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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

espite Mozambique’economic gowth rate being one of the
highest in Africa over the past few years, much of tiosvtr
is linked to the development of highly capital intensive
“mega” pojects with limited absorption of unskilled workers.
The urban infomal sector which has hithlerabsorbed considerable
numbers of the unemployed has become less attractive farrdhe r
labour surpluses as ireasing competition makes economicvaial
more dificult. Such limitations within the domestic econgrmgcently
exacerbated by the a@nt dought in the South, has fied manyural
households to seek employment in South Africa. Although reatter
migration to South Africa is the gferred employment option for many
Mozambicans, itapresents the option of lagsot for many others sim
ply because of the limited employment absorption capacity
Mozambiques fomal economy
The South African mines arthe traditional destination of male
Mozambican labour migrants. The number of migrantsédrmasained
relatively consistent over the last decade despite major downsizing in
the industy as a whole. Mozambicans now make up 25% of the-gold
mine workfoce (up fom 10% in 1990). Mozambican miners may-col
lectively be seen as a wage elite. Households with several generation:
miners ae likely to have built up assets and a home-basedlption
capacity that would put them well above the economic status of other
households with a merecent involvement in mine-migration.
Households with miners with gater skills, longer sdce or with moe
than one minemay haveelatively high eatings. Howevera signifi
cant popottion of sending households could be consideto be poor
Differentiation between households is evenexmonounced when
looked at aanss the ent@ range of migrant-sending households.
Rural Souther Mozambique, an aa elatively beeft of resouces
and traditionally less pductive agriculturally than otheegions of
Mozambique (due to poer soils and eatic weather pattas) is now
more developed and betteff ¢dt least in tems of average income and
levels of wealth) than otheunal aeas. The pool of economic assets of
the averageural household in the South is faegter than for other
regions. This diérence is lagely attributable to labour migration and
the transfer of significant volumes @mittances. Theris, however
much evidence to suggest that many migrant houseleaksim poor
having low levels of agricultural pduction and being highly dependent
on relatively low levels of wage transfers.
Especially since the abolition of affz@id, employment opptumi-
ties for Mozambicans in South Africa have become muclemaried,
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leading to a much higher deggr of household dérentiation than
vailed befoe 1990. In South Africa, employment is available for almost
anyone willing to risk the consequences of unauthorizeg antr pe-
pared to be exploited, meaning that tleenittances or accumulated
wages bought home & likely to be minimal. Although migrant worker
households aroften better dfthan non-migrant supplying households,
significant numbers of such households still vulnerable to povéy.
These households@ausually deficit agricultural pducers, being lgely
dependent on migranémittances. In tur, with the inceasingly harsh
position on unskilled undocumented migrants in South Africa, their
employment situation has become less and lessesecur

This paper unddakes an interegional analysis of the South,
Cente and Noth of Mozambique, demonstrating clear developmental
differences attributed to many years efittances channeled to the
mainly wral aeas of Souther Mozambique. This is followed by an
analysis of theasults of SAMPS Migration and Remittance Say
(MARS) conducted in SoutheMozambique in 2004 whichquides
useful insights into the disparity of wealth and well-being among-exter
nal migrant-sending households.

Although the overall economic impact of migrant labour has been
positive in the South of Mozambique, because the aaifimigration
has changed so significantly over the last 15 years (i.e. the eclipsing of
mine migration and inelasing numbers of young Mozambican men
chasing a limited number of jobs), it is likely that, in the coming years,
the economic impact of migrant labour work in South Africa may
diminish quite substantially as the amounts of wagesitted ag
reduced (due to lower emngs) and the mechanisms available for doing
so ae much moe limited than for miners and workers in oftmeore
privileged, wage sectors.
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INTRODUCTION

uthen Mozambique has been a significant labour eiqupr
area for moe than 150 yearsApat from migration occuing
om Tete Povince to SoutherRhadesia in the early 1900s,
he rest of Mozambique supplied almost no engtrabour
migration and experienced comparatively little insdrabour migra
tion. Such aegional dichotomy allows for intesting comparisons,
especially in elation to the impact of migration on household acecumu
lation and wealth. In the 1980s, householtbdihtiation was clearly
evident in SoutharMozambique due lgely to the fairly significant
wage diferentials betweenglatively skilled and unskilled mineworkers.
They agued that, although many migrant-sending households clearly
benefited fom migration, the majority of migrant-sending households
remained impoverished and became wage-dependent as their capaci
to produce subsistenceaps diminished. Exteral work oppdunities
and conditions for migrants, especially since the abolition otregidy
have become much mervaried, leading to a much higher asgof
household dierentiation than gavailed fom the mid-1800s to 1990.
This paper attempts to demonstrate thedlrSouthen
Mozambique, an aa elatively beeft of esouces and traditionally less
productive agriculturally than otheegions of Mozambique (due to
pooter soils and eatic weather pattas) is now ma developed and
better of (at least in tans of average income and levels of wealth) that
other wural aeas. This dference is lagely attributed to labour migra
tion and the transfer of significant volumes @mittances.
Although migrant worker householdsarften seen as bettelf of
than non-migrant supplying households, ¢hee, indeed, significant
numbers of such households that aulnerable to pover. These
households a&rusually deficit agricultural pducers, being lgely
dependent on migrarémittances. In tur, with the inceasingly harsh
position on unskilled illegal migrants in South Africa, their employ
ment situation has become less and less séédthough extenal
migration is the mfered employment option for many Mozambicans, it
represents the option of lasgot for many others simply because of the
limited employment absorption capacity Mozambigqueimal economy
In South Africa, employment is available for almost anyone willing to
risk the consequences of illegal gnamd pepaed to be exploited,
meaning that theemittances or accumulated wagesught home ar
likely to be minimal.
This paper unddakes an interegional analysis (based on thesults
of a national surey of some 4,00@ral households) of the South,
Cente and Noth of Mozambique, demonstrating what argued to be
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clear developmental ddrences attributed to many years efmittances
channeled to the mainlyral aeas of southarMozambique. This is
then complemented by an analysis of #sults of SAMPS Migration
and Remittance Suey (MARS) conducted in SouthreMozambique

in 2004 which povides useful insights into the disparity of wealth and
well-being among extaal migrant-sending households.

METHODOLOGY

his study draws mainly &m the esults of two swreys: the

ANE/Austral Suvey of Rural Households (1999-2001) and

the SAMP Migration and Remittance 8ay (MARS)

(2004) described belavBuppoting data was drawndm the
SAMP Suwey of Mozambican Miners (1996). Theral household
study is used because it incorporated detailed questions on migrant
labour and looked at adad range of variables to deténe household
wealth which wee felt to be mag adequate in measuring the develop
mental impact ofemittances. Theesults of the &cent Migrant and
Remittance Swey (MARS) povide impotant new evelations on
migrant emittance patteis which help us better understand the influ
ence of migration on development and householemiftiation.
Details of the thee suveys ag povided below

ANE/AUSTRAL SURVEY OF RURAL HOUSEHOLDS (1999-2001)

The National Roads Administration (ANE) in collaboration with the
consulting company Austral Consultants conducted a @rapsive
rural household suey covering allegions of Mozambique along select
ed sections ofehabilitated secondaroads. The sample consisted of
appioximately 4,000 households. These householde wisited annual
ly during a perid of 3 years (1999-2001) with the objective of measur
ing the socio-economic impact adad kehabilitation. The suey pio-
vided an excellent oppumity to collect detailed economic data for
rural households including congirensive infonation on migrant
labour® Because of the amount of infoation the swey was able to
collect, an analysis of household wealth was possible by domyer
assets, income, housing conditions and investment psiteio wealth
points, allowing foregional comparisortRegions wee defined as fol
lows:

= South: Povinces of Maputo, Gaza and Inhambane as well as

Maputo City;
e Cente: Sofala, Manica, Zambezia andt€;
= North: Nampula, Niassa and Cabo Delgado.
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SAMP MGRATION AND REMITTANCE SURVEY (2004)

The SADC Migration and Remittance $ey (MARS) was conducted

in Botswana, Lesotho, Malawi, Mozambique, Swaziland and Zimbabwe
The suwey intewviewed only households with exteal migrants and
focused onemittance patteis and migration histgrThe Mozambique
suwvey was conducted in early 2004, consisting of 726 households loc:
ed only in the South. The sy aeas wee randomly sampled and
included households iural aeas and in urban eas.

