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ABSTRACT

A survey of nearly 2,000 farmers in 2003 was conducted at three villages namely
Thoi Long, Thoi Lai and Phuoc Thoi, which belong to O Mon district, Cantho
province. Information on farmers’ wealth and farming diversification were
collected. Wealth ranking was obtained by applying an indirect interview
technique by the Gradin method (1994).

Inviting senior farmers and other concerned persons who relate to agricultural
production and key informants, we expect to be able to answer questions on
knowledge and behavior of others, especially operations of farming system. Key
informants are accessible, willing to talk, and have great depth of knowledge about
an area, certain crops, credit, marketing and other problems. The case study has
been conducted by inviting the owners of tractors, threshers, senior farmers,
farmer association representatives, security men, and financial men. The three
persons for each category were interviewed, and then wealth ranking consisting of
five categories were classified and described by each informant. The result
obtained is the common idea of the three interview persons.

The obtained results show that different village communities varied very much in
terms of wealth ranking, especially with respect of remote areas like Thoi Lai,
which had better infrastructure as well as agricultural facilities as compared to
Thoi Long that is nearby a main road. The total gross income of Thoi Lai was
higher than the other ones. The average cultivated land area varied between
categories. The characteristics of different categories in wealth ranking at the
three villages are farm size, pump machines, plough machines, thresher,
transportation facilities, refrigerator, television, permanent and semi permanent
housing, total gross return from agriculture recorded for various wealth rank
category. Wealth ranking is a simple technique that allows researchers to
understand quickly the nature of wealth differences in a community.

RATIONAL

Surveying about economic aspects is usually
facing difficulty, especially concerning wealth
ranking for farmers. Psychologically, farmers
seldom want to confide their own situation.
Through many results obtained by direct
interview, the method revealed that the rich
and relatively rich farmers always accept them
more than the average farmer because the
latter hesitate to expose themselves to others.
Poor farmers, finally, self-appoint themselves
as relatively rich in order to get respect.
Therefore, wealth-ranking method by indirect
interview is applied to overcome this

situation. Wealth ranking is a simple field
research  technique through which a
researcher, planner, or extension agent can
learn in what ways rich and poor households
are generally different from each other in an
area, and relative wealth status of each
household in specific communities (Gradin
1994).

METHODS OF DATA COLLECTION

A survey of nearly 2,000 farmers in 2003 was
conducted at three villages namely Thoi Long,
Thoi Lai and Phuoc Thoi, which belong to O
Mon district, Cantho province in collaboration
with Lund University (Sweden). Among other
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things, information about farmer wealth was
collected. Wealth ranking was obtained by
applying indirect interview technique that
consisted of several steps:

- Collection all farmers' names who need to
be categorized

- Write each name of household on thick
paper

- Check name and family name of each
house owner to avoid same name between
house owners while numbering

We invited senior farmers and other
concerned persons who relate to agricultural
production and key informants who are
expected to be able to answer questions about
the knowledge and behavior of others,
especially operations of farming system. Key
informants are accessible, willing to talk, and
expressed knowledgeable answers on farm
size, crops, credit, marketing and other
problems

Wealth ranking is done unbiased, faithfully
without influence of any other persons' ideas
because interview is carried out in isolation.

To ensure an accurate appraisal and
reliability, the ideas of wealth ranking is
repeated three times for each group.

After getting wealth ranking result, the
explained details about given reasons for each
category from 1 to 5 of each informant was
recorded carefully. The final ranking was
established based on mean of three
replications

Case study has been conducted by inviting
owners of tractors, threshers; senior farmers,
farmer association representatives; security
and financial people. Three persons from each
category were then informally interviewed
after wealth ranking consisting of five
categories had been made and described by
each informant. Common idea /ranking of the
three interviewed persons for each category
were offered. In case each informant supplied
different ideas, the result needed to be again
checked in order to find correct conclusion.
The results were presented on maps where the
black color presented area (ha), blue for
normal wealth ranking and green for sampled
farmers with their 1.D. No.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION:

The obtained results shown that the different
village communities varied very markedly in
terms of wealth ranking, especially in remote
areas like Thoi Lai village which had a better
infrastructure as well as agricultural facilities
as compared to Thoi Long village that is
nearby a main road. The total gross income of
Thoi Lai was higher as compared to other
ones. The average cultivated land area varied
between categories. The characteristics of
different categories in wealth ranking at the
three villages are furnished in table 1, 2 and 3
for Thoi Long, Thoi Lai and Phuoc Thoi,
respectively.

