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Vietnam has achieved remarkable results in poverty reduction but the progress of poverty
reduction varies greatly among different ethnic groups. Some research studies have shown
that economic growth and poverty reduction have not obtained significant success for a
number of ethnic minority groups. Ethnic minority households face huge obstacle in access
to important resources such as education, capital, market and agricultural land (The World
Bank, 2009 and 2012). There is a substantial variation in poverty rate among different
ethnic minority groups. IRC (2012) finds that certain ethnic minority groups in P135 such as
Mong and Nung experienced huge progress in poverty reduction effort during the period
2007-2012. Whereas, other groups such as Thai and Muong seemed to lag behind in the
poverty reduction progress.

This study aims to answer the following questions: how have the standards of living of the
ethnic minorities changed during the period 2007-2012? Which group is the most successful
in poverty reduction and which is the least successful group during the same period? What
are the reasons for the success and failure of the two ethnic minority groups? The research
outcomes serve as instrumental input for policy dialogue and recommendation for designing
upcoming poverty reduction programs and policies for the ethnic minorities.

2. Research methodology

In order to answer the research questions, we used descriptive statistics and decomposition
methods to analyze the factors that contribute to increase in earning. Data source used in the
study comes from Baseline Survey 2007 and Endline Survey 2012 of Program 135 Phase II.
These surveys sampled 6000 households in 400 communes of 43 provinces throughout the
country. One key advantage of the database is its representativeness for several ethnic
minority groups. P135-11 data are the most comprehensive database of the ethnic minorities.
Based on the sample size, the study decomposes its analysis for the following ethnic groups:
Kinh, Tay, Thai, Muong, Nung, Mong, Dao, Kh’mer, H’re, Ba Na, Co Tu; the remaining
ethnic minorities are grouped into “others”.

3. Main findings

Living standard of the ethnic minorities has improved but at a slower rate as compared to
the national standard

Living standard, expressed through multiple aspects such as education, health, and housing
condition, has improved during the period 2007-2012, albeit at a slower rate. Net enrolment
rates of the ethnic minority children have increased slightly even though these rates are
lower than the corresponding figures at national level. Net enrolment rate at primary
education is maintained at 86 percent. Net enrolment rate at lower secondary education
increased from 63 percent in 2007 to 66 percent in 2012. Net enrolment rate at upper
secondary education increased by 4 percentage point: from 28 percent to 32 percent over the
same period.

Net enrolment rate varies among different ethnic groups at the same communes of P135.
While net enrolment rate at primary education for Kinh and Muong stood above 95 percent,
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this figure for Mong was at 69 percent. At secondary education, net enrolment rates for
Kinh, Tay, Muong are mostly higher than those of Ba Na and Mong. Literacy rates are
especially low for a number of ethnic groups. For instance, only 35 percent of Mong aged
14 and older can read and write.

The percentage of ethnic minority population having health insurance has been relatively
high. For a large number of ethnic minority groups, more than 90 percent of the population
has health insurance. The corresponding rate for Kinh stands at 64 percent. Access to health
service for the ethnic minorities has substantially improved. The number of health care
contacts and the percentage of individuals receiving health fee exemption and discounts
have increased. However, there exists huge disparity in access to health services in terms of
number of visits to health care centres among ethnic groups. Average number of visits to
health care centres is the highest for Kinh and Kh’mer households, and the lowest number
belongs to Mong households.

Housing condition of ethnic minority groups has improved. The average living area per
capita and the percentage of households living in permanent/semi-permanent houses have
increased substantially. Average living areas per capita for some ethnic groups such as Tay
and Nung has improved more substantially than those of other ethnic groups. Except Mong
group, the percentage of households living in permanent/semi-permanent houses of every
ethnic group increased during the period 2007-2012.

The percentage of households having access to sanitary toilets increased for every ethnic
group. However, this rate remained low at ethnic groups such as Mong (3.2 percent), H’re
(16.7 percent), Ba Na (17.9 percent). Access to clean water did not improve. For ethnic
groups such as H’re, Thai, Muong, Mong, percentage of households using clean water even
decreased over the period 2007-2012.