SAMP SURVEY OF MOzAMBICAN MINERS (1996)

An earlier suvey of mineworkers was undaken by SAMP in
Mozambiqué.The study intariewed 455 miners during the months of
August and September 1996 (493 miners in Lesotho)vietes wee
conducted at theeba/\nela depots at Ressano Garand
Johannesbgras well as the depots of tleemiting agency Algos which
recuits mine and fan labour In addition a separate s@y instument
was used for inteiewing 160 miners’ wives in thegirinces of
Inhambane, Gaza and Maput@ynces.

WAGE EMPLOYMENT AND MIGRATION PATTERNSIN RURAL
MozAMBIQUE

age employment for the purposes of this pagiers to
full-time employment of household members. “Full-time
employment” is essentially seen as the full-time pursuit o
an income-generating activity that is not linked to the
household economysignificantly this includes the gwing number of
members who arengaged in infonal trading activities awaydm
home. Employees arsplit into two main categories: commuter workers
who nomally sleep at their household and absentee workers who ar
based sufciently far away fom their household to allow for only peri
odic visits. Absentee workerseagssentially migrant workers and these
are split into two sub-gwups: intenal and extaral i.e. working within
Mozambique or in a faign county.

The ANE study found that one-qter of all households have at
least one member engaged in wage employment but the distribution ¢
wage-worker supplying households is highly skewed.eMtbian half
(55%) of the wral households of the South have members engaged in
wage employment compaat with only 18% in the Cemrtiand 7% in
the Noth. Second, the wage employment oppoities available for
the South a ovewhelmingly located at a considerable distanoerfr
the households. In the Nbrand South merthan half the wage work
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ers ae employed in the same district as their households (73% and 58%
respectively). Of the households with wage employees, 75% of the
households of the South have absentee workers (32% for theeCentr
and 41% for the Ndin). Reflecting thealative imbalance of male
adults, the peentage of female-headed households with wage workers
is only 42% versus 60% for male-headed households.

Of households with a wage workenost of those in the South have
more than one worker in wage employment (averaging 1.6) while
almost all in the Cergrand Noth have asund one (1.1 and 1.3
respectively). Households in the South treefore not only moe
dependent in tens of the psportion of households involved with
migrant labour but theris also a higher dege of labour pécipation
in wage employment by households with wage workers. Of all the wage
employees, 42.5% could be considecommuter workers i.e.workers
who nomally sleep at the household.

Almost one-tenth (9.6%) of all households wéound to have sea
sonal workers (usually employed aatiolg to agricultural needs) who
worked an average of 5 months a y&easonal work opgonities
were concentrated in the South and Gefwith 14.3% and 11.6% of
households mviding seasonal workergspectively compad with bae
ly more than 1% in the Nt).

Reflecting the higher wages in South Africa (and to sagerextent
wages in Maputo), the ANE suey found in 2001 that merthan two-
thirds (67.6%) of the households in the South have workarsmgahe
equivalent of mag than USD 60 per month compdrto only 13.7% in
the Cente, while moe than half of the households of the Centr
claimed that wage enings wee less than US$12 or considerably less
than the minimum wage.

Historical and other factors have eredithat lage numbers of
workers fom the aral South a& employed outside Mozambique. The
ANE study found that merthan half (53%) of the wage employees
coming flom households of the South waworking outside the coumtr
In very sharp contrast, both the Cenénd Noth had almost no work
ers migrating alead, having, espectivelyonly 3% and less than 1% of
their workers outside Mozambique. Despite thergirdependency on
South Africa employment, economic development within Soanther
Mozambique has managed to absorb almost half (47%) of the workers
coming fom the wral aeas of the South. Most of these workeres ar
located outside of their districts in contrast to thgdanajority of
workers being located near their household in the €eamd Nah.

The adult population for the purposes of the MARS study was
defined as 20 years or older i.e. 49.1% of the household population. Of
the adult population, 66% weeaning an “income” of some sband
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more than half (55%) of the adults eisnig an income wer extenal
migrants® The suwey found that that viually all (94.1%) of the exter
nal migrants wez located in South Africa and that the vast majority
(93.1%) wee male. Almost half (47.3%) the extet migrants wez
found to be in the age coharf 25-39. Moe than half (54.9%) of the
extenal migrants wer maried, with 15% cohabitating and 26%
unmarried.

Significantly more than half (50.7%) of the migrants weons (and
in a few cases daughters) of household heads while just oved a thir
(34.9%) of the migrants athousehold heads (comingin just over
half of the households). Merthan a thit (36.2%) of the total house
hold adult population werextenal migrants. In 2001 the ANE sey
found an average of 1.52 absentee (migrant) workers per household.
2004, the MARS Mozambique sey found an average 1.51 extalr
migrants per household. Applying theay results with a few assump
tions, it would appear that almost all adult sons can be coadider
extemal migrants! Extenal migrants a generally poorly educated:
only 15.2% of the extaal migrants have secongagducation and most
(70.5%) have primagreducation, while 8.2% have no education at all.

Almost half (46.1%) the household populatioe aither students
(22.8%) or considexd to be too young to work (23.3%). Of teenain
ing 53.9% of the population, the biggest occupational cateuss
farmer (27.7%), 13.9% werunemployed job seekers, 9.3% minework
ers, 4.4% trader/hawkers and 4.2%unskilled manual woikeéems of
the sectors employing migrants, minework as a single work/sectoral ce
egoy still dominates (at 31.3%). The infoal sector (at 11.4%) is the
second most imptant, followed by manufacturing indugt(6.4%),
domestic sefice (3.8%) and agricylter(2.1%). A futher 3.1% wee
self-employed business persons and 3.0% skilled manual workers. The
remaining 30% occupy a variety offdient jobs while about 7% of the
total were unknown. The agricultural sector is surprisingly uregse-
sented since many illegal migrants entering into South Afriedilaaly
to be caught up in agricultural work in Mpumalangaviice befoe
advancing on to other work (if at all). It may well be that agricultural
work is much mag dominant but that household members simply do
not know whee their migrant memberseamorking*?

