[image: image11.png]%of total households

g

g

g

g

g

0%

Distribution of household annual
income, Chap Trung |, 2009

I

0-10 10-20 20-30 30-50 50-70
Annual income (milliond) dong

Above70





Graduate School of Development Studies

[image: image12.jpg]



A  Research Paper presented by:

Nguyen Thi Minh Khue
Vietnam
in partial fulfilment of the requirements for obtaining the degree of

MASTERS OF ARTS IN DEVELOPMENT STUDIES

Specialization:

Rural livelihood and Global change
(RLGC)

Members of the examining committee:

Prof. Dr Max Spoor [Supervisor]
Prof. Dr Ben White [Reader]
The Hague, The Netherlands
11, 2010
Disclaimer:

This document represents part of the author’s study programme while at the Institute of Social Studies. The views stated therein are those of the author and not necessarily those of the Institute.

Inquiries:

Postal address:
Institute of Social Studies
P.O. Box 29776
2502 LT The Hague
The Netherlands

Location:
Kortenaerkade 12
2518 AX The Hague
The Netherlands

Telephone: 
+31 70 426 0460

Fax: 
+31 70 426 0799

Contents

ivList of Tables


ivList of Figures


ivList of Maps


vList of Glossary


viAcknowledgement


1Chapter 1: Introduction: background, objectives and methods


9Chapter 2: Circular migration and rural society: An Analytical Framework



92.1. Migration: overview of theoretical debates


102.2. Migration: rural and urban linkage


112.3. Migration: development and inequality


122.4. Remittances: coping or accumulation


132.5. Peasants on the move: a political economy perspective of migration


16Chapter 3: The emergence of circular migration in national and local context



163.1. National background


183.2. Local context


193.3. Village profile


22Chapter 4: Circular migration and social differentiation


224.1. The cause of differentiation


22Who migrates ?


24Remittance behaviour


254.2. The Mechanisms of differentiation


25Remittance usage


27Intra-household labour allocation


29Hiring-in labour and machine for rice production.


30Land concentration


33Cash crops and live stock


344.3. Indicators of differentiation


39Chapter 5: Concluding reflection


41 Appendices


1QUESTIONAIRE


1References



List of Tables

22Table 4.1 

 HYPERLINK \l "_Toc277580067" 
Age and gender of the migrants


23Table 4.2 Education of the migrants


25Table 4.3 Remittance level per month


26Table 4.4  Intended purpose of remittance usage


26( Multiple answers permitted)


29Table 4.5  Rent-in labour


29Table 4.6 Means of production ownership


31Table 4.7  Households renting in extra land


31Table 4.8  Landholdings comparison between migrant and non-migrant households


34Table 4.9  Percentage of households by stratum, 2010



List of Figures

Figure 3.1 20Distribution of household annual income, 2009


34Figure 4.1  Percentage of migrant households by stratum 2000 and 2010


36Figure 4.2 Housing quality by migrant household stratum 2000


36Figure 4.3 Housing quality by migrant household stratum 2010


37Figure 4.4 Distribution of consumer goods by migrant household stratum 2000


37Figure 4.5 Distribution of consumer goods by migrant household stratum 2010



List of Maps

41Map 1 

HYPERLINK "final draft.doc" \l "_Toc277581372"
Location of Thai Binh province in Vietnam


42Map 2 

HYPERLINK "final draft.doc" \l "_Toc277581374"
Location of studied village in Thai Binh province



 
List of Glossary
	Doi moi
	the recent socio-economic transition called Renovation initiated by the 6th National Congress of the Communist Party of Vietnam in 1986

	Di hoc xa
	migration for education

	Di lam an xa
	circular migration

	Dia phuong
	local government

	Doi san xuat 
	cooperative production brigade

	Ho
	household

	Ho khau
	Household Residential Registration

	Nep cai
	sticky rice

	Noc
	household under the same roof

	Tam huong
	perfume rice

	Tinh, huyen, xa, thon
	province, district, commune, village, hamlet.


	Trung uong
	Central Government

	1 sao
	360 m²


    Acknowledgement
I would first like to express my gratitude to my supervisor Max Spoor for his academic inputs, patience and supports; to my second reader Ben White for his inspiration and wisdom throughout the journey of my research and ISS study. I would sincerely like to thank my research assistants who had supported me to conduct my field research, to all my classmates and discussants for their critical comments and Ansu Tumbahangfe for her warmth and unavailable assistance as my editor
I also thank for all colleagues with whom I have shared their own knowledge, culture, humour and lives during my experiences at the ISS. Finally I would like to thank my family and my friends at home who have always stood by me.

Chapter 1: Introduction: background, objectives and methods
“Circular migration is neither a silver bullet nor an exercise in smoke and mirrors but is an integral part of all migration systems”

(Skeldon, 2009:6)

Migration in Vietnam has always had an important role in long-term changes within social processes; corresponding to historical and political trends rather than just to short-term economic calculation. During the country’s long and endless war history, migration was seen as a crucial survival strategy. As attested by the historical reality that Vietnamese territory today owes much the South expansion migration during the Nguyen dynasty (1802-1955). It is estimated that after the Geneva Agreement (1954) the largest internal migration in Vietnamese history occurred with up to a million people moving to the South while 140,000 moved to the north (Dang, 1993). However, these types of migration were due to the result of forced or planned movement. It was only after the 1980, during the transitional economy that Vietnam has experienced significant voluntary internal migration wave ever. In the early stages, the trend was from rural to rural, but from late 1990s forward it shifted from rural to urban and remained circular patterns (Nguyen, 1997). 
Migration has been a crucial factor contributing to economic growth and poverty reduction in both places of origin and destination. Moreover, it has been seen that within Vietnam, peasants tend to keep social ties with the place of origin using circular migration as a transitional step to explore opportunities in urban settings and to expand livelihood security during the transitional periods before possible permanent migration is established (Nguyen, 2001). For policy makers, however, rural-urban migration is commonly seen as undesirable phenomenon - primarily the main cause of high unemployment in urban areas and high skilled labour drains in rural areas (White et al. (eds.), 1999). The Government’s population and labour relocation policy encouraged rural to rural and urban to rural migration rather than rural to urban in the 1980s
. The dynamics of rural – urban migration is now still strictly limited by policies launched to discourage it (Dang, 1999). Given its importance to economic growth contribution and its political implication, there is a need for a better understanding of rural-urban migration.
Several studies have analyzed migration patterns along with other aspects of socio-economic development in Vietnam. Some papers examine the determinants of migration its volume and duration. While uneven development has mainly been the consensus in explaining the main reasons for rural urban migration in Vietnam, the effects of migration on areas of origin and destination seems to be diversified. Some do emphasize the impact of migration on the resettlement of migrants in cities (Tran, 1998; Nguyen, 2001). There are limited studies focus on consequences of migration on agriculture productivity (De Brauw, 2010) or household per capita expenditure and living standard (Harigaya et. al., 2007) in rural areas. Earlier studies are based on the Population and Housing census in 1989 (Dang et. al., 1997), 1992-1993 (Le and Nguyen, 1999) which can only provide characteristics of permanent migrants but excluded short-term, unofficial and seasonal migration. Later studies have started investigating seasonal temporary migration, but even these have paid little attention to the interaction of migratory movements with broader changes in the areas of origin, in effect isolating migration as an exceptional phenomenon. The linked between circular migration and rural differentiation process thus remaining unexplored. 
This paper will focus on the impact of circular migration on the social differentiation in the rural areas. Circular migration has been adopted by many households ranging from the poor, the middle class to the better-off (Cramb et al., 2004) and it has had both financial and social impacts on communities and individuals (Dang edt., 2001). Similarly, remittances have had positive effects on social resilience and rural economic growth (Adger et al., 2002). The question this study seeks is to what extent has circular migration been a route to enrichment – in other word how does it contribute towards accumulation and then social differentiation?
I argue that circular migration should be seen as any other diversification strategy which enables the peasant to gain access to cash income in urban areas while still keep position in rural areas. The interaction between rural and urban is emphasized through the peasant out migration. He/she still keeps a strong link with the rural area that constitutes particular contexts and in turn generates specific indicators, cause and mechanisms of social differentiation. Through this process, migration becomes a developmental strategy, as a means for upward mobility rather than coping or “survival” strategy with rural distress.
Defining circular migration in Vietnam

Migration is hard to define, difficult to measure, multifaceted and multi-uniform, and resistant to theory-building (Arango, 2000). Even in each specific form of migration, there is little consensus about definition. In terms of circular internal migration, it can be defined partly staying put, and partly migrating each year (Royal, 2003) or “typically rural-urban and return, varying time period” (Ellis, 2003:5). Skeldon (2009) pointed out one of the difficulties in using this term is to know exactly what it means and how it can be distinguished from other types of temporary migration. Then he suggests (citing Zoomers) that “ circular migration means that migrants are free to come and go, whereas the others (temporary, cyclical or contract migration) are more or less forced and managed forms of temporary residence” (Skeldon, 2009:2)
In this paper, I would like to elaborate the circular migration definition of Portes (2010) which includes the basic characteristic as follows: they migrate out for a certain time per year with intention of earning money and return, but they do not bring family along on the first stage, they keep sending the remittance back frequently.  Circular migration shares some similar characteristics with seasonal migration. But unlike seasonal migration, circular can occur at any time at regular or irregular intervals, basically depending on job in urban areas rather than depending on the surplus time available between two crops. The Vietnamese term for circular migration is “di lam an xa” which has an economic basis: it is migration with the intention of earning money. 
   In case people migrate for education or job training, the term will be “di hoc xa”. High school can be accessed within the commune. The numbers of people go for university or college is limited around 1 or 2 persons per year while some may continue in training job center. These terms are distinguished from the labour circular migration because firstly it is migration for education; second students need support from home rather than sending remittance back. Even in case they take part in some part time jobs, it will basically support for their living rather than funding home. And if they would be finding a job in urban after graduation, they are likely to remain permanently.
This choice is not suggesting that other types of movements are not important or less contributive to the social differentiation, but it is not possible to bring them all within the scope of discussion the impact of all types of migration. The focus is therefore on the circular migration from rural to urban areas and its direct impact of migration on rural society 
Insufficiency of theory on the linkage between migration and rural development and inadequate academic work on this area is a challenge in dealing with this study. I have limited the study to the most direct consequences in the economic sphere, for instances on the effect of migrant remittances and labour loss through labour circulation for household economy. Therefore, the socio-psychological impacts on individuals need more investigation. Besides, located in specific locality and without macro analysis, the study cannot indicate representative common trends for the whole phenomenon but only to discover the impact of migration in the village. Another disadvantage is due to my absence in the field research, which would have not allowed me to observe directly the ground realities. In addition, I could not conduct most of the interviews myself. That is limitation in some clarificatory questions outside the questionnaire which would be expected to appear during the survey and focus group discussions. 
The remainder of this chapter will start by outlining about the methodology and research techniques. Following that the chapter will review relevant literature on the migration debate focusing on the impacts of migration on the place of origin. The next chapter will introduce the emergence of circular migration within the national and local context.  It follows with an analysis chapter which will focus on of the impact of circular migration on the social differentiation in the village. The final chapter presents concluding reflection.
Methodology and research techniques
ThaiBinh province was chosen as the case study because it has been historically recorded for the highest rates of net-out-migration over the past years (Dang ed., 2001) due to intense population pressure on resources primarily in terms of access to land which is 0.3 hectare each family (Dang, 1999).  Nguyen (1997) points out that the distribution of rice land in peasant households provides part of the answer to circular migration in Vietnam. “On the one hand, population density and economic adversities are the main reasons cause peasants to move, but on the other hand maintaining the household economy, changing labour force divisions along gender lines within the household and village kinship relations draw peasants back to their rural areas” (Nguyen, 1997:60). In other words, uneven development takes peasants away from their villages but traditional social and economic ties bring them back. This is the reason why such higher levels of population density and economic pressures did not cause high levels of permanent migration in northern Vietnam (Nguyen, 1997), included ThaiBinh province. Circular migration has become a significant phenomenon in the locality which needs to be investigated more.  

