time given that fewer than 30 percent of households stated that they would be willing
to pay for such a product in 2008 (statistically significant difference). In particular, in provinces
exposed to shocks that damaged crop output (see Table 5.2) we see a large increase in the proportion
of households willing to pay for crop insurance (Lai Chau, Dak Lak and Dak Nong). It is interesting to
note that in Lam Dong the proportion of households willing to pay for crop insurance fell dramatically
as did the impact on income of losses suffered by households in this province (see Figure 5.2).

Figure 5.5 also highlights that more male headed households are willing to pay for crop
insurance than female headed households. The willingness of households to pay for crop insurance is
similar across all food expenditure quintiles. Of particular note is the (statistically significant) increase
in the number of poor households willing to pay for this form of insurance between 2008 and 2010.

Figure 5.5: Households’ Willing to Pay for Crop Insurance (percent)
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5.3. Savings

Household savings are an important determinant of welfare and so promoting savings at the
household level can influence economic development. In particular, savings (along with the
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accumulation of other assets) act as an important buffer against income shocks (see Table 5.3).'"?
Formal savings are of particular importance for rural households given that they usually bear a higher
interest rate, can be used to access credit, and often require some form of commitment on behalf of the
household which can ultimately lead to higher savings levels in the future (Ashraf et al., 2006). In this
sense, formal savings are more likely to be used for productive investments in the future.'* A key
issue for developing countries, however, is the extent to which households can access formal financial
products, particularly deposit products. Proximity to formal financial institutions represents one
potential constraint (Rosenzweig, 2001) but for low-income households there may be many barriers to
saving in formal financial institutions aside from access, including a lack of knowledge or information
potentially leading to mistrust and uncertainty about available returns.'"> Poor households are therefore
more likely to save money as cash held in their homes which is arguably an insecure form of saving
that does not yield a return (Banerjee and Duflo, 2007). In this section we take a closer look at
household savings in rural Vietnam. We examine both formal and informal savings and pay particular

attention to how trends in these components of household saving evolve over time.

Figure 5.6: Proportion of Households who Save (all forms) (percent)
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Figure 5.6 illustrates the proportion of households in our sample who save (all forms) in 2008
and 2010. The proportion of households who save increased (statistically) significantly from 52
percent in 2008 to 72 percent in 2010. Increases in savings are evident in almost all provinces but, in

'3 See also Wainwright and Newman (2011) who find evidence that savings, along with other forms of liquid assets, are an
important buffer against unexpected income shocks in rural Vietnam.

"4 Dupas and Robinson (2009) find that opening interest-free savings accounts had a positive impact on the productive
investment levels of women in Kenya.

'3 Other barriers include high opening balance requirements and minimum deposit amounts, complicated and unclear
procedures, costs associated with travelling to the institution and impersonal or unfriendly service (ILO, 2007).
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particular, provinces with low levels of savings in 2008 experienced the greatest increases. One
exception is Dak Lak where the proportion of households who save fell from over 90 percent to just
over 50 percent. Significant increases in savings are observed in Lai Chau, Dien Bien and Dak Nong
where the proportion of households who save increased by over 50 percentage points. In Kanh Hoa a
large increase is also observed.

The upward trend in savings is observed for both male and female headed households although a
greater proportion of male headed households save in 2010. This difference is statistically significant.
We also observe increases in the proportion of households who save across all food expenditure
quintiles but in particular among the poorest households. Despite this, large differences persist in the

propensity to save among the poorest and richest quintiles.

Panel A of Figure 5.7 illustrates the proportion of household saving to net annual income of all
households who save while Panel B illustrates the level of saving adjusted to ex-Ha Tay constant 2010
prices. Overall we see an almost six percentage point decline in the proportion of household income
that is saved on average since 2008.''® Panel B reveals that the level of saving on average also
declined, although this is not statistically significant. This implies that while overall a greater
proportion of households are saving in 2010 compared to 2008, on average they are saving a smaller
proportion of their income. This is likely due to the fact that there are many new savers who may save
small amounts to begin with thus placing downward pressure on the overall average. This is
particularly evident in Dak Nong where the proportion of households that save grew by over 50
percentage points while the proportion of household income that is saved fell by almost 13 percentage
points. Particularly sharp declines are also evident in Dak Lak where we also observe a substantial
decline in the proportion of households who save, suggesting that savings of households were
dramatically depleted in this province during the 2008 to 2010 period.

"® This decline is statistically significant.
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Figure 5.7: Annual Household Savings
A: Annual Savings as a Proportion of Net Annual Household Income (percent)
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The level of savings and savings as a proportion of income increased most for households in
Khanh Hoa. This is surprising given that households in this province experienced greater proportional
loss to income as a result of unexpected income shocks than households located in any other province
(see Figure 5.2). This may suggest that the exposure of Khanh Hoa to unexpected shocks that have had
a significant effect on incomes has led to an increase in savings behaviour in anticipation of future
shocks.''” Future research into the role of savings as an ex-ante risk management tool and an ex-post
risk coping mechanism will help to better understand these issues.

Figure 5.7 also reveals that although male headed households are more likely to save, female
headed households save a greater proportion of their income (statistically significant difference),
though this proportion declined between 2008 and 2010 for both groups. We also find that the
proportion of income saved fell consistently across all food expenditure quintiles. The poorest continue
to have the lowest savings rate of all household groups at 4.9 percent of household income compared
with 15.9 percent on average for the richest households.

We are also interested in determining whether there are differences across households over time
in the type of savings instruments that households use. In Table 5.5 we examine the proportion of
savings held in various forms including formal saving in banks and other financial institutions, cash or
gold held at home and informal saving in the form of ROSCAs, money lenders etc. It is clear that the
preferred form of saving is cash or gold held at home.'™ In both 2008 and 2010, almost 80 percent of
savings were held in this form. This is consistent with much of the evidence on rural households in
developing countries who are more likely to save money as cash held in their homes (see for example,
Banerjee and Duflo (2007)). Formal savings in financial institutions accounts for only 9 percent of
total savings in 2010, a slight (statistically insignificant) decline on 2008. Informal savings account for
the remaining 10 per cent of savings in each year. There are, however, obvious provincial differences
in the types of saving of households suggesting that access to formal savings products varies by region
in Vietnam. In Lai Chau and Dien Bien, almost all savings are in the form of cash or gold held at home
indicating a low outreach and underdevelopment of the formal (and even informal) financial services
market in these areas. In contrast, in ex-Ha Tay, Phu Tho, Nghe An and Long An, households rely less
on cash savings and hold between 10 and 16 per cent of their savings in formal financial institutions.

We find some evidence to suggest that female headed households save a greater proportion in
formal financial institutions in 2010 (significant at 5 percent level), while in 2008 the proportions were
very similar.'"” Of particular note are the differences across food expenditure quintile. The poorest rely
to a very large extent on cash savings, and even more so in 2010 compared with 2008. They hold less
than one percent of their savings in formal financial institutions. The wealthiest, however, save up to
17 percent of their savings formally suggesting that their savings are more secure, less liquid and more
likely to yield a higher return. The results thus point to the need to enhance access (in all senses) to

"7 A similar story could be said of Dak Nong, however, while households in Dak Nong were increasingly exposed to
shocks the actual effect on income was not that large (see Figure 5.1 and 5.2).

"8 It is likely that a significant proportion of such savings will be in the form of gold and USD cash given high inflation
rates and a depreciating exchange rate in Vietnam.