Access to national electric power grid increased during the period 2007-2012. Except for Co
Tu, the percentage of households using national power grid increased substantially. A
number of ethnic minority groups still have limited access to national power grid. Over the
same period, the percentage of households owning durable goods and assets such as
motorbike, TV and telephone have increased considerably for every ethnic group.

Increase in income mostly comes from agricultural activities

Real income per capita had increased (Table 1). However, the rate of increase remained at
about 3.7 percent per year (from 7,408,000 VND/capita in 2007 to 8,868,000 VND/capita in
2012)%. Ba Na households have the highest rate of increase in income (on average, 16
percent per annum); the second highest group is Mong group with 10 percent increase per
annum. Thai households experience the lowest rate of increase (on average, 0.8 percent per
annum). In 2012, H’re and Mong are two groups with the lowest average income per
households while the highest-income groups are Kinh, Muong and Nung.

? Income in 2007 has been adjusted to 2012 price to take into account inflation factor



Table 1: Rate of increase in real income by ethnic groups (%o)

20

15

10

OLl_lIIlII Illl

Kinh  Tay  Thai Muong Nung H'mong Dao Khome Hre BaNa CoTu Others
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Income from agriculture has tendency to decrease. Ba Na and Mong households has high
dependency on income from agriculture (about 80 percent of total income comes from
agriculture). Kinh and Kh’mer are two ethnic groups with the lowest level of dependence on
agriculture (about 30 percent in 2012). In agriculture, the proportion of income coming from
livestock-raising tends to increase while income from cultivation still plays a key role.
Besides earning from agricultural activities, earnings from wage and salary of households
have become increasingly important. For ethnic minority households, earning from wage
and salary comes mostly from agricultural activities. Therefore, the percentage of workers
in agricultural sectors accounts for more than 90 percent of ethnic minority labor
population. Mong and Ba Na have the proportion of labor working in agricultural sectors
reaching 98 percent.

Income poverty and multi-dimensional poverty provide two different pictures

This study uses national poverty line 2006-2010. Our study results indicate that poverty rate
decreases for every ethnic group expect for Thai (slight poverty reduction). Ba Na and
Mong are two groups experiencing the highest speed in poverty reduction (decrease by more
than 20 percent). In 2012, ethnic groups with the highest poverty rates are H’re (63 percent),
Co Tu (62 percent), Mong (61 percent). Kh’mer and Kinh have the lowest poverty rate, 27
percent and 30 percent, respectively. It should be noted that ethnic groups in this study are
located at poor communes of Program 135. Therefore, the inequality in living standard as
well as poverty rate of Kinh and other big ethnic minority groups such as Tay, Muong, and
Thai as compared to other ethnic groups in the same region are not as significant as it would
be in comparison to the national standard.

Table 2: Income poverty rate (%)
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In addition to income based poverty, this study uses the methodology of Alkire and Foster
(2007, 2011) to measure multi-dimensional poverty index. This index comprises Six
dimensions: education, health, employment, housing condition, assets, and social inclusion.
The higher the index score, the more deprived of living aspects each household is. The
multidimensional poverty index reflect the overall living standard of households.

Our research study shows that multi-dimensional poverty of every ethnic group decreased
during the period 2007-2012 (Table 3). For Thai group, the income poverty rate did not
decrease but multi-dimensional poverty rate decreased substantially. Multi-dimensional
poverty rate of Ba Na and Co Tu groups decreased to a large extent. For Mong, the rate of
decrease in poverty rate by income is stronger than the rate of decrease in multi-dimensional
poverty rate. Tay and Muong groups have low multi-dimensional poverty rates, both at 16
percent; this rate is even lower than their Kinh counterpart in P135-11 areas. Kh’mer group
has low poverty rate by income (27 percent) but its multi-dimensional poverty rate is
relatively high (43 percent) as compared to other ethnic groups.

Income and living standard are highly correlated; however, an increase in income does not
necessarily lead to an increase in living standard. A household can be poor by income
measurement but is not defined as “poor household” by multi-dimensional measurement and
vice versa. Therefore, classification of poor households needs the combination of income
and other factors that reflect living standard.