Field work was carried out in July-August 2010 in Doan Hung commune, Hung Ha district, Thai Binh province which is around 100 km from Hanoi, the capital of Vietnam (map 1, map 2). It is useful to highlight some specific context of Vietnamese rural. The Vietnamese administration is divided into Trung uong (central) and Dia phuong (local) governments. Local governments constitute the tinh (province), huyen (district) and xa (commune) for rural areas. In the Red River Delta, the next units will be thon (lang) and then xom (doi).  The word lang (village), which is used to refer sub-xa  unit, means increasingly a culturally defined community and decreasingly an administrative unit. The word doi emerged from the collectivization period, which perceives each hamlet as the doi san xuat (cooperative production brigade).  In this paper, tinh, huyen, xa, thon, and xom will be translated into English as province, district, commune, village and hamlet.
Of 5 villages in this commune (named Don Nong, Tien La, Tan Mi, Chap Trung I, Chap Trung II), Chap Trung I was chosen because this village has maximum rate of migration in the last 10 years among this commune in particular and among the whole province in general.  Chap Trung I socio-economic conditions are characterized by monoculture in rice production, poor infrastructure, and high level of out-migration. It is considered as the lowest on economy status due to having no industrial zone, no traditional handicraft as other villages, and very limited dynamic non-farm business diversification and at far distance from capital of province (30km). These characteristics make circular migration become a good choice in peasants’ livelihood portfolio. Besides, monoculture gives me a chance to isolate the impact of circular migration with the rural areas from other factors. From the general view, Chap Trung I embraces three hamlets: hamlet 9, hamlet 10, and hamlet 11 with the similar demography, infrastructure and agro-system. 

As mentioned before, because I did not myself conduct the field research, four research assistants was involved during data collection. They were hired from the sociology department of the Hanoi University of Agriculture. All have experience in conducting research in rural areas and have carried out both qualitative and quantitative data collection through surveys and focus group discussions. 

Initially, I conducted four group meetings with them via internet
 to explain the main purpose of study, the structure of the questionnaire, and the need to do pilot test
. Later, during the time they were in the field (four days in total), because of internet access constraints, we could not arrange meetings regularly, thus they reported daily to me about the research process through telephone. Their field notes which were written up while still in the research areas were sent through telephone GPRS
. In order to support the research assistants, four villagers were in addition hired as enumerators during the survey. They provided useful insights regarding the local context, social relations and villagers. 
Focus group discussion and Key-informant interviews

Two focus groups were conducted by the research assistants to capture the main features of the local context and circular migration patterns before the completion of the questionnaire. In order to trace the development of different peasant groups as a result of migration, the first focus group discussion (FCD) - a group of seven peasants and local officials were asked to rank 80 households (40 migrant households and 40 non-migrant household – I will be describe more detailed in the sample size in the next section) in the villages into five strata –starting from number one which was the richest and number five the poorest in 2000. I chose 40 migrant households who had at least one member that had migrated in 2000 as the first year. This I hoped could allow me to establish the impact of migration on household changes over 10 years. I chose 2000 as the base year for two reasons – firstly because through FDG it was remarked that this year marked a substantial rise in migration in the village and also in that year the commune refine the commune cooperative production into the commune production service (will discuss more in part 4.1). Secondly, the year was not so distant in the past that it would be relatively fresh in the minds of villagers. 

The second focus group which included 8 villagers helped me to rank the same list of households into the same five strata in 2010. The group agreed on the classification of most households. In addition, I also asked the research assistants to report their own classification about the household that they had interviewed at the time of the study (8/2010) and most of their classification matched those of the FGD.
 During this process, I also carried out some key-informant interviews via the telephone. My key-informants includes of commune officers, village cadres, some specific cases which were identified after survey by the research assistants and some migrants that I had contacts by snow balls. During these telephone interviews, issues ranging from remittances, differentiation, welfare, agriculture, rural development, inequality, local culture and history were discussed. Some of these individuals were approached several times and this I allowed me to triangulate to crosscheck data.
Sample survey

A sample of households was selected by conducting a stratified sampling method. This first involved acquiring the complete list of households (hokhau record
) that supply basic characteristics of village. I selected migrant and non-migrant households using the very detailed hokhau records of the village which the village cadres scanned and sent via internet. 

In this study, I will adopt hokhau as the official definition of household which perceives a person or a group of persons living under the same roof (noc), eat and cook together. In case the children get marriage and separate, they will assign officially as an independent household (ho) and then they are not a household member. However, if the children (usually the eldest) got married but still sharing the same hearth with their parent, they are considered as one household. In case of the household member migrate out without cutting hokhau, they still consider as parts of the household and as a villager. According to above definition, a migrant household is defined as each household in my sample which contains at least one member who circulated during the previous ten years. Ten years was expected to minimize the distorted of information due to memory lapse of respondents.

Of 558 households in the village, 235 (42 percent) households are recorded to have at least one member current circulate out. 
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 Of 323 non-migrant households, it should be noticed that some may have members who migrate for education. I identified these household into the non-migrant households because they are not involved in labour circulation, which is the focus of this study. Other cases are some non-migrant households which had previous had members migrating out but now returned and engage in some non-farm business. These post-migrant households, however, are only 2 households according to the village cadres. Estimating this strata is not enough to supply a sample to compare with not-yet migrant households and recent migrant households. Therefore I put them into non-migrant households and investigate them as case study only. Besides, it should be noticed that the non-migrant households probably have members renting out labour within the village and the province. However, they are commuting back and forth every day then I excluded them out of migrant household strata. 

Regarding to migrant households, I first identified the households which had migrated their entire family
, which is 23 out of 235 households by consulting the village cadres who know exactly about the demography in the village. Of 212 migrant households which still have member at home for interview, I took one more step to identify which family had member migrate in 2000 as first year. It was interesting to find out that most of these cases (203/212 households) fall into this strata. In the key-informant interview, the village cadres made clear that the first generation right after Doimoi (the years of 1990s) mostly remains permanent in the place of origins. The second generation who keeps circular mostly started in the year 2000 forward. Of the 203 households, I used a random sampling procedure. I chose 40 interviewees from every 5 interval from the list of migrant households and every 8 interval from non-migrant households.
Chapter 2: Circular migration and rural society: An Analytical Framework
2.1. Migration: overview of theoretical debates
Migration has received quite some attention in the field of development studies, dating back to the 1980s when Ravenstein first proposed the “laws of migration” (de Haan, 1999). In general, there are two major theoretical approaches to the study of migration - an “individualistic” and a “structural” approach (Saith, 1999; Dang edt., 2001). The individualistic approach on migration which applyes the basic ideas of Neoclassical economic stress the rational choice of an individual for utility maximization, expected net return, and wage differentials (Aragon, 2000:285). Rural urban migration is seen as a process of labour movement from agricultural sector in rural areas where labour is “surplus” to other sectors in urban areas, which are suffering from labour shortages (de Haan, 1999) Throughout this redistributive labour process, the propoents of this approach are quiet optimistic about impacts of migration on both the places of origin and destination. 
 Whereby the regard “migration (to be) the oldest action against poverty. It (is) selected by those who most want help. It is good for the country to which they go; it helps to break the equilibrium of poverty in the country from which they come. What is the perversity in the human soul that causes people to resist so obvious a good?”  (John Renneth Galbraith cited in Skeldon, 2003:9)

In contrast, the structural approach of migration is rooted in an understanding of the political economy of rural society, where migration is shaped by wider forces of structural and economic changes (de Haan, 1999).  They argued that rural labour is involuntarily withdrawn to fulfil urbanization and the transition to capitalism. According to this view, there is no choice for the poor but to migrate under the capital mechanism after alienation from their land (Breman, 1996), therefore they seem pessimistic about the impacts of migration on rural areas.

Both these dominant theories, Neoclassical and Marxist, have however been criticized as taking only a one-sided point of view on migration flows. Moreover, Saith (1999) argued that explaining migration as “a matter of individual choice or structural coercion” is very limited in understanding Asian experiences in internal migration which “range from early coerced and state-mediated migrations to migrations that are mostly demand-determined” (Saith, 1999:285)
Nevertheless most of these theories reviewed usually focus on explaining why people move, what determines the volume of migration or who are migrate. There are few studies aimed to investigate the impact of migration on rural areas, there is however no model building the link between migration and social differentiation. In the preceding section, I will highlight some empirical findings studied on the impact of migration, particularly focus on the consequence of remittance on rural areas
2.2. Migration: rural and urban linkage

From the urbanization studies, Dyson emphasized that “urbanization has major implications for patterns of human mobility” (Dyson, 2001:75). He points out that without sufficient food supply from rural areas nobody will live in towns, is a fact usually ignored in development studies. Cheap food may ensure cheap wage goods for industrialization in the urban as well as in the rural sector which would result in higher non-farm employment. Hence, on one hand, in the meantime, agricultural productivity increases must be sufficient to release people to migrate out and to supply sufficient food for people. On the other hand, agricultural productivity increases mostly derived from the use of chemical fertilizers, pesticides and herbicides, and many other technical innovations, which come from the growing towns (Dyson, 2001:76). This dependent relationship will then create a rural – urban linkage, which will later heavily affects rural societies. 

In “The city of peasants” Robert (1995) suggests seeing internal migration as a product of local enterprises rather than local stagnation. The most successful rural entrepreneurs are those tend to leave in the early stage, since their activities will have generated the capital and skilled to make migration feasible. And in turn, they would form the social networks that provide the information about urban job opportunities and initial support for the next migrants, which mean development in rural enterprise, resulting in increasing rates of migration (Robert, 1995: 158). The importance of networks has already been well documented in migration studies later that indicate migration networks as a form of social capital which have a multiplier effect (Massey et al., 1998).  Social networks stand between the micro level of individual decision-making and the macro level of structural determinants (Faist, 1997), thus contributing to bridging a gap that is one of the major limitations in migration thinking. 