"% There is evidence to suggest that the VBSP credit groups and (informal) ROSCAs have many more female members. It
is clear that women have a higher propensity to participate in these schemes. The reasons for this cannot be ascertained
from the analysis presented in this chapter but further research may help to better understand female participation in the
financial sector.
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formal financial services for all households, but in particular the poorest members of the
120

community.
Table 5.5: Share of Total Household Savings by Type (percent)
2010 2008
Cash/ Cash/
N Formal Gold at home Informal N Formal Gold at home Informal
Province
Ha Tay 336 11.7 78.3 1.0 222 14.2 69.9 15.9
Lao Cai 69 5.0 94.3 0.7 47 8.5 71.5 0.0
Phu Tho 212 15.7 58.9 254 139 13.0 76.5 10.6
Lai Chau 77 0.0 100.0 0.0 22 45 95.4 0.0
Dien Bien 66 0.5 99.5 0.0 12 0.0 50.0 50.0
Nghe An 168 10.6 69.8 19.6 154 5.6 90.8 3.6
Quang Nam 191 5.3 83.0 11.7 174 1.7 87.5 0.8
Khanh Hoa 24 8.9 89.0 2.1 7 57.1 28.6 14.3
Dak Lak 65 6.2 85.6 8.2 122 1.7 95.0 3.3
Dak Nong 87 1.0 74.6 41 32 443 53.1 2.6
Lam Dong 33 6.1 93.9 0.0 26 3.8 86.9 9.3
Long An 251 13.1 76.3 10.6 177 57 69.2 25.1
Head of Household
Female 306 12.2 77.6 10.1 241 10.4 79.4 10.1
Male 1,273 8.6 79.8 11.6 893 10.1 79.7 10.2
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 131 0.8 93.1 6.1 64 6.3 84.4 94
2nd poorest 258 3.9 89.1 7.0 181 2.1 92.3 5.6
Middle 343 53 82.3 12.4 246 7.9 80.4 11.6
2nd richest 402 10.3 75.4 14.2 298 9.7 78.6 1.7
Richest 445 16.9 711 12.0 345 17.0 725 104
Total 1,579 9.3 79.4 11.3 1,134 10.1 79.7 10.2

Theory suggests that households will save for a variety of reasons. (1) Life cycle savings, where
households consider the relationship between age and income as a savings motive, especially to secure
welfare after retirement; (2) Precautionary savings, where households save to protect themselves in the
event of shocks; (3) Investment saving, where the saving household is motivated by rates of return or
investment opportunities; and (4) Bequest savings, where households save for the future benefit of
other persons related to them. For households in developing countries that are frequently exposed to
unexpected income shocks and unstable prices, savings for precautionary motives are most
common.'?' In the VARHS, houscholds are asked to provide their two most important reasons for

saving. Table 5.6 summarises the responses received.

120 Newman et al. (2011) find some evidence to suggest that socio-political groups in Vietnam can potentially play an
important role in facilitating formal financial savings. Readers are referred to this work for more details.

12! Fafchamps and Pender (1997) find that while poor households save for both precautionary reasons and to finance
investment, particularly where credit is not available, low returns on saving prevent them from investing in profitable
investment, in particular, non-divisible larger investments. As such, in most cases precautionary motives prevail as
households remain in a poverty trap.
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Table 5.6: Reasons for Saving (percent)

Investment:

N Lifecycle Precautionary Consumption Education Buy inputs OtherInv Other

Province

Ha Tay 338 26.3 447 56.2 29.3 16.3 17.8 15.4
Lao Cai 69 11.6 40.6 56.5 13.0 304 14 26.1
Phu Tho 215 15.8 40.5 76.3 11.2 8.4 7.4 12.1
Lai Chau 78 115 37.2 10.3 50.0 51.3 0.0 26.9
Dien Bien 67 9.0 82.1 50.7 254 4.5 0.0 3.0
Nghe An 170 12.9 54.7 40.6 15.3 11.8 2.9 58.2
Quang Nam 191 25.1 42.9 49.2 36.1 9.9 1.6 314
Khanh Hoa 24 33.3 45.8 20.8 29.2 25.0 8.3 50.0
Dak Lak 72 44 .4 26.4 54.2 23.6 12.5 8.3 15.3
Dak Nong 87 14.9 51.7 27.6 66.7 32.2 2.3 8.0
Lam Dong 33 21.2 66.7 30.3 21.2 30.3 0.0 12.1
Long An 251 30.7 64.1 36.3 19.5 271 22.3 15.5
Household Head

Female 308 35.7 48.7 43.2 22.1 12.3 10.1 21.8
Male 1,287 18.9 49.2 49.3 274 20.1 9.3 22.1
Food Expenditure Quintile

Poorest 135 15.6 40.0 23.0 28.1 244 1.5 35.6
2nd poorest 259 13.5 51.7 39.4 27.4 22.4 4.2 23.9
Middle 343 18.1 47.2 48.1 24.8 17.5 1.4 18.1
2nd richest 410 244 49.5 53.7 30.0 17.3 10.0 20.0
Richest 448 30.1 51.3 55.6 23.2 16.7 12.9 21.7
Total 2010 1,595 22.1 49.1* 48.1 26.4 18.6%** 9.5  22.0"**
Total 2008 1,145 19.6 53.7 47 1 24.7 25.3 6.9 11.0
Total 2010w 204 49.1 48.0 21.2 16.6 8.6 30.5

Note: Lifecycle refers to saving for old age; Precautionary refers to saving to protect against a bad harvest or for health care;
Consumption refers to saving for big expenditures.
*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 significant at 1% level, ** difference significant at 5% level

Precautionary motives represent the most important reason given for saving by rural households.
Overall, 49 percent of households state that they save to protect against a bad harvest or for health
care. This is a slight, but statistically significant, decline compared with 2008. Precautionary saving is
of particular importance for households in Dien Bien, Lam Dong and Long An. This is not surprising
in the case of Dien Bien and Lam Dong where households are particularly exposed to adverse
unexpected income shocks (see Figures 5.1 and 5.2). The second most common reason given for
saving is to purchase a large consumption item. Overall, 48 percent of households state that this is one
of the most important reasons why they save. Saving for investment in education and saving for old
age are also given as important reasons by 26 and 22 per cent of households, respectively. It is
interesting to note that, consistent with the literature, a very small proportion of households save for
other investment purposes (Banerjee and Duflo, 2007). This is particularly the case for the poorest
households where between one and five percent of households in the bottom two food expenditure
quintiles report that they save for investment.
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5.4. Credit

In Vietnam, formal credit is provided to households in rural areas through two main state-owned
banks, the Vietnamese Bank for Social Policy (VBSP) and the Vietnamese Bank for Agriculture and
Rural Development (VBARD). The market is also serviced by a small number of other state-owned
and private commercial banks. The VBSP behaves much like a social policy tool with a structured
lending programme offering low (sometimes zero) interest credit for targeted categories of households
including the poor, the disadvantaged and the disabled. In contrast, the VBARD now operates on a
commercial basis.'*> Households also rely to a large extent on informal credit available through
Rotating Credit and Savings Associations (ROSCAs), socio-political groups such as Women’s Unions
and Farmer’s Unions, and borrowing from friends and relatives. The extent to which the availability of
credit will lead to improvements in outcomes and will alleviate poverty will depend on: 1) the purpose
of the loans obtained; 2) whether they are sourced formally or informally; and 3) the interaction of
credit markets with other financial markets such as savings and insurance. In this section we present
summary statistics on the level of access to credit of different types by rural Vietnamese households.
We also review the general characteristics of the loans held as well as the purpose of the loans
obtained. Results point to the need for a detailed study of the interaction of credit markets with other
financial markets in future research.

In the two year period between 2008 and 2010, the rural credit market in Vietnam experienced
considerable growth estimated at around 37.7 percent in 2009'*
of 2010 (until the time of the survey).124

prioritisation of government credit policies for rural and agricultural areas, in particular, the

and 12.9 percent in the first 7 months
This expansion of credit is largely attributable to the

aforementioned loan interest rate subsidy packages.'” As a result, we would expect the number of
rural households with access to credit to have increased over that time. This is somewhat borne out in
Figure 5.8. The proportion of households with at least one loan increased significantly from 45 percent
of households in 2008 to 50 percent in 2010. Generally, an upward trend can be found in many of
surveyed provinces, although there is variation among provinces. In Khanh Hoa, Dien Bien and Nghe
An a particularly pronounced increase in access to credit is observed. Only in ex-Ha Tay and Lao Cai
does the proportion of households with credit fall.

Figure 5.8 also illustrates that a greater proportion of male headed households than female
headed households have at least one loan in 2010 as was the case in 2008 (statistical significant
difference). Moreover, this gap widened between 2008 and 2010. Also of note is the increase in the
proportion of households in the poorest food expenditure quintile with access to credit making them
more likely than all other households to have loans (although, only by a small margin). This suggests

an expansion in the rural micro credit market targeted at the poorest households. '

122 Following the establishment of VBSP, VBARD transferred its poverty and targeted policy lending operations to the
VBSP.

12 http://vneconomy.vn/20091223034454241p0c6/nam-2010-dinh-huong-tang-truong-tin-dung-khoang-25.htm

1% http://vneconomy.vn/2010080305543295 1 pOc6/tang-truong-tin-dung-thang-7-chua-nhu-ky-vong.htm

123 By various Decisions such as: No 131/QD-TTg issued on 23 Jan 2009, No 443/QD-TTg issued on 4 April 2009, No
497/QD-TTg, dated on 17 April 2009, No 2213/QD-TTg issued on 31 Dec 2009.

