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Although the positive influence of M&R is highlighted in all the 14 countries 
investigated, there is little evidence of a substantial improvement of agriculture at the 
regional or national level. Consequently, the M&R potentials need support from all 
the development actors to produce an effective strategy on agricultural development 
contributing to food security from the bottom up. In most of the countries analyzed, 
notwithstanding some brilliant agricultural/rural development examples, the 
percentage of the rural population living below the national poverty level and food 
security alert (from 30 percent in India to 53 percent in Kenya) is an important issue 
for national policies. The recent food crises have aggravated the food security issues 
for many developing countries (net importers of food grains such as Bangladesh, 
Kenya etc.). In spite of this, the impacts of remittance on food security, agriculture 
and rural development have attracted little attention and the nutrition status of the 
household members is often unknown.  
 
In all the countries analyzed, a new challenge to rural development has come to the 
fore with global environmental warming in over-exploited areas. Poor water 
management, soil erosion, declining soil fertility, land degradation and land 
speculation for subsoil mineral extractions or biofuels production  (often camouflaged 



as “agricultural investments”) put a strain on food production (examples from India 
and Bangladesh to Kenya etc.). These alarming issues need an urgently determinate 
and alerted attention by policy makers.  
 
On the migrants profile side, it is everywhere evident that they belong mainly to 
households which can bear the cost of migration. The Taylor assessments (the 
NELM analysis of the 2000) are confirmed by the evidence that migration is a 
household decision, related to a number of family factors. Remittances are intended 
primarily for family use (form 80 to 90 %) than for investment in rural-agricultural 
productions as such (from 10 to 20 %), although there are a certain number of cases 
(the Gambia etc.) where households invest also in rural/agricultural productions. The 
purchase of land, mainly for speculative purposes, is found to be the subsequent 
households’ most important use of remittances in many countries. Migrants 
international destinations are principally the developed countries because of the 
illusive “pull factors” of “the rich world”, to elect also as illegal migrants. Mainly men 
migrate, but more recently some countries show an increased percentage of migrant 
women. The leading role of women is gradually improving all over and they often are 
at the forefront of poverty issues. Then, it is recommended to adopt measures which 
facilitate their active involvement on remittances utilization. Although the level of 
migrants’ education is generally low, also educated nationals do migrate, generating 
a relevant “brain drain” for the left behind developing countries. The reasons to 
migrates are the same all over the world, in brief, migrants are in search of better life 
standards, not only for themselves but also for their beloved ones left behind 
(remittances play this important role while they are abroad and also upon return). 
 
The remittances potential should be coupled with the often neglected “human 
capital” of migrants. In fact, a better managed migration (by both destination 
and origin countries) can only lead to more positive, respectful and peaceful 
movements of people with greater returns in the countries left behind, in terms 
of investment not only of financial resources but also in term of improved 
“human capital” input (“brain gain”, etc.), within its innovative concept of 
“Human Development” (by A. Kumar Sen and M. ul Haq). This will eventually 
offer future benefits to the destination and origin countries, in global economic 
development terms and wide-ranging poverty reduction.  
 
Chapter two confirms that the impact of remittances on agricultural/rural 
development and food security is determined by innumerable factors and variables at 
the household as well as at the village and national levels. 
During the decades after independence, a majority of developing countries were 
“advised” to neglect rural development. In the 1990s the IMF’s “Structural Adjustment 
Programs” new liberalization strategy approach to rural development was 
implemented, exposing developing countries’ farmers to international competitors, 
markets, etc. However, in the last two decades, the level of undernourishment in the 
investigated countries often increases, with the exception of a few countries, which 
have tackled food insecurity only thanks to remittances. Today, although the farm 
economy remains a stronghold for developing countries, gains in productivity have 
been reduced by “structural deficits”. Wages and farm income levels do not suffice to 
warrant a decent living. Migration is often the only alternative for those who can 
afford it. A better management of M&R issues will contribute to challenge a number 
of directly related “structural deficits”. For many countries analyzed (from Bangladesh 



to Senegal) migration operates as an important income diversification strategy for 
agricultural households. The average monthly income of migrant households is 
significantly higher than non-migrant households. The same applies to the capacity to 
buy land. Different use of agricultural land produces loss of agricultural production, at 
various percentage rates annually in the different countries; this is considered 
another alarming trend. Some countries (Kenya, etc.) are making efforts by new 
legislative provisions in land tenure in order not to adversely affect the food security 
risk. In this regard, remittances may have a positive impact on agricultural production 
and food expenditure, implying enhanced food availability and access. In many 
countries migration has tightened the agricultural labour market more. As a 
consequence, households have adjusted by renting out land and/or hiring labour also 
from other locations. All the above has in turn increased labour cost of production. 
Generally, migrant households have a higher share of the capital equipment than 
non-migrant households. However, migrant households also suffer an important lack 
of equipment’s manager/operator. Furthermore, the Country Studies 
demonstrated the unfamiliarity of the remittance receiving households about 
the importance of directing their money on productive investments. An 
improvement of the profitability of agriculture would surely attract a sizeable 
proportion of remittances for a more sustainable course of actions. Some 
Country Studies also demonstrates that international remittances may 
contribute to improved environmental conservation through use of modern 
Information and Communication Technology. Yet, internal rural-urban migration 
generally has a negative impact on agriculture and environment through loss of 
productive labour. The negative not-immediately-economic corollary of migration 
includes the migrant-source communities' disruptive effects on local economy and on 
social fabrics of family units, with all their consequences. The traditional economies 
and social systems of rural villages are being challenged and the current seasonal 
work schemes could exacerbate some of the most disturbing issues that have 
developed with the migration patterns.  
Finally, most of the Country Studies considered indicates that remittances, by all the 
above (positive and negative), do expand the local economy.  
 
Chapter three highlights the scarcity of an account for M&R in relation to 
agricultural/rural development and food security, by giving an overview of national 
and international actions and programs in the analyzed countries. 
In almost none of the national strategy plans of the 14 Countries analyzed there is 
specific policy linking M&R to food security and agriculture production. Sometimes 
reference is made to migration, but only as a demographic aspect (Tonga) or even as 
a negative element (Kenya). Surprisingly enough, this lack of account is occasionally 
true also for international organizations (World Bank 2008). Furthermore, the role of 
migration is often neglected by civil society organizations (in particular, this issue is 
absent from farmers’ organizations agenda). As a consequence, existing institutional 
frameworks dealing with migration issues at the national level (if in place) are 
generally disconnected from the administrations in charge of development strategies. 
On the examples side, some authors indicate the Mexican tres por uno initiative as a 
successful scheme in enhancing collective remittances, which at the same time is a 
misleading approach disconnecting migrant remittances from wider development 
plans, because it generates an unbalanced development dynamic. Thus, some other 
authors argued that, a new approach must be invented based on the incorporation of 
M&R into development agendas. In order to overcome this disconnection, 



governments should enlarge their policy reference to  migration-related issues. 
Conversely, bridges between diaspora organizations, migration experts and rural 
development stakeholders should be forged through joint programs. The “one stop 
shop” suggested in the recommendations of many Country Studies, could start up by 
harmonizing all the above. However, very recently, a few timid examples in counter 
tendency to the said generalized governments’ attitude toward M&R are seeing the 
dawn (Kenya, Gambia and Senegal). Connected to that, a sample to replicate could 
be the MIDA-Italy program (a success story realized in 2006 with a Ghanaian fruit 
trading enterprise) in a co-development kind of initiative, for which FAO provided 
technical assistance. Thus, coordinated international policies, actions and programs 
in relation to single countries’ M&R initiatives (from co-development programs to 
bond issuances) for rural/agricultural development and food security are to be put 
into motion immediately. Worldwide, collective remittances are indeed seen as one of 
the tools to reach co-development initiatives’ goals, often using the Circular Migration 
mechanisms, while contributing to more acceptable immigration control measures in 
destination countries. Bonds issuance is another very important means in the same 
direction. However, the analyzed countries present a scarce evidence (Senegal), just 
a future prospect (Zambia) or a complete lack (St. Vincent and the Grenadines) of 
co-development initiatives, while some of them have exemplar success cases of 
Bond issuance and numerous bilateral cooperation agreements (India). It is evident 
that, in almost all the analyzed countries there are potential opportunities to fruitfully 
initiate or expand the use of these international financial means to attract 
remittances. The creation of a “one stop shop” as basic coordination locus seems to 
be essential also for this sector. 
 