2.3. Migration: development and inequality
The relationship between migration and development in rural areas is complex, context specific and the least studied.. Some authors, such as Gosh (1992:424) based on “the equilibrium mechanism” positively assume that migration would decrease unemployment in rural areas, provide financial and knowledge inputs (remittance and labour skills) which would dismiss the regions uneven development and eventually make migration unnecessary. Similarly, many other poverty studies conducted by the World Bank has claimed that migration as an important factor leading to upward mobility (Deshingkar, 2006:55). In contrast, Kabra (1997) points out the classic urban bias under the hypothesis that migration would promote rural development through remittances and labour absorption. The debate becomes more complicated when it combines inequality dimension in the picture. There are some studies reported how inequality can influence migration, for example Spaan (1999) show how circular migration in Indonesia relates to land holdings inequality. He concludes that the tendency for circular migration is highest for small land holder and lowest for large landholding farmers (Spaan, 1999:248). The concern here however is more focus on how migration effect inequality in rural areas (Obviously, it is not only related to the type of migration and destination but also closed refer to the nature of inequality in the place of origin) 
From migration literature, de Haan (1999) concludes that in many cases migration does alleviate poverty, but it also probably increase inequality which is possibly the most important issue of migration (de Haan, 1999: 27). Based on Mexican village data, Stark and Taylor (1990) prove that economic development does not redress intra-village income inequalities, but is associated with more migration. Furthermore, Lipton (1980) argues that rural urban migration is mainly due to intra-rural inequality and in turn, its impacts will increase more inequality rather than equalize incomes between and within regions. Inequality would increase because firstly, the nature of migration is likely to support higher returns to the better-off and better-educated migrants (Lipton, 1982:5). It is usually that the better-off migrants are pulled toward developed areas when the poor are pushed by rural poverty (de Haan, 1999). Therefore, the poorest migrants have very limited room for improvement (Breman 1996). Secondly, the cost and the barriers associated with migration, which tends to support the rich to migrate rather than the poor (Lipton, 1980:5). Thirdly, the remittance is usually low, and only benefits individual families; they do not contribute to agricultural development or community income. (Croll and Ping, 1997; de Haan, 1999). 
However, researches in Indonesia (Spaan, 1999), Laos (Rigg, 2007) pointed out that international migration seems to enhance more inequality than internal migration. Different forms of migration are likely to have significantly different effects, and internal migration seems to have more positive impacts on rural areas. Still, there is not always a clear-cut amongst consequences of different types of migration in the same area. Regarding circular migration, some studies suggest that can help to reduce inequality. De Haan (1994) reports how one poor Bengali labour migrant has used migration as a strategy to improve his condition back home. Rogaly and Rafique (2003) indicate how the migration strategy initially began in a response to a need of cash, and continues this in spite of increasing wealth. 
Based on critical review, even though Mendola (2006:10) highlights the need to include indirect effects such as social network effects in researching the relationship between migration and inequality, she admitted that these effects are difficult to disentangle and measure. Or in other words “there is more to migration than money (but not much more)” (Rigg, 2007:169). Still, the important and accessible channel to estimate the migration-inequality relationship is remittance, which will be discussed in the next section.
2.4. Remittances: coping or accumulation

Regarding the volume and the stability of remittances, these once again depend on the context, the duration, the migrant pattern, and social structure (de Haan, 1999: 27). He also argues that remittances are low but nevertheless vital for food security as a way to diversify risks and ensure support in times of low harvest (ibid: 27). 
In terms of remittance usage, there is a shift in literature from stress on the “conspicuous consumption” 
 of remittance into investment of remittance when investigating the impact of migration on the place of origin.  Migration was a coping strategy whether remittance enables households to diversity their livelihood and maintain a current living standard which is close to the poverty line
. Rogaly et al. describe remittance in other words as “a way of hanging on” (Rogaly and Rafique, 2003:679) when they find out that for most poor migrants, remittances act as insurance against ill health. And according to Ellis (2003) with the poor who live under the poverty line, a small contribution of remittance can make “a huge differences to the options available to people to get a toehold on ladders out of poverty” (Ellis, 2003:7). 
Nevertheless, Deshingkar (2006:55) identified that migration in Asia is for accumulation rather than just coping strategy with rural distress. The better outcomes appear when remittance contributes to “saving up” 
 when households invest in land, agricultural inputs, education or non-farm business (Ellis, 2003:7) which later allows them to have better living quality. That means migration is usually considered as an accumulation strategy when its remittance is used offset the impacts of the loss of labour on agriculture. Because the consequences of migration on rural areas generally depend on the ability to maintain labour inputs and to invest remittances productively (de Haan, 1999:29).
It also needs to keep in mind the multiple impacts of remittance even if it is used for consumption Massey (1998). Remittances do not always go directly for production investment, but they are crucial part of household strategies (de Haan, 1999; Aragon, 2000). Even though the remittance is spent on consumptions rather than investing back to agriculture or other business, the migrant households have a higher propensity to invest than households without migrants (Adams, 1991). 
 2.5. Peasants on the move: a political economy perspective of migration 
Political economy theories on migration focus on the processes of industrialization and commoditisation and capitalist penetration into rural “backward” areas (de Haan, 1999) They stressed the exploitation of agriculture through land consolidation, extraction, cash cropping, mechanization and the introduction of modern agricultural production methods (Breman, 1996). They thereby imply that capitalist penetration makes rural labour redundant, while at the same time this same labour force is attracted by wages employment in more urban areas, and encouraged to urban forward migration (Osella and Garner, 2004). The peasants with their “visible feet” (Arraghi 2010:111) or “footloose labour” (Breman, 1996:222) circulates “along a wide variety of workplaces in differing branches of industry” (ibid: 222) and becomes migrant workers. 
According to this perspective, migration has implication on the process of proletarianization, in which capitalism draws “surplus” labour from rural areas to capitalist production in urban areas, separating the peasant from the means of production (Standing 1985). Breman (1996) indicates migration is as not as a choice for the poor, but as the only option for survival after alienation from their land. He emphasized that the move of labour is restricted, that the labour market is not free in the sense of neo-classical models, but organized through non-economic forces (Breman, 1996). However, from the empirical studies in India, de Haan (1994) argues that circular migration was not enforced and the migrants feel forced to go out for employment, but they want to stay back as well. The duality is part of the nature of migrants’ lives. Migrant workers show their own agency when they may come home for harvesting period or ceremonies even when there was a shortage of workers (de Haan, 1994:244). The workers remain migrants; they still define the village as their hometown. It is not uncommon that they still keep the possession of land even if it is not a mean of production.   

Here also raising an issue on self- identification of peasant as “migrant workers” because impacts of “migrations are important in terms of how people think about who they are” (Royal et al., 2003:307). Some scholars suggested one negative impact of migration on rural areas is when the peasant lost their farming skills ( Croll and Ping, 1997; Rigg, 2007) and also desire on farm. When peasants move, their self-identifications shift (Royal et al., 2003). They see a bright future in urban area with better social service and white collar jobs (Royal et al, 2003); hence they lose their interests in agriculture as well as rural areas. However, Bryceson (1996) claims that peasants are choosing non-farm business in the rural areas or migrating to urban areas just as “challenges the unwarranted assumption that the African continent’s destiny is necessarily rooted in peasant agriculture” (Bryceson, 1997:3). It refers to a process in which the continent’s population is becoming less agrarian in nature year by year. De-agrarianization according to Bryceson (1997:4) is “a long-term process of occupational adjustment, income earning re-orientation, social identification and spatial relocation of rural dwellers away from strictly peasant modes of livelihoods” Bryceson (1997:4). She claims that this process is a major factor in class formation in rural localities. 
Moreover, circular migration also presents an opportunity to challenge the traditional social structure (Royal et al., 2003). Standing (1985) shared the same ideas. He noted that even if this is not always the intended effect, the exposure to new places, ideas and practices which migrants experience often seems to lead to a question of existing social order of the dominance. It is not uncommon that remittances are used for consumption to gain new social status for migrants and migrant households. Based on study in Moroccan oases, de Haas (2007) claimed that migration and remittance has been an important avenue for upward mobility rather than generating inequality. He further indicates that assumptions of the negative impact of migration and remittances on inequality “based on the implicit, romantic idea that ‘traditional’ communities were more egalitarian” (de Haas, 2007:13) and totally ignores “ancient inequalities between ethnic and class groups” (ibid :13). However, it cannot be assumed that impact of migration on social differentiation takes place in a certain linear or uni-direction. It would start by considering the effect which migration appears to have on relationships with different social groups.

Taking into consideration all the theories and perspectives on migration as discussed above, in this paper, I would like to deploy the framework proposed by White et al. (1989) for the study of differentiation. Here I intend to modify it slightly for isolating migration as the main variable causing rural transformation. In this framework, White distinguishes indicators, causes and mechanisms of differentiation that can vary according to contexts:

 “The causes of differentiation are generally sought in the penetration of or expansion of commodity economy and therefore require the extension of analysis to supra-local, national, and global levels. They may involve, as they specially affect rural producers, either externally induced shifts in demand for the products of the agricultural sector through domestic industrialization or the opening up of export markets or changes in the technological basis of agriculture” (White et al., 1989:26)

“The process of differentiation concerns shifts in patterns of control over means of production and the accompanying social division of labor” (ibid. :26) 
“The symptoms or indicators of differentiation include such features of rural social –economic structures as the distribution of owned and operated land; frequency and form of tenancy relations and the direction of land flows through tenancy between land ownership groups; family-, exchange-, and hired-labor use; and investments and incomes of men and women in different groups or classes in different activities” (ibid.: 27)

Simple social differentiation as result of migration framework is following:
In the framework modified for migration in Vietnam context, causes of differentiation refers to two dimensions of migration: the absence of the productive members of the population and remittances (probably return migrants). These assets may be elaborate in terms of productive resources, capital, labour, information, knowledge, skill, networks. Some of these assets may also be considered as indicators of differentiation (for example productive resources), but are considered here as causes when they are not merely expressions of wealth but more as factors of accumulation. Indicators in this approach will relate to the ways in which wealth is express. This is frequently seen as “housing quality”, consumer assets. While the mechanisms of differentiation include for instance the changing in agricultural patterns, processes of land consolidation and hiring-in labour, and participation in non-farm activities. 
The three factors in the differentiation process is influenced by the contexts such as the national policy, the local characteristic, the process of industrialization, urbanization, diversification, and globalization. Contexts determine all three elements of differentiation, particularly in term of national polices such as Land Law 1993 in the case of Vietnam. Context can also create the opportunities and challenges for the mechanism operate, for examples, the speed of urbanization may redefine the consumption patterns which affect both the agriculture production patterns and rural lifestyle as well. However, we must bear in mind that migration is only one of many responses possible to social differentiation. 