12 1t is most likely that this expansion is due to VBSP and VBARD given that other microfinance institutions operated
commercially, by NGOs or by Unions have very little outreach.
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Figure 5.8: Households with at Least One Loan (percent)
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In Table 5.7 we consider the distribution of loans by source and key characteristics. The VBSP
and VBARD are the two most important sources of loans for the surveyed households accounting for
36 percent and 20 percent of all loans, respectively. Between 2008 and 2010 the number of loans from
the VBSP increased by 14 percentage points, consistent with the government’s policy of extending low
interest credit to rural households through this source. Loans from other formal sources are uncommon
in our sample. Loans from the VBSP tend to be much smaller in value than loans from the VBARD
but the former tend to be offered for a longer duration. Almost all VBARD loans (90 percent) require
some form of collateral. In contrast, loans from the VBSP require no collateral but do require a
guarantor. It is also common for households to access credit from informal sources, for example, from
private traders or money lenders (12 percent of loans) or friends and relatives (17 percent of loans).
Loan amounts from these sources tend to be less than those from VBARD or other private banks but
tend to be higher than loans offered through the VBSP. The collateral requirements for informal loans
are also much more flexible.

Overall, the statistics presented in Table 5.7 suggest that rural households in Vietnam have a
good level of access to credit markets as compared with other developing countries. This can in part be
explained by the unique role that the VBSP plays offering credit to poor households at low interest
rates without the need for collateral. It is certainly true that over time the VBSP has become a
significant player in the (rural credit) market. However, a full and thorough analysis of the
effectiveness of credit offered through the VBSP and its sustainability from a funding perspective is
needed before any conclusions can be drawn. The VBSP does not work under a profit-maximising

263



principle. Indeed, as it currently stands, the bank cannot be considered solvent as interest rates are well
below cost-covering levels. As of 2008, outstanding loans from VBSP totalled approximately 52.5
trillion VND (¢ USD 2.6bn)."*” One third of this was funded by public deposits, one quarter from
(mandatory) deposits from the State Owned Commercial Banks (SOCBs), one fifth from state budget
grants, and the remainder from borrowings from the SBV and State Treasury. Despite the healthy
growth of the loan portfolio, return on assets and return on equity are significantly negative.

127 Www.vbsp.org.vn
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Table 5.7: Distribution and Key Characteristics of Loans by Source

Loan Source Loan Size Loan Duration Collateral Guarantor
Mean Median Mean %

2010 N % ‘000 VND ‘000VND Months In-definite % %
VBSP 577 36.40 15,303 10,294 40.44 75 7.0 82.8
VBARD 325 20.50 53,581 24,240 16.48 25 89.9 95
Unions 64 4.04 9,308 8,261 28.69 0.0 2.6 88.1
Private Banks 18 1.14 124,050 49,889 19.56 0.0 79.1 20.9
Other formal 76 4.79 69,357 25,249 15.23 0.0 75.5 245
Private trader 190 11.99 22,181 9,901 12.62 24.0 5.7 54.3
Friend/Relative 267 16.85 18,671 8,002 14.18 77.6 0.0 81.5
Informal scheme 8 0.50 22,570 20,000 . . . .
Other 60 3.79 23,725 9636 15.50 20.87 1.9 70.5
Total 1,510 100.00 34,274 14,881 26.87 21.60 249 62.4

Loan Source Loan Size Loan Duration Collateral

Mean Median Mean %

2008 N % ‘000 VND ‘000VND Months In-definite %
VBSP 279 21.1 11,684 9,132 33.8 6.8 10.4
VBARD 374 28.3 41,933 17,076 19.6 3.1 93.4
Unions 144 10.9 8,207 6,847 29.6 0.0 3.6
Private Banks 13 1.0 131,545 33,980 33.8 0.0 100.0
Other formal 86 6.5 35,721 21,575 18.8 6.6 66.1
Private trader 206 15.6 15,229 5,070 10.0 71.9 0.7
Friend/Relative 185 14.0 23,101 11,412 12.3 74.9 0.0
Informal scheme 10 0.8 21,167 10,788 5.8 52.7 0.0
Other 26 2.0 17,731 10,788 19.1 217 12.6
Total 1,323 100.00 29,945 11,415 23.5 26.5 334

Note: ‘Other formal’ in this table includes other state-owned banks, local authorities, People’s Credit Funds and other credit associations. All value figures are deflated to ex-Ha Tay 2010

constant prices. Information on whether the loan had a guarantor in 2008 is not available.
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The literature suggests that providing access to borrowings that can be put to productive uses has
the potential to lead to long term economic growth.'”® The purposes of the loans obtained by
households in our sample are illustrated in Figure 5.9. We consider separately the stated purpose of the
loans and the actual use of the loans as reported by households. Of particular note is the large
(statistically significant) increase in the proportion of loans obtained for consumption purposes, both in
terms of stated purpose (from 14 percent to 28 percent) and actual use (from 18 percent of loans to 33
percent) between 2008 and 2010. This implies that households are not only more likely to use loans for
consumption; they are also more likely to be granted loans for consumption purposes. This trend is
consistent with the package of demand incentives for consumption introduced by the government in
early 2009 to encourage consumption expenditure by rural households. The proportion of loans for
other productive investments fell over the period, in particular, agriculture related investments.

Figure 5.9: Proportion of Loans used for Different Purposes
A: Stated Purpose

2010 2008

W Crop W Crop
production production

B Animal B Animal
husbandry husbandry

m Non-farm ® Non-farm
activity activity

M Repay other B Repay other
loan loan

B: Actual Use

B Crop production
H Crop production

B Animal ® Animal hushandry

hushand
hushandry B Non-farm activity

m Mon-farm activity m Repay other loan

 Buy properties
® Repay other loan Y prop

B Consumption

H Buy properties = Other

N 2010=1,579, N 2008=1,323

'8 Modigliani (1986) and Japelli and Pagano (1994) find that the rationing of consumption loans may have a positive effect
on development. If consumption loans are not available, households are more likely to save in order to inter-temporarily
smooth consumption and will only borrow for investment purposes which will lead to an accumulation of capital. Hung
(2005) suggests, therefore, that in some cases a government policy of financial repression, where credit for consumption
purposes is rationed, may have positive effects on economic development.
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Table 5.8 disaggregates the source of loans by purpose and reveals that loans for consumption
expenditure are mainly sourced from the VBSP and friends or relatives. However, the VBSP is also an
important source of loans for animal husbandry. It is also the most important source for loans to buy
property and to finance non-farm activities (together with VBARD). Despite being actively
discouraged, both the VBSP and the VBARD are important sources for households who borrow to
repay other loans. The deviation between the stated purpose of the loan and the actual use of the loan is
greatest for loans obtained from the VBSP and VBARD. This is particularly the case for loans used to
repay other loans and loans used for consumption.

Table 5.8: Loan Use by Source (percent)

Non- Repay

Crop Animal uy .
N , Farm Other Consumption Other

Prod’n Husbandry Activity Loans property
VBSP 573 12.6 51.3 22.1 22.5 28.9 48.8 411
VBARD 324 35.1 27.9 21.2 24.5 22.3 7.8 21.9
Unions 63 1.8 6.1 3.9 6.1 4.3 3.1 6.4
Private bank 18 1.1 0.5 3.9 4.1 1.9 0.0 1.8
Other formal 76 5.6 1.5 18.3 6.1 7.1 2.1 4.1
Private trader 190 31.2 2.5 11.5 6.1 7.6 8.2 10.5
Friends/relatives 267 9.5 8.1 135 16.3 25.6 24.5 10.1
Informal scheme 8 1.1 1.5 0.0 2.0 0.0 0.2 0.0
Other 60 2.1 0.5 5.8 12.2 2.4 53 4.1

N=1,579

Table 5.9 links the loans obtained to the characteristics of the individuals responsible for them. In
almost all cases, the head of household is responsible for the loan (76 percent of total loans in 2010). In
cases where the spouse is responsible for the loan they are most likely to be female. Men apply for (and
receive) loans of higher value than women. It is more common for women to access loans from Unions and
from friends and relatives. Men are more likely to obtain loans from formal sources.