Chapter four, by reviewing the main actors of M&R, reveals their feeble degree of 
coordination and mismatched actions or the absence of institutional initiatives. These 
“collective causes” produce the effect to only tickle the intended full questions of 
M&R initiatives and potentialities for agricultural development and food security, such 
as (collective) remittances’ investment. Consequently, the M&R potentials surely 
need an articulated and organized support from all the development actors to 
produce effective strategies, pertinent programs/plans and positive results from the 
bottom up.  
In general there is a growing recognition that, policy making actors’ role in M&R for 
agricultural development and food security is not an exclusive prerogative of 
governments. With rare exceptions, all the 14 Country Studies show a growing 
multitude of M&R actors producing mainly marginal or specific groups’ interest 
effects, with no relevant influence for the national agricultural development and 
food security concern. Where M&R organizations, NGOs and other pressure 
groups (public and private) have emerged, they have not yet become an 
effective voice of Diaspora, given their structural weaknesses (India, Sri Lanka, 
etc.). Often, there is no specific Diaspora or local groups linking migrants to 
food/agriculture production. However, an infrastructure for support to the 
agriculture development has grown in many countries (India, Bangladesh, etc.) and 
migrants are welcome to participate. In many countries, collective involvement in 
development projects is to be found among groups that maintain a strong community 
and associative life in the host country. The weakness of the associative field 
(Kenya) is sometimes offset by the philanthropic activities of wealthy individuals’ 
donations in the wake of environmental hazards (Zambia). On the above scenario, 
the emergence of collective remittances is somewhat negligible, although groups 



promoting collective remittances do exist in the countries and abroad. In spite of this, 
during their interaction with public authorities migrants have expressed their interest 
to play a greater role in national economic development, including the agriculture 
sector. The involvement of financial institutions in the provision of services to 
migrants has been limited to facilitating the transfer of remittances, via only 
multinational companies. Agriculture credit can be obtained, but this sector is still on 
its primitive steps and often difficult to reach and understand for the migrants’ rural 
households. So that, presently, migrants’ collective role in channelizing remittances 
for investments is still a far-off objective. This area needs further development, 
remembering that migrants can be useful channels not only for funds, but also for 
technology, modernization, diversification etc. in agriculture and they may surely help 
to attain a greater prosperity in the rural areas. It is normal, therefore to recommend 
a more active role of policy makers (from national governments to international 
partners) in the direction of better channeled measures for collective remittances, to 
be invested on productive initiatives in the agricultural-rural sector and the related 
food security concern. To begin, it is suggested to educate/inform Diasporas 
(Senegal) on the various policies and reforms, by also establishing a common 
strategy of intervention based on initiatives declined in the policies and programs for 
greater effectiveness of interventions. In this regard, it is essential the establishment 
of a formal exchange and cooperation framework between all the different actors. 
The suggested creation of the “one stop shop”, to implement effective strategies 
development, can be an excellent undertaking. 
Comparing various governments’ policies in support of M&R actors’ productive 
initiatives it is somewhat a tricky exercise, because of its sensitive nature. The few 
distinctive country cases synthetized in this report for this matter show that, some 
countries (Sri Lanka, India, Philippines) have introduced a number of policies 
and institutions to cover this issue, which includes among others: labour 
migration governance process, migrants’ fundamental human rights respect, 
bilateral agreements with destination countries to maximize the development 
impacts of M&R, etc. Some governments (India, etc.) have recently, officially 
and legislatively, acknowledged migration as a major economic and political 
asset (also for the national food security) and strive to implement multi-faceted 
diaspora policies. This shows the initial intention/effort done by some 
governments in recognition of the importance of M&R. Yet, many 
inconsistencies in the practical implementation of the above are notified, and 
the local governments' part on M&R issues is generally on a “hands off” 
attitude towards migrants’ organization and their families. Last but not the 
least, there seems to be an absence of regular system data collections, 
monitoring and evaluation of the migrants’ organizations affairs, and 
contribution to the socio-economic and community life development in the 
rural areas. Then, it seems evident that, an urgent general government revamping of 
M&R actors’ support is necessary in order to attain the much discussed objectives in 
agricultural development and food security. 
 
Chapter five tries to present a systematic summary of the recommendations of the 
14 Countries analyzed, demanding urgent action. These recommendations seem to 
be numberless and somewhat unorganized. The need for further studies is voiced 
from everywhere. Considering the great volume of studies/researches, it seems 
reasonable to believe that this necessity meant to express, instead, the need to 



harmonize the huge efforts done so far, in order to guide policy makers and other 
M&R actors more efficiently. The Chapter has been dived into five sections.  
The first section is dedicated to recommendations for national policies which may 
maximize the support initiatives of all the M&R stakeholders. Some countries 
(Kenyan, etc.) proposes policy interventions, ranging from reforms of current 
agricultural and land use legislation, strengthening agricultural efficiency for food 
security (Jamaica), to the need for more collaboration between concerned 
government ministries and other actors (Gambia). FAO, as well other International 
Organizations, support is indicated by all Country Studies for the implementation of 
specific programs derived from these policies. The “brain drain” and “brain gain” 
issues are a desired policy objective everywhere and several programs are also 
suggested. In addition, it is recommended the creation of better conditions for 
migration by the utilization of the NEPAD projects facility and the services of a “one 
stop shop”. Building up of institutional capacity, through the establishment of co-
development alliances for migrants in agriculture, is essential. At present, very scarce 
or no evidence of co-development schemes could be identified in the 14 Studies. 
Policies on building up the migration and management capacity are indicated 
(Tonga) as important reference for government officials. The development of export 
agriculture is another important point at stake to support migrants willing to 
establish joint ventures with origin countries’ farmers. To avoid unnecessary 
parallel development programs, it is suggested (Zambia) to concentrate M&R 
investment on the same potential areas already identified for pro-poor public 
spending. Other sectors on which concentrate policy attention are: rural 
infrastructure development, rural financing and agricultural SMEs promotion. 
All over, it is indicated that investment should be based on the development of 
instruments suitable to investors, especially returning migrants and Diaspora. 
Investments should support credit facilities and the participation of youth in 
financial aid projects (St. Vincent and the Grenadines, Senegal, etc.). The 
returned migrants should be encouraged to invest not only money, but also 
their experience and skills. Policy creating environment that encourages 
entrepreneurship in the rural areas (Philippines, Senegal, etc.) is indicated as an 
important move to undertake urgently. To attract and encourage Diasporas to invest, 
all the policies/programs should devise realistic and safe investment business plans 
to ensure real quality output and guarantee the investments returns for migrants, 
while formulating guidelines for the Central Banks (Gambia, Kenya, etc.) to favor 
easier and direct transmission channels for remittances, and reducing costs and 
delays. 
The second section presents recommendations on specific sectors’ deserving more 
attention to maximize remittances investment and, also, to face environmental 
issues. The related proposals, some of which we have seen in the former section, 
vary from the reinforcement of migrants’ networking and bilateral agreements to the 
improvement of the actors’ coordination effectiveness for the rural areas. In 
particular, it is suggested (Sri Lanka, Tonga, Gambia, etc.) that governments efforts 
should be continued further in order to ensure better returns for migrants at origin 
and destination countries through diplomatic relations, bilateral agreements etc. 
These efforts will, in turn, prove more fruitful also for the investment of remittances. 
Everywhere, the agricultural sector – as national development priority - requires 
attention in terms of programs/projects development. Providing education and 
training for farmers in new technologies for crop production seems to be a sectorial 
prerequisite together with the improvement of agriculture-related legislation. The 