Table 3: Multi-dimensional poverty index (%)
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Many households experiencing decrease in income and increase in income inequality

Although the average income of households increased during the period 2007-2012, there
were households with decreased income. Our research study shows that 20 percent of
households experienced a decrease in nominal income (inflation is not adjusted), and 46
percent of households experienced a decrease in real income (inflation was taken into
consideration). Co Tu, Thai and H’re groups have the highest proportion of households
experiencing a decrease in income. Ba Na, Mong and Nung groups have the lowest
proportion of households experiencing a decrease in income.

Table 4: Proportion of households experiencing a decrease in income in 2007-2012
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Inequality in income among ethnic groups tends to increase. In 2007, the mean income of
the 10 percent richest households was 8 times higher than that of the 10 percent poorest
households. In 2013, this figure reached 13 times. Gini — the index measuring the level of
inequality in income increased from 0.48 to 0.53 during the same period. Gini index of
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every ethnic group increased (Table 5). The increase in income inequality comes primarily
from inequality in income within each ethnic minority group. The difference in income
between ethnic groups also contributes to this phenomenon albeit not a major cause.

Table 5. Gini index by average income
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Agricultural productivity contributes the most to the increase in household income

One of the important questions is why a number of households experienced income increase
while others have their income decreased during the same period. Why did Mong group
experience a higher growth rate income as compared to Thai group? In order to answer
these questions, we decompose the change in household income into the income changes
due to working hours, average income per hour, sources of income (support by the
Government and remittance). It shows that the main increase in household income results
from the increase in average income per working hour. In other words, the increase in
productivity per working hour helped increase in household income. In addition, the
increase in number of working hours and increase in financial support also contribute to the
increase in household income. Our research study also indicates that the increase in labor
productivity mostly comes from agricultural sector but not from non-agricultural sector. The
major reasons for decrease in household income are labor productivity, especially a decrease
in labor productivity in agricultural sector.
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Bdo cdo nay la két qua nghién ciu ban dau® ciia Tiéu Dy én Ho tro gidm
nghéo PRPP-UBDT do UNDP hé tro, dwoc thue hién boi nhém chuyén gia
ciia Vién nghién ciru phat trién Mekong (MDRI). Quan diém va cdc phat hién
trong bao c&o khéng dai dién cho quan diém cia Lién Hop Quéc, trong dé c6
UNDRP tai Viét Nam va Uy ban Dan toc.

* B4o cédo cudi cuing sé dwoc hoan thién vao Quy 1 nam 2014.
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Panh gia thuc trang nghéo dan toc thicu so
Giai doan 2007-2012

(Két qud nghién citu ban dau ciia Tiéu Dw dn Hé tro gidim nghéo PRPP -Uy ban Dén tjc)

CAC PHAT HIEN CHIiNH TU NGHIEN CU'U PINH LUQONG

1. Muc dich nghién ctru

Mic du Viét Nam di dat duoc nhiéu thanh tyu an tuong trong giam nghéo nhung lai ¢6
su khac biét 16n vé két qua dat duoc giira cac nhom dan toc. Mot s6 nghién ctu chi ra rang
tang truong kinh té va x6a doi giam nghéo thuc sy van chua dat dugce nhiéu thanh céng d6i
v6i rat nhiéu nhom dan toc thiéu sb. Cac ho gia dinh dan toc thiéu sé gip phai nhiéu rao can
trong viéc tiép can cac nguodn luc can thiét cho san xuit nhu gido duc, von, thi trudng, dat
nong nghiép (Ngan hang thé gidi, 2009; 2012). Ty 1é nghéo ciing c6 sy khac biét 1on giita
cac nhom dan toc thiéu s6. Bao cao ciia IRC (2012) cho thdy mot sé nhom déan tdc ¢ nhitng
xa khé khan thudc chuong trinh 135 nhu Méng va Nung da dat dugc thanh tyu giam nghéo
16n trong giai doan 2007-2012. Trong khi d6 mét sb nhém déan toc nhu Thai va Muong lai
khong dat duoc nhiéu thanh tiu trong giam nghéo.

Nghién ctru nay tap trung tra 10i cac cau hoi sau: Mirc sdng ctia cac nhom dan toc thiéu
s6 thay ddi ra sao trong giai doan 2007- 2012? Nhom dén toc thiéu sé nao thanh cong nhét
va dan toc thiéu s6 nao it thanh cong nhat vé giam nghéo trong thoi ky vira qua? Dau 1a
nguyén nhan dan dén thanh cong va that bai trong giam nghéo cta hai nhom dan toc nay?
Két qua cua nghién ctru nham dua ra cac khuyén nghi cho cic chuong trinh, chinh sach
trong thoi gian téi dé gop phan thyc hién muc tiéu giam nghéo & cac nhom dan toc thiéu sb
hiéu qua hon.