Table 5.9: Characteristics of Person Responsible for Loans

Number of Loans Obtained i Percentage of Loans Obtained from
| Male| Female | Total | | Male [ Female
Relation to Household Head i Source
Head 964 214 1178 | VBSP 37.9 33.6
Spouse 9 259 268 | VBARD 22.6 16.7
Other 67 42 109 | Unions 2.6 6.99
Size i Private bank 1.1 1.2
Largest 718 346 1,064 : Otherformal 5.7 3.1
2nd largest 261 130 391 Private trader & money lender 12.3 11.4
3rd largest 61 39 100 | Friends/relatives 14.3 21.5
Total 1,040 515 1,555  Informal credit scheme 0.7 0.2
Mean Loan Size . Other 2.7 52
Largest 30,340 16,454 25,825 !
2nd largest 20,984 19,329 20,434
3rd largest 11,132 13,037 11,875
Total 26,866 16,921 23,572
N=1,555

Note: Value figures are expressed in ‘000 VND ex-Ha Tay 2010 constant prices.
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The final part of our analysis provides an overview of the extent of credit rationing in our
sampled households. We consider both the proportion of households who had a loan rejected and
households who did not receive the full size of the loan they applied for. Figure 5.10 reveals that very
few households in our sample ever had a loan rejected, less than two percent in 2010. Our findings
suggest that there is some provincial variation in access to credit. However, the very small number of
households affected, even in Long An and Lam Dong suggest that access to credit does not appear to
be a major constraint for rural households. Figure 5.10 also reveals a dramatic fall in the number of
female headed households that had loans rejected to such an extent that a smaller proportion of female
headed households had loans rejected in 2010 compared with male headed households, though this
difference is not statistically significant.

Another form of credit limitation is the size of the loan received. Figure 5.11 illustrates a large
and statistically significant reduction in the number of loans where the amount asked for was not
received from ten percent of loans in 2008 to four percent in 2010. In many provinces limitations on
the size of the loans have been eliminated, for example, Lam Dong, Nghe An, Khanh Hoa, Lai Chau
and Lao Cai. In ex-Ha Tay and Quang Nam, however, there have been few changes between 2008 and
2010. The reductions in size constraints can also be seen across all food expenditure quintiles and for
both male and female headed households.

Figure 5.10: Households that had a Loan Rejected (percent)

m 2008

3 m 2010

N 2010=2,147, N 2080=1,633
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Figure 5.11: Loans with Size Constraints (percent)

20

m 2008

H 2010

N 2010=2,147, N 2008=1,633

5.5. Summary

This chapter focused on two key aspects of households’ financial situation: first, the exposure of
rural Vietnamese households to risk and their risk management strategies; and second the related area
of access to rural financial services in Vietnam. We find that households appear to be coping better
with unexpected income losses in 2010 as compared with 2008. Pronounced differences in exposure to
shocks, their impact on household income and households’ ability to cope are evident across provinces
with households in Lao Cai, Dien Bien, Khanh Hoa, Lam Dong and Long An appearing particularly
vulnerable. While the situation of the poor has improved in terms of ability to cope with shocks, they
still remain the most vulnerable group. Financial markets appear to be better able to assist households
in coping with shocks, in particular credit and insurance markets. Government assistance programmes
also appear to help households cope, in particular the poorest and most vulnerable. Much of this
assistance is accessed through the state subsidisation of interest rates with direct government transfers
playing less of a role.

Many households in our sample hold insurance products with the number increasing over time.
Most insurance products, however, are either free or compulsory and tend to be solely provided by the
state. The proportion of households accessing voluntary insurance products that may help protect them
against income losses due to unexpected events is very small although there does appear to be an
increased awareness of the potential benefits of such products and an increased willingness to pay to
purchase them. Recent moves by the Ministry of Finance of Vietnam in this regard are therefore
particularly important here.
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A greater proportion of households save in 2010 as compared with 2008, however, savings as a
proportion of income has declined considerably between 2008 and 2010. This may be due to the large
increase in new savers who are likely to save smaller amounts. Most saving is still held in the form of
cash and gold at home with very little penetration of formal savings products evident in our data. This
is particularly the case for poor households who are more likely to save for precautionary motives and
not for potentially productive investment opportunities. There appears to be some link between
households’ exposure to adverse unexpected income losses and their savings level, though more in-
depth work is required to uncover the extent to which savings are an important instrument in protecting
households against the losses associated with income shocks.

Rural households in Vietnam are not as constrained in terms of access to credit as is typical for
other countries of similar income levels. More households have access in 2010 than in 2008, with the
VBSP being a particularly important source. The rising proportion of loans accessed for consumption
purposes is worthy of further investigation: much of the literature suggests that providing credit for
productive investments that yield a return may help lift households out of poverty while the opposite
may be the case for credit for consumption purposes. Low interest, not-for-profit loans, however, such
as those offered by the VBSP, are an important social policy tool serving a different purpose. The
effectiveness and sustainability of such a programme is worthy of further investigation.
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Chapter 6:
SOCIAL CAPITAL AND ACGESS TO INFORMATION

This chapter focuses on social capital and access to information. Social capital refers to the
relationships that a family (or household) has with relatives, friends and other associates that can be
used in times of need or to exchange information (Isham et al., 2002). Social capital encompasses trust,
norms and networks linking different families and households together in a mutually beneficial way
(Putnam, 1992).

According to economic theory, social capital can be viewed as an asset complementary to
physical and human capital (Coleman, 1988). It increases the efficiency of physical and human capital
and can be interpreted as a positive externality from interacting with other individuals, similar to
sharing knowledge and providing information in a world with imperfect information (Durlauf and
Fafchamps, 2005). In other words, social capital consists of social relations between people or as a
capital asset; in both cases it can lead to efficiency improvements.

This chapter explores the different dimensions of social capital by investigating the intensity,
characteristics and benefits of social interactions in Vietnamese rural households. According to Isham
et al. (2002) social capital can be divided into ‘bonding’, ‘bridging’ and ‘linking’ social capital.
Bonding social capital refers to family ties covering relationships with family members and close
friends. Bridging social capital, also referred to as ‘generalised trust’, is relationships with people not
necessarily of the household’s social circle, but people with whom the household interacts in a more
professional way. Bonding and bridging social capital generally refer to personal interactions with
people of the same social class (horizontal interactions). Linking social capital, in contrast, refers to
vertical interactions, for example relationships with people in power.

Section 6.1 describes households’ participation rates in formal groups, the characteristics of
these groups and the benefits they yield. Section 6.2 explores informal networks in the form of friends
and relatives, social gatherings and connections with public officials. Section 6.3 describes attitudes
towards trust and cooperation, which are also indicators of social capital. Finally, in Section 6.4 the
sources of information used by households and the use of mass media in particular are explored.
Section 6.5 concludes.

6.1. Formal Groups

Formal groups in Vietnam have an official foundation or status legitimising their purpose and
existence. The largest formal organisations are the Communist Party, Youth Unions, Women’s Unions,
Trade Unions, and Farmers’ Unions. The unions are also referred to as “mass organisations” in
Vietnam. These mass organisations are social-political groups linking the population to the Communist
Party through interest groups. The groups serve as a mutual communicative platform between the
Party and the population. Household participation in groups is documented in Table 6.1.
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Table 6.1 Group Membership (percent)

Household has at least one member of...

Any Communist Youth  Women's Farmer's Veteran's Farmer Water User
Group Party Union Union Union Union Interest Group Association
Household Head
Male 88.1 9.3 18.8 60.0 452 17.6 0.6 0.0
Female 85.1 7.8 11.8 493 18.7 55 0.2 0.0

Food Expenditure Quintile

Poorest 85.8 43 12.6 56.6 45.6 7.9 04 0.0
2" poorest 87.7 5.3 17.4 58.4 43.2 13.2 0.2 0.0
Middle 87.9 7.6 19.0 57.7 36.6 19.5 0.5 0.0
2" richest 88.2 12.7 20.2 59.5 37.0 18.9 0.2 0.0
Richest 87.5 15.0 17.5 56.1 34.5 15.7 1.1 0.0
Total 2010 87.4™* 9.0"* 17.3 57.7** 39.4*** 15.0"* 0.5"* 0.0
Total 2008 81.9" 7.5 18.0*** 55.4** 35.4** 12.5" 1.4 0.0
Total 2006 86.1 10.8 27.9 66.2 47.8 15.1 1.0

Household has at least one member of...

ztlssc:ggst; Mic(::feiiglnce Cooperative R(ca;ligious gg;t):;ll The Red Old age Other
n Group roup Group Cross Group

Household Head
Male 0.1 0.2 0.8 1.3 0.1 1.1 17.3 3.6
Female 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.9 0.2 1.3 375 4.0
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 0.0 0.4 0.0 1.6 0.0 0.7 18.2 1.1
2" poorest 0.2 0.0 0.5 1.4 0.0 0.9 20.1 3.7
Middle 0.0 0.0 0.7 1.8 0.5 0.7 21.1 3.0
2" richest 0.0 0.2 1.1 1.1 0.2 2.0 25.0 5.9
Richest 0.2 0.2 0.9 1.4 0.0 1.4 24.1 4.8
Total 2010 0.1 0.2 0.6 1.5 0.1 1.1 21.7 3.7
Total 2008 0.4 0.1 0.9 1.5 0.1 0.7 21.6 2.5
Total 2006 3.9 4.2 04 6.2 0.8

N=2,200 *** Difference with previous time period statistically significant at 1% level, ** Difference significant at 5% level.
Comparisons with 2006 can only be made for the first 5 groups.