necessity for further sector studies ranges from questions on the rising number of 
returning migrant situation (dismissed at destination countries), as effect of the 
present international crisis (Peru) to studies in the areas of the impact of remittances 
on the various agricultural subsectors (Kenyan). Another important concentration 
sector for policymakers is the dilemma of traditional land tenure security (India, 
Jamaica, etc.) and to promote investments for regional and international export 
(Gambia, Kenya, Tonga, etc.). Specific sector policies are also recommended in 
support of “entrepreneurial women” to help them shifting from subsistence farming to 
larger scale agricultural production. Last but not the least, concerning the most 
urgent environmental issues (referred to in Chapter I) unfortunately in the 14 Country 
Studies analyzed, apart from the alarming present situation descriptions, there is little 
(Kenya) or no specific evidence of initiatives on this macro-policy level. A lot still 
needs to be initiated by all responsible actors, including FAO.  
The third section presents recommendations for initiatives with a central migrant’s 
role - such as co-development projects, old and new investment mechanisms, etc. - 
in which migrants are actively involved and feel more motivated to offer also the 
experience gained while working abroad. Several studies (Tonga, etc.) 
recommend developing migrant capacity while overseas to maximize migration 
benefits. Other studies (Philippines, Senegal, etc.) suggest programs for the 
creation of a “one stop shop” with a direct involvement of migrants. The 
national and international private sector promotion and business initiatives 
should also be encouraged to attract profitable/secured investment of 
remittances with a central migrant role. Targeting migrants living abroad to 
invest and have a central and direct role in the agricultural development of 
their homeland economy is a vital recommendation for all the Country Studies. 
However, more needs to be done by all actors concerned. A clear strategy is 
suggested in order not to dispossess the local poor who own and/or work the 
land, as the possible negative side risk of the FDIs’ larger scale investments in 
agriculture is known. The migrant central role appear to be even more 
determinant at the local (rural) level and expects the creation of synergies 
between migrant, their organizations, local authorities, civil society, etc. Thus, 
the issue of migrants’ central role and real integration for development should 
be taken more seriously for policies, programs etc., ensuring a local 
democratic dynamic of decentralization, by all M&R stakeholders (not only for 
NGOs etc.) if the ventilated objectives are to be reached. On the integration side, 
some Country Studies (India, Jamaica, Kenya, Sri Lanka, Tonga, etc.) indicate that 
there is a deliberate focus on temporary workers migration schemes (circular 
migration etc.). Actually, in destination countries, these sorts of programs are 
becoming the pillar of a “circulation-instead-of-integration” approach, while the 
“integration” evidence just prove a parallel benefits for both, origin and destination 
countries. One migration model for best practices that has received much attention in 
this regard is Canada’s SAWP. However, the SAWP model may be ambiguous since 
it utilizes “nationality” (often a euphemism for “race”) as one of its selection criteria. 
Therefore, as already said, given the challenges and opportunities posed, seasonal 
workers should be assisted to access decent work and life conditions at destination 
as well as safe and efficient remittance transfer mechanisms coupled with attractive 
agricultural investment systems. The promotion of regular labor migration is essential 
for all sides of the migration road and the “Netherlands Circular Migration” model is 
an good application to replicate. 



The fourth section presents government initiatives to be supported by all 
development partners. Here, the question is: which operational instruments 
should be supported to promote government policies on remittances’ 
investment in rural areas? Specific M&R development partners support is 
essential for the implementation of mechanisms such as: the “one stop shop”; 
credit lines with remittances used as loans’ collateral; microfinance institutions 
open to remittances investment; nationwide micro-enterprise development 
program, financed exclusively by remittances or in combination with other 
sources of funds; etc. The above suggestions could be the preliminary steps 
toward engaging in work based on combining policy measures with investment 
promotion schemes in rural areas. Several Country Studies (Zambia, Sri Lanka, 
Senegal, etc.) specify initiatives for which the International Organizations should lead 
the process for governments’ policy design and the subsequent operational support 
of all concerned stakeholders. In particular, as we saw earlier, the neglected idea of 
co-development projects is surely a mechanism that deserves serious government 
attention on policies formulation for agricultural development, with several 
public/private partnership variants. Moreover, all the 14 Country Studies confirm that 
it is essential to devise attractive investment proposals for migrants. At the same 
Studies it is also proved that remittances are principally directed to families’ 
consumption rather than to productive investments. To find a solution, an alternative 
suggestion for that could be the following: when migrants and their families will 
perceive concrete institutional actions then the current paradigm will slowly change 
the migration/agricultural investment interrelation. Naturally, to do this it is required 
close collaboration of all actors concerned and the abandonment of old stringent 
biases. 
The fifth and final section presents recommendations on initiatives promoting 
remittances investment more directly. The current agricultural related policies are 
stipulated in various strategic documents, which address the issue of migration 
and/or remittances’ investment only laterally. Then, the need to create more 
awareness among policy makers become imperative. Migrants’ individual human 
value, qualifications, conditions and human rights are equally important for valid 
policy formulation. Origin and destination countries should embrace a number of 
“best practices in the migration process”, while providing paths to regularized 
residency. The Informal Remittance System, such as the “Hawalla”, needs also policy 
attention. Agriculture must undergo thorough reforms to make the sector profitable 
for migrants’ investments. These include young people involvement. It is 
recommended that Ministries of Agriculture should work more closely with other 
Government Ministries to ensure that more remittances are directed productively 
towards the agricultural sector development, using local labor.  To this effect, “Rural 
Infrastructure Bonds” could be floated by Governments involving the national 
Diasporas. Concerning land possession and remittances investment at large, an 
important notice should be done. Developing countries governments, helped by 
International Organizations such as FAO, have to face the new reality of "land grab" 
deals controlling millions of acres and commodity rights by old and new foreign 
“pseudo investors” (speculators) in unstable nations, with great sense of 
responsibility by adopting the necessary policy measures. Because, if they just 
neglect it now, thanks to illusive/ immediate benefits, they will surely regret later due 
social-political and economic disasters (of which we may already observe the 
flamboyant dawn). Furthermore, farmers’ organizations (very scarce and weak 
almost everywhere) need to be more involved in issues dealing with remittances’ 