Under the first category of the three villages,
viz., Thoi Long, Thoi Lai and Phuoc Thoi, the
mean cultivated area varied between 0.60 —
1.12; 1.54 - 4.17 and 0.47-1.68 ha. The
number of households having pump machines
occurred as 51.61; 78.49 and 82.40 per cent
for the villages. The number of households
having ploughs was 2.15; 2.15 and 1.04 per
cent, respectively. The number of households
having thresher machines was 8.60; 10.75 and
9.69%, respectively. The number of
households with rotovator power machines
was 9.68, 1.61 and 8.30 per cent. In respect of
transportation facilities, the number of
households having engine boat was 5.38,
11.29 and 15.92 per cent, respectively. The
number of households having a motorcycle
was 93.55, 46.77 and 89.27 per cent. The
number of households having a bicycle was
65.59, 47.31 and 84.08 per cent in the three
villages. The number of households having a
sprayer was 81.72, 91.94 and 87.89 per cent.
The number of households having
refrigerators was 36.56, 16.67 and 13.84 per
cent, respectively. The number of households
having black and white television sets was
22.58, 4.84 and 0.35 %, while the number of
households having color television sets was
92.47, 88.71 and 96.19 percent, respectively.
In respect of housing conditions, the number
of households having a permanent house was
70.97, 66.67 and 18.69 per cent, while the
number of households having a semi
permanent house was 25.81, 27.96 and 79.93
per cent, respectively. The total gross return
from agriculture recorded for the three
villages, was 24.78, 54.78 and VND 52.61

OMONRICE 13 (2005)



78 Tran Thi Ngoc Son et al.

million. The total gross return from non-
agricultural activities was recorded as VND

5.65, 22.59 and 46.78 million (Tables 1, 2 and
3).

Tablel. Characteristics of different categories in Wealth Ranking at Thoi Long village

Characteristics Richest Rich Medium Poor | Poorest
1. Cultivated are (ha) 0.60- 1.12 /| 0.022-0.65 | 0.021-0.43 | 0.19 0.01
2. Pump (%) 51.61 31.44 8.26 5.55 0.91
3. Plough machine (%) 2.15 0.33 0.00 0.00 0.00
4. Thresher (%) 8.60 5.69 1.65 0.00 0.00
5. Rotovator power (%) 9.68 4.35 2.75 0.00 0.00
6. Transport (%)
a. Engine boat 5.38 1.00 1.10 0.00 0.00
b. Small boat 29.03 30.10 14.86 6.02 1.82
¢. Motorcycle 93.55 52.51 8.26 1.83 0.00
d. Bicycle 65.59 42.81 23.67 33.25 1.82
8. Sprayer (%) 81.72 75.92 54.50 26.44 3.64
9. Refrigerator (%) 36.56 3.68 0.00 0.00 0.00
10. Television: Black and white (%)  22.58 21.74 13.76 2147 1091
(%) Color 92.47 62.88 32.48 10.99 0.91
11. House condition: (%)
a. Permanent 70.97 14.05 0.55 0.00 0.00
b. Semi permanent 25.81 63.88 24.22 2.88 0.00
c. Temporary 0.00 22.07 80.37 97.12  100.00
12. Gross return: (Million VND)
a. From agriculture 24.78 15.03 5.58 3.99 1.09
b. Non-farm 5.65 4.67 0.38 0.89 0.80
Table 2. Characteristics of different categories in Wealth Ranking at Thoi Lai village
Characteristics Richest Rich Medium | Poor | Poorest
1. Mean cultivated are (ha)
2. Pump (%) 78.49 71.28 53.53 29.95 1.90
3. Plough machine (%) 2.15 0.26 00.00 00.00 | 00.00
4. Thresher (%) 10.75 2.56 00.00 00.00 | 00.00
5. Rotovator power (%) 1.61 0.51 00.00 00.00 | 00.00
6. Transport (%)
a. Engine boat 11.29 7.18 4.38 00.00 | 00.00
b. Small boat 55.91 56.15 44.77 25.12 9.52
c. Motorcycle 46.77 12.05 9.25 1.93 | 00.00
d. Bicycle 47.31 49.49 44.28 2271 | 10.48
8. Sprayer (%) 91.94 86.41 66.91 24.15 7.62
9. Refrigerator (%) 16.67 1.79 0.49 00.00 | 00.00
10. Television: Black white (%) 4.84 12.56 23.11 45.89 9.52
(%) Color 88.71 78.21 57.18 23.67 | 00.00
11. House condition: (%)
a. Permanent 66.67 26.92 4.38 0.48 0.00
b. Semi permanent 27.96 66.92 76.16 18.36 2.86
c. Temporary 1.08 2.31 19.46 7198 | 97.14
12. Total return: (Million VND)
a. From agriculture 54.78 21.89 19.10 7.71 0.83
b. Non-farm 22.59 5.69 3.53 1.15 0.86
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Table 3 Characteristics of different categories in Wealth Ranking at Phuoc Thoi village