Table 6.1 reveals that 87 percent of the sampled households have at least one member of a
formal group. Almost 60 percent of all households have a member of the Women’s Union, nearly 40
percent have a member of the Farmers’ Union and 17 percent of the Youth Union. Membership is

more or less equally distributed across food expenditure quintiles, perhaps indicating a strong
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connection to the Party among most Vietnamese households in the survey. In comparison, the share of
households with a member of the Communist Party is only 10 percent, with only 4 percent of the
poorest households having a member compared with 15 percent of the richest. Membership of the Old
Age group and the Veterans’ Union are also high at 15 percent and 22 percent, respectively. The
remaining groups appear to play a much smaller role.

Comparing across time, we see that the decrease in membership rates between 2006 and 2008 is
reversed in 2010 with statistically significant increases observed in many of the core mass
organisations (Women’s Unions, Farmers’ Unions and Veterans’ Unions). This is especially so among
the poorest households.

Table 6.2 presents some key characteristics of the formal groups, as reported by the households
who are members.

Table 6.2: Characteristics of Groups and Group Membership

Group mSI:(t):Is r:reritcfre aﬁve:fso:::t?:i::?;s:n ;?mnual fee Nr Obs.

often (percent) meetings (percent) (‘000 VND)*

2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010
Communist party 84.2 774 94.3 88.1 144.0 144.0 209 261
Youth union 55.4 45.2 75.2 75.8 12.0 12.0 616 586
Women's union 32.9 255 62.3 69.1 12.0 12.0 1,628 1,685
Farmer's union 28.2 18.1 63.2 72.2 10.0 12.0 988 1144
Veteran's union 21.7 19.8 83.9 81.7 12.0 12.0 311 393
Farmer interest 20.5 28.6 95.5 100.0 5.0 27.0 44 14
Cooperative 17.2 11.8 65.5 64.7 12.0 0.0 29 17
Religious group 84.0 90.0 82.7 93.8 0.0 0.0 75 80
The Red Cross 37.5 27.3 62.5 63.6 8.0 12.0 16 33
Old age group 16.5 19.0 67.5 61.9 10.0 12.0 778 793
Other 34.7 18.7 77.8 66.4 50.0 12.0 72 107
Total 34.7 28.2 68.7 .7 12.0 12.0 4,784 5122

*One-time fees excluded. Median fee reported.

Nearly one in three households who are members of groups report meeting monthly or more
often, though this does vary significantly by type of group. The frequency of meetings is especially
high for the Communist Party, Religious Groups and the Youth Union, while the other formal groups
usually meet less than monthly. The participation of household members in meetings also varies across
groups ranging from 62 percent to 100 percent for Farmer Interest Groups. For most groups,
participation rates have increased over the past two years. The median annual fee is 12,000 VND in
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2010, which represents less than one percent of total median annual income.'*” Despite relatively high

inflation over the period, the median fee is almost unchanged compared to 2008.

Table 6.3 investigates the usual decision-making process within the formal groups as reported by
households. The findings suggest that the decision-making process is somewhat democratic with an
average of 44 percent of decisions decided by the group members together. Moreover, the group leader
makes 40 percent of decisions after listening to the group members. In 14 percent of cases, the group
leader decides and then informs the members. A similar pattern is evident in most groups with the
exception of the Communist Party, where leaders decide more often without asking the other members.
An interesting area for future research might be to investigate to what extent decisions taken within
these groups are influential in Vietnamese politics more broadly. Compared to 2008 (results not
shown) the decision process has changed in favour of a more centralised process; in 2008, 60 percent
of decisions were decided by the group together.

Table 6.3: Decision-Making in Groups (percent)

How do groups usually make decisions?

Leader decides and The leader asks group All group members
informs the other members what they discuss and Other Total Nr Obs.
group members  think and then decides  decide together

Com. Party 37.9 37.9 23.3 0.9 100.0 227
Youth Union 9.6 43.7 45.8 0.9 100.0 561
Women's Union 11.3 43.9 43.8 0.9 100.0 1,732
Farmer's Union 114 36.3 515 0.8 100.0 1,113
Veteran's Union 18.8 39.2 41.0 0.9 100.0 441
Religious Group 235 55.9 10.3 10.3  100.0 68
Old age Group 18.2 335 46.5 1.9 100.0 807
Other 12.5 442 42.3 1.0 100.0 104
Total 144 40.1 443 1.2 100.0 5,110

Table 6.4 describes the benefits from participation as reported by the households that are
members. The most important benefit reported is ‘benefit to the community’, particularly for Religious
Groups and Mass Organisations, suggesting that individuals do not participate exclusively in their own
interest, but also do so for altruistic reasons.*’. The second most important reason provided is
entertainment, followed by beneficial knowledge and economic benefits. There is, however, variation
of stated benefits across the different groups. Party membership is closely related to social status, as is
also indicated in Table 6.1. Membership of the Farmers’ Union, in addition to benefiting the
community, increases knowledge and yields economic benefits. Members of Old Age groups primarily
benefit in terms of entertainment.

12 The distribution of membership fees is skewed to the right and so the median fee is reported.
1% The subjective nature of the responses should be borne in mind when interpreting this finding.
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Table 6.4: Benefits from Group Membership (percent)

What is the main benefit from joining this group? (percent)

Benefits Social
the Economic status Enter- Health Increase Other No Total Nr
. benefits and tainment benefits knowledge benefits Obs.
community .
relations

Communist Party 25.1 79 55.5 2.2 2.6 53 0.9 04 100.0 227
Youth Union 316 6.1 9.8 234 1.2 26.9 0.9 0.2 100.0 561
Women's Union 27.0 17.8 114 16.1 104 15.1 1.1 1.0 100.0 1,732
Farmer's Union 24.9 244 7.9 13.2 0.9 274 0.7 0.5 100.0 1,113
Veteran's Union 26.3 7.0 245 26.5 1.1 12.9 0.9 0.7 100.0 441

Religious Group 58.8 0.0 29 8.8 0.0 1.5 11.8 16.2 100.0 68
Old Age Group 254 53 13.1 39.2 8.9 6.2 1.0 0.9 100.0 807
Other 4.8 14.4 34.6 32.7 1.0 11.5 1.0 0.0 100.0 104
Total 26.6 14.3 14.2 20.5 57 16.8 1.1 09 100.0 5,110

6.2. Informal Networks

Section 6.1 revealed that many individuals in Vietnam are strongly engaged in formal groups, in
particular groups that are closely related to the state. Informal networks, in contrast, emerge from
private enterprise and exist as long as the network members find it mutually beneficial. This section
focuses on informal networks and groups formed by the members themselves.