Chapter 3: The emergence of circular migration in national and local context
3.1. National background

Migration has a long history and is frequently considered a key factor in the evolution of state and society in Vietnam. However, the recent socio-economic transition called Renovation – Doimoi– initiated by the 6th National Congress of the Communist Party of Vietnam in 1986 which has regarded to touch all aspects of peasants lives (Kerkvliet, 2005:5) has dramatically affected migration. Since adoption of Doimoi, Vietnam’s economy has experienced rapid growth, averaging 7 percent between 1989 and 1993 and rose further to an annual rate of 7.6 percent over the period 1994-2006 (GSO 2006). Economic growth improved living standard and accompanied by impressive poverty reduction from 58 percent in 1993 to 29 percent in 2002 and 15.5 percent in 2006 ( GSO 2006). The successful reform also made the poverty rate fall dramatically, which Akram-Lodhi (2002:1) mentions “…almost no other country has recorded such a sharp decline in poverty in such a short of time”, from 55 percent in 1993 to 15 percent population living under the total poverty line in 2006 (GSO 2006). However, uneven development has found to have risen between urban and rural areas. According to the Household Living Standards Survey (VHLSS) conducted by the General Office, the percentage of the population living under the poverty line in urban areas was 6.6 compared to 35.6 in rural areas. 

Though there are multiple reasons for migration to occur and cannot easily to be reduced to one dimension, there is no doubt that uneven geographical development has played an important role. When growth and poverty reduction have been unevenly distributed between rural and urban, or among religions stimulates significant rural–urban migration flows in Vietnam, which is considered as an important strategy in rural livelihoods for the decrease of disparities between the rural and urban areas (Dang eds 2001; Niimi et. al., 2009; Phan et. al., 2010). Hanoi and Ho Chi Minh City– the two largest urban centres becomes the magnet for circular migration. For example, the migrants in Ho Chi Minh City have increased over the last decade and accounted for around 30 percent of the city population (Tran, 1998). Indeed internal migration has become and integral component of the national economic transition and migrants have become an important source of labour in urban areas and industrial zones (Dang, 1999).

In addition to the overall economic change since the economic policy, this period has also witnessed notable changes in the agriculture
, where Vietnam’s program of renovation was initiated (Minot and Goletti, 2000). The share of agricultural employment in the labour force has fallen from 73 percent in 1989 to 55 percent in 2006 (GSO 2006). In rural areas, the number of youth population engaged in agriculture reduced from 82 percent in 1998 to 65.4 percent in 2006 (GSO 2006). This phenomenon happens due to the modernization of agricultural labour force and the huge loss of agricultural land to urbanization, industrialization or other converted used land. As a consequence, over years there is a trend of labour movement out of agriculture and into other sectors, which would be non-farm business in rural areas or migration (Dang et al., 1997)

 To cope or improve their living standards, rural households often adopt more than one strategy  to diversify their livelihood such as intensifying agricultural production and diversifying their economic activities in non –farm business. An alternative is seeking for an employment in urban areas. With higher living cost and unstable work in urban areas, circular migration is one of the favourite strategies for rural households. Circular migration permits them at the same time keep a foot on land in the village and seek cash incomes in urban areas. Reducing the cost of shelter in the urban areas, and hence it helps generate additional savings. An important aspect of migration is the contribution of remittances, which is usually estimated to be relatively high in Vietnam, approximately 38 percent of household expenditure (Le et. al., 1999). 
The simplification of residential registration procedures has been one factor supporting circular migration. As the first ten year after the Renovation, registration no longer affected the food subsidy as during the Collective period, but it is still strictly compulsory and heavily affects social welfare.  Since 2000s, this system was modified to be more flexible. Citizens can now just get temporarily registered in the place of destination without having to give up their permanent registration in the place of origin and still having social welfare. 
However, residential registration still plays an important role in agricultural land division, which has followed Land Law 1993. On one hand, this law promulgated in July 1993 claimed to provide each peasant who was born before 1993 with a plot of land. It implied that if each peasant had a piece of land to live on, it would reduce the mass migration to big cities as seen in other developing countries (Li, 1996). Conversely, youth who were born after 1993 are not guaranteed land until the next redistribution that supposed to happen every 20 years. In this village, this generation every year contributes 38 labourers to labour force that have struggled for employments. On the other hand,  the Land Law also supported and provided more rights and security to those who had been allocated land such as they have right to exchange, transfer, lease, inherit and mortgage their land-use rights. This flexibility allows Vietnamese peasants in general and Chap Trung I villagers, particularly the youth to part from their land and search other works in the cities. 
Another important point is due to the development of infrastructure, transportation which has facilitated population movement. At the same time, communication development has enhanced social contacts to access more opportunities finding jobs in urban areas. It also allows migrants elsewhere to keep in touch more easily with their family in rural areas.
3.2. Local context

The commune is officially the smallest administrative unit of Vietnam which plays a role as the linkage between people and government while village is the social cultural unit.  Commune Doan Hung and village Chap Trung I is the fundamental social unit in this locality. In the macro context of the whole national policy, this village still has some specific issues which is important to make clear.

Firstly, even though 1986 is national remarkable year as the one moving from plan to market, within the agrarian context, the shift or abolishment of the cooperative is also crucial. Within this commune, up until 2000, the agricultural cooperation was recorded to change into the agricultural service cooperation. Cooperation still remained; however, the function has completely changed from planning into supplying the agricultural services and technical innovations. Secondly, the agrarian tax also shifted from rice into cash on the same year, which allows peasants more flexible in the market integration. Nowadays the peasants are entirely free from all kinds of agrarian tax, they only contribute for the service and irrigation supplied by the agricultural service cooperation.

As consequence of national change, technical innovations, land scarcity and high population density, circular population becomes remarkable trend over past 10 years. When a villager di lam an xa usually it means that even they migrate out of the province with the intention of earning money, most still keep the fundamental relationship with their hometowns and keep the residential registration in the village/ commune (officially) which is so-called hokhau. Keeping hokhau means they still divided agricultural lands and be considered and self-defined as peasants.  Moreover, it is also true that the villagers prefer to maintain a close relationship with their land. Even when whole families migrate from the village, they still preserve their residence in the village; so that they are ensured their right on divided agricultural land. They in turn normally lease their land at cheap price or request the relatives to take care of their land rather than selling that.  Land rather than wealth indicator is considered as insurance to fall back if there is any risk in the migrating process. 

3.3. Village profile
Demography

Chap Trung I has a population of 1858, a figure that includes teachers and doctor from other places who are temporarily assigned to the village but who are not considered residents for purposed of land allocation. As the end of the first quarter 2010, 1852 were classified as residents. Yet, there are around 1523 residents who were divided agricultural land according to Land Law 1993. I have used this figure to calculate agricultural densities since it represents the number of people who are wholly dependent on local resources for their survival and who are eligible to shares of communal lands.

Population density. 

Of the total surface approximately 1029 km², more than 19 km² is used for house plots and home gardens, roads, and public facilities, leaving only 1,010 km² of agricultural land. Thus there is 663 m²/person of cultivated land. This is little higher than the commune average of 620 m²/person. However, the value of land ( in agrarian context mostly based on production of this land) is diversified among five village of commune and Chap Trung I is consider as the less productive land 
Population structure and dynamics

The natural population in the village is described quite equal between male (895) and female (963). Yet there is a deficit of males aged at 20-24 and 40-49. The shortage of males is reported by the village cadre that is the result of mainly circular migration and other reason is to serve in the military, and to pursue higher educational opportunities. There has been a major decline in fertility over the past 20 years. The birth rate in the village has dropped steadily over the last decade, falling from a high of 19.8 per 100 people in 1990 to 10.2 in 2009.  This decline is partly attributable to the family planning campaign that has been pushed with increasing intensity by the provincial, district and village governments since the mid-1908s. The death rate has also decreased, dropping from 4.8 per 1000 person in 1990 to 2 per 1000 in 2009. This mortality decline has partially offset the decline in births so that the population growth rate has remained in excess of 1.5 percent per year. At this rate, the village population will increase by 35 percent in 20 years. The very large and rapidly growing number of young adults seeking to establish new households places heavy demands on limited land, both rice fields and sites for house.  Circular migration appears the potential for villagers to overcome land scarcity, unemployment and poverty.

Regarding the strata the village, even though stratum is actually combination between economic and social status, it is no doubt that economic factor has played a dominated role in determining one’s stratum. Therefore in this thesis, strata are more prone to the economic arena.  The focus group helped me to identify the sampled households into five strata which are stratum 1 – very rich, stratum 2 – rich, stratum 3 – ordinary, stratum 4 – poor and stratum 5 – very poor.  Income is just one aspect of wealth indicators due to its sensitiveness. Moreover, one-round harvest cannot indicate exactly the truth of the income and consumption among the household and intra-household. The house itself and household assets are more important in the wealth indicators. Besides, daily consumption for food and the social events are also important indicators.

Nevertheless, the uneven distribution income can be seen clearly even though differentiation was always sensitive issue for local government. My survey revealed that 15% of households sampled (n=80) had an annual income over 70 million dong per household per year while 68% from 20 to 70 million and 22% under 20 million. This indicates a wide gap between the richest and the poorest. Data from my survey on household assets also reveals that most households with the highest income, best housing quality, and ownership of consumer goods belong to strata 1 and 2 (Figure 3.1). It should be noticed that there is some overlap in the range of the income between households across strata. This is because single year data about income (2009) does not average out the annual fluctuation. For instance, several migrant households in stratum 2 reported to have an income lower than others in stratum 3 in 2009 because the livestock disease on their farm that dramatically affected.
Figure 3.1

Distribution of household annual income, 2009
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(Source: primary data from field)
It is interesting to observe the changing criteria by which the peasant themselves defined rich and poor household.  During the focus groups discussions, wealth indicators such as the quality and time of construction of houses, or access to consumer goods such as motorcycles, television were utilized. Ten year before the household that has a concrete house, motorcycles would be considered as rich. Nowadays, it rather shifts into two story-house and some luxury items such as fridge, gas cooker and about daily consumption such as the money for ceremonies, for daily food. Remarkably, means of productions and migration are also considered as the well-off portfolio. They did not use income, or land as indicators for inequalities. Income, especially if taken from a single year date only, would not average out the annual fluctuations inherent to agricultural cycles. Moreover, it also needs to be compared with the consumption, for instance, one migrant household have migrant may have less income than non-migrant household but they also have lower consumption due to the daily consumption absent of migrants. In turn, agricultural land in itself is not an accurate indicator of wealth because it was assumed to have been equally divided after the Land Law of 1993. Moreover, the value of land depends on the output of its production, given all the villagers have been growing rice, the value is not much different.