Intemal migration for domestic employmenbim rural households
in the South of Mozambique has been found to be almost as high as-
rate of extaral migration. Howeverthe number of household members
from extenal migrant-sending households found working as migrants
within Mozambique is vegrlow. The MARS data shows that 19.1% of
the total household population live outside of Mozambique and that
only 3.7% of the household population lives awayirthe household
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in another pdrof Mozambique. This suggests that migrant sending
households tend to either send migrant®adbior within Mozambaqiue,
but rarely in combination.

MIGRATION AND HousSEHOLD WEALTH PATTERNS

vidence collected tfm the ANE surey over 3 years of consecu
tive inteviews fom appoximately 4,000 households, shows
stark disparity between the &® iegions in tans of household
income and assets (wealth). The South, poor in natural
resouces and ma pone to dought and flods than the otheegions,
has labour migration (both extel and intemal) as the most imptant
economic featur distinguishing it fom the Cent and Nath. It is
therefore hypothesized, that in the absence of any other explanator
variable, that the significanegional diferences a, in lalge pat,
attributable to the long ter efects of migration. Although on average
households &m the South a better dfin material tems compagd to
the est of the countr thee ae many households in the South which,
even with extaral migration, may be poer and mog vulnerable than
other households in thegion as both the level oémittances & low
and subsistence guuction maginal and susceptible to urgatictable
climate. Futhermore, in tems of development, household wealth may
not be a god proxy as households of the Soutle &ighly dependent
on employment opptunities in both South Africa and, to a lesser
extent, the Maputo-Matola axis.
The data collected &m both the ANE and the MARS says
found significant demographic pattarthat separated the Soutbnfr
the other egions but also distinguished extat migrant-supplying
households &m other households in the South. The ANE/eufound
that the average household size for the South (6.38) wgex ran the
Cente (6.05) and in the Nt (5.38). Data for household size was
consistent for everyear of the thee year study
The MARS data on exteal migrant sending households clearly
demonstrates the impact of extal migration on household size. The
average household size was 8.48, considerably higher than the average
for the South found in the ANE studihis is attributable to the fact
that almost 60% of the households abnsideed to be extended (usu
ally having the wife of the migrant son and their cldlgr Some
11.2% of the exteal migrant-sending household population is eom
prised of grandchilén and 4.3% of sons or daughters-in-law (the vast
majority in fact being the wives of sons who have migrated). Migration
does not necessarily comeifn large families, but in fact, eates lage
families by amalgamating familiesfedéted by migration (see below).
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In a county like Mozambigque wher migrant labour is dominant in
some egions, the distinction between degand de facto heads is criti
cal. In povinces such as Maputo, Gaza and Inhambane, absentee
migrant husbandsemain the key household decision makéyeit not
on a day to day basis. Many degjiemale-headed households in the
South would have been listed as household heads in mostrEcemsr
suwveys. But in most households with absentee husbands, he was con
ered the household head. Only a few rigal females with absentee
husbands werconsidexd to be household head. The MARSveyr
found that only 12.3% of exteal migrant sending householde &on
sidered to be “female cergd” (efectively de jue female headed).
About a quaer (23.7%) of the households wearonsidezd to be
“nuclear” and a lage 59.5% waer felt to be “extended”. Theason for
such a small peentage of de jar female-headed households is that
these households have less adult labour available for migration (see d
cussion below).

The ANE suvey found that the principal migrant sending zone (the
South) has a considerably higheogmrtion (about one quiar) of de
jure female-headed households than otkegians (14.3% in the Cemtr
and 10.9% in the Ndhmn). In the South, de jefemale headed house
holds ae dominated by widowed women (almost twoeh)r This par
tially reflects the exposarof migrant workers to dangers work such as
on the South African gold mines (iaaent years, AIDS has enged as
the major risk to migrant workers with an estimated 50% of
Mozambican mineworkers HIV positive).

One of the best indicators of household wealth (and some would
argue welfae) in Mozambique is the material used for buildiegir
dences. The building of cement houses is usually a priority for miners.
The 1996 SAMP swrey found that 42% of thespondents had con
structed cement block housing. The ANE/Australveyrfound that one
of the biggest contrasts between tegions was inglation to housing:
in the South almost a quar (23.8%) of the households have -con
structed their principal houses with cement blocks. In the €¢his
dropped to 5.4% and in the Nlotto less than 1%. The type @ifing
showed even gater variation: in the South almost two-tlsi64.6%)
of the houses had non-thatabofing (mainly zinc sheets). In the
Cente 86.9% of the houses had thatobfs and in the Naéh almost
all (98.8%).

Notable regional diferences wer also noted in the saie of lighting
and the use of river/spring water as the principal cmof water

Migration is also likely to have had a big impact omfiag prae
tices. The ANE epott found some varsignificant egional diferences.
Pehaps eflecting the difierence in family size as well as the peosoll
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Table 1: Indicators of Living Conditions

Variable South (%) Centre (%) North (%)
Cement walls 23.8 54 0.6
Thatch roof 34.1 86.9 98.1
Cement floor 52.0 10.1 1.9
Source of lighting — kerosene 85.9 52.8 39.6
Cooking fuel- firewood 94.9 90.5 94.0
River/spring as principal source of water 17.9 49.9 61.1
Source: ANE

fertility, the households of the South averagedenfietds (2.8) and a
significantly lager aea (3.4 Ha) cultivated. In the Cemthouseholds
cultivated an average of 2.2 fields and 2.6 Ha; in thai\dr8 and 2.2
Ha.

Just moe than half (50.6%) of the households of the South cultivate
an aea in excess of 2 Ha versus 31.9% in the @amid 24.9% in the
North (Table 2).

Table 2: Distribution of Cultivated Fields by Size

Size South Centre North
<1 ha 4.3 8.9 7.0
1<2 ha 45.0 59.2 68.1
2<5ha 37.2 26.5 21.4
5<10 ha 11.0 4.4 2.7
>10 ha 2.4 1.0 0.8
Source: ANE

There was also a notable féifence in the use of faring technology
A much lager pecentage of faners in the South used ingwed seeds
and chemical feilizer (Table 3). The higher use of pesticides in the
Cente and in the Nah is due to the higher numbers of cottoavggrs
who ae usually supplied with pesticides by the oatger company
(Table 3).

Table 3 Farming Practices

South (%)

Centre (%)

North (%)

Improved Seeds

25.6

15.2

3.3

Chemical Fertilizer 6.1 1.5 1.5
Pesticides 3.2 49 1.2
Source: ANE

10
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Although households in the South appear to bwigg staple aps
in at least the sameqpotions as otheragions, the parentage of
households in the South sellingps is significantly less than in other
regions (&@ble 4). The 1996 miners’ study found that the majority of
miners’ households werentiely dependent on mine @dngs as a
souce of cash income. The contribution of agricultural sales in the va
majority of cases was negligible. While the national average is 29%,
only a small minority of miné households (11.4%) sell theiops.
The lage pecentage of households in the Moengaged in selling
crops is because this istually the only way households can raash.
Although the amounts arsmall, this cash is used for buying basic-con

sumer gods and paying for seices such as health and education.