One function of informal groups is to act as a substitute for formal insurance. As shown in Table
6.5, almost every household has at least one person to turn to for money in case of emergency. This is
the case regardless of the gender of the head of household or wealth group, and most helpers are
relatives and male. This highlights the importance of family relationships in times of need, in
particular where households experience shocks to income. There is some evidence to suggest that
female heads of household are more likely to turn to other females (45 percent of the cases) as
compared with male household heads. This suggests that there may be a gender bias, meaning that
women help women and men help men. A small increase in the proportion of households that have
someone to turn to is observed between 2008 and 2010, and it is more likely that households turn to
relatives rather than friends or others. This is particularly the case for the poorest households. Thus,
despite rapid economic growth in Vietnam, traditional social networks remain important to the
surveyed households.
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Table 6.5: Informal Networks: People to Turn to in case of Emergency (percent)

Share of HHs with at least one

. Share of helpers Share of helpers
person to turn to for money in case .
of an emergency who are relatives who are male

2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010
Province
Ha Tay 92.9 91.5 771 77.6 64.7 67.5
Lao Cai 85.1 100.0 68.7 62.4 75.5 83.7
Phu Tho 89.2 100.0 63.6 76.5 69.8 67.3
Lai Chau 95.5 99.1 62.1 75.2 84.1 87.2
Dien Bien 47.6 97.1 83.3 75.6 85.7 83.3
Nghe An 96.9 95.8 64.6 73.2 75.0 67.0
Quang Nam 100.0 87.6 53.6 68.1 48.6 62.3
Khanh Hoa 100.0 89.5 81.0 62.7 54 .4 54.7
Dak Lak 95.6 91.1 42.8 49.0 54.9 52.1
Dak Nong 93.2 88.3 65.0 66.5 67.8 67.3
Lam Dong 100.0 95.5 33.0 62.0 443 69.0
Long An 97.9 97.9 61.5 74.7 55.1 59.4
Household Head
Male 91.9 94.8 63.1 714 66.3 70.0
Female 94.9 92.2 65.1 74.4 49.6 55.4
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 81.7 95.1 60.5 73.4 68.4 714
2" poorest 92.8 93.4 58.0 73.3 65.9 68.7
Middle 92.8 95.0 64.5 70.7 63.1 65.7
2" richest 95.6 95.0 65.7 724 60.2 66.0
Richest 93.9 93.0 65.3 70.3 61.8 65.0
Total 92.5 94.3* 63.5 72.0%** 63.0 67.2
N 2,200 2,200 5,134 5,350 5,134 5,350

*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 statistically significant at 1% level, ** Difference significant at 5% level.

An important source of social capital in Vietnam, and an occasion for maintaining networks, is
wedding celebrations. In 2010, almost all households attended at least one wedding during the
previous year and the median number of weddings attended is 13 (see Table 6.6). The likelihood of
attending at least one wedding is fairly equally distributed across provinces and expenditure quintiles,
but the median number of weddings attended increases with expenditure quintiles from six among the
poorest to twenty among the richest. On this basis, richer households appear to have larger networks
and are invited to more weddings. The share of households that hosted a wedding is nearly ten percent
and there is no systematic variation across provinces or quintiles, indicating that weddings are just as
likely among the poor as among the rich. Traditionally birthdays are celebrated less in Vietnam, which
explains why less than five percent of households hosted a birthday party. Nevertheless, it is

interesting that birthday celebrations increased over the past two years, and that the likelihood of
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celebrating birthdays is positively correlated with food expenditure quintile. A possible explanation is

the increasing influence of Western world culture, in particular, among wealthier households.

Table 6.6: Weddings and Birthdays

Share of HHs who
attended at least one  Number of weddings Share of HHs hosting  Share of HHs hosting a
wedding last year attended (median) wedding (percent) birthday party (percent)

(percent)

2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010
Province
Ha Tay 99.8 99.0 20.0 20.0 10.4 1.7 2.7 10.6
Lao Cai 97.7 96.6 5.0 6.0 9.2 9.2 34 1.1
Phu Tho 99.0 99.7 25.0 25.0 4.3 12.8 5.9 2.6
Lai Chau 64.3 100.0 3.0 4.0 1.8 12.5 0.0 0.0
Dien Bien 96.2 100.0 6.0 7.0 10.5 7.6 2.9 0.0
Nghe An 99.5 97.9 10.0 15.0 2.6 94 2.1 5.7
Quang Nam 96.2 96.2 10.0 7.0 4.5 0.7 1.0 0.7
Khanh Hoa 100.0 92.1 55 7.0 5.3 7.9 7.9 7.9
Dak Lak 95.6 95.6 10.0 12.0 2.2 11.9 8.9 3.7
Dak Nong 97.1 98.1 10.0 10.0 3.9 7.8 9.7 6.8
Lam Dong 98.5 98.5 10.0 10.0 6.0 13.4 14.9 3.0
Long An 99.0 99.3 20.0 20.0 8.4 8.7 4.9 5.9
Household Head
Male 96.9 98.8 15.0 15.0 6.5 9.2 4.4 5.0
Female 95.5 96.4 13.0 10.0 55 10.1 34 4.2
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 88.8 96.0 6.0 6.0 2.9 10.3 1.7 1.6
2" poorest 93.0 99.1 10.0 10.0 6.8 8.7 1.4 2.1
Middle 97.6 98.6 15.0 15.0 7.0 9.4 3.4 4.6
2" richest 98.8 98.4 15.0 20.0 7.9 8.6 5.8 5.9
Richest 99.8 99.3 18.0 20.0 5.3 9.8 6.8 10.2
Total 96.6 98.3** 15.0 13.0"** 6.3 9.4 4.2 4.9

N=2,200
*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 statistically significant at 1% level

Table 6.7 illustrates wedding expenditures on households’ own and others weddings.
Expenditures on own weddings constitute close to 30 percent of annual income. The absolute amount
spent hosting weddings increases with consumption expenditure quintiles, although the share in total
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income is relatively constant. Only among the richest households does expenditure on weddings
constitute less that 15 percent of annual income. While hosting a wedding is expensive, expenditure on
other weddings attended constitutes a small part of income. Taking into account the number of
weddings attended, for the invited guests at least, wedding parties are a cheap way of networking.

Another important occasion in Vietnam is Tet, the celebration of the Lunar New Year.
Expenditure during the Tet holiday amounts to five percent of annual income. The absolute amount
spent increases with income, although the share of total income spent decreases across food
expenditure quintile. This suggests that the Tet celebration is regarded more as a ‘necessity’ good
rather than a ‘luxury’ good.

Table 6.7: Spending on Weddings and Tet (Constant 2010 ex-Ha Tay prices)

on HH’s own on weddings spent on
veddngs (0 30Ol ity 2wl Tra” ol
VND) (percent) (000 VND) (percent) (1000 VND) (percent)

Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 9,322.6 240 63.7 0.2 1,454.9 4.3
2" poorest 17,314.6 28.6 76.3 0.2 1,940.1 45
Middle 20,766.8 33.3 84.0 0.2 2,223.7 44
2" richest 21,505.2 315 86.8 0.2 2,789.6 45
Richest 24,058.6 28.1 97.7 0.2 3,416.6 44
Income Quintile’
Poorest 7,692.8 36.3 73.1 0.4 1,430.0 6.9
2" poorest 14,095.3 34.2 72.8 0.2 2,086.9 5.1
Middle 17,732.6 34.2 794 0.2 2,246.5 4.2
2" richest 22,022.5 354 84.5 0.1 2,504 .1 3.4
Richest 23,025.0 14.3 98.1 0.1 3,542.1 2.3
Total 2010 18,390.4*** 28.9 81.7* 0.2* 2,361.4** 4.4
Total 2008 18,025.7 37.5 172.2 0.6 2,157.6 6.7

N=2,200

" Income quintiles are based on per capita household net income

*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 statistically significant at 1% level, ** Difference significant at 5% level, * Difference
significant at 10% level.

The amount spent by households on the weddings of household members increased by a small
but statistically significant amount between 2008 and 2010. In both nominal and real values, spending
on others’ weddings decreased. The amount spent on Tet increased in real terms, but the increase is
less than the increase in both consumption and income, thus, in terms of shares of consumption and
income, spending on Tet has decreased over the past two years.
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Table 6.8: Political and Bureaucratic Connections (percent)

Share of HHs with a member holding a public  Share of HHs with a member, relative or

office or other position of public friend holding a public office or other
responsibility (percent) position of public responsibility (percent)

2008 2010 2008 2010
Household Head
Male 5.9 6.4 30.3 35.6
Female 34 3.6 25.8 24.8
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 2.5 2.5 18.3 231
2" poorest 3.4 5.9 19.6 31.7
Middle 4.2 8.2 23.9 32.3
2" richest 6.7 6.6 33.6 35.0
Richest 8.0 5.9 42.9 441
Total 5.4 5.8 29.3 33.2%**

N=2,200
*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 statistically significant at 1% level

Table 6.8 describes households’ connections to people holding a public position. In 2010, six
percent of all households in the sample have a member holding a public office or other public
positions. In 2008, richer households are more likely to have a member holding a public position but
this tendency weakened in 2010 (though those in the poorest quintile remain underrepresented). One
third of all households have a member, relative or friend holding a public position, a statistically
significant increase on 2008.