2. Phwong phap nghién ciru

Pé tra 16i duoc cac cau hoi nghién ciru trén; chung toi sir dung cac phuong phap phan
tich thong ké mé ta va phuong phap phan tich cac yéu t6 ciu thanh ting thu nhap. Ngudn dit
liéu chinh duoc st dung trong nghién ctru nay 1a Piéu tra ky gdc (2007) va Piéu tra cudi ky
(2012) ctia Chuong trinh 135-11. Tong s ho gia dinh dugc diéu tra 13 6.000 thudc 400 xi
ctia 43 tinh trén ca nudc. Mot trong nhitng uu diém quan trong cta cudc khao sat nay 1 sd
liéu dam bao tinh dai dién cho nhiéu nhom dan toc thiéu sd. Dyua vao quy mé cia cude diéu
tra, cac nhom dan toc dugc xem xét trong nghién ciru ndy bao gdm Kinh, Tay, Thai,
Muong, Nung, Mong, Dao, Kho Me, Hré, Ba Na, Co Tu va cac nhém dan tdc con lai dugce
g0p thanh mot nhom (cac dan toc khac).

3. Cac phat hién chinh
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Mirc song ciia cdc dan tjc thiéu so tiang lén nhung toc dp tang rat thap so voi murc
tang trung binh cua ca nwdc

Mirc séng ctia cac nhom dan toc thiéu sb tang lén thé hién qua cac khia canh gido duc,
y té va nha & déu duogc cai thién trong thoi ky 2007-2012, mic du mic d6 cai thién con
cham. Ty 1¢ di hoc ding tudi cta tré em dan toc thiéu s6 ¢6 ting 1én tuy nhién muc ting
khong 16n va ty 1& di hoc con thip so voi muc trung binh cia ca nude. Ty 1é nhap hoc dung
tudi cua tré em dan toc thiéu s béac tiéu hoc khong ting va duy tri & mic 86%. Ty 1¢ nhap
hoc dung tudi & bac trung hoc co s& ting tir 63% nam 2007 1én 66% nam 2012. Ty 1& nhap
hoc dung tudi ¢ bac trung hoc phd thong ciing ting 1én khoang 4 diém phan trim tir 28% lén
32% trong cung thoi ky.

Ty 18 nhap hoc dang tudi chénh léch dang ké giita cac nhom dan toc mic du ¢ cing
trong cac xa nghéo thude chuong trinh 135. Trong khi ty 1& di hoc tiéu hoc cua tré em Kinh
va Muong trén 95% thi ty 1& ndy cua tré em dan toc Mong chi & mitc 69%. O cac bac hoc
trung hoc co sé va trung hoc phd thong thi ty 18 di hoc cua tré em cac dan toc Kinh, Tay,
Mudng déu cao hon nhiéu so véi tré em cac dan toc thiéu sé nhu Ba Na va Mong. Ty 18 biét
chir ciing rat thap & mot sé nhom dén toc thiéu sd, chi c6 khoang 36% ngudi H’Méng trén
14 tudi biét chi.

Ty 18 nguoi dan toc thiéu sé c6 bao hiém y t& (BHYT) rat cao. O rat nhiéu nhém dan
toc thiéu so, ty 16 c6 BHYT dat trén 90%, trong khi do6 ty 1¢ c6 BHYT cua nguoi Kinh chi ¢
muirc 64%. Tiép can dich vu y té cta nguoi dan tdc thiéu s ciing dugc cai thién dang ké. S6
lan kham chita bénh va ty 1& ngudi dugc huong mién giam vién phi di tang 1én. Tuy nhién,
van con c6 chénh 1éch dang ké giita cac nhom dan toc vé tiép can dich vu y té thé hién qua
s6 1an kham chira bénh. Cac ho gia dinh dan toc Kinh va Kho me c¢6 sé 1an kham chira bénh
trung binh nim 14 cao nhét va con sd ndy & cac ho gia dinh Méng la rat thap.