Table 4: Households Growing and Selling Selected Crops
Crops South Centre North
% % selling % % selling % % selling
households | (of those households | (of those households | (of those
growing growing) growing growing) growing growing)
Maize 90 17 83 22 89 70
Manioc 86 19 48 10 72 41
Groundnuts 69 13 26 12 38 51
Sweet Potatoes 45 7 45 11 25 57
Sorghum 2 17 45 5 46 46
Vegetables 60 8 20 32 17 41
Rice 4 32 31 13 28 38
Sesame 23 16 8 12 7 96
Millet 2 0 22 2 3 40
Cotton 2 68 7 82 13 98
Sunflower 1 25 3 26 2 73
Other crops 19 14 14 13 46 30
Cashew 32 16 3 37 16 78
Coconuts 30 18 1 46 6 95
Other fruit 17 27 10 40 17 95
Source: ANE

Traditionally the main fom of savings for migrants with surplus

eamings is livestock, p#cularly cattle. The civil war which ended in
1992 had decimated the nationaldérhis is slowly ecovering and
thee ate indications that households still attach eagdeal of impor
tance to livestock accumulationaflle 5 shows that households of the

11
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South hold significantly mar livestock than the otheegions, with the
greatest disparities arising ialation to cattle ownership.

Table 5: Ownership Livestock

Type of South Centre North

Dt % Average % Average % Average
number number number

Cattle 18.5 6.4 4.8 7.7 0.1 2.0

Goats 52.7 52 38.8 9.3 21.7 6.1

Pigs 42.3 29 22.8 4.9 6.3 3.3

Chickens 72.6 11.4 68.1 10.2 8.3

Source: ANE

In the South the two dominant non-agricultural activities(ay
the poduction of traditional drinks and (b) comroerfollowed by the
production/sale of chaioal and fiewodal, and “specialized” work. In the
Cente, commete is the dominant activityollowed by traditional
drinks and then a gup of activities that @ moe or less equal in rank
ing, including chacoal and fiewoad, handicraft fishing/selling fish and
specialized work. In the Nt three activities a& closely bunched at
the top; handicrafts, comnr and chamal/firewodl. In the South
between 20-60% of all the homesteads involved in these activities
eamed at least the equivalent of US $40 per month. By contrast, only
about a fifth of the households of the Cergnd Noth involved in
commece managed to eamat this level. ¥y few households involved
in the other activities managed to rat this level.

Much higher perentages of the households in the South hold-com
monly owned assets with the exception of bicyclebid 6).

Households in the Southeaalso much merinclined to make
investments than those in the othegions (Rble 7). Moe than half
the male-headed households in the South invested than about the
equivalent of US $40 in the @rious year compad with considerably
lower peccentages in the Cert(39.1%) and Ndn (17.7%). Female-
headed households tended to invest less but in siradénal elative
proportions as male-headed households. Most of the investment went
into constuction or ehabilitation of esidences. Relatively little went
into agricultural activities or transpor

Not only is the popotion of houses und&king investments gater
than 500,000 MT significantly gater the value of the investments
were also higherMore than a quéger of the households in the South
invested values in excess of 5 million MT (about USD 400&3R r
dences, agricultural equipment, trangpand animals. In contrast,
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Table 6: Selected Inanimate Asset Holdings

Type South Centre North
Solar panel 17.6 0.6 0.2
Bicycle 35.1 51.7 40.1
Pick-up van 20.0 0.8 0
Car 7.8 0.6 0.1
Tractor 1.9 0.3 0
Refrigerator 14.2 15 0
Television 11.7 1.9 0
Video 10.6 0.6 0
Music system 35.9 14.3 3.6
Generator 3.9 0.1 0
Grain mill 12.6 0.6 0.1
Plough 17.6 2.5 0.1
Watch 66.7 34.0 10.1
Water tank 12.8 1.6 0.1
Large water drum 59.1 9.2 2.1
Source: ANE

Table 7: Investments (above 500,000 MT) made in last year % of households

South Centre North
Male-headed 54.1 39.1 17.7
Female-headed 354 24.8 10.0
Residence 35.8 16.0 6.7
Transport 6.9 12.0 5.6
Agricultural equipment 4.8 2.7 3.6
Animals 8.6 2.4 11

Source: ANE

virtually none of the investing households of the @ealtrd Noth had
reached such levels.

The ANE suvey also showed thatiral households in the South had
much better access to social\sees such as education, healthvees
and oads. Due to the ditulties of measiement andecall, the
ANE/Austral suvey failed to obtain accurate infaration on household
self-consumption of agricultural gmuiuce and livestock.

Notwithstanding, an attempt was made to consolidate rausemari

ables (including wage income, investments, housing materials, assets,
farming techniques, size of far, and so on) and to convéinem (some
what subjectively) into “wealth points” (see Appendix for details on
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what variables werselected and their point distribution). As expected,
the distribution of wealth points was highly skewed tadgapovely
with the vast majority of households cons@tkpoor More than thee-
guaters (77.3%) had less than 50 points and half had less than 25
points (the average being 36.8). Only 5.5% hadentiban 100.

Levels of wealth varconsiderably between thegions. Moe than
half the households in the South @eédound to be in the highest quar
tile (Table 8). By contrast, almost half the households of théetiNor
were found in the lowest quidle and bagly 5% in the highest
guatile®.

Table 8: Distribution of W ealth Points by Region (%)
Quartiles Region Total
South Centre North

1st quartile (lowest) 11.6 24.4 48.0 26.7
2nd quartile 12.8 27.9 28.9 24.1
3rd quartile 23.7 28.6 17.4 24.6
4th quartile (highest) 51.9 19.1 5.7 24.6
Total 100 100 100 100
Source: ANE

Ther is a geater concentration of female-headed households in the
lowest quaile. More than a thit (35.7%) of female-headed households
fall into the lowest quaite compaed to just under a quar of the
male-headed households. Somewhat surprisihglyever amongst the
wealthiest households, tleeappears to be an almost equal chance
among female or male-headed households to be in the highdgequar
(25.3% for male-headed and 21.6% for female-headed.

REMITTANCES AND POVERTY IN THE SOUTH

14

n the pevious section, intetregional household welfaicompar

isons povide convincing evidence that the accumulatéecebf

both intenal and exteral migration hasesulted in a significant

disparity of wealth between the households of the South and those
of the Cente and Noth. This section seeks to demonstrate that,
although the overall impact of labour migration has been positive in the
southen region as a whole, involvement in migrant wage labour itself
does not necessarily guarantee that the household will be béttieaof
households that have not sent membersaabto work.

The most obvious cause of economidel#ntiation between exter

nal migrant-sending households would be the levetfuneration
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which, in tun, depends on the income-generating capacity of the
migrant for which level of education and years of experience would be
god indicators. The level oemuneration would also befatted by

the sector of employment, privilege of t&n households in gaining
access to the mining sector and the legal status of the migrant.
Differentiation is also stngly influenced by the degg of commitment

of migrant workers toamit money or gads to their households. This,

in tum, is influenced by the facilities available tofdient types of
migrants to emit money or emittances. This dirs by type of migrant,
location and sector

Another impotant factor is the size of the familywhich usually
detemines the labouresouces available for migration. In mostral
areas a minimum number of members will be needed at home t@enst
that basic household needs andetaken. As the opptunity cost of
migration deaases, the incentive to migrate ie&ses for ‘edundant”
household members. Igar households would thefore have a lager
propensity to “expdf household labourClosely elated to this issue is
gender as de jarfemale-headed households would have a much lower
propensity to expdrlabour than male-headed ones.