6.3. Trust and Attitudes to Cooperation

Trust and attitudes to cooperation are also important factors in the social capital of an individual
or household. Trust can be important by, for example, allowing people to engage in potentially
profitable business with (trusted) strangers. In countries that may lack formal institutions, generalised
trust could substitute for such institutions as a “second-best” solution. This section explores the extent
to which households trust and are willing to cooperate with network members and people in general.

Table 6.9 reveals that 82 percent of respondents think that people are generally honest and can be
trusted. This is a little less than in 2008, but the difference is statistically significant. In general, richer
households report lower levels of confidence in other people. Even though people have confidence in
each other, 50 percent of households agree that some people cannot be trusted. In order to ascertain
attitudes toward cooperation, households are asked whether they would rather farm 0.5 hectares of
land alone, or 3.5 hectares of land jointly with one other family. We find that 75 percent of households

131

report that they go for the option of farming 0.5 hectares alone ~ (Table 6.9), a result that is seemingly

B! The purpose of this statement is to reveal the degree of trust of households in practice as opposed to directly asking
households about their level of trust in a hypothetical sense.
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inconsistent with the earlier finding suggesting a high degree of mutual trust among households. The
degree of mutual trust, as stated by households may therefore overstate the true level in practice. A
potential drawback of this approach, however, is that responses may be influenced by historical
experiences, such as experiences with collectivised agriculture. Households may have had bad
experiences from collective farming, where incentives to yield maximal effort are reduced because of
free rider problems, which may give rise to suboptimal output levels.

Table 6.9: Attitudes to Trust and Cooperation

Share of HHs agreeing  Share of HHs agreeing with  Share of HHs who would
with the statement "most the statement "In this rather farm 0.5 ha. alone

people are generally commune one has to be  than 3.5 ha. jointly with

honest and can be careful, there are people you one other family

trusted” (percent)’ cannot trust" (percent)’ (percent)

2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010
Province
Ha Tay 86.3 81.7 58.3 56.0 80.2 81.0
Lao Cai 89.7 97.7 26.4 64.4 81.6 20.7
Phu Tho 91.8 90.5 81.6 63.0 83.9 63.6
Lai Chau 85.7 92.0 8.0 33.9 87.5 96.4
Dien Bien 714 95.2 50.5 36.2 71.4 93.3
Nghe An 90.6 85.9 42.2 65.6 89.1 81.8
Quang Nam 93.8 66.2 53.8 324 71.4 66.6
Khanh Hoa 78.9 100.0 31.6 26.3 92.1 921
Dak Lak 88.1 80.0 93.3 67.4 83.7 68.9
Dak Nong 92.2 90.3 48.5 48.5 94.2 93.2
Lam Dong 70.1 35.8 67.2 7.5 80.6 82.1
Long An 77.3 83.6 78.3 41.3 80.1 81.1
Household Head
Male 86.6 82.6 58.5 49.4 82.7 77.0
Female 85.7 82.1 63.1 49.5 76.8 714
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 83.8 89.0 47 1 474 79.6 76.2
2" poorest 87.4 81.5 56.5 49.8 81.9 79.0
Middle 88.8 81.9 58.6 50.1 82.7 79.4
2" richest 85.8 81.8 62.0 52.3 83.1 73.2
Richest 85.2 78.2 65.7 47.5 78.9 714
Member of any groups
Yes 87.3 82.4 60.2 50.7 81.7 744
No 82.2 83.4 56.1 40.8 80.2 85.6
Total 86.4 82.5** 59.5 49.4** 814 75.8***
N=2,200

"The residual share of households constitutes households who either disagree with the statement or say that they do not know or
cannot answer.
*** Difference between 2008 and 2010 statistically significant at 1% level
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Aside from some anomalies in responses in Lao Cai, Khanh Hoa and Lam Dong, similar
attitudes toward trust and cooperation are found across all provinces and food expenditure quintiles.'**
In general, female headed households are more likely to favour joint farming compared to male headed
households. Membership of any formal group improves attitudes toward joint farming in 2010,
indicating that people with more social capital are more likely to cooperate. These findings support the
central hypothesis in social capital theory that people active in groups have higher levels of trust.
Moreover, members of a group also tend to be more aware that there are some people who cannot be
trusted. Membership of formal groups, therefore, appears to increase households’ ability to cooperate

with trustworthy people and avoid unfavourable relationships.

6.4. Sources of Information and use of Mass Media

This section investigates sources of information and use of mass media with respect to
agricultural production, credit and insurance, government policies and market information. The three
most important sources of information accessed for these purposes are summarised in Table 6.10.

The most important sources for agricultural production and extension are relatives, friends and
neighbours; television; and community loud speakers; followed by educated extension agents. Information
on credit and insurance is also most often obtained from relatives, friends and neighbours or from
television. Television is also the main provider of news about politics. Relatives, local market and
television are sources of market information on jobs and prices. Overall, social capital (networks of
relatives and friends), television and community loud speakers are the most important information sources.

Table 6.10: Sources of Information (percent)

Issue
Agricultural Sources of Government Market mfprmatlon
. : . - such as jobs and
production and credit and policy -
. : prices of goods
extension insurance changes
and crops

Source of Information:
Relatives, friends and neighbours 56.1 52.6 40.0 65.5
Community bulletin board 14.5 18.1 16.2 4.8
Community loud speakers 40.9 34.7 34.2 17.9
Local market 8.5 6.9 79 54.7
Newspapers 1.7 2.2 3.8 2.6
Radio 2.1 4.0 7.8 4.1
Television 41.8 41.9 74.9 58.4
Extension agents 34.8 10.7 45 4.2
Other groups or mass organisation 13.6 32.1 20.0 5.7
Business- or work associates 0.1 1.3 0.4 0.5
Other 8.6 10.6 10.3 8.8

N=2,200

2 Due to the subjective nature of the questions, it is possible that these inconsistencies are due to misreporting or low
response rates on these questions.

281



Figure 6.1 illustrates the share of households reporting television as the most important source of
market information, while Table 6.11 shows the use of all types of mass media by households. In
2010, close to 60 percent of households reported that television was the most important source of
information, a little less than in 2008. Figure 6.1 reveals that television has become more important in
the North West, South Central Cost and Central Highland provinces, and less important in the richer
provinces close to Hanoi and HCMC.

Figure 6.1: Households Reporting TV as the Most Important Source of Market Information (percent)
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N=2,200

Table 6.10 reveals that 94 percent of household heads watch TV. On average, the household
head watches 2.3 hours of TV per day. Only 24 percent of household heads listen to radio, and it is the
rich who are more likely to do so. Between 2008 and 2010 the share of households who listen to radio
decreased by more than five percentage points. Newspapers are even less widespread (despite the fact
that most people can read). The rich read newspapers much more often than the poor. Part of these
findings might be explained by the difficulties distributing newspapers in remote areas.

The use of internet has increased in almost every province since 2008 and with a sharp increase
observed in several provinces. The increase is particularly evident among middle-income households.
More than 20 percent of all households use internet and among the rich, it is one out of every three.
The rise in internet usage may in part explain the fact that television has become less important in the
richer provinces close to Hanoi and HCMC (see Figure 6.1).
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Table 6.11: Use of TV, Radio, Newspapers and Internet

Someone inthe Someone in

TV watching by  Someone in the HH reads the HH uses

HH head watches HH head, hours HH listens to

TV (Percent) per day (mean)* radio (percent) m(e;v:r;;?r)‘tte)rs (:1:::22:)
Province 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010 2008 2010
Ha Tay 97.3 99.0 2.3 2.3 16.5 371 9.2 19.0 215 346
Lao Cai 89.7 93.1 1.4 1.8 34 17.2 1.1 2.3 34 1.1
Phu Tho 96.7 974 1.4 2.7 325 469 134 13.8 85 164
Lai Chau 75.9 92.0 1.6 2.5 8.0 1.8 9.8 4.5 6.3 4.5
Dien Bien 68.6 74.3 1.6 2.3 25.7 7.6 18.1 14.3 3.8 6.7
Nghe An 91.7 90.1 2.2 2.5 16.1 16.1 21.9 193 104 344
Quang Nam 94.5 934 1.6 1.9 57.9 352 141 148 328 117
Khanh Hoa 974 94.7 1.8 1.8 21.1 7.9 10.5 184  36.8 289
Dak Lak 95.6 96.3 1.4 2.4 12.6 111 12.6 19 141 215
Dak Nong 93.2 96.1 2.0 2.3 311 1.7 252 9.7 282 3938
Lam Dong 97.0 95.5 1.7 2.3 55.2 9.0 35.8 9.0 224 433
Long An 95.8 94.1 1.6 2.3 59.8 140 1741 20.3 7.7 224
Household head
Male 934 95.5 1.8 2.3 314 26.2  15.1 16.0 161  23.9
Female 91.9 90.3 1.8 2.2 29.2 215 124 116 166 18.9
Food Expenditure Quintile
Poorest 72.5 86.7 1.5 2.2 16.3 11.9 3.8 54 7.5 8.3
2nd poorest 89.4 93.6 1.7 2.3 25.8 23.1 7.5 13.0 101 183
Middle 95.2 96.3 1.6 2.3 321 27.0 9.0 149 139 26.8
2nd richest 97.9 97.5 1.8 2.3 35.7 314 171 177 159 2941
Richest 98.7 97.7 2.0 24 35.9 33.0 275 245 2715 320
Total 93.1 94 .4* 1.8 2.3%** 31.0 252 145 151" 16.2 229

*Only households where the head watches any TV are included in column two.