direct investment in the rural sector. FAO and other stakeholders should support a 
capacity building process for “Returned Agricultural Migrant Associations” and create 
new ones where inexistent. For the survival in rural areas, it is essential to 
immediately facilitate the small-scale informal businesses (such as the African “Food 
Gardens for Survival” and also “Fairtrade” etc.) through Diasporas’ minimal 
investment inputs. These kinds of initiatives could be the immediate first step 
solutions. In addition, it is necessary to engage Diasporas in promoting national 
products exports. All the countries Diasporas should also participate more effectively 
in public-private partnership in their respective national growth sectors, becoming 
active partners (example: the case of the Dutch Corporations with Kenya). The 
communication infrastructure and village IT business centers could benefit from the 
expertise of the Diasporas’ participation not only in business enterprises but also in 
general agricultural and country economic development (Gambia, etc.). This option 
may reduce the ills of illegal migration and the consequent desperation of the youth. 
For Africa in general, one creative option recommended is the Diaspora Bond, which 
can be developed also by African governments with the partnership of other investors 
in the private sector to leverage on remittances. There should be institutional and 
financial mechanisms that could be used in co-development projects to channel 
remittances to rural areas, such as “Rural Saving Schemas” and “Credit Co-
operatives Organizations” that are already recognized and, if upgraded, could help 
revitalize agriculture. Policy measures targeting public investments to gender-specific 
needs should be taken to enlarge the possibility for women to more actively use 
remittances and economic assets (India, etc.). Out of the unpromising evidences of 
the present situation everywhere, in order to better channel investment to rural areas, 
various measures (incentives, loans and avrious ad hoc instruments) are indicated to 
encourage migrants to engage in productive investments. However, profitability alone 
is insufficient and should be harnessed to a wider rural development strategy. Much 
has been written on financial remittances, but the impacts of migrant philanthropy 
and social remittances on rural development has been somewhat neglected. 
Encouragingly, a brighter vision of the real effects of migration, encompassed in the 
“Interdisciplinary Analytical Framework”, should subtract from the merely material 
inputs what is taken away from migrants. Thus, a more comprehensive vision of 
migration, remittances and development is not to be postponed any longer, mainly in 
its practical actions’ implementation aspects for the benefit of all the humanity. 

The Conclusion rounds-up a few findings of the 14 Country Studies by blinking in 
the original thoughts of humanitarian thinkers and pragmatic philosophers (A. K. Sen, 
M. Gandhi, J. E. Stiglitz, D. Ikeda, etc.). By referring to the so-called normal human 
visions of economics, it is given a fresher input that may change concretely the 
present evidence and also contribute to solve the M&R issues connected to 
agricultural/rural development and food security. Encouraging positive thinking 
“efforts for actions” and a real empathic dialogue in destination and origin countries 
will surely provoke a positive “chain reaction” result, also in remittances investment. 
This is not an easy task, but it is not impossible either. FAO may have a major role to 
play also in this delicate human domain. Besides, it may also be everybody’s firm 
belief, deep inside each of us, that: “… human beings can solve problems caused by 
human beings”. Thank you. 

 



 
 

   
 
 
The case studies provide mixed evidence regarding the development potential of 
migration in rural areas thru remittances. For instance, while the various forms of 
remittances have a positive impact on the productivity of migrant households’ farms, 
at the same time, the introduction of new production techniques can also have 
beneficial spill-over effects on non-migrants’ farming. However, there is little evidence 
of a substantial improvement of agriculture at the regional or national level in the 
origin countries investigated. Consequently, the M&R potentials surely need an 
articulated and organized support from all the development actors (including ODA, 
FDI, Diaspora, HTAs, NGOs, Private/Public Entrepreneurs, Government Institutions, 
etc.) to produce an effective strategy on agricultural development contributing to food 
security from the bottom up. 
 
Because of the above causes, it is not easy to find standard common trends and 
effects for all the countries of the present synthesis report. So that, the following brief 
description of the 14 Country Studies may help us to find some recurring tendencies 
and similarities, albeit these may be unique in their local relevance.  
 
 

Poverty and food security situation 

 

 
The 14 Country Studies have confirmed the socio-economic literature’s1 evidence 
that migration reduces poverty, even for non-migrant households. Migration also 
involves loss of labour in the agricultural sector. In the countries benefiting from 
temporary migration schemes by recruiting low skilled farmers, migration directly 
benefits rural areas. However, in some countries migrants come from wealthier urban 
areas and, for other hinted reasons, migration has limited effects on rural poverty. 
 
 

Migrants direction/flows 

 
An important element for the management of migration fluxes in the world (from both 
sides) is the migrants’ countries direction/flows (internal, regional, and international) 
and related length/type of migration (e.g.: SAWP, Circular Migration). This is because 
a better managed migration can only lead, with time, to more positive, respectful and 
peaceful movements of people with greater returns in the countries left behind, in 
terms of investment not only of financial resources (as it is the case of figures of 
remittance global amount thru the years)2 but also in term of improved “human 
capital” input (“brain gain”, etc.) and finally socio-economic, political etc. development 

                                                 
1
 For an ample literature review see: Mercadante Maurizio A., FAO-Rome Report, May 2010, loc. cit. 

pp. 13-15.  
2
 See Table 1 on page Error! Bookmark not defined.. 



in the countries of origin. This will eventually also offer future benefits to the 
destination countries. Let’s see some countries peculiarities in this field.   
 
 
In Jamaica, only few poor persons can migrate to the major destinations – as 
we have seen above to the USA, Canada and the UK – on account of the 
selectivity of immigration regulations in those countries. Nevertheless, there 
are a number of persons who had earlier migrated to Britain and have 
subsequently returned. There is also migration of people with elementary skills 
to countries and territories in the northern Caribbean to work in tourism and 
related service industries. Statistical studies have also registered a significant 
seasonal migration to the USA and Canada annually, organized by the 
Government of Jamaica’s Ministry of Labour. This involves the participation of 
males in the Seasonal Agricultural Workers Programme (SAWP), and females 
in the hospitality domestic workers program. Those Jamaican who migrate 
within any of these contexts, typically return with, or send back, remittances in 
cash and kind as well as a range of knowledge and skills3. 
 
 
 

Migrants profile 

 
Let’s also briefly describe the migrants’ profile (such as sex, age, level of education 
etc.) encountered in some of the 14 Country Studies, because it represents a very 
fundamental element of the migration/remittances relation with its interrogations. 
 

Remittances trends  

 
In general, sending remittances is primarily a moral/social obligation to support 
migrant’s family left behind. Remittances also enhance migrants’ social status at 
origin etc.4 All the 14 Country Studies revealed that the remittance inflow is significant 
for many of them, and critical for some, as it makes up a large percentage of GDP 
and export earnings. According to IFAD5, the vast majority of remittance flows (80-90 
percent) at destination are spent on primary needs while a much smaller part (10-20 
percent) goes to formal/informal savings and investments principally in rural areas 
(including off farm activities). Another important characteristic of remittances is that 
actual transfers take place in small amounts to large numbers of people, engendering 
a “capital fragmentation”6 often inept for sustainable livelihood generation. Therefore, 
the remittance capital (huge only in aggregate7) is truly “fragmented” and, as 
such, ineffectual for investments. In addition, the dependents often do not have 
adequate technical skills. On top of that, there are no adequate policy 
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frameworks in the recipient countries to facilitate remittance investments, 
particularly in promoting sustainable agriculture and rural development 
through the exploitation of supportive technical assistance initiatives provided 
mainly by multi-bilateral donors. Thus, inflows of remittance capital may 
exacerbate competition, conflict and encourage corrupt practices, as in the 
case of acquiring scarce valuable resources such as residential land in urban 
areas. 
 
In general, the decisions of an agriculture household can be divided into four 
separate but interrelated decisions: earnings decision, consumption decision, saving 
decision and investment decision. Let’s see the trends of remittances for some of the 
14 countries under scrutiny and some of their components. 
 

Environmental situation and concerns 

 
Countries’ environmental situation concerns, related to agricultural/rural 
development, food security and emigration/remittance impact, are very 
gradually acquiring the necessary attention on both sides of the “migration 
road”. Generally speaking, in the 14 Country Studies analyzed there is little 
specific reference to this macro-policy issue and its related actions. Let’s see 
some depictions. 
 