Finally, a vey impottant deteminant of household dérentiation is
the histoy of migration of the households. Tugh primogenitor
inheritance and the tendency of many households of the South-to cc
tinue sending sons to work on the South African mines, those with a
multi-generational migrant histpare likely to have accumulated neor
assets (i.e. cattle, land, housing, householdlgoeehicles).than those
with a shoter histoy.

This section draws mainly on the findings of the Mozambique-com
ponent of the MARS suey of extenal migrant-sending households.
Remitted cash is the mostefjuently cited sowe of household income
(75.5%) followed byemitted godls (64.2%) (@ble 9). Income fyim
wage work was cited by a tHiof the households (33.5%). If “wage
income” efers lagely to defered pay combined with the values attrib
uted to migrantalated contributions, migrant contributionopide the
ovemwhelming shag of household incomedble 10). Migrantemit-
tances (cash and gde) ae theefor used as a pxy for total house
hold income.

Some 78% of the households inviewved have migrants sending
money home. Significant)yalmost a quéer (22%) of the migrant-send
ing households do nogceive cash incomedm migrant workers. This
percentage may be par inflated by the fact that some households may
not yet haveeceived a cash transfer (as new entrants into the migran
labour system) or thespondent was not aweaof cash transfers. It is
also likely that many migrantseaworking under such exploitative
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Table 9: Household income from all sources (by frequency)

Responses % of households | % of responses
Wage work 243 335 13.6
Casual work 103 14.2 5.8
Remittances — money 548 75.5 30.6
Remittances — goods 466 64.2 26
Income from farm products 161 22.2 9
Income from formal business 30 4.1 1.7
Income from informal business 157 21.6 8.8
Pension/disability 23 3.2 1.3
Gifts 22 3.0 12
Other 23 3.2 1.3
Refused to answer 11 15 0.6
Don’t know 4 0.5 0.2
Total 1791 100
Source: MARS
Table 10 Household Income by Source and V  alue

Valid N Mean Median
Wage work N=149 $1,016.19 $608.70
Casual work N=44 $226.67 $65.22
Remittances — money N=438 $523.99 $347.83
Remittances — goods N=266 $393.79 $217.39
Income from farm products N=115 $103.84 $39.13
Income from formal business N=8 $779.89 $391.30
Income from informal business N=84 $255.72 $130.43
Pension/disability N=15 $263.45 $86.96
Gifts N=12 $60.94 $26.09
Other income N=11 $226.48 $52.17
Total income N=579 $936.91 $528.26

Source: MARS

conditions that they do not have ftiEnt surpluses toemit.
Table 10 shows that that the average valuemfttanceseaceived is
closely corelated with the &quency that the money is sent.

Householdseceiving emittances on a monthly basis averaged about

US$ 825 vs US$ 123 for thoseceiving once a yeakost migrants
send money home either once a month oryegeater (Table 11).
Mozambican migrants in South Africa havegdiscepancies in
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Table 11: Frequency and V alue of Money Remittances

Valid N Mean Median
Twice or more per month N=13 $630.77 $365.22
Once a month N=135 $862.39 $782.61
More than twice in 3 months N=37 $327.09 $304.35
Once in 3 months N=147 $0.02 $326.09
Once every 6 months N=68 $201.62 $163.04
Once a year N=82 $123.40 $65.22
At end of the contract N=4 $240.22 $197.83
Other N=67 $494.16 $304.35
Don't know N=15 $435.65 $478.26
Source: MARS

their eanings due to thee basic factors: i) the sector in which they ar
engaged which, in the case of thatively well-paid mining sectpcan
be said to be the exclusive privilege of those households with membet
curently engaged in that sector ii) the education and experience of tl
migrants and iii) the legal status of the migrant.

The MARS suwrey showed that Mozambican migrante amployed

in a variety of sectors @ble 12). Of the 1,081 migrants, 31.3% &ver
involved in mining, 11.4% in infonal activities and 1.4% in agrieul
ture and 16.7% werlisted as “othet®. Significantly the activities of
18% of the migrants werunknown. This is not surprising as many
migrants do not know what type of work they will be doing befidrey

Table 12: Sectoral Distribution of External Migrants

Main work place Number %
Factory 67 6.4
Mine 329 31.3
Shop 31 2.9
Office 14 13
Government 5 0.5
Informal 120 11.4
Domestic 13 12
Farm 15 1.4
Profession 31 2.9
School 5 0.5
Other 230 21.9
Don’t know 191 18.2
Source: MARS
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leave. Many of these alikely to end up on the fans of adjacent
Mpumalanga Ravince.

Although infomation was not gathed in relation to the actual lev
els of eamings, a few impdant obserations can be made. First, about
one-third of the migrants work in the mining sector and would ba-ear
ing substantially mar than those engaged in other sectors. €lae r
tively higher level of eanings for miners is complemented by facilities
that make the transfer of wages anddpelatively easier than for
other migrants, thus making households with mine migrants generally
considerably better 6than other households. At the other end of the
scale, it is likely that many migrants, for whom no infation is avai
able, ae likely to be those who havelatively little contact with their
households and had no fixed plans for work keefoigrating. Many of
these migrants arlikely to be illegal and working under exploitative
low-paid work.

What has happened over appmately a 20 year pedo(1975-
1994), is that households with mine migrants became a type of elite
among extaral migrant sending householdsitivthe abolition of
apatheid, new oppdunities aose for foeign migrants to penetrate
areas of the economy hitherinaccessible. This allowed for
Mozambicans with gabeducation andetevant work experience to
work in South Africa for considerably higher salaries than in
Mozambique. The South African economyeetively became an exten
sion to South@rMozambique, déring a boad range of employment
and income generating oppgorities.

Table 13: Age Distribution of External Migrant W orkers

Age Number %
14 and less 0 0
15to 24 127 n.7
25to 39 514 47.3
40 to 59 182 16.7
60 and over 12 11
Don’t know 252 23.2
Source: MARS

Table 13 shows almost a nmal distribution of age of the migrants,
suggesting that intake and attritioe &irly balanced. unger
migrants ae likely to be eatring less than older ones, but younger
migrants employed on the mineg dikely to be earing more than
many of the older migrants working in other sectors.

Apart from sector and legitimagganings capacity is lgely
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Table 14 Education Levels of External Migrant W orkers

Education Number %
None 89 8.2
Primary 770 70.5
Secondary 166 15.2
Diploma 0 0
Degree 0 0
Don’t know 67 6.1
Source: MARS

detemined by the level of education and work experienableri4
shows that the vast majority (at least 70.5%) of the migrants have on
primary education and 8.2% have none at aliti/the exception of
those employed on the mines, and those with many years of work exf.
rience, the poorly educated migrants hlkely to be earing relatively

low wages. Only 15.2% of the extat migrants have achieved secend
ary education and arlikely to be earing comparatively higher wages.
The majority of migrants (62.4%) had been working in South Africa fo
less than ten yearsdfle 15). Howevemearly 20% we long-tem
migrants of 15 years or m@r

Table 15: Years Worked Abroad by External Migrant W orkers

Years # %
1-5 284 31.8
6-10 273 30.6
11-15 167 18.7
16 or more 156 175
Don't know 13 15
Total 893 100
Source: MARS

