
 

 

 

 

Migration, food security and rural development 

The Commonwealth Foundation, in collaboration with the Ramphal Commission on Migration and 
Development and in consultation with other international and research bodies, such as the 
Commonwealth Secretariat, the Oxford Department of International Development, and the 
International Migration Institute (IMI), is engaged in developing pragmatic strategies, aimed at 
maximizing the benefits of cross-border migration for the pro-poor development of Commonwealth 
states. In this context, the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO), in collaboration with the 
Commonwealth Foundation and the Ramphal Commission on Migration and Development, is initiating 
country case studies in India, Jamaica, Kenya, Sri Lanka, St Vincent and Grenadines, Tonga Islands and 
Zambia. The country studies themselves are based on secondary sources, interviews with public and civil 
society officials and data analysis.  

 

Synthesis of the findings 
While acknowledging the importance of internal migration and its social implications for the poverty and 
health situation, this research focuses on international migration. The study highlights five “deficits” 
impeding rural development in developing countries and four forms of migratory transfers likely to 
alleviate them. The figure below gives an overview of the connections which exist between the different 
forms of transfers and development obstacles. 
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Henceforth, the comparative analysis of the case studies provides assessment of the impacts of 
migration on agricultural development, food security and rural poverty. 

The case studies provide mixed evidence regarding the development potential of migration in rural 
areas. The various forms of remittances have a positive impact on the productivity of migrant 
households’ farms. The introduction of new production techniques can also have beneficial spill-over 
effects on non-migrants’ farming (Jamaica). However, there is no evidence of a substantial improvement 
of agriculture at the national level in the countries investigated. Migration on its own cannot support an 
agricultural development strategy. 

Migration improves household food security. Remittances are largely used for daily consumption, 
especially in poor households. However, in the absence of a specific study, it is not possible to give a 
quantitative assessment of the improvement of food consumption induced by the reception of 
remittances. Nor is it possible to draw any conclusion regarding non-migrant households. 

Finally, authors of case-study reports agree that migration alleviates poverty, even for non-migrant 
households. However, spill-over effects on non-migrant households may be limited. The Jamaican case 
clearly shows that selectivity effects widen the poverty gap between migrant and non-migrant 
households. The same is very likely in other countries. 

Recommendations 
In the light of the above mentioned findings, three sets of recommendations are proposed.  

At the Commonwealth level: the creation of the Commonwealth Office for Migration and Development 

would provide a platform where issues of migration and development could be discussed. The board of 

the COMD would include policy makers of sending and receiving countries and representatives of 

migrant and pro-migrant associations. 

At the national level, states should enlarge their capacity at two distinct levels: the creation of 

dedicated institutions should tackle migration-related issues such as migrant rights, and migration 

management, while migration and development issues should be part of the agendas of institutions in 

charge of development strategies. The research has highlighted four domains likely to improve the 

migration and rural development relationship: 

 Enhancing internal remittances through innovative channels such as mobile phone transfers 

 Linking agriculture and immigrant entrepreneurship to build up international market chains 

 Developing integration policies in Northern states likely to enlarge to capacities of immigrants 

 Channeling investment into rural areas through national bonds and other incentives 

At the local level, joint co-funding programmes fostering synergies between migrant organizations, local 

authorities and civil society should target the infrastructure deficit in rural areas. A particular emphasis 

should be given to female poverty. 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. 
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