In all the Countries analyzed, with the limits of the market approach implemented 
since the late 1990s, a new challenge to rural development has come to the fore with 
global warming. In over-exploited areas, poor water management, soil erosion, 
declining soil fertility and land degradation put a strain on food production 

Remittances and “human capital”  

 
For long time neglected, the migrant’s “human capital”, his/her acquired knowledge, 
experience, etc. (not only technical but also human, socio-political etc.) while abroad 
are starting to be seen as an important element of the M&R process to be reinvested 
in the origin countries, alike the financial flow generated by remittances. In particular, 
it is worth to note that, a large numbers of migrants work as agricultural workers 
in the destination countries, where they get acquainted with new technology 
and gather knowledge. The returned migrants may bring back technological 
know-how and more advanced management techniques to their own farms and 
improve productivity8. 
 
This aspect of migration it is only incidentally hinted in the Case Studies analyzed. All 
too often it is merely referred to as the “human capital” lost due to migration 
(Gambia)9 or just as a monetary gain equation, where higher level of potential 
migrants’ education at origin is narrated as higher earnings at destination, which in 
turn produces higher rates of remittances back to the origin (Peru)10.  
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I. Real impact of remittances on agricultural/rural 
development and food security 

 
Today, although the farm economy remains an economic stronghold for developing 
countries, gains in productivity have been reduced by structural deficits. Wages and 
farm income levels do not suffice to warrant a decent living. In parallel, the non-farm 
sector is still too narrow to provide an alternative income in rural areas. Migration is 
often the only alternative for those who can afford it. In this regards, five specific 
structural ‘deficits’ (financial resources and safety nets, knowledge, public 
infrastructures, market chains and migration-induced deficits) can be challenged with 
a better management of M&R11. Let’s see some Country Studies peculiarities on the 
above issues.  
 
 

II. Actions and policies on migration and remittances 
 
The majority of the Case Studies highlight the scarcity or absence of an account of 
migration in national and international development policies and especially on 
actions, policies and programs for agricultural/rural development and food security in 
relation to M&R. Let’s see first a few samples of these national actions and policies, 
and after the international actions and programs. 
 

National actions, policies and programs 

 
In India, “there is no specific policy linking immigrants to food/agriculture production” 
(Sahai, Singh et al. 2011 
The FGD respondents indicated several factors that hinder higher investment in 
agriculture.  
Another similar example is the case of St. Vincent and the Grenadines, where the 
absence of a policy initiate management for migrants’ remittances it is, to date, 
replaced by an ad hoc unstructured approach to remittances, synthetized in Chapter 
IV. The country study shows no indication that co-development or other investment 
programs targeting remittances currently exist or were being contemplated by the 
government in the past12. The services of most government institutions and agencies 
are available to Vincentians overseas, but accessing these services is quite 
arduous.13 
 
 
Although Senegal does not have a formal policy on migration related to 
agriculture, it has initiated a number of reform/actions to promote agricultural 
development, including projects and programs to encourage the Diaspora to 
participate in the development of their homeland by the creation of economic 
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activities. These include the "Great Agricultural Offensive for Food in 
Abundance" (GOANA) that provides opportunities for access to farm input 
subsidy (facilitation and acquisition of agricultural land), the "Back to 
Agriculture Program” which facilitates the Diaspora to invest in agriculture, the 
" Agro-Sylva-Pastoral Orientation Law" (LOASP) which opens up opportunities 
for investment and protection of the agricultural skills. Other initiatives are 
listed in the "Letter of Sector Policy for the Senegalese Abroad" (LPSSE), 
indicating strategic initiatives such as: "Promote Senegalese from Abroad", the 
"Support Fund for Investments by Senegalese Abroad " (FAISE) of the Ministry 
of Senegalese Abroad, the incentive program for migrant investors set up by 
APIX, the program MIDA initiated by the IOM with the support of Italy and the 
program "Commodity Aid II” set up by the Ministry of Economy and Finance in 
the context of cooperation between Senegal and countries with high 
concentration of Senegalese migrants14. 
 

International actions and programs 

 
Coordinated international actions, policies and programs in relation to single 
countries’ M&R initiatives for rural/agricultural development and food security are to 
be put into motion immediately. In general, at the bilateral level a certain number of 
“Co-Development” initiatives, often using the “Circular Migration” mechanisms, have 
been launched in several countries of immigration in order to channel remittances in 
the most efficient way, also for the agricultural development sector. Collective 
remittances are indeed presented as one of the tools to reach co-development 
initiatives’ goals, in order to benefit not only the immigrant households but up to the 
whole country of origin, while contributing to more acceptable immigration control 
measures in destination countries. Thus, it is hard to think of further work on M&D or 
M&R without involving migrants and their associations. Bonds issuance is another 
important means in the same direction. Although in the analyzed countries we find 
scarce evidences of such initiatives, let’s see a few country examples’ international 
actions and programs. 
 
Since the 1990s, France has signed a series of bilateral treaties with Francophone 
African countries, concerning immigration control measures, migrants’ rights and 
including co-development mechanisms. France's “Assisted Return Program” is part 
of its co-development strategy. Among these, the year 2000 “Co-development 
Convention” with Senegal (the 1st biggest Diaspora in France) aimed to harness 
skills and resources (including remittances) from Senegalese migrants in France: to 
promote development (mainly in the agricultural/rural sector) in Senegal, to support 
the Senegalese students in France professional reintegration back to Senegal and to 
jointly manage migration flows15. 
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III. Review of actors in the domain of Migration and 
Remittances issues 

 
Thru the Country Studies, the main actors in the area of M&R, including migrants and 
Diasporas, Home-Town Associations (HTAs), NGOs, FDI and Private/Public 
Entrepreneurs, Government, ODA and International Institutions (especially FAO, 
IMO, IFAD, UNDP), Banks etc., seem often to be acting separately in a mismatched 
manner, which eventually only tickle the intended full questions of M&R initiatives for 
agricultural development and food security, such as (collective) remittances’ 
investment. Consequently, the M&R potentials surely need an articulated and 
organized support from all the development actors to produce effective strategies, 
pertinent programs/plans and positive results from the bottom up.  

Comparing various Government policies supporting actors’ initiatives 

 
Comparing various Government policies in support of M&R actors’ productive 
initiatives in the agricultural/rural development and food security it is somewhat a 
tricky exercise, because of the sensitive nature of the subject and the different 
interpretational processes used by the various reports’ analysts. So that, we opted to 
report just a few country cases’ examples hereunder, this can give a hint of the more 
general scenario also elsewhere. 
 
 

IV. Recommendations for more effective policy 
interventions 

 
Recommendations for national policies as guidance of agricultural/rural development 
strategies (some of which already hinted in the previous Chapters), which may 
maximize the FAO’s and other international and national institutions’ (public and 
private) support programs/initiatives, seem to be numberless and somewhat 
unorganized. In general, for all the Country Cases synthetized the need for 
further studies is voiced from everywhere to identify more detailed and specific 
recommendations on how to promote the investment of remittances in 
agriculture as well as in the rural areas, non-farm activities, etc. The expressed 
necessity may look somewhat peculiar if one consider the volume of researches and 
studies in these and related fields (often on the same case/subject with minor 
differences in between). Thus, we wish to believe that the various authors meant to 
express, instead, the real need to put some order to harmonize the huge efforts - in 
terms of volume of literature, researches, etc. - to clearly inform/guide policy 
makers, migrant, institutions etc. to obtain a more enlightened “tangible 
output” in the field. Let’s see a few concrete Country Studies’ recommendations. 
 

Recommendations for national policies 

 



The Kenyan study proposes several recommendations16 that are meant to enhance 
policy intervention, ranging from reforms of current agricultural and land use 
legislation, enhancement of youth employment through development of special 
programs in agriculture, to the need for more collaboration between concerned 
government ministries (especially agriculture and labour) and support for the 
evolution of agricultural migrant workers’ organizations. The study also 
proposes specific programs that need to be developed to enhance use of remittances 
in agriculture, and that FAO could support them.  Among these programs we may 
find: the establishment of a reliable database on the “brain drain” to determine 
the magnitude of the problem; strategies to promote networking and 
collaboration between the in-country experts and those in the diaspora, the 
integration of migrants in host communities and capacity building. In addition, 
the study recommends the creation of political, social and economic conditions that 
would serve as incentives to curb “brain drain”.  
 