Chapter 4: Circular migration and social differentiation
4.1. The cause of differentiation
Who migrates ?
The characteristics of migrants which are important to the effect of migration on the economic development in the place of origin will be discussed on this section. Chap Trung I has 538 households in which around 235 households have at least one or more than one member who has migrated out for work. Circular migrants in this village share characteristics with migrants from other regions in Vietnam. They are typically young, relatively well-educated men when compared with the rest of population and the migrant households tend to be a bit larger than other households. In sample survey migrant household have generally 5.4 members versus 4.7 members for non-migrant ones. 

Table 4.1 presents the age of the migrants as being pretty young, the percentage of migrants below 30 years of age is almost half which seems to corroborate the argument mentioned above on the Land Law 1993, which is that the young labour force becomes surplus in the rural areas where land distribution is already fixed. Instead of waiting for the next redistribution they therefore choose to migrate out. The migrants’ ages are relatively young although the survey only conducted on their present age. The number would be higher, had the survey taken at the time of the first migration (with the elder migrants usually moved more than 10 years ago). 

Table 4.1

Age and gender of the migrants

	Present age of the migrants
	Present gender of the migrants

	Age
	Number
	Percentage
	Gender
	Number
	Percentage

	20-30
	23
	43.4
	Male
	47
	88.6

	31-40
	12
	22.6
	Female
	6
	11.4

	Above 41
	18
	34
	
	
	


(Source: primary data from the field)

Regarding the education levels, the average migrant in the sample had 9.6 years of schooling, while non-migrants have an average of 7.4 years of schooling. These results are similar to early studies of migrants in Vietnam from macro level studies (Nguyen, 1997; de Bauw 2004) which shows that migrants comparatively well educated. The next generation of migrants (usually young individuals) have higher years of education than the earlier ones, which can easily be from understanding of the general national development that occurred in education. Particularly, among 6 female migrants, 5 already finished high schools (12/12), which is relatively high compared with the rest. Female is likely need more human capitals to access the migration chance. 
Table 4.2
Education of the migrants

	Education level
	Number
	Percentage

	Illiterate
	0
	0

	Primary (5/12)
	0
	0

	Secondary (9/12)
	42
	79

	High school (12/12)
	11
	21

	Above
	0
	0


(Source: primary data from the field)

One important aspect is that the migration decision-making is usually not an individual’s decision rather it is made through the consensus of the whole family. Even though the migrants made decision by themselves, the ideas of the family members such as parents, brothers, relatives and particular spouses are more appreciated. It indicates that circular migration is adopted by most households as a household strategy rather than an individual response. This point was stressed by both migrants and the people left behind in almost interviews and discussions. The migrants explained because firstly they need support from family and relative to help in agricultural work and housing care. In most cases, the arrangement of household labour allocation is organised before a family member migrated out. Secondly, when the migrants have the family support, they will more easily access to the social network which mostly based on the kinship. Social network is an important aspect that minimizes the movement costs and risks, and hence it seems to be fundamental factor influencing decisions to migrate (Nguyen, 2001).  Circular migration in this locality is mostly based on the strong social networks that have already been built from the first migrant generations. The villagers mostly circulate whenever they are ensured about the work (majority is in the informal sector such as making lime, doing construction for males and domestic servant for females) and their living place. Given that, it is not surprising that circulation involves more poor strata than any other strata. 

In terms of skill improvement, given the type of employment available for them, which is mostly unskilled or at best low skilled work, the impact on skills formation and rural development is not discussed in this thesis. 
Remittance behaviour
As a household economic strategy, remittance plays an important role in circular migration purposes in the village. The volume and frequency of remittances sent back are largely determined by the level of income earned at the destination and the commitment within households. 

In the survey, it was found that due to the active social network, the security of the migrant’s job has a positive impact on the remittance behaviour. It is imperative to notice that there is often a counter flow of money and commodities involved in migration. As migrants at destination are at beginning dependent on their social network for their basic needs. If they lack food or income, they are often supported by their rural households from back home. In the survey, however, none of the respondents indicated that money or commodities had been sent in support of the migrants except for the first transportation cost (dependent on the distance to the place of destination, but usually much less than remittance they send back home). The migrants reported that thanks to relative support they would save and remit more than those without such support. Even though the amount of money depends on level of income individuals earn, most migrants report that they remit half of their income home. 

The remittance fluctuates from 500 VND to 2 million VND
  per month. Table 4.3 shows the remittance levels in this locality, divided remittance basically into three groups: 1. Under 1 million VND per month
 , 2. From 1 to 2 million VND per month
 and 3. Over 2 million VND per month
 . The first group mostly falls into the household in which the first son has already married but still registers under the same hokhau with his parent and circulates out. They send very limited money back to their parent, however, this cannot tell exactly amount of money that they send home, possibly for their wives (who still living in the same dwelling) to take care of their own children. Because the interview is taken with only one member of household, usually the head of household and in most case it will be the eldest male in the family; it cannot capture exactly the inflow of remittance. The third group mostly falls into the households which have member migrate to the South.  Migration to the Southern part such as Ho Chi Minh or Binh Duong city tend to earn the higher income compared with other cities within the countries due to its economic development.  Two million Vietnam dong is nearly tripled the average income from agriculture for each person per month in the village. A majority of migrants indicated that they benefited from their circulation and earn more than they could in agricultural work. In the village, 83.5 percent of correspondents preferred to have the family member migrate out and send remittance rather than staying put in the village. 

Table 4.3
Remittance level per month
	Remittance level

(unit: million VND)
	Number
	Percentage

	Under 1 / month
	11
	27.5

	1-2/ month
	23
	57.5

	Over 2/ month
	6
	15


(Source: Primary data from the field)

Moreover, one of the remarkable features of remittance in this village is its stability and frequency, which is likely due to the close relationship between the migrants and the family (which will be discussed below). 90 percent of households who reported that they received remittances claimed the frequency of remittance every year. The timing of receiving money in each year however was found to depend upon on the distance and the social networks which permit them to visit or send money home. It is important to note that financial services for money transfer are still very limited in this locality and that the local people are not familiar with this service. From the perspective of migrants, in most cases, they don’t have bank accounts 

A stable financial inflow ensures the sufficient cash which is entirely opposite with agricultural income which is mainly dependent on the weather and market. It strengthen the peasants livelihoods security and makes circular migration becomes a preferable choice for them.
4.2. The Mechanisms of differentiation

Remittance usage
Although the amount of remittances from migrants tends to be small, they remain a very crucial financial source for sustaining households. Table 4.4 shows the correspondent’s purpose of using remittance. It is important to notice that there is a gap between their intended usages with their real usage of remittance. Another crucial point is that table 4.4 only reveal the number of people when choosing the remittance purpose, it does not reveal the level of importance of each purpose. For example, if the household have sick or old members, they will devote remittance for health care first and foremost. However, due to the sample size, only 15 correspondents reported using remittance for this purpose. 

Whether remittances are used for productive purpose or not is always at the heart of the debate. My survey data shows that the share of households which use remittances for productive investments, especially in agricultural production, is relatively large. 67 percent of the correspondents indicated that they had invested in agriculture production. Further in-depth interviews show that 80 percent of the migrants’ households receiving remittances planned or actually did invest productively in rice productions or in machinery (for instance hand pumps). However, due to the gap between the intention of remittance usage and the actually use it needs to investigate more to what extent remittances have encouraged risk-taking and have supplied credit for expanding agricultural production. 
Table 4.4 
Intended purpose of remittance usage 

( Multiple answers permitted)

	Purpose of remittance use
	Number
	Percentage

	Invest in agriculture production
	27
	67.5

	House improvement and consumption
	18
	45

	Education
	22
	55

	Heath care
	15
	37.5

	Others
	9
	22.5


(Source – Primary data from field)
The main uses of remittance in this village I already conducted after the focus group included: house improvement and consumption, agriculture investment, health care, debt reimbursement and education. The table 4.4 shows agricultural investment as the most common (67 percent) while education is second (55 percent) and house improvement and consumption is third (45 percent). However, when combining with result from the survey about household consumption and reports that the interviewers observed from the field, it shows that the remittance is actually firstly used for household consumption to improve housing and living conditions of the family, followed by better access to health and then education services. However, although all household classes use remittances for daily consumption, rich households tended to invest more on consumer durables, tools, and means of transportation while the poor strata use the extra funds for housing, debt reimbursements and health care. 

Regarding to education purpose, twenty two correspondents who chose that purpose are all the households in sample survey who had children still at school age. All of them indicated that they devoted most remittance for their children education. Even in some cases, their living standard is subsistence; they did attempt to invest in children education. It is possibly considered as long-term investment in human capital which would result in long-term patterns of differentiation as suggestion by Francis and Hoddinott (1993).
The impacts of remittance on the rural society are much more complicated than the current simple economic view (Zhang et al., 2006) In Chap Trung I village, remittances have a social as well as an economic function; they are not only a mean to maintain or improve economic status but also a mean to achieve higher prestige and standing in the local community and family for instance by spending part of remittances on ceremonies or local amenities.  
In sum, with substantial flows of remittances, in one direction or other or in both, it is likely to have affected income distribution, which has had an accelerating or facilitating technological change, altering the division of labour and through these mechanism increasing class differentiation, which are discussed in the proceeding sections.
Intra-household labour allocation

In general, the household division of labour and production process will easily adapt to the out-migration of one or two members, and to the subsequent relative labour shortage and decreased flexibility in production sphere. In the survey, the consequence of the loss of a household member was found to be unproblematic. A large majority of respondents (91.5 percent) indicated that their households did not suffer a negative impact due to the loss of labour. They reported that the loss of labour from a circulating member was solved easily by using externally hired labour and hired cultivating machines (with a positive contribution of remittance usage). This can be explained in part by the large population already mentioned in part 4.1 which resulted in a huge labour surplus and limited land. Some households expressed that because of circular migration to Ho Chi Minh City, further than moving around the Southern part of Vietnam, the migrants cannot easily come back during the peak period of the harvest, some labour shortage occurred, but its effects have not been drastic. The following case studies illustrate how rural households cope with the change resulting from out-migration. 

Box 1.

	Case: Nguyen Thi Thu

Nguyen Thi Thu is a smallholder who lives in hamlet 9, Chap Trung I. The whole family has 4 members, however, the last son born after 1993 has not located land, therefore she only has 3*1.3 sao 
= 4 sao 
 which all devoted to rice cultivation.  With such small plot of land, her husband decided to go to Haiphong city – a harbour 100km from their hometown and left the land for her and the eldest son managing. Last year her eldest son left for military duty
 and the youngest spent almost time at school, therefore the production is not sustained with her alone. So as to continue rice production during their absence, she used to exchange day works with her relatives. She helps them at their peak harvesting and they will gather to help her when her plots come to harvest. She even does not need to hire labour due to the productive machine that she can hire easily and with reasonable price. The output is recorded increase gradually in spite of family labour absence.