Diéu kién nha & ciia cac hd gia dinh dan toc thiéu sé cling duogc cai thién dang ké. Dién
tich nha & binh quan dau ngudi va ty 16 ho gia dinh sdng trong cac ngdi nha kién ¢ va ban
kién cb da tang 1én nhiéu. Mot s6 dan toc nhu Tay va Nung c6 dién tich nha ¢ ting nhanh va
cao hon cac dan toc khac. Ngoai trir Mong, ty 1¢ nha kién ¢ va ban kién cb caa cac nhom
dan toc déu tang 1én trong thoi ky 2007-2012. Ty 1é gia dinh c6 nha tiéu hop vé sinh cta cac
nhom dan toc thiéu sé déu ting 1én. Tuy nhién ty 1é nay van con rat thip & mot sd dan toc
thiéu s6 nhu Méng (3,2%), H-ré (16,7%) va Ba Na (17,9%). Viéc tiép can v6i nude sach
cua cac nhom dan toc khong dugc cai thién. Tham chi nhém dan téc H-ré, Thai, Muong,
Mong co6 ty 1€ hd dung nude sach giam di.

Tiép can véi dién ludi qudc gia cua cac hd dan toc thiéu sb ting nhanh trong thoi ky
2007-2012. Ngoai trir dan toc Co Tu, ty 1& ho dung dién ctia cac nhom dan toc déu tang. Tuy
nhién, & mot s nhom dan toc thiéu sb, ty 1& ndy van & muc rat thap. Ty 1& ho gia dinh so
hitu cac d6 dung lau bén nhu xe may, vo tuyén va dién thoai déu ting dang ké ¢ cac nhom
dan tdc trong thoi ky 2007-2012.
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Thu nhdp ting nhuwng vin chii yéu dwa vio noéng nghiép

Thu nhép thyc té binh quan dau ngudi cla tit ca ho gia dinh thudc cic nhom déan toc
thiéu sé déu ting 1én trong giai doan 2007-2012 (Hinh 1). Tuy nhién, mirc ting thu nhap lai
rat thap chi khoang 3,7%/mam (tir 7408 nghin dong/ngudi nam 2007 1én 8868 nghin
ddng/ngudi nam 2012)*. Cac ho gia dinh Ba Na ¢6 muc ting thu nhip cao nhat (binh quan
16%/nam) tiép dén 1a cac ho gia dinh Mong ((binh quan khoang 10%/nam). Cac ho gia dinh
Thai ¢6 mirc ting thu nhap thip nhét (binh quan chi vao khoang 0,8%/niam). Nam 2012, H-
ré va Mong la hai nhém dan toc thiéu sé c6 mirc thu nhip binh quin trén ho thap nhét ca
nudce trong khi cac hd gia dinh dan tdc Kinh, Muong va Nung la cadc nhom ho c6 muirc thu
nhap cao nhat.

Hinh 1: Téc d¢ ting thu nhap binh quan thyc té hang nim (%)
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Nguon: Uédc luong tir Diéu tra Ho gia dinh 135 nim 2007-2012

Thu nhap tir néng nghiép ciia cac hd c6 xu hudng giam. Mot sé dan toc nhu Ba Na va
M6ng c¢6 mirc d6 phu thudc vao thu nhép tir ndng nghiép rat 16n (khoang 80% tong thu nhap
ctua ho 1a tir ndng nghiép). Kinh va Kho me 1a hai dan tdc co6 ty I¢ thu nhap phu thudc vao
nong nghiép thip nhat (khoang 30% nam 2012). Trong ndéng nghiép, ty trong ngudn thu tir
hoat dong chin nudi c6 xu hudng gia ting nhung ngudn thu tir hoat dong trong trot cia cac
hd gia dinh van dong vai tro chu dao. Bén canh thu nhap tu 1am ndng nghiép thi thu nhép tu
tién cong va tién luong ctia ho gia dinh ngay cang dong vai tro quan trong. Tuy nhién véi
cac ho gia dinh dan tdc thiéu s thi thu thap tir tién cong, tién lwong chu yéu 1a tir lao dong
lam thué trong nong nghiép. Chinh vi vay, ty 1€ lao dong trong nong nghiép cta cac ho gia
dinh dén toc thiéu s chiém trén 90%. Dan toc Méng va Ba Na c6 ty 1é lao dong 1am trong
nganh nong nghiép 1én tai 98%.