 
In Jamaica, there is considerable capacity for development of the financial and social 
remittances, which are currently neither being optimized for national development in 
general, nor for the enhancement of agricultural production and food security in 
particular. Recommendations focus on strengthening agricultural production and 
efficiency, principally for the domestic market and food security.  The foundation to 
this would be the building up of institutional capacity through the 
establishment of a co-development alliance for migrants in agriculture17 (at 
present, no co-development schemes could be identified by the Jamaican 
study). This would include: the return migrant and agricultural associations, the 
relevant government agencies and Ministries and the private sector; all with the same 
aim to develop an “enabling environment” for effective policies to produce and 
implement a concrete action plan. It is recommended that the activities included in 
the action plan should receive the support of international organizations, especially 
by the FAO. Such an action plan should focus on the following three major priority 
issues for a pro-poor development strategy, through improvement of the 
domestic market and of food security setback:  a) effective distribution and 
marketing; b) development of instruments and incentives for the investment in 
agricultural projects; c) tackling agricultural theft (Praedial Larceny)18. 

Tonga. Officials should acquire access to accurate migration data, including links 
between local realities and destination awareness. Among other elements, reliable 
migration data are essential for government strategic planning, industries and private 
sector development19. On the same direction, the development of export 
agriculture is often out of reach for farmers, especially for smallholders, who 
neither have the capacity nor the knowledge to develop overseas business 
strategies. Migrant entrepreneurs could be the missing link between farmers 
and overseas markets. As exemplified by the Tongan case, but valid for most 
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of the analyzed countries, the demand for local agricultural products in the 
migrant communities and beyond opens up trading possibilities. Consular 
authorities and/or dedicated overseas Chambers of Commerce in destination 
countries should provide a support to migrants willing to establish joint 
ventures with origin countries’ farmers. 
 
With respect to agriculture/rural development and food security, the Zambian 
study recommends that the potential areas for investment in relation to M&R 
should be the same as those already identified by the Government for pro-poor 
public spending, so that unnecessary parallel development programs are 
avoided. National policies should concentrate on: agriculture (i.e. irrigation, 
crop production and livestock development), rural infrastructure development 
(i.e. feeder roads), rural financing and small and medium scale employment 
promotion, as well as HIV and AIDS reduction and prevention programs20.  
 
Out of the Philippines Country Study’s recommendations emerged the urgency for 
an effective policy creating environment that encourages entrepreneurship in the 
rural areas of the country. This mechanism shall, among other measures, make 
provision for mentors/coaches, faster, efficient and less expensive 
transactions with government agencies, initial assistance and training in 
accountancy, in marketing and tax incentives for returning OFWs’ rural 
entrepreneurs and their families. It shall also address the financial safety and 
insecurity of migrants and their families by boosting remittances for investment in 
agricultural and rural development (which will in turn increase rural enterprises 
productivity and employment) and by law provisions establishing self-sustaining 
insurance and social security schemas for OFWs and their families21.  
 
 
The Gambia case study’s abundant list of recommendations indicates also that, all 
the  

Recommendations on specific sectors deserving more attention 

 
Recommendations on specific sectors deserving more attention to maximize 
remittances investment for food security, agricultural/rural development and, also, to 
responsibly face the most urgent environmental issues (i.e.: climate change, erosion 
etc.) vary from the expansion/reinforcement of migrants’ networking and bilateral 
agreements to further studies on specific agricultural development related sectors 
and the improvement of the actors’ coordination effectiveness/actions for the rural 
areas. Let’s see some Country Studies’ specificities. 
 
.  
 
Last but not the least, concerning the most urgent environmental issues (referred to 
in Chapter I) unfortunately in the 14 Country Studies analyzed, apart from the 
alarming present situation descriptions, there is little if no specific evidence of 
initiatives on this macro-policy issue and its related actions/programs. 

                                                 
20

 Crispin Pumulo Kapunda, Zambia, June 2011, loc. cit. 
21

 Tito E. Contado et al., Philippines, (OF SPES), August 2011, p. 153. 



Notwithstanding some timid and preliminary policy and legislation efforts (Kenya)22, it 
is evident that for the global environmental survival objective a lot still needs to be 
initiated by all responsible actors and especially by specialized and concerned 
Institutions, such as FAO.  
 

Recommendations for initiatives with a central migrants’ role 

in all the Country Studies private remittances, more than ODA or even FDI, are 
the major source of external financing. Since in the FAO, and in other interested 
International Organization, the use of remittances are considered as part of the 
debate on how to increase investment in a given country and it is out of any doubt 
that migrants are remittances’ sole fount, let’s see a few countries’ recommendations 
on the expected migrants role towards investment initiatives, particularly for the 
rural areas.  

 
The Philippines study recommends programs for the creation of a “one stop 
shop” with a direct involvement of migrants to coordinate, monitor and 
evaluate the OFWs in every municipality with at least 500 migrants. In 
connection with this, the Overseas Workers’ Welfare Administration (OWWA), 
which accredits and contracts NGOs, can assist in minimizing the negative 
social effects on migrants’ families while enhancing the positive effects of 
migration. The national and international private sector promotion and 
business initiatives should also be encouraged by establishing the “OFWs 
Production & Service Corporation” at the Municipal or District level. This will 
provide an avenue for profitable and secured investment of remittance savings 
with a central migrant role, by also giving structured training and assistance 
for production of goods, services and marketing, thus creating employment in 
the rural municipalities.  
 
 
For all Country Studies analyzed, the migrant central role is even more 
determinant at the local (rural) level and expects the creation of synergies 
between migrant, their organizations, local authorities, civil society, etc. Such 
synergies should not only improve the implementation of the projects but 
would also raise awareness on the development needs of local populations. At 
the local level, there is often a lack of development strategies and inventory of 
needs. For this reason, the success of Diaspora engagement and infrastructure 
development policies must be associated to a decentralization policy, which 
grants freedom of association and ensures a local democratic dynamic. In this 
regard, examples of best practice should be widely publicized and replicate. 
One such exemplar case reported in a study is that of the Moroccan 
government co-funding scheme of village electrification projects, called 
“Programme d´Electrification Rural Global” (PERG)23. This approach could be 
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equally used to implement co-funding schemes aiming at improving irrigation 
systems, school and health centers, water systems or to build up community 
centers and roads, etc. The necessary technical assistance for migrants and 
their associations’ advancement should be provided in precise sectors/fields, 
matching the manifested local needs, by specialized international 
organizations (including FAO, ILO, Regional Banks, WB, etc.) and developed 
countries public and private entities. 
 
In general, the issue of migrants’ central role and real integration for development 
should be taken more seriously for policies, programs etc. by all M&R stakeholders 
(not only for NGOs etc.) if the ventilated objectives of the 14 Country Studies are to 
be reached. On the integration side, behind the so-called “win-win-win” strategy 
welcomed by international organizations, some Country Studies ((India, Jamaica, 
Kenya, Sri Lanka, Tonga, etc.)24 indicate that there is a deliberate focus on 
temporary workers migration schemes (circular migration etc.) that, all too often, 
neglect not only the development needs of sending countries, but also the rights of 
migrants as human beings. Actually, in destination countries, “Temporary Migrant 
Workers Programs” (TMWPs) are becoming the pillar of a “circulation-instead-of-
integration” approach, whereas integration schemes are dismantled. But there is now 
a body of evidence that integration can be instrumental for homeland development, 
with surely positive repercussions also on destination lands. As they gain economic 
and legal stability, expatriates are more prone to engage in transnational business 
activities. Integration policies are therefore a central aspect of successful Diasporas 
engagement policies. Some European cities such as Paris, Milan or Barcelona have 
carried out co-funding schemes of homeland development projects, which aim to 
build up partnerships between immigrant organizations and volunteer organizations 
in the destination and origin localities. Also, integration is often perceived as a 
“Northern” issue. However, rural–urban, transit and south–south migration also pose 
integration problems for migrants, which constrain the development potential of 
human mobility. Opening a debate on migrant integration, migrants’ rights and 
remittances in Southern countries should encourage a mutual human understanding 
between migrants and all stakeholders. 
 