Box 2.

	      Case: Doan Van Kenh

      Doan Van Kenh is a head of a big household in hamlet 11, Chap Trung I. His family has 7 members including his mother, his wife, 3 children and him. (His first son had already got married but still living under the same house with his spouse). His wife has been working since 2001 as a domestic servant in Hanoi at a family who is their relative. The two youngest children have also worked in the industrial zones near Hanoi since 2004. Therefore, since 2004, his household only has 3 members as the productive labour over 9 sao
  agricultural land. However, he started to rent in 3 sao
 more since 2005. He reported he tried to exchange labour with his neighbour and at the high peak of harvesting he could easily hire in labour and machine to support rice production. The agricultural output albeit has been significantly increasing.   


The formation indicated in these boxes shows that on one hand there is no remarkable labour deficit occurring due to circular migration. On the other hand, the in-depth interview as presented in case Doan Van Kenh (box 2) reveals that it did not just refer to the number of labour but it also highlights the issue on the ability of intra-household labour allocation. Most of the studies focus on the remittances for accumulating more land as the route to increase differences between subsistence peasants and more innovative peasants (Spaan, 1999:314). However, I would suggest that labour allocation should be seen as a component to trigger the upward mobility as well.  
As mentioned in part 4.1, when the migration decision was made, all family members also reached an agreement on how agricultural tasks and housework should be shared amongst those left behind. At the village level, there are no labour shortages because exchanging/ hiring – in labour/ machine within the village or from neighbouring villages are occurring. However, in the case of individual households, it is seen that they need to manage and restructure labour resources properly to maintain agricultural productivity, while at the same time also releasing one or two member to migrate out for gaining cash income.  The migrant household may move to cash crops or livestock rearing which do not require much labour or they would cover the deficiency through exchanging of labour. In cases when they cannot manage within households, then wage labour and machines are available. This would probably create the differences between the non-migrant households and the active migrant households, especially in cases migrant households renting in more land, expand both rice production and husbandry (details which are discussed in the next sections)

Hiring-in labour and machine for rice production.

As mentioned before, there is no significant labour deficit due to hired labour and the development of machine that have already been popular in agricultural production for a long time.

In terms of hiring in labour, it appears that 90 percent of the households in the village have hired in day-wage-labour during the busy harvesting period (table 4.5). It is important to notice two points that: (i) labour exchange among households is very popular in the village and (ii) all means of production being rent already includes the person who controls that. Yet people in village do not consider that as renting labour. Only labour is hired for manual work like seeding or harvesting is taken into account as being “rented”. The people who rent out their labour are mostly the villagers staying put in the locality and attempting to diversify their income.
 The wage is paid around 80,000 -100,000 VND per day, that is relatively equivalent with the wage labour day in urban areas. Even though the wage is relatively as high as income earning from circular migration, renting – out labour within village and province is not appreciated. Because, this types of job only appear in some short periods of rice production, for example seeding or harvesting time. Therefore these opportunities are limited and unstable. Moreover, the villagers who renting-out their labour also need to focus on their own paddy fields at the same time due to the nature of agriculture. 

 In general, each household usually rents in around 8 days per year or 4 days per season. However, the migrant households rent at mean 6.7 days per season while the non-migrant household is more prone to exchange labour and they rent at mean 3.2 days per season. It may be explained that on one hand the non-migrant households have more extra labour than migrant ones. On the other hand, the proportion of non-migrant households participate in renting in labour prove that exchange or renting labour is rather due to economic market way of thinking than migration. Nevertheless, the migrants’ larger number of renting in labour days shows that migrant household would rather hire people to help in the fields and have time for themselves to do other businesses. It collaborate with the idea mentioned in section before about the labour reallocation intra households. 
Similarly, in terms of renting machine for agrarian means of production, the practice is so popular that 100 percent households rent machine for some basic work, particularly ploughing and thrashing. The use of these machines is related to national policy in terms of the support for industrialization agriculture and modernisation rural areas. According to an interview with the village official, the Government actually offers the peasants the chance to buy cultivator with subsidy at half price. However, there has been no buying of cultivators in the village in recent years, which is probably due to the extraordinary price of this machine (around USD 4500).

It is hard to isolate the link between migration and the usage of machine in the context. The interesting point concerning the ownership of these means of production is their usage through leases. In the survey sample, there was one migrant household own tractors (table 4.6) while there are three non-migrant households afford tractors and threshers as well. Special circumstance is Bui Van Tam - the head village who own all kinds of machines offering in the village. These three families are categorised by focus group as the richest quintile in the village. Migration and remittance tended to have no clear impacts on the technical change in rice production, except for hand pumps being bought as was the case in 71 percent of the migrant households. However, private hand pumps have limited value in comparison with other kind of machine use for rice cultivation. 
Table 4.5
 Rent-in labour

	
	Number of households rent-in labour
	Percentage of households rent-in labour
	Mean of rent-in labour days/ year

	Migrant household
	38
	95
	13.4

	Non-migrant household
	34
	85
	6.4

	Total
	72
	80
	9.9


(Source: primary data from the field)

Table 4.6
Means of production ownership

	Means of production
	Migrant households
	Non- migrant households

	
	No
	Percentage
	No
	Percentage

	Tractor
	1
	2.5
	3
	7.5

	Harvester
	0
	0
	1
	5

	Thresher
	0
	0
	3
	7.5

	Hand power pump
	15
	37.5
	7
	17.5


(Source: primary data from the field)

Land concentration
Literatures exploring the link between land holdings and migration show mixed results. Some studies concluded that the landless seem to migrate more, while others believe that migration in most cases attracts mostly small-landholders. In case of Vietnam, with the land right belonging to the State and the Land Law distributing the land “equally” amongst rural population, the relation between land holdings and migration is not actually a big issue. Moreover, as this study is not primarily concerned with the reasons of the migration but rather its affect, I will focus more on the analysis whether remittances are used to accumulate agricultural land which would result in long-term consequence in rural areas? 
Regarding the link between land concentration and peasant differentiation, some authors (Akram-Lodhi 2005) find that agricultural land was increasingly concentrated in Mekong Delta because poor peasants has to sell their land to richer due to debts or sickness. While the poor becomes landless, the rich tend to hired more labour and apply technological innovation and consequently achieve better productivity. 
 This process is supposed to dominate peasant differentiation in Mekong Delta. In contrast, other researchers find that agricultural land remains relatively equal in the Red River Delta where the land/population ratio is low and equal access to agricultural land is the core of the Vietnamese government’s legitimacy. Therefore, as mention in part 3.1 huge land concentration resulted in differentiation is practically less possible due to the nature of land market in the Red River Delta. Outright purchasing of agricultural land has been very sensitive issue. Indeed land accumulation occurs more in the form of land changing hands through the rental market. 
My survey reveals that the proportions of households, both migrant- and non-migrant- households with access to more land than they received during the division is quite high (around 63.8 percent). However, it appears that majority of migrant households (87.5 percent) rent more extra land for rice production at a mean of 2.1 sao 
 extra per household. Table 4.8 compares the means of land between the migrant household and non-migrant households. It shows that the divided land of the migrant household is relative larger than non-migrant households because the migrant household tends to be larger than other households as mention in part 4.1. While only 40% the non-migrant households gain access to extra land at a mean of 1.3 sao
. Each member in the migrant household will have an average 1.9 sao
 while 1.5 sao 
 is the average land for non-migrant household members. 
Firstly that shows there is more source of land release for renting rather than just public village land
 . This source of land renting out would belong to the households who all migrate out (23 households as mentioned in the chapter 1) or possibly from neighbour villages. Secondly the migrant household supposed to have more resource to rent more land, which maybe as a result of the remittance contribution or/ and the non-migrant households may focus on other businesses order other than agricultural production and as such have no need of extra land (for instance running a wood workshop or livestock). This evidence  also shares the same idea with Adams (1991) that migration households have a higher propensity to invest than households without migrants.
 Finally, even though all of the sampled households indicated that they lease land, it needs more investigated to see if this is in fact traded or not. While not being recording by authorities as land accumulation, this temporary process nevertheless has significant impacts on income distribution later. With regards to the sensitiveness of land, it is hard to conclude whether there is a significant land accumulation in the locality due to circular migration. However, there is a clear trend in renting in more land among the migrant households in comparison with non-migrant households. 
Table 4.7 
Households renting in extra land 
	
	Number
	Percentage

	Migrant households
	35
	87.5

	Non-migrant households
	16
	40


(Source: primary data from the field)

Table 4.8 
Landholdings comparison between migrant and non-migrant households

	Mean of land/ each household
	Divided land
	Rented land
	Total land
	Land per member

	
	Unit: sao

	Migrant household
	6.5
	2.1
	8.6
	1.9

	Non-migrant household
	5.8
	1.3
	7.1
	1.5


(Source: Primary data from the field)
The land consolidation possibly supports the claim in 4.1 that there is no significant labour deficit happening in migrant households as they renting in more land for rice production. The manifold effects of remittance can be expected here though in no circumstance the correspondent state directly land concentration occurring due to remittance. Given the progressive relationship between remittance and agricultural production discussed before, circular migration tends to have a positive impact on land concentration.
Cash crops and live stock

One of my hypothesis when I started this research was that migration may result in the shift from rice production to other cash crops or/ and livestock due to the labour deficit. However, what the data shows is that while there is no remarkable labour deficit, there is also no significant shift in production patterns from rice to other cash crop. Rice production still dominates the village agricultural system; where a few high- yielding variety of rice has been grown for many years. According to the peasants interviewed, there were traditionally more types of rice, such are tam huong (perfume rice), nep cai (sticky rice) which had low yields, but were much more resistant to pests than the currently predominating varieties. It was reported that the high –yielding rice has remarkably changed the quantity of output but at the cost of increases in the inputs such as fertilizers, insecticides and pesticides. These high yielding rice variables have given the peasants the chance to sell the rice surplus in the market and earn extra income. In my survey, 100 percent of sampled households were found to sell surplus rice in the market at a mean of around 48 percent of their output. However, it just contribute one fourth of migrant household income. The good point in this context is that the remainder is still sufficient to sustain their daily consumption up until the next planting season.
There are two main seasons in the rice production calendar: winter-spring (November –January) and summer-autumn (March –May). Between two seasons, peasants grow non-rice crops such as soybean, potato, sweet potatoes, corn, and water melon. These crops are also cultivated in the subsidiary land. However, most of these crops are used for subsistence usage. The home garden is also an important source to provide food and materials for households. The size of the homegardens range from 100 m² to 300 m², is relatively small. Still, it provides various daily necessities for the households such as fruit, vegetables, spices, firewood, and staple foods year-around, making a steady contribution to the household economy. However, peasants do not retain complete production figures for their homegardens. Peasants only consider the produce as income if they obtain cash from selling it, they do not figure in production that goes towards household consumption. This perception makes the total income appear even lower than it actually is.