* chiing t6i d didu chinh thu nhap niam 2007 theo mirc gia ndm 2012 dé loai bo yéu té tac dong cua lam phéat
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Nghéo thu nhip va nghéo da chiéu dwa ra hai birc tranh khdc nhau

Nghién ctru nay sir dung chuén nghéo qudc gia giai doan 2006-2010. Két qua cho thiy,
ngoai trir dan toc Thai (ty 1é nghéo ting nhe), ty 1é nghéo cua cic dan tdc déu giam. Ba Na
va Mong 1a hai nhém déan tdc c6 ty 1é nghéo giam nhanh nhat (giam hon 20%). Trong nim
2012, cac dan toc co ty 1& nghéo cao nhét 1a Hré (63%), Co Tu (62%) va H’Mong (61%).
Kho Me va Kinh 14 hai nhém c6 ty 1& nghéo thap nhat, twong tng 1a 27% va 30%. Ching ta
lwu ¥ ring cac nhom dén toc duoc phan tich thude cic xd nghéo cua chwong trinh 135. Vi
vay, chénh 1éch muc sbng ciing nhu ty 1é nghéo cua dan toc Kinh va mot sb nhom dan toc
16n nhu Tay, Mudng va Théi so v6i cac dan toc thiéu s6 khac ¢ khu vic nay 1a khong 16n
nhu khi so sanh & cap quéc gia.

Hinh 2: Ty 1€ nghéo thu nhap (%)

Kinh Tay Thai Muong Nung H'mong Dac Khome Hre BaNa CoTu Khéc Toan bhd
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Ngudn: Uéc lugng tir Didu tra Ho gia dinh 135 nam 2007-2012

Bén canh phuong phap danh gia ngheo theo thu nhap, nghién ciru nay con st dung
phuong phép ciia Alkire va Foster (2007, 2011) dé tinh chi s6 nghéo da chiéu cho cac nhom
dan toc. Chi sd nay bao gém 6 chiéu: Giao duc, Stc khoe, Viéc lam, Piéu kién nha &, Tai
san, Tham gia xa hdi. Chi ) nay cang cao thé hién mirc d6 thiéu hut cua ho gia dinh cang
16n.

Két qua cho thiy chi s6 nghéo da chiéu ciia tat ca cac dan toc déu giam trong thoi ky
2007-2012 (Hinh 3). Dan toc Thai co ty 1& nghéo thu nhap khong giam nhung chi sé nghéo
da chiéu giam dang ké. Cac dan toc Ba Na va Co Tu c6 chi s6 nghéo da chiéu giam manh.
Dan toc H’Méng ciing ¢ chi s6 nghéo da chiéu giam nhung khong giam manh nhu ty 18
nghéo thu nhap. Céc dan tdc co chi s6 nghéo da chiéu thp 1a Tay va Mudng, cuing 1a 16%,
tham chi thép hon ca dan tdc Kinh trong khu vuc nghién ctru. Dan toc Kho Me co6 ty 1€
nghéo thu nhap thap (27%) nhung lai ¢6 chi sb nghéo da chiéu kha cao (43%) so véi cac
dan tdc khac.
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Nhu vay, thu nhap va muc séng c6 mdi lién hé véi nhau, nhung thu nhap ting khong
luén ludn dong nghia véi viéc muc séng duge cai thién. Ho gia dinh c¢6 thé nghéo theo
chuin thu nhdp nhung lai khong nghéo da chiéu va nguoc lai. Do dé, viéc phan loai nghéo
nén két hop ca thu nhap va cac yéu té phan anh diéu kién sdng khac.