Categories| Richest Rich Medium Poor Poorest
Characteristics
1. Mean cultivated are (ha) 0.47-1.680.31-1.11| 0.20-0.73 | 0.05-0.34 | 00.00
2. Pump (%) 82.70 64.98 38.02 10.37 00.00
3. Plough machine (%) 1.04 0.30 2.10 00.00 00.00
4. Thresher (%) 9.69 3.73 00.00 00.00 00.00
5. Rotovator power (%) 8.30 3.28 0.30 00.00 00.00
6. Transport (%) a. Engine boat 15.92 8.94 5.69 00.00 00.00
b. Small boat 58.13 46.50 24.85 10.05 5.80
c. Motorcycle | 89.27 43.96 16.47 8.82 2.90
d. Bicycle 84.08 69.75 66.47 41.27 23.19
8. Sprayer (%) 87.89 67.36 57.19 38.10 00.00
9. Refrigerator (%) 13.84 1.64 00.00 00.00 00.00
10. Television: Black white (%) 0.35 8.49 26.05 13.76 18.84
(%) Color 96.19 85.10 51.50 21.69 4.35
11. House condition: (%)
a. Permanent 18.69 5.51 0.60 00.00 00.00
b. Semi permanent 79.93 81.82 40.42 9.52 5.80
c. Temporary 00.00 12.97 58.38 89.95 99.62
12. Total return: (Million VND)
a. From agriculture 52.61 28.83 14.59 5.22 0.70
b. Non-farm 46.78 17.93 6.63 1.86 0.34
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Diéu tra vé khia canh kinh té nhét 1a phuong di¢n xép loai giau ngheo thuong gap kho khan. Ve
mdt tdm ly ngudi ndng dan it chiu tho 16 trung thyc hoan canh thyc té ciia minh. Qua nhiéu két
qué diéu ra phong vén truc tlep cho thiy ngudi giau, kha ciing ty nhan minh 1a & mtre trung binh
vi ngai phd truong con nguoi nghéo lai tw nhin minh 1a thue cép trung binh dé khoi bi coi ré.
Vi vy phuong phép nghién ctru phan cap giau ngh¢o bang phuong phap phong van gian tiép
dugc phat trién boi Gradin (1994) duge ap dung dé khic phuc hién twong ndy. Phuong phap
phéng van gian tlep bao gdm cac budce nhu thu thap tén cua tat ca cac nong ho can xép loai, viet
tén tung ho 1€n gidy bia cimng, kiém tra tén ho giita cac chu hg, tranh bi trung lap bang danh sb.
Céac ldo nong tri dién va nhimng ngudi phuy trach san xuét nong nghiép duoc moi lam dai dién
phong vén va xép loai cho cac néng ho & khu vuc minh. Viée x€p loai dugc thyc hién trén ¢ s¢
khéch quan, trung thuc khong bi tac dong \8 kién ciia nguoi khac vi cude phong van duoc thyc
hién & moi truong cach ly voi moi ngum Dé dam bao do tin cdy mot cach chinh xac, y klen vé
phan loai dugc 1ap lai 3 1an cho moi t6 /khu vue. Sau khi da c6 két qua xep loai, cac chi tiét giai
thich vé 1y do phan cap giau nghéo cua ting ca nhan dugc phong van can dugc ghi cheép ti mi,
chinh xdc cua tumg cap phan loai tur 1 dén 5. Nghién ctru vé phan cap giau ngheo va hién trang
bd tri co cAu cdy trong duoc tién hanh tir thang 04 nam 2003 tai 3 4p Théi Hoa C, Théi Phong
va Théi Nguon A dai cho cho 3 x& tuong ung 1a xa Thoi Long, Théi Lai va Phude Théi huyén
0 Mbn tinh Can Tho. Sb lugng dugc moi dé gh1 nhén y kién 1a 78 nguoi gdm cac ldo néng tri
dién, chu mdy cay, chu may subt, tb truong to san xuat, truong ap, xa trudng, ban chi nhiém
hop tac xa dé danh gia cho 2000 nong dén cua 3 xa. Két qua cho thay cac cong dong tai cac dia
phuong chénh nhau nhiédu vé& muc dd giau ngheo. O vung c6 diéu ki¢én da dang hoa san xuét, da
dang hoa ngudn thu nhap hon 1a thuan nong 1a chi lam 1ua thi s€ c6 tong thu nhdp cao hon theo
thtr tw Thoi Lai> Phude Thoi > Thoi Long. Bing phuong phap nghién ctru niy c6 thé tiét kiém
duoc chi phi, nhan lyc va thoi gian rét 1on.
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