The suvey showed distinct diérences in the average annual
amounts of cashemitted by level of educationdble 16). Ther is a
big difference in the amountemitted by those with only primaedu
cation and secondarthe fomer sending an average of US$ 784 and

the latter sending US$ 1,072. Thavas considerable sectoral variation,
the most notable being the higher amounts linked to the mines and t
what wee referred to as “mfessionals” (&ble 16). Remittances coming
from the “dont know” categoy were low (closely in line with infamal

and domestic employment) and maylect the fact that these migrants
are involved in first time or illegal jobs.
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Table 16: Annual Cash Remittances by Level of Education and Sector

Valid N Mean Median
a. Education
None N=40 $444.60 $304.35
Primary N=424 $426.32 $269.13
Secondary N=82 $582.36 $347.83
Don’t know N=28 $492.45 $428.26
b. Main Work Place $0.00 $0.00
Factory N=37 $390.09 $304.35
Mine N=249 $537.22 $434.78
Shop N=20 $462.15 $201.09
Office N=5 $427.22 $243.48
Government N=1 $434.78 $434.78
Informal N=48 $312.57 $158.70
Domestic N=6 $323.19 $304.35
Farm N=5 $241.30 $239.13
Professional categories N=16 $842.93 $304.35
School N=2 $67.39 $67.39
Other N=124 $402.84 $173.91
Don't know N=43 $338.52 $152.17

The MARS suwvey found that ovaevhelmingly the most common
form of remitting either money or gas is taking them back personally
or through friends, despite significant changes in transfer technology
The most impdant changesetate to impoved banking facilities for
miners using TEBA Bank and thegapaid delivey sevices of Kawena
Distributors. Kawena, famerly limited to sering mineworkers, now
offers facilities in various cities and towns in South Africa and te any
one wishing to deliver gais to any accessible household in Souther
Mozambique or to one of a tg network of waehouses.

With time, moe sophisticated transfer mechanisms will beeasr
ingly used by Mozambicans working in South Africa. llliterate or poor
ly-educated as well as undocumented migrants wilbably not have
access to or be suspicious of using these nasththeeby exacerbating
economic diferentiation between thelatively wealthy and the paoar
households.

Of major impotance to the deterination of emittance flows, is the
degee of commitment by the migrant iemitting wages or gats.
Commitment is felt to be closely linked to gendwearital status, age
and elationship to the household head.
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Annually, household heads send considerablyen{ftlS$ 1,000)
than their sons/daughters (US$ 625) or spouses (US$ 560) and male
send moe than females (US$ 840 vs. US$ 688). As expected, the old
the migrant, the higher themittances. Caslemittances also
increased by age, ineasing steadily up to the 40-59 cah@verage
14m MT/USD1,112) but deeases theafter Maried migrants pe-
dictably send home much m@money than non-mad (almost twice

as much).
Table 17: Money sent home: average amount over a year by Migrant T ype
Relationship Valid N Mean Median
Head N=285 $570.31 $417.39
Spouse/partner N=26 $316.91 $219.57
Son/ daughter N=224 $341.41 $173.91
Father/ mother N=3 $628.99 $608.70
Brother/ sister N=27 $317.01 $173.91
Grandchild N=3 $333.33 $434.78
Son/ daughter-in-law N=2 $165.22 $165.22
Nephew/ niece N=5 $456.96 $217.39
Other relative N=1 $380.43 $380.43
Gender
Male N=553 $457.65 $304.35
Female N=23 $374.64 $152.17
Age
15 to 24 N=55 $247.57 $152.17
2510 39 N=292 $457.21 $304.35
40 to 59 N=119 $612.53 $434.78
60 and over N=9 $472.71 $304.35
Don't know N=99 $372.19 $217.39
Marital status
Unmarried N=79 $264.92 $160.87
Married N=367 $498.29 $347.83
Cohabiting N=109 $474.51 $330.43
Divorced N=7 $298.14 $260.87
Separated N=3 $236.23 $304.35
Widowed N=4 $196.20 $109.78
Don't know N=1 $260.87 $260.87
Source: MARS
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The MARS suvey found that 42.7% of the households cannot
depend on their migrant members in times of need. This iy plae to
the fact that one in five migrants cannot be contacted during an emer
gency The average amount of cash sent for gemies was appxi-
mately US$ 100 while for gals sent it was about US$ 50. AImost two-
thirds of those who ha@ceived assistance felt that the moneyfigoo
sent was verimpotant.

Commitment is futher manifested by thedguency of visits home.
The ANE data shows that in the South, only one-tenth (10.4%) of
migrants visit their homeggularly (monthly) while 80.3% of the
absentee workergtun periadically (but pedictably) between 1 month
to once a yeamwith 9.5% seldomatuming, if at all. The MARS data
(table 6.1.10) found similar pattes: a majority of the migrants (62.4%)
retum home at the most twice a year (42.5% visit only once a year)
(Table 18). Only 10.7% visit merfequently while the movements of
just over a quaer of the migrants is categorized as “other” of whom
many would include migrants with urgafictable visiting pattes,
including many migrants who areither undocumented or whose aetivi
ties/plans a not known.

Table 18: Frequency of Home V isits

Frequency # %
Twice or more per month 21 2.1
Once a month 23 2.3
More than twice in 3 months 13 13
Once in three months 54 5.3
Once every 6 months 177 17.4
Once a year 433 42.5
At end of the contract 25 25
Other 274 26.9
Source: SAMP

The evidence fom the MARS surey shows that migrant sending
households have a stig tendency towds intergeneration continuity
Though moe investigation is needed, evidence suggests thanakter
(and intemal) migration is a deepening phenomenon. &lbran two-
thirds (67.1%) of the households intlewed had pants of migrants
who had peviously worked almad and 43.6% had grandeaits of the
household head who weextenal migrant workers. The data suggests
that only about one-thdrof the households intgewed ag first gener
ation migrant-suppliers. Although we do not know whateetage of
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migrant households have ceased sending migrants, the ratenofi gif
migrant-sending households is assumed to be positive. Genboalse
holds with moe than one generation of migration would have aceumu
lated moe wealth than households that have justetasending mem
bers to seek work either inside Mozambique or beyond.

HOUSEHOLD DIFFERENTIATION

his section focuses on evidenceyided by the MARS suey

about household economic féifentiation, including: expen

ditures; the need to biow and souces of loans; peeptions

on the impact of migration; and, most imfamtly, an analysis
of povety levels among extaal migrant-sending households.

Household expenditarestimates derivedofin the MARS suvey ae
at best indicativ&. Table 19 shows thedguency of the types of expen
ditures incured in the pevious month. Fabwas by far the most impor
tant (89.3%) followed by fuel (mainly wdaand pardin) (46.6%),
transpotation (44.5%) and education (43.9%). Other irtgodrcate
gories include utilities (of pticular impotance to urban households),
clothes, alcoholic drinks and medical expenses.

In termms of value spent, the st average amounts \eespent on
building activities (about US$ 150) althoughatively few households
(13.4%) spent money on this categar the pevious month. The sec
ond highest expenditemwas on fod (US$ 70) which was also the most
frequently cited expenditar The thid highest average value was for
special events (US$ 50) such as wedding and funerals followed by
clothing (US$ 55).

Food was by far the most dependent emittances (77.5% claiming
that emittances wex “vely important”). Remittances weralso consid
ered to be “vey impotant” for cattle puchases school fees; clothing,
transpot costs; vehicle pahase and maintenance; imhal sector trad
ing and fam labour costs. Remittances weelt to be “impaant” to
the suwival of the household in a significant majority of case<la r
tion to fod (72.7%), medical éatment (63.6%) and for cash income
(74.9%) (table 64).