With the focus on rice production it is not surprising that domestic animals (buffalo, cattle, pigs and poultry) have a minor place in the economic activities. Pigs have dominated livestock rearing in the village where the risk of disease was reported to be a major constraint on raising animal husbandry. However, it was found out that the villagers tended to expand livestock rearing in terms of number and income contribution over past 10 years. Traditionally, chickens, pigs and fish were reared for subsistence use or for household events (such as wedding ceremonies or ancestor worship) while buffalo and cattle were kept for ploughing the paddy fields. Nowadays, however cattle are no longer used for rice production as the process has become mechanised, which makes them no longer as indicators of wealth. 
However, the number of livestock has increased for in past ten years due to the rising meat demand, particularly from the district and province capital. It should be notice that all five strata are involved in raising livestock, yet the difference is basically on the quantities and output values. In depth interview reveals that the rearing practices are however different, poor households were found to usually buy young livestock to minimize the buying cost and also tend to sell them when they were in need of money while the richer households were found to buy relatively older livestock and also wait for the maximum price before selling them. The interesting point is that both the smallest and the biggest livestock rearing households fall into the non-migrants households which would match with the finding in other migration studies that show that circular migration does not attract the households who have non-farm business or huge livestock rising. On the other hand, it tends to exclude the poorest strata in the society. Therefore, it has no noteworthy impacts on livestock rearing of the richest and poorest strata while 90 percent of migrant households (usually fall into the middle class) reported that they do expand their livestock over time.

In sum, this section support the conclusion that migration is not necessary an alternative to agriculture, but it can be a complement and help to boosting agriculture.
4.3. Indicators of differentiation
Income and consumptions

With the intention of earning money, circulation is expected to contribute remarkably to income and living standard. Eighty percent of the sampled households specified that the balance of their household budget has unchanged. According to them, there was no change due to the increase in consumption. However, they admitted the steady improvement in the household income. While 17.5 percent reported that their income exceeded to their prior levels, only 3.5 percent indicated that their income have deteriorated due to their sickness or husbandry disease.
In terms of consumption, the upward trend is discovered (figure 4.3) and 100 percent reported that it has increased remarkably over ten years in both agricultural production cost and daily consumption cost. Particularly for educations, if household has children of school going age, then it is the most costly item in consumption list, even more than the whole household food per year. Regard to migrant households, given husbands had mostly migrated out, the interviewees were wives who knew clearly about the household food consumptions. In most cases, they reported that thanks to their husband’s remittance, the daily meals have been changed with more nutrition when it is supplement with more egg, fish or meat rather only rice and vegetable as before. In the migrant households, the living standard is seen to be lifted up due to circular migration. 

Wealth indicators and strata
 As mention in the section 3.3, the focus group discussions helped me to categorize the sampled households into 5 strata. Data from my survey also reflects the same results about the household by stratum (table 4.9, figure 4.3). Table 4.9 reveals that in 2010, the migrant sampled households mostly fall into the stratum 3, while interestingly none belong to the first and the last stratum. At the same time, non-migrant sampled households are more spread out and fall into the stratum 4.  In contrast with the migrant households, they have 5 households (12.5%) which belong to stratum 1 and also 7 households (17.5%) belonging to the last stratum.  This phenomenon corroborates with the analysis in the part 4.3 that the non-migrant households fall mostly in the richest and poorest quintiles. Primarily because the very rich were found to be more focused on other non-farm businesses rather than on circulating out while the very poor households possibly have limited chance to migrate out.  
Table 4.9
 Percentage of households by stratum, 2010

	
	Very rich
	   Rich
	Ordinary
	Poor
	Very poor

	Migrant household
	0
	32.5%
	52.5%
	15%
	0

	Non-migrant household
	12.5%
	7.5%
	10%
	52.5%
	15.5%


(Source: Primary data from the field)

Figure 4.1
 Percentage of migrant households by stratum 2000 and 2010
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(Source: Primary data from the field)
The figure 4.1, 4.2 - 4.3 and 4.4 -4.5 shows the positive trend in percentage of the migrant households’ strata changing over the past ten years. While the figure 4.1 focuses on the number of migrant households by stratum, figure 4.2 and 4.3 confirm that over the ten year period the "housing quality" amongst migrant households was found to have improved. Similarly, through the "consumer good" intake in figure 4.4 and 4.5 we find that a greater accumulation in migrant households during past 10 years.

Figure 4.1 indicates that in 2000, before these households participated in circular migration (explained in chapter 1, methodology part), their situations seemed to be stagnant. Five percent of the sample size fell into the poorest strata and 30 percent are in the poor strata while only 17 percent were in the rich strata. In 2010, after a decade of migration, the number of households in stratum 2 was found to have nearly doubled, while the stratum 3 was found to have slightly increased. But, in contrast stratum 5 totally vanished. Since most of these households show a movement towards a higher stratum, the positive impact in raising the middle class can be recognised due to circular migration.

Coming back to the figures 4.2 and 4.3, it describes in more detail about the improvement of migrant households when we compare their housing quality between year 2000 and 2010. Within a decade what is seen is that while in 2000, the majority of households that fall under strata 4 (78 percent) and 5 (100 percent) are living in "huts"
, this had decreased to 50 percent in strata 4 and none in strata 5. Instead, a rise in houses with concrete roofs was found to be common and at the same time the number of “story-houses” was found to have doubled

Regarding the consumer goods, it can be seen that a huge difference has taken place in the past 10 years. The consumption of all the items are recorded to have increased remarkably, in particularly, fridges which are considered as a luxury item because they consumes  electricity and are considered not that much useful in the village where fresh food are nearby and available every day. However, some households have bought fridges in 2010, which is considered as an indicator of wealth and improvement. With respect to telephones as well, we see that in 2000, there were only a few households in 2nd stratum that had land phones at home. In such cases, others would have to go to these houses to make phone calls. But, nowadays, telephones have become the second most popular item bought (after bicycles) among the migrant households. One could argue that this has happened as a result of the cheap availability of telephones, improvement of infrastructure and also the greater communication need between households as a result of increased migration. 
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Analysing from the political economy perspective of peasant movements, it is seen that migration appears not to have led to the proletarialization of the peasantry as de Haan (1994) has suggested; rather migrants were not helplessly forced into migration, but chose to do so. Migration has instead been found to be a part of a diversification strategy to “keep a foot on the farm”. He recommends the concept “unsettled setters” instead. In turn, circular migration more or less, gives the peasants the chance to keep their own position as all migrant households still prefer to keep their own agricultural land. From the rural household perspective, my study shows that circular migration helps migrant households to expand the agricultural land and invest more in rice production as well as husbandry. Circular migration is therefore found to be simply a good choice in the peasants’ livelihood portfolio, to diversify their incomes through low investment providing stable income. 

Some social issues
During the research, some social issues come out as a result of circular migration. First it was observed to have had a change in gender roles in occupations. In a few cases, male respondents indicated doing housework and taking care of children when their wives migrated out for employment. However, given most migrants are males, females were found working more in the traditional roles occupied by males in agriculture. It was found that  the higher the number of male migrants in the household, the greater the participation of female family members in agriculture. Most women respondents reported that they are the main labour force in migrant households not only for domestic activities but also in the fields. This phenomenon to some extent reflects the process of feminization of agriculture in the locality. Section 4.1 shows that in the village a man who is already married tends to migrate more than a man who is unmarried.. The reason for this can be attributed towards cultural differences between Vietnam and other countries. In the west, the most important precondition for a "family" is for the unity of the family at a specific residence (Qian, 1996); therefore individual migrating decisions of the man in a family can severely affect the harmony.. However, in Vietnam, like other eastern countries, living together is less important than loyalty to each other. In Vietnam, particularly, separation has become a normal phenomenon due to the constant wars, which has led to historical practices whereby men have left their wives who simply have to wait for them without complaint. The women’s responses collected through the survey during this research indicated that they gave their consent for the migration of their husbands due to monetary reasons; as their spouses can bring in stable cash income for the family. Even though the burden of work, primarily agriculture work, has increased, along with it incomes have also risen which has permitted them to manage by renting machine or labour during times of labour shortages. 
Second, given that circular migrants often leave their parents, spouse and children behind, there is also a growing generational gap in the village. In some cases, children were found to have been left behind for grandparents to take care of them. Here, the elderly were found to manage agricultural work by hiring in labour or machine, through the remittances that were sent to them;  while the children were found to be helping their grandparents with housework. Moreover, with regard to public social events, slowly changes have started to occur with elders complaining about the scarcity of men and having to perform certain ceremonies, such as ancestor worship and funerals. This deficit is due to the fact that males are preferred to do such rituals rather than the lack of working-age females.. 

Chapter 5: Concluding reflection
In this paper, circular migration in Vietnam has been defined with the main intention of earning money and returning, having closed relationship with the place of origin and hence sending remittance frequently. The emergence of circular migration has been analysed in the context of national economic transition and local specifics. The relationship of circular migration with social differentiation has been analysed through the framework that includes the cause, the mechanism and the indicators. The role of circular migration has been explored mostly from rural household perspective in the place of origin. Although this study is limited generalization of findings, it provides a new point of view on circular migration and social differentiation in rural areas 
Circular migration appears to be a development strategy - as a means for improvement – in other words, a mechanism for upward mobility – rather than a “coping” or “survival” strategy in the face of declining income of livelihood collapse. And hence, circular migration is seen to have the greatest effect on the middle classes in the rural areas, rather than on the richest or the poorest strata. It has resulted in the increase in the size of the middle class, rather than the generation of the gap between the rich and the poor. These are the central arguments of this study.

The study shows that firstly, circular migration has a positive relationship with remittance and labour division in the village. On one hand, even though the amount of remittance tends to be small, it remains a crucial financial source for improving household living standards. It is also reliable and frequent, providing s steady income source.  On the other hand, it was seen that there were no remarkable labour deficit as a result of the migration. The better management in household labour allocation permits rural households to release family members migrate to urban areas to earn cash income and at the same time extend agricultural production in rural areas.
Secondly, through the “positive remittance”, circular migration was seen to facilitate agricultural production by permitting household members who stay home to rent in more labour, machine and land during seasonal needs. Communities and households were however not found to be so dependent on migrant incomes. They were found to have expanded the husbandry or other diversification activities in their locality. In addition, some households were discovered to have rent small plots of land for rice production. 

Overall, migrant households were managing to accumulate and invest, thereby also diversifying and strengthening their economic base. Moreover, as remittance was found to be also devoted to education purposes, it played a significant role in raising the human capital, which in long-term will possibly contribute to the improvement of the rural society.
Thirdly, based on the consumption and household assets indicator, this paper explored the ways though which circular migration was not a dimension amongst the richest or the poorest household strata. In most cases, it attracted the middle class and hence helped lift them to higher strata. Here, circular migration has been adopted as a way to sustain and improve rural household status. Moreover, it has become a means for rural households to integrate into the urban economy. This allows the peasant on one hand to still keep their foothold on their own land and village and on the other hand, they can also gain access to cash income in urban areas. Investigating circular migration, from the rural perspective, has therefore provided insights and evidence to reconfirm the important role that it plays in development. 
 Appendices
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QUESTIONAIRE

                                                                      Date….. month …… 2010

Interviewee:......................................................