6.5. Summary

Social capital, networks, formal and informal groups are important for many reasons in countries
lacking formal institutions. Access to formal insurance in rural Vietnam remains low (see Chapter 5 of
this report), and social capital and networks therefore play an important role. This chapter has shown
that 95 percent of households have someone to turn to for assistance when faced with an adverse
income shock. Such networks often consist of family members or relatives, which correspond to the
findings in Chapter 2 showing that money transfers were primarily remittances from children and
relatives.
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Weddings are an occasion for maintaining informal networks. The median household attends
thirteen weddings annually. Furthermore, wedding expenditures make up close to 30 percent of annual
income in the households that host a wedding. Celebration of the lunar new year, Tet, is another
important occasion and the relatively high expenditures at this time support the hypothesis that
households are willing to spend on informal networking to acquire social capital (though this if of
course not the only reason).

In analysing social capital, an important aspect is trust and attitudes toward cooperation.
Informal networks and trust reinforce each other because of limited enforcement and weak sanction
possibilities if people fail to meet certain obligations. The findings in this chapter indicate that people
generally trust each other, but that they are aware that some people cannot be trusted and given a
choice of a collective farming contract, they would rather farm their own land.

Formal groups — mostly represented by official mass organisations — attract a large following. It
is a positive sign that most people take part in popular organisations, and the figures in this chapter
show that the benefits are many and encompass both new knowledge and entertainment. Moreover, the
amount paid in membership fees is very small, meaning that no one is prevented from joining these
groups.

The final section of this chapter presented evidence on mass media and sources of information.
Here, most notable is the significant use of television. Besides relatives and friends, television remains
the most important source of information on a broad spectrum of issues. However, the use of internet
is an increasingly important source of information especially in the middle-income households.
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CONCLUSION

The aim of the Vietnam Access to Resources Household Survey is to document the wellbeing of
rural households in 12 provinces in Vietnam focusing, in particular, on access to and the use of
productive resources. Based on a unique (panel) database dating back to 2006, this report provides a
detailed examination of many aspects of households’ livelihoods including income earning activities,
land issues, agricultural production, risk, financial resources and social capital. While the focus of the
report is on describing the results from the 2010 round of the survey, the panel dimension to the data is
also explored, allowing comparisons to be made between the 2006 and 2008 rounds.

Chapter 1 presents the characteristics of the panel of households surveyed. While many of the
observed characteristics do not change over time (as would be expected given that the same
households are surveyed in each year) a few notable trends emerge. The proportion of surveyed
households classified as poor by MoLISA has declined significantly over the years of the survey
suggesting that, overall, conditions have improved for the surveyed households. Nevertheless, it is
clear that some provinces and groups remain more vulnerable than others. For example, large
schooling discrepancies by gender and by poverty status continue to be observed. Similarly, while
improvements in living conditions are observed, this is not the case for all households with inequalities
in access to safe water and energy usage evident across provinces and poverty quintiles. A trend of
particular note is the dramatic increase in the number of households who receive support from children
living outside of the household as is consistent with increases in both internal and international
migration in Vietnam. The impact of migration on rural communities and on migrants is an area
worthy of more in-depth research.

Chapter 2 describes the income-earning activities of households. Consistent with the observed
decline in poverty levels, the surveyed households experience a significant increase in average annual
income levels between 2008 and 2010. Agriculture remains the most important source of employment
and income but poor households diversify their income sources to a greater extent than wealthier
households, preventing them from receiving gains to specialisation. This is consistent with the idea
that poorer households may be more vulnerable to income shocks and so diversify their activities in
order to spread risk. Investigating further the relationship between specialisation, diversification and
household wealth would be worthwhile to gain an understanding of the extent to which diversification
impedes the development of poor households. Also of interest is the fact that non-farm household
enterprises are becoming increasingly prevalent over the sample period. Further research into the role
of household enterprises in Vietnam will help to understand their importance in the development of
rural communities in Vietnam in the future.

Chapter 3 addresses a range of issues relating to land, including what it is used for, how it is
acquired, the nature and prevalence of land titling, and investment in land. Of particular note are the
significant changes observed in the way in which plots are acquired with more acquired through the
land market and less allocated by the State over time. The evolution and effectiveness of land markets
is therefore a possible area of interest for future in-depth work. The Chapter also explores the issue of
land titling which has been given prominence in Vietnamese law for many years. We find evidence
that conflicts in some ways with the land laws on the titling of plots and on the registering of the
names of both spouses on the land use certificate. The richness of the panel of plots gathered in
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successive rounds of the VARHS will facilitate further research into the impact of changes in the law
on the titling of land by rural households.

Chapter 4 focuses on agricultural production and describes the types of output produced and
inputs used as well as the markets in which they are traded. Of particular note in this chapter are the
distinguishing features of agricultural activities in 2008, the year of the food and oil price ‘crises’. The
descriptive statistics presented in this chapter do not provide us with conclusive evidence of the impact
of the crisis on agricultural production, though they are certainly highly suggestive. Future work
exploiting the panel structure of the data will allow the impact of rising prices on both households and
their ability to recover to be explored in more detail. Another interesting trend observed is the increase
in the proportion of rice output that is traded. The evidence suggests that wealthier and male headed
households are more likely to be commercial farmers. The commercialisation of agriculture may be an
important mechanism out of poverty for rural households.

Chapter 5 addresses two issues for households: first, exposure to risk and uptake of insurance
and second, the financial assets of households. The two areas are inextricably linked with some
evidence to suggest that savings and credit are important mechanisms for coping with unexpected
income losses. Exposure to risk remains a serious cause of concern among the surveyed households.
We find evidence that households are better able to cope in 2010 compared with 2008 but the poor
remain the most vulnerable group. Future research analysing the impact of risk on households, both in
terms of their outcomes and their behaviour, will help develop an understanding of the real effect of
income shocks on households. There is some evidence to suggest that over time financial markets are
better able to assist households in coping with shocks, in particular credit and insurance markets, but
the informal sector plays an important role with formal financial savings, for example, accounting for
only a tiny proportion of overall household saving. Future work on the interaction between formal and
informal coping mechanisms will help in designing effective formal financial market instruments that
match the types of risks that households are exposed to. Understanding why the uptake of formal
financial savings is so low will also help in effective policy design. Of particular note is the fact that
households increasingly use credit for consumption purposes, particularly through the VBSP. Much of
the literature suggests that providing credit for productive investments that yield a return may help lift
households out of poverty while the opposite may be the case for credit for consumption purposes.
Further investigation into the effectiveness of credit is therefore of importance.

Chapter 6 concludes the report with an overview of the extent of social capital evident among the
surveyed households. Social capital and networks play an important role in rural Vietnam with many
households relying on the assistance of family and friends in times of need. Of particular importance is
the role of official mass organisations and formal groups which involve many of the households in the
survey. Future in-depth work should consider the impact that these groups have on household
livelihoods, in particular, as a possible information channel for eliminating market failures due to
asymmetric information problems.

Overall, the findings of this report suggest that the wellbeing of rural households in the 12
provinces surveyed is improving over time. Many interesting research questions worthy of further
investigation and in-depth analysis are raised. The level of detail provided by the survey, along with
the power of the panel data aspect of the data, provides a unique opportunity to address these questions
in a rigorous and statistically robust way.
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