The elevance of these findings ialation to household @&fentia
tion is that expenditw on foa and other basic needs ovbelmingly
dominates the budget of extat migrant-sending households.
Comparatively few households (mainly those with miners and a handf
of others with members in higher income jobs) ¢fime have the
capacity to invest in housing, cattle or vehicles.

One of the mar interesting findings to come out of the MARS
study elates to the bavwing pattens of the espondent households.
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Table 19: Monthly household expenses

Responses % of households | %of responses
Food and groceries 648 89.3 20.4
Housing 5 0.6 0.2
Utilities 291 40.1 9.1
Clothes 262 36.1 8.2
Alcohol 240 32.6 75
Medical expenses 229 31.5 7.2
Transportation 323 44.5 10.2
Cigarettes, tobacco, snuff 43 5.9 1.4
Education 319 43.9 10
Entertainment 15 21 0.5
Savings 84 11.7 2.6
Fuel 338 46.6 10.6
Farming 82 11.3 2.6
Building 97 13.4 3
Special events 80 11.0 2.5
Gifts 41 5.6 1.3
Other expenses 33 4.5 1
No expenses 8 1.1 0.3
Refused to answer question 43 5.9 1.4
Total 3181 100
Source: MARS

The need to boaow can be seen as an imfaort indicator of vulnera
bility. A significant 41.7% of the households said that theyoled
money during the last yea®f those baiowing, half borowed flom
family, 36.7% fom friends and 2.3%dm employers. The mairasons
for borowing money wex for the puchase of fod (33.2%), health
(21.7%) and funerals (4.6%). Financing companiesadly present
with the exception of a few migfinance operators (with almost no
presence in theural aeas and usually lending acdimg to small busi
ness needs).

Loans ae for the most pdrused for “surival” issues i.e. fod and
health. These artypical peridlic needs of poor households, especially
for those who have toely on iregular emittances. A big advantage for
many emittance-eceiving families is that they empiobably seen as
lower risk for loans than subsistence households with é&disble cash
flows. Schooling and business loane atso quite common andegpos
sibly linked to the householsl'ability to epay
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In tems of the dkct on the household, if m®household members
migrated for work, a significant minority (40.8%) felt that the heuse
hold would be better bbut a majority (59.2%) of theespondents wer
less sanguine, feeling that teewould either be no dérence, they
would be worse dfor they did not knowAlthough at face value we
cannot conclude vemuch fom the response to this question, it can
be infered that theaspondents must to some extent be weighing up
the negative éécts of losing another membsuggesting that most
households have sent the maximum number of members possible witl
out prejudicial efects on the domestic household economy

Household economic dérentiation can be best highlightedahgh
povety analysis. A common powvgrindicator takes the peentage of
food expenditues elative to overall expendites. The MARS swey
found that the average pentage of expenditardevoted to fod is
56.7%. “Relatively poor” households wedefined as those spending
between 60-79% of their total expendésion foal and “extemely
poor” were spending between 80-100%. Thsutts show that almost a
quater (24.7%) of the households can be consitiey be elatively
poor and slightly less (22.4%) as extrely poor These findings should
be seen with caution for tweasons. The first is that many households
depend to a significant extent on seléguwced household consumption
that is not measad in the above analysis. This would mean that foo
“expenditue” is even higher than indicated and that the level of povel
ty is in fact worse than indicated. On the other hand, thgogion of
expenditues devoted to fab may have been exaggerated given the fac
that most households vemterviewed the month following traditional
ly high consumption perds (Christmas/Newedar).

Other indicators suggest a high level of pgwvamongst a significant
portion of migrant-sending households. The MARS syvVeund that
24.1% of the householdseamany times without faband 11.3% ar
many times without medical car Although these households aery
dependent on cash income, 36.8% of the households claim to have
been many times without cash and 32.6%eveewveral times without
cash.

Despite the dffculties associated with getting accurate fapuelat
ing to the povdy indicators, the data suggests that many of the-exter
nal migrant sending householdeandeed ver poor These findings
underscag what earlier work on Mozambique demonstrated i.e. that
there is a high dege of economic dérentiation among migrant send
ing households rangingdim the elite benefitingdm several migrants
with relatively high mine wages orgfessional salaries to households
who ae forced to send members to work under poor conditions for lac
of finding suitable employment in Mozambigae.
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CONCLUSION

26

he rural aeas of SoutherMozambique (or the South) have
fewer resouces and a agriculturally po@r and moe vulner
able to climatic instability compad to the wral aeas of the
Centre and Nath. Yet, as this study has demonstrated, the
pool of economic assets of the averagalrhousehold in the South is
far greater than for otheegions. This disparity can be dmly explained
by the phenomenon of wage migration. Although a significant number
of households in the South have migrant and commuter members work
ing for wages in the domestic economy (mainly in the industrial
enclave of Maputo-Matola), the most significant flow of wage-seeking
labour has been and continues to be to South Africa.

Early migration may have been dty influenced by push factors
such as hut tax, chibalo labour (colonial system afddrdabour),
drought, and famine. Latehowever employment in South Africa, par
ticularly the mines, was thegberred income-generating choice of
Mozambican men ém the ural (and often urban) South.déertrans
port, boad and lalging and a viually quarantined life, allowed miners
to accumulate most of their wages. Compulstafered pay fi a system
of forced savings fi ftiver ensued that miners wouldetum to their
homes with comparatively Ige amounts of money and gt Such
remittances wer generally used, at least initialfgr improving the
household quality of life (though the constrction or funishing of
cement-walled homes, which soon becameliable indicator of a
majonjon family esidence. Remittances wealso used for savings (nor
mally in the fom of livestock) or investmentraditionally, one of the
most common investment choices was to buy a pickup (bakkie) for
transpot purposes (often hed out) or a pump forrigated agricultue.
Now, with the poliferation of vehicles in thaural aeas and limited
irrigable aeas, ther is a geater tendency to investmittances in infor
mal sector trade activities undaken by esident family members. For
many years, impdrduty exemptions for miners gavether accumula
tive advantages over other Mozambicans. Although no longer enjoying
such privileges, Mozambicans in South Africa can take advantage of
distribution sevices that povide eliable and cost-&dctive delivey of a
large variety of gods diect to their ural base.

Much of Southen Mozambique extenal migration histor took
place during perids when black workers, especiallydigmers, wee
subjected to the most exploitative of conditions. South Afrivégra
tion system was the economic dus operandi of the agaeid system.
Yet, despite the degradation and @ggion of such work, Mozambican
men steamed into South Africa, usuallyfefing a supply much gater
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than the absorption capacity of a mining industary of excessive
dependence on one soer Mine work still ofered the best of the eco
nomic options for the majority otiral work seekers &m the South and
allowed them to build up theiural home base but at considerable
social cost.

Mozambican miners may collectively be seen as a wage elite.
Households with several generations of mineesligely to have built
up assets and a home-basemtipction capacity that would put them
well above the economic status of other households with a moent
involvement in mine-migration. Households with miners witbager
skills, longer s@ice or with moe than one minemay haveelatively
high eanings. Howevera significant pspotion of minersending
households could be considdrto be pooDifferentiation between
households is even mopoignant when looked at @ss the entir
range of migrant-sending households. The péichecomes considerably
bleaker and suggests that tharay be a significant ppotion of
migrant-sending households that could be workbezfause of migra
tion than if the migrant members had stayed at home asttimesrto
home-based labour might be d¢@r than the contribution derivediin
the migrant.