Name of the head of household: 




Address:                                                                                                    Telephone:
General information
	No
	Full name
	Gender
	Age
	Relationship with head of household
	Marital status
	Education level*
	Main occupation
	No of non-farm working days

	Code
	
	1.Male
	
	1.Head of household
	1.Marriage
	
	1. Peasants
	Total
	Out of province

	
	
	2.Female
	
	2.Husband/wife
	2.Single
	
	2. Students
	
	

	
	
	
	
	3.Children
	
	
	3. Retire
	
	

	
	
	
	
	4.Grandchildren
	
	
	4. Workers
	
	

	
	
	
	
	5.Parents
	
	
	5. Beaucraucy 
	
	

	
	
	
	
	6.Grandparents
	
	
	6. Merchants
	
	

	
	
	
	
	7. Brothers/sisters
	
	
	7. Informal employee
	
	

	
	
	
	
	8. Others (specific)
	
	
	8. Others (specific)
	
	

	1
	
	
	
	
	
	/12
	
	
	

	2
	
	
	
	
	
	/12
	
	
	

	3
	
	
	
	
	
	/12
	
	
	

	4
	
	
	
	
	
	/12
	
	
	

	5
	
	
	
	
	
	/12
	
	
	

	6
	
	
	
	
	
	/12
	
	
	

	7
	
	
	
	
	
	/12
	
	
	

	8
	
	
	
	
	
	/12
	
	
	

	9
	
	
	
	
	
	/12
	
	
	

	10
	
	
	
	
	
	/12
	
	
	


*level of education: 4/10 = 5/12; 7/10 = 9/12; 9/12 = 11/12; 10/10 = 12/12

Household land used
Unit: sao
	
	Using area

(1=(2+3+4)-5)
	Divided area

(2)
	Rent-in land
(3)
	Leased

(4)

	Agricultural land
	
	
	
	

	Garden
	
	
	
	

	Pond
	
	
	
	

	Housing plot
	
	
	
	

	Others (  specific  )
	
	
	
	

	Total
	
	
	
	


Compared with year 2000, the household land used 

a) Increased

b) Decreased

c) Unchanged

Household income

ĐVT: (1,000đ/năm)
	Income
	Total income
	Total cost
	Net income

	Agriculture
	Rice production
	
	
	

	
	Husbandry 
	
	
	

	
	Aquaculture
	
	
	

	Non-farm business
	Own-running business
	Subsidiary work*
	
	
	

	
	
	Trade
	
	
	

	
	Employed jobs
	Internal province
	
	
	

	
	
	External 
	
	
	

	Others (E.g. Pensions…)
	
	
	

	Total
	
	
	


*Examples: wine rice making, embroidering, sewing…
Compared with year 2000, general estimation about household income 

a) Increased

b) Decreased

c) Unchanged

Remittance

	No
	Have the migrant sent any remittance?

 Yes 1

No 2

	Frequency/year
	Average money /year
	How much money has he/ she sent in the past twelve months?


	Purpose of using remittance

1. Agriculture investment

2. Non-farm business investment

3. Education

4. Debt reimbursement

5. Housing/consumption

6. Pay for move of other household member
7. Others ( specific)
	N.B.

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Labour for rice production  

	Non-based family labour 
	Days/season
	Avarege wage

(1000 VND/day)
	N.B.

	Hired labour
	
	
	

	Exchanged labour
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Means of production

	  No
	Have you ever used this?

Yes 1

No 2
	When did you first use it?
	Did you use this during the last year?

Yes 1

No 2
	Is it owned or rented
	If owned
	N.B.

	
	
	
	
	
	Number 
	Year when bought
	Present value
	

	1
	Tractor
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2
	Cultivator
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3
	Thresher
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4
	Power pump
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5
	Others (specific)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Household’s rice production in 2009

	Production code
	Production 
	Cost

	
	Area
	Yield
	Sale
	Avarage price
	Total prodution
	Seed
	Hired machine
	Fertilizers
	Pesticides
	Others
	Total cost

	
	(sao)
	(kg/sào)
	(%)
	(1000 VND/kg)
	(1000 VND)
	(1000 VND/sào)
	(1000 VND/sào)
	(1000VND/sào)
	(1000 VND/sào)

	Rice
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Vegetables
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Others (Specific)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Husbandary in 2009

	Animal code
	Production
	Cost

	
	Quantitative
	Productivity
	Evarage price
	Total income
	Breeding animal
	Food
	Medicine
	Other cost
	Total cost

	
	(number/year)
	(kg/per animal)
	(1000VND/kg)
	(1000VND/year)
	(1000 VND/year)

	Pigs
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Cattle
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pountry
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Others (specific)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


 Living cost

Consumption
	No
	Items
	Value
	Compared with year 2000, this item consumption in the total income  

1. Increased

2. Decreased

3. Unchanged
	N.B.

	1
	Education
	
	
	

	2
	Electricity and water
	
	
	

	3
	Foods
	
	
	

	4
	Others (specific)
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


Household assets (Interview combine with observation)

	No
	Items
	Result

Yes 1

No 2
	If yes, present value 
	Before 2000, what item had already bought 

 Yes 1

No 2

	1
	Television
	
	
	

	2
	Refrigerator
	
	
	

	3
	Motorcycle
	
	
	

	4
	Mobile phone
	
	
	

	5
	Television
	
	
	

	6
	
	
	
	

	7
	
	
	
	


a) Did family agree for household’s member circulating out? I f yes, what was the support? What is the main reason for migrating out?

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………

b) What are the main alternatives since household has had members migrate? What are the advantages and disadvantages in living and agricultural production since then? ……………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..………………………………………………………………………………………………
c) What is your estimation about other migrant households? ( about economic activities and neighbor relationships ). ………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
d) What is our comparison between migrant households and non-migrant households? ………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….   
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Circular migration and social differentiation in Thai Binh province, Vietnam





Total village Hhs


558 Hhs





Migrant Hhs


235 Hhs (42%)
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Figure 4.2 �Housing quality by migrant household stratum 2000








Figure 4.3�Housing quality by migrant household stratum 2010








Figure 4.4�Distribution of consumer goods by migrant household stratum 2000








Figure 4.5�Distribution of consumer goods by migrant household stratum 2010
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Map 2


Location of studied village in Thai Binh province 
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� One of the direct policy interventions is government organized resettlement programs, involving population from selected regions in the most populous Red River Deltas to less densely settled regions, chiefly to the new economic zones and settlement areas located in the Central Highlands (Dang, 1999 : 184)


� Before Doimoi, there was another popular term for rural out-migration – “thoat ly” which basically meant leaving the villages, escaping from the poverty and had implication of leaving agricultural sector. In the North, thoat ly became a means for peasants to find a better life in urban areas and in the government’s subsidized sector (Luu, 1991)


� I used Skype 


� After the pilot test, the questionnaire was adapted and changed slightly.


� They typed the report in their laptop, imported that into the smart phone, accessed internet through telephone GPRS and sent email. GPRS is the mode allow smart phone to access to internet. It was helpful to overcome the internet constraints in the village.


� Ho khau refers to the system of residency permits which dates back 1950s, which is closely related to other benefit such as agricultural land contribution, housing, education, administrative papers and even food in the collectivization period. A hokhau can also refer to a family register in many contexts since the household registration record is issued per family, and usually includes the births, deaths, marriages, divorces, and moves of all members in the family.





� It should be noticed that even though from these households migrates the entire family they are not permanent migration because they haven’t cut their hokhau and keep returning intention. In most cases these entirely migrated households still have the children (all or few) be left in their “hometown” with their grandparents. However, they are usually too small to be interviewed.


� Similarly, the new institution economics studies of migration takes a positive attitude toward migration, but they emphasize that the family rather than the individual migrant is usually the decision-making unit (de Haan, 1999). It takes a better account of the fact that much of migration is circular, or seasonal with continued interactions with areas of origins rather than a one-way and permanent move (de Haan, 1999). However, although the new economics emphasize the role of family; it fails to explain what factors that drive decisions that differentiate migration among household members (Aragon, 2000) Gender analysis has filled in the lacuna, not only in understanding the causes and impacts of migration, but also in the way migration processes are structured, emphasizing power and exploitation (Chant and Redcliffe 1992; Wright 1995). 





� “conspicuous consumption which does nothing to raise living standards in the long run” ( Castles and Kosack, 1973 quoted in de Haan, 1999: 24)


� Equivalent to 1.25 USD per person per day according to WB revised in 2008 at 2005 purchasing power parity (Ravallion et al., 2009)


� Terminology “saving up” is mentioned by Rutherfold quoted in Roygal and Rafique, 2003: 678.


� Vietnam moved from a rice importing country to be one of three largest exporter of rice after 1997 (Minot and Goletti, 2000). At the same time, on one hand there has been a change in the structure of GDP whereby the share of agriculture has relative declined from 42 percent in 1989 to 26 percent in 1999 and 21 percent in 2006. On the other hand, the industry sector has more than doubled from 23 percent in 1990 to 47 percent in 2006 (FAOSTAT, access 10/4/2010). “The faster agriculture grows, the faster relatives size its decline” (Mellor, 1995:3) may still capture the situation of Vietnam agriculture today.


� Equivalent to from $25 to $100 per month in 2010


� Equivalent to under $50 per month in 2010


� Equivalent to from $50 to $100 per month in 2010


� Equivalent to over $100 per month in 2010


�Equivalent to 468 m²


� Equivalent to 1440 m²


� When Vietnamese male reach the age 18 (formal age to finish high school), they are supposed to serve in the army for two years if they don’t go for higher education


� Equivalent to 3240 m²


� Equivalent to 1080 m²


� In chapter 1, when mentioning about the non-migrant households


� “ It appears that processed of peasant class differentiation are underway, with the apparent emergence of a stratum of rich peasants with relatively larger landholdings, relatively larger quantities of capital stock, relatively greater recourse to hired labour-power, and larger yields per unit of land” (Akram-Lodhi 2005:107)


� Equivalent to 756 m²


� Equivalent to 468 m²


� Equivalent to 684 m²


� Equivalent to 540 m²


� Public agricultural village land is around 5 percent of total agricultural surface land, around 50km²  which is supposed to renting out for villagers.


� Which have brick walls but corrugated tin roofs 


� The numbers of the “story-houses” was found to have doubled in term of number: from 2 houses to 4 houses. However, in term of proportion, there was no remarkable change because the number of household in strata 2 also increased from 7 to 13 households
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