Existing literature shows that policymakers, regulators, and scholars alike have 
scrutinized and examined existing migration models for best practices. One model 
that has received much attention in this regard is Canada’s “Seasonal Agricultural 
Workers Program” (SAWP). In existence for more than four decades, this program 
annually moves some 27,000 people from Mexico and the Caribbean into jobs on 
Canadian farms, and within eight months, back to their countries of origin. The 
SAWP allows employers to select their workers on the basis of nationality and 
gender rather than work experience, skill-set or training. TMWPs, such as SAWP, 
also allow employers (and states) to circumscribe the profile of workers in other 
ways. Recruitment policies for low skill workers coming to work on farms give 
preference to individuals with dependent, while visa restrictions require them to leave 
their families behind. These policies are principally designed to deter visa overstay or 
permanent settlement by choosing workers with more reasons to return home than to 
stay. Moreover, these programs benefit employers also in other ways: by reducing 
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migrants’ social responsibilities in Canada and therefore increasing their willingness 
to accept overtime and weekend hours. However, the SAWP model may be 
ambiguous since it utilizes “nationality” as one of its selection criteria (often a 
euphemism for “race”). Therefore, as already said, given the challenges and 
opportunities posed by seasonal international migration (SAWP, TMWP, etc.), 
seasonal workers should be assisted to access decent work at destination as well as 
safe and efficient remittance transfer mechanisms coupled with attractive agricultural 
investment systems. In Tonga, for example, more than 80 percent of migrants under 
the Seasonal Work Schemes are farmers, thus investment of remittances into the 
agriculture sector will significantly increase if a favorable working environment exists 
and offers clear opportunities for returning migrants. To integrate normal ordinary 
migration into national development policies Tonga, alike the other countries in the 
region, may consider adopting what is done in Europe and in other part of the world – 
let people cross borders back and forth for work whilst encouraging them to develop 
a competitive private sector in their home country. This mechanism will link migration 
and development policies while improving relationships with visiting migrants, which 
will eventually lead to concrete economic development in countries of origin. Recent 
legislation allows dual citizenship; however, policies need to be developed to 
facilitate an enabling process to reclaim the national identity of Tongan migrants. 
Similarly to other returning migrants, the dual nationality Tongans can often feel 
alienated when returning and/or visiting Tonga, mainly because they are subjected to 
the same restrictions as any non-Tongan visitor.  
 
The promotion of regular labor migration is essential. The advantages to be gained 
from regular labor migration for origin and destination countries and migrants 
themselves are enormous. Also, a successful strategy managing migration focused 
on achieving the integration of migrants in the host communities will result in a 
number of advantages to the host country, that include the reduction of instability, 
insecurity and financial burden (“Netherlands Circular Migration” is an exemplar 
model25). 
 

Government initiatives to be supported by all development partners 

In general, policies should first reply and subsequently take action on the following 
question: which operational instruments should be enhanced or created to promote 
the collective investment of remittances (from diaspora, household saving, etc.) in 
rural areas? As described in the previous paragraphs, these could be done, for 
example, by devising mechanisms easing off official procedures for sending 
remittances, educating/informing migrants of attractive investment 
possibilities in the agricultural sector of the country of origin and of the 
existence of co-development initiatives, i.e. the migrants’ collective schemes of 
investments and the ways that origin and destination governments and/or ODA 
support them. As suggested by several Country Studies, other mechanisms to 
be supported are: the creation and/or expansion of a “one stop shop” in the 
districts/regions, harmonizing actors inputs and dealing with all paper work 
related to remittances’ investment; credit lines availabilities, to be used as a 
complementary tool to promote remittances’ investment in rural areas, with 
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remittances used as loans’ collateral; possibilities for migrants and/or their 
families save or invest in microfinance banks or institutions; possibilities to 
adopt a nationwide micro-enterprise development program, financed 
exclusively through migrants' remittances or in combination with other 
sources of funds, to pool and transfer remittances to specific destinations; 
possibilities to use non-financial rural development funds, to be created to 
allow the diasporas to help the rural poor under the lead, let’s say, of Central 
Banks and/or other sector specific financial institutions (as Fund Leaders); 
envisage Government support (legal, financial, etc.) to collectivities, hometown 
associations and other self-help associations in the countries of destination 
willing to invest. For the much discussed issue of remittance transfers26, 
measures should be taken to lower the costs and reduce transfer time. The 
mobile phone transfers experimented in Kenya27 could be transposed into 
other national contexts, while banks and mobile phone money transfer agents 
should make their services more complementary. These Country Studies’ 
suggestions could be the preliminary steps toward engaging in work based on 
combining policy measures with investment promotion schemes in rural areas, with 
related technical assistance (provided mainly but not exclusively by FAO). In 
this process of support for the operational instruments, it is also essential to name 
institutional and financial mechanisms (old and new) that could nourish co-
development projects and other productive investment initiatives (e.g. rural banks 
and credit associations, private companies from developed countries, etc.) within co-
financing mechanisms. Let’s see a few specific Country Studies’ recommendations. 

For the promotion of policy-relevant research on M&R, policy makers need to base 
their decisions on well informed and researched evidences. The causes, 
determinants, consequences, advantages, disadvantages, fluxes of remittances of 
different types of migration and migrants in a given country should be better analyzed 
and clearly listed. Hence, being agriculture the pillar of the economy for most of the 
countries analyzed, this sector needs to be given the highest priority at all levels 
(nationally and internationally). Migrants’ individual human value, security, health, 
integration, trafficking, labor migration, human rights etc. are equally important for 
valid policy formulation. As a policy priority area, governments - assisted by all M&R 
actors and especially by FAO - should define their M&R research needs to be 
expanded and create the mechanisms to promote their policy research capacity. 
Informal Remittance System is also very important and need due policy attention. For 
instance, networks of money brokers, primarily located in the Middle East, North 
Africa, the Horn of Africa and South Asia, transfer remittances utilizing the 
“Hawalla”28 system, which relies on trust and ethnic bonds to transfer money around 
the world. Thus, most of migrants’ countries should venture into establishing areas of 
best practices and lessons learnt from the informal money transfer systems, which 
are often cheaper and more reliable than the formal financial institutions. This would 
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enable the local agricultural communities to easily access funds to multiply the 
investment effects in agriculture29.  

In general, origin and destination countries should embrace a number of “best 
practices in the migration process”, such as: cooperation between origin and 
destination countries, transparency in the selection process criteria for migration 
admissions and access to health care etc. also for temporary migrants. On top of 
that, the implementation of the majority of the best practices emerging in international 
forums need to: recognize migrants’ qualifications, prove opportunities for skilled 
migrant transfer and avoid compulsory savings schemes while providing paths to 
regularized (permanent or temporary) residency. 