Despite Mozambiqus’ economic gmwth rate being one of the high
est in Africa over the past few years, much of theagh is linked to
the development of highly capital intensive “megadjgets with limit-
ed absorption of unskilled workers. The urban infat sector which has
hitheito absorbed considerable numbers of the unemployed has becoti
less attractive for thaural labour surpluses as irasing competition
makes economic suival more difficult. Such limitations within the
domestic economyecently exacerbated by the @nt dought in the
South, has faed manyural households to seek employment in South
Africa.

The ecent ageement between Mozambique and South Africa to
abolish visas is an indication of the likely gradwedbxation on the
movement of Mozambican wage seekers in South Afrigth ivhited
income-generating opganities, the implications of mer
Mozambicans seeking work in South Africa could keatgr labour sup
ply and hence a higher likelindof exploitation. Unlike the mines and
some other sectors, Mozambicans engaged in agricultural woregu ir
lar employment a likely to find themselves facing conditions that
make egular home visits dicult and the accumulation of savingerfr
very low wages almost impossible. Theoppect of a gwing number of
rural households having tesot to this fom of labour migration to
South Africa should cause atarin tems of the Goverment’s curent
focus on povey reduction.
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Having demonstrated that the overall economic impact of migrant
labour has been positive in the South of Mozambique, this paper has
also attempted to show that, because the eatumigration has
changed so significantly over the last 15 years (i.e. the eclipsing of mine
migration and in@asing numbers of young Mozambican men chasing a
limited number of jobs), it is likely that, in the coming years, the eco
nomic impact of migrant labour work in South Africa may diminish
quite substantially as the amounts of wagesitted ae reduced (due to
lower eanings) and the mechanisms available for doing eararch
more limited than for miners and workers in othape privileged,
wage sectors.

ANNEX 1. Wealth Point Determinants for ANE Survey
Determinant Cohorts Point Allocation
1. Size of Machamba (fileds) <1ha 0
1-2ha 5
2-5ha 10
5ha+ 20
2. Value of crop (000 MT per annum) <200 (but greater than 0) 1
200-500 2
500-1,000 4
1-2,000 8
2-5,000 16
5-10,000 30
10,000-20,000 40
>20,000 50
3. Improved Seeds Yes 10
No 0
4. Fertilizers Yes 10
No 0
5. Pesticides Yes 10
No 0
6. Livestock Per goat owned 1
Per head of cattle 5
7. Monthly wages (000 MT) Don’t know but > 0 5
<200 5
200-500 10
500-1,000 20
>1,000 30
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Annex 1 continued

8. Monthly Non-Agricultural Income (000 MT) Don’t know but >0 2
<50 2
50-100 4
100-200 8
200-500 16
>500 20
9. Animals sold during past 12 months (000OMT) |<200 1
200-500 2
500-1,000 4
1,000-2,000 8
2,000-5,000 16
5,000-10,000 30
10,000-20,000 40
>20,000 50
10. Investments (annual) (MT) .5-1Im 5
1-3m 10
3-5m 20
>5m 30
11. Housing materials Cement block 40
Other 0
Cementttiled floors 5
Other categories 0
Water piped in or out of 10
house/well in yard
Other categories 0
Electricity supplied 30
Electricity not supplied 0
12. Other assets Solar panel 5
Generator 5
Water pump 20
Grain mill 20
Plough 5
Refrigerator 5
Radio 2
Music system 3
Television 5
Video 5
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Annex 1 continued
Watch 1
Boat 15
Fishing net 3
Bicycle 3
Motor cycle 20
Pick up van 50
Car 50
Truck 80
Tractor 50
Water tank 3
Drums (200 Its) 1
Other large water containers |1
Cool box 1

ENDNOTES
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Refs to Haries, Katzenellebogen, Jeeves.

First et. al. (1998)

De Vletter in McDonald

Crush

The work was supgised by the author of this papeo considerable empha
sis was placed on aspects of labour migration, an issue that had not been ade
quately dealt with in most pvious household segys.

Data flom this swey, in tems of the national ctency (metical), has been
conveted at the rate of 12,500MT = USD 1.

Data flom this swey, using the national ctiency (metical), has been con
verted at the rate of 23,000MT = USD 1.

Footnote

No comparisons wermmade with the Ndih as the number of households
with wage workers (73) was considdrto be too small to be statistically
meaningful in comparison with 686 for the South and 982 for the&Centr
The tem “extemal migrant” in this study has been applied to anyone who is
absent fom the household and located in aefgn county for the purposes
of eaning an income. Under this definition extar migrants would include
informal traders (hawkers), many of whom go back athfto neighbouring
countries to sell their gas in Mozambique. It also include self-employed
business persons, many of whom have mfaractivities.

Some 49.1% of the household population is constier be adult (i.e. 20
years or older) 35.6% of HH populatioreadults with the categories house
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12

13

14

15

16

17

hold heads, spouses, in lawsotirers, etc. This means that 13.5% of the
household population (832)eaeither sons/daughters, grandcleitdor
nephews/nieces with an age of 20 or above. For simpliggke we have
assumed they arall sons/daughters. Foer assuming that halfamale, we
get 416 adult sons. Theae 557 sons/daughters whae amigrants. Ther ae

a total of 75 female migrants. Assuming all conanfrthe son/daughter cate
gory, we ae left with 482 sons who have migratedoffarthis we can assume
that almost all adult sons have migrated to SA and some daughters. It shc
be noted that some migrantsedikely to be less than 20 years old as 11.7%
of migrants a& aged between 15-24.

During recent inteviews with urban households in Maputo, the author was
struck by number of households who et awae of the work their

migrant members werengaged with in South Africa.

Census data (1997) show household sizes obappately 3.8 for the Nah,
4.5 for the Center and 4.6 for the South. Thesecansistent with the sur
vey findings since the census includes individuals (i.e. one person-house
holds) which accounts for 10.3% of all households, while excluding migran
that have been away for nethan 6 months who would be includedess r
dents by the swey espondents.

Although thee ar indeed stark ddrences between thegions, the wealth
point distribution is distded by fact that self-consumedoguction is not
included. As seen in section 7, a payamnalysis based mainly on consump
tion finds that the Ndhem region is the best band the South the worst.
Because cash income is a substitute for self-consumption for many house
holds in the South and islatively easily meased and incorporated in the
wealth point calculation, a merrealistic depiction would show a downwar
adjustment for the South and an upavane for the Nah and Ceng.

This is likely to be seriously unaestimated as many Mozambicans ar
known to be hied (often illegally) on the fars, mainly in Mpumulanga
Province. It is likely that many agricultural workers wdisted as “other” or
“unknown”.

It was optimistic to expect poorly educatedpondents (many of whom veer
not involved in the actual expendiési) to ecall how much was spent on a
long list of possibilities over the @vious month. The other influencing issue
is that many of the intefews took place in Januyajust after the “festive
season” meaning that the gwious month” was Decembhaturing which an
inordinate amount would have been spent ol faaad clothing. Other
interviews took place in Febary resulting in Janugrbeing the pevious
month during which verlittle expenditue of any sarwould have taken
place.

First et al (1998)
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