Hinh 3: Chi s6 Nghéo da chiéu (%)

Kinh Tay Thai Muong MNung H'mong Dao Kho me Hre Ba Na CoTu Khac Tatca

m 2007 m2012

Ngudn: Uédc luong tir Diéu tra Ho gia dinh 135 nim 2007-2012

C6 nhiéu hé gia dinh bi giam thu nhép va chénh léch thu nhép gia ting

Mac du thu nhap binh quan cta céc hd gia dinh ting 1én trong thoi ky 2007-2012,
nhung két qua nghién ctru cho thiy co t6i 20% sb ho gia dinh c6 murc thu nhap danh nghia
(chua diéu chinh yéu t6 lam phat) bi giam di, va c6 toi 46% ho gia dinh c6 mirc thu nhap
thuc té (d4 diéu chinh yéu t6 lam phat) bi giam sut trong cing thoi ky. Cac dan toc Co Tu,
Thai va Hre c6 ty 18 ho gia dinh bi giam thu nhap 16n nhét, con cac dan toc Ba Na, Mdng va
Nung c6 ty 16 ho gia dinh bi giam thu nhap nho nhat.

Hinh 4: Ty 1¢ h gia dinh c6 thu nhap giam st trong thoi ky 2007-2012 (%)
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Kinh Tay Thai Muong Nung H'mong Dao Khome Hre BaNa CoTu Khac Tatca

m % hd giam thu nhap danh nghia ® % hé giam thu nhap thuwe té

Ngudn: Udc luong tir Didu tra Ho gia dinh 135 nam 2007-2012

Chénh 1éch thu nhap gitta cac nhém hod c6 xu hudng gia ting. Néu nam 2007, chénh
léch thu nhap binh quan ctia nhém 10% ho gidu nhat so véi thu nhap binh quan ciia nhom
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10% ho nghéo nhét 1a 8 1an thi con s6 nay ¢ ndm 2012 14 khoang 11 1an. Hé s6 Gini — chi s6
do lvong mirc d§ chénh 1éch thu nhap trong dan cu da tang Ién tir 0.48 1én 0.53 trong thoi ky
nay. Hé s6 Gini ctia cac nhoém dan tdc thiéu s6 déu tang 1én (Hinh 5). Nguyén nhan chu yéu
ctia sy gia ting chénh l1éch vé thu nhap giita cac ho 12 do sy chénh 1éch thu nhap trong ting
nhom dén toc thiéu sb. Su khac biét vé thu nhdp gilta cadc nhém dan tdc cling lam gia ting
chénh 1€ch thu nhap cua cac hd gia dinh gilta cac nhom dan tde thiéu s nhung day khong
phai 1a nguyén nhan chinh.

Hinh 5. Hé s6 Gini thu nhap binh quén

Kinh Tay Thai Muong Nung H'mong Dao Kho me Hre Ba Na CoTu Khac Tatca

Ngudn: Uéc lugng tir Didu tra Ho gia dinh 135 niam 2007-2012

Ning suit lao dong trong néng nghiép Qilp ting thu nhp ciia hd

Mot cau hdi quan trong 1a tai sao mot s6 ho gia dinh lai c6 murc tang thu nhap cao trong
khi mot s6 khac lai ¢ mirc thu nhap giam sut trong thoi ky 2007-20122 Tai sao dan toc
Mong lai tang thu nhap nhiéu hon déan toc Thai? Dé tra 10i cau hoi nay, chung t6i tién hanh
phan tich mirc thay d6i thu nhap binh quén ciia ho gia dinh theo thay d6i thoi gian lam viée
(tinh theo s6 gio lao dong), thu nhap binh quéan gio, va cac ngudn thu nhap khéc (nhu tién
trg giup ciia chinh phil va ngudi than). Két qua cho thiy thu nhép ting 1én cua cac ho dan
toc thiéu s 1a do tang thu nhap binh quan/gio. Noi cach khac, thoi gian 1am viée cua ho gia
dinh khong thay d6i nhiéu nhung niang suat lao dong binh quéan gio tang 1én di lam cho thu
nhap cta ho ting 1én. Bén canh do, tang s6 gio lam viéc va ting muc hd tro tai chinh ciing
gbp phan lam ting thu nhap ciia cic ho nay. Két qua nghién ctru ciing cho thiy ting ning
suét lao dong cua ho tang 1én chi yéu trong linh vue nong nghiép chir khong phai linh vuc
phi ndong nghiép.

D6i v6i cac ho gia dinh bi giam thu nhap thi nguyén nhan chinh lam giam thu nhép
ciing 1a do ning suét lao dong, ddc biét ning suit lao dong trong néng nghiép, bi giam sut.
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