Agriculture must undergo thorough reforms especially in the national land use 
rules, to make land available also to young people, and in other components, 
such as pricing of farm inputs and outputs, to make the sector profitable for 
migrants’ investments. For example, development of small-scale irrigation 
schemes for production of high value crops with remittances’ financial input 
could attract youth.  Programs in agro-processing aim at increasing the youth 
employment and based in rural areas will also help reduce youth migration from rural 
areas. Several studies have noted that, usually Ministries of Agriculture do not 
comprise any activities related to migration or remittances, notwithstanding  that a 
considerable volume of remittances has been flowing from migrant to the agricultural 
sector, but then again its majority has alimented household consumption, thereby 
contributing significantly to household food security. Against this background, it is 
recommended that Ministries of Agriculture should work more closely with other 
Government Ministries (e.g. Labour and Finance) to ensure that more remittances 
are directed productively towards the agricultural sector. The Ministries of Agriculture 
should work also with FAO, ILO, financial institutions and co-operatives/farmers 
groups to develop special credit facilities that will offer affordable credit and farm 
inputs (fertilizers and seeds) supply projects, targeting agricultural high potential 
production areas. In the arid and semi-arid areas of the countries, governments and 
other stakeholders should consider programs such as food for work, development of 
water harvesting and small scale irrigation technologies for improved food 
production. These kinds of community-based projects could be supported by 
migrants’ remittances through opening dialogue with HTAs abroad using also the 
various Diaspora associations and the Diaspora institutional entity at national level 
(Ministries of Foreign Affairs etc.).  Governments should also work with other 
stakeholders to mobilize finances for development of rural access roads, using local 
labor.  For financing these kinds of infrastructures, special products such as “Rural 
Infrastructure Bonds” could be floated by Governments involving mainly the national 
Diasporas. 

As hinted by a FAO report 30, in several developing countries (mainly In most of the 
countries analyzed, the Agricultural Producers Associations play a minimal role in 
dealing with M&R issues. Farmers’ organizations need to be more involved in issues 
dealing with migrants and remittances’ direct investment in the rural sector. These 
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Associations could also be main implementation partners for agricultural 
programs targeted at migrants, possibly involving the small scale farmers, who 
are organized into commodity groups that can be used to implement 
development projects at the local level. The Country Studies have highlighted also 
the scarcity of specific migrant agricultural associations at origin, which implies a 
limited space or platform for migrant agricultural workers to voice their concerns in 
policy development and implementation of agricultural programs. FAO and other 
stakeholders should support a capacity building process for “Returned Agricultural 
Migrant Associations” and create new ones where inexistent. 

For investment purposes, to begin with, it is essential to facilitate the promotion of 
small-scale businesses through Diasporas’ minimal investment inputs.  For the 
survival in rural areas, small informal businesses initiatives, similar to “Victory 
Gardens”31, feasible also in arid lands in Africa32, maybe to be retitled in this case as 
“Food Gardens for Survival”. Also, “Fairtrade”33 and “Cooperativas sin Fronteras”34 
kind of agricultural production and trade could be the immediate first step solutions. 
In addition, it is necessary to engage Diasporas in promoting national products 
exports, as entrepreneurs of SMEs in the analyzed countries encounter great 
difficulties to promote and market their products abroad. All the countries Diasporas 
should also participate more effectively in public-private partnership in their 
respective national growth sectors, becoming active partners, as it is the case of the 
Dutch Corporations with Kenya35. The communication infrastructure and village IT 
business centers could benefit from the expertise of the Diasporas, supported by 
Governments putting in place policies to enhance Diaspora participation not only in 
business enterprises but also in general agricultural and country economic 
development (in all its aspects). 

In this regard, for instance, the Gambia study recommends to educate (not only 
technically, but also socially and … psychologically) the left behind families who 
receive remittance on how to invest in agricultural business production. In connection 
with this, it is suggested to create a wide-ranging “Information, Education and 
Communication” (IEC) mechanism which, by referring case studies’ stories of 
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success, target Gambian Diasporas via the Embassies’ network. This should 
facilitate the establishment of private, public partnership businesses to harness 
remittances and promote investment in agribusiness, targeting not only the migrants 
and their family members. This option may also contribute to increase the youth 
active involvement and employment in agribusiness, while reducing the ills of illegal 
migration (as the sole alternative to “hard survival life” in all senses), rural/urban drift 
and the consequent desperation of the Gambian youth. 

For Africa in general, one creative option recommended in an AfDb and WB report36 
is the Diaspora Bond. After careful research and better insights developed from 
countries doing this form of investments, for instance Israel and India37, Diaspora 
Bonds can be developed also by African governments with the partnership of other 
investors in the private sector to leverage on remittances. These bonds can be easily 
sold to migrants living abroad by governments and private companies. 

There should be institutional and financial mechanisms that could be used in co-
development projects (e.g. rural credit associations of migrant and non-migrant 
households).  The most viable financial mechanisms that could best be used in 
channeling remittances to rural areas include “Rural Saving Schemas” and 
“Credit Co-operatives Organizations” that are already recognized and, if 
supported and upgraded, could help revitalize agriculture. By also developing 
collaborative programs between all actors and stakeholders (nationally and 
internationally) it would be possible to direct remittances to the agricultural sector and 
hence reduce the serious financing problems faced by smallholder farmers.  For 
example, special savings schemes could be set up targeting migrant workers at 
destination, which could generate funds for onward lending to the youth 
engagement in agri-business activities.  

As highlighted by the various case studies, women are often at the forefront of 
poverty issues. Measures should be taken to enlarge the possibility for them to 
use remittances, to grant them better access to economic assets and to help 
them participate in development strategies at the local level. As for instance, in 
India, the reservation of seats for women in local councils has helped better target 
public investments to gender-specific needs. In other countries, community centers 
and village halls built by migrants implement program of education for women and 
help them to develop income generating activities also in agricultural development. 

hould be harnessed to a wider rural development strategy. 

Much has been written on financial remittances, but the impacts of migrant 
philanthropy and social remittances on rural development has been somewhat 
neglected. This may be due to the lack of understanding and/or scarce perception of 
the role of non-material collective remittances. For example, there is a lack of 
knowledge on the linkages which might exist between the impacts of migration 
on gender role and food consumption in migrant households. The impact of 
migration on development is generally assessed through the monies and investments 
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of migrants. In other words, the measure of these impacts takes into account almost 
exclusively what is brought back materially by migrants. Encouragingly, a brighter 
vision of the real effects of migration, embraced by the “Interdisciplinary Analytical 
Framework” method, should subtract from these inputs what is taken away from 
migrants; namely their homeland and family beloved ones/social entourage etc., the 
financial capital used to cover the travel and settlement expenses, the labour force, 
tuition expenses to enhance their “human capital”, etc. and finally the great human 
efforts and psychological stress braved by them (most often silently).  

Thus, a more comprehensive vision of migration, remittances and development is not 
to be postponed any longer, mainly in its practical actions implementation aspects for 
the benefit of all the humanity. 

 

Conclusion: “Human beings can solve problems…” 

All over, the revitalization of agriculture and farming as a successful livelihood 
strategy will require concerted effort based on real partnerships and open-minded 
dialogues, involving all concerned actors and, most of all, the migrants and their 
households. The investment should be based on the development of instruments 
attractive mainly to migrant investors (Diasporas), etc. and need several multiparty 
efforts and measures to be implemented. These efforts should not only be done on 
money/material terms, but also taking into due account migrants as human being 
propellers, with all their qualities, experience, differences, cultures, etc., just because 
the “difference”, the “diversity” is the basic richness, the value for development (in 
physical as well in social sciences). This demands a new individual vision’s effort, set 
free from ageless bias and assumptions, often very rare to find and apply in our 
present days of anonymous globalism and crises.  

The support of international humanitarian organizations, such as the FAO, while 
supporting governments in adopting sound policies and strategies promoting greater 
investment in agriculture, could bring in this new vision “missing connection”, 
deficient in the mere economic/financial/business sphere. The suggested “one stop 
shop” could serve also this profound objective. 
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