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1   Lêi giíi thiÖu 
 
 
B¸o c¸o nµy cung cÊp nh÷ng th«ng tin chung vÒ t×nh h×nh kinh tÕ - x· héi 

cña c¸c tØnh, thµnh phè thuéc ®Þa bµn nghiªn cøu. §©y nµy lµ mét trong nh÷ng 

ho¹t ®éng cña Hîp phÇn 5 thuéc Dù ¸n Hç trî Ch−¬ng tr×nh Ph¸t triÓn Doanh 

nghiÖp (BSPS) cña Danida, do ViÖn Nghiªn cøu Qu¶n lý Kinh tÕ Trung −¬ng 

(CIEM) vµ Khoa Kinh tÕ (DoE) cña Tr−êng §¹i häc Copenhagen - §an M¹ch hîp 

t¸c thùc hiÖn. 

 

Trong khi 4 hîp phÇn kh¸c cña Ch−¬ng tr×nh BSPS tËp trung vµo nghiªn cøu 

t¹i 4 tØnh lµ Hµ T©y, NghÖ An, Kh¸nh Hoµ vµ L©m §ång, th× Hîp phÇn 5 l¹i tiÕn 

hµnh nghiªn cøu ë ph¹m vi réng h¬n trªn ®Þa bµn 10 tØnh, thµnh phè. Hîp phÇn 5 

cã hai néi dung chÝnh lµ ®iÒu tra c¸c doanh nghiÖp võa vµ nhá (SME) vµ ®iÒu tra 

hé. Trong ®ã, ®iÒu tra doanh nghiÖp võa vµ nhá ®−îc tiÕn hµnh trªn ph¹m vi 10 

tØnh vµ thµnh phè; ®iÒu tra hé ®−îc tiÕn hµnh trªn ph¹m 7 tØnh. C¶ hai ®iÒu tra nµy 

®Òu ®−îc tiÕn hµnh trªn c¶ 4 tØnh mµ 4 hîp phÇn kh¸c ®· tiÕn hµnh. B¸o c¸o nµy 

tËp trung lµm râ mét sè ®Æc ®iÓm kinh tÕ - x· héi cña c¸c ®Þa ph−¬ng thuéc ®Þa 

bµn nghiªn cøu gåm: Hµ Néi, H¶i Phßng, Hµ T©y, Phó Thä, NghÖ An, Qu¶ng 

Nam, Kh¸nh Hoµ, L©m §ång, Tp Hå ChÝ Minh vµ Long An. 

 

B¸o c¸o nµy ®−îc x©y dùng dùa trªn d÷ liÖu vµ th«ng tin vÒ c¶ doanh nghiÖp 

võa vµ nhá vµ hé gia ®×nh, ®©y lµ hai ®èi t−îng nghiªn cøu chÝnh cña Hîp phÇn 5. 

 

B¶n chÊt cña sù t¨ng tr−ëng lµ mèi quan hÖ gi÷a t¨ng tr−ëng vµ gi¶m nghÌo 

víi c¸c ®Æc ®iÓm vµ ®iÒu kiÖn cña ®Þa ph−¬ng. ChÝnh v× vËy, ®Æc ®iÓm ®Þa lý, ®Æc 

®iÓm kinh tÕ x· héi vµ sinh th¸i lµ nh÷ng yÕu tè cã tÝnh chÊt quan träng. VÝ dô, 

h¹n chÕ trong tiÕp cËn hÖ thèng ®−êng x¸ vµ ph−¬ng tiÖn giao th«ng thuËn tiÖn, 

d©n sè th−a thít còng nh− h¹n chÕ trong tiÕp cËn nguån lùc ®Êt ®ai sÏ dÉn ®Õn k×m 

h·m sù ph¸t triÓn cña ®Þa ph−¬ng. §iÒu nµy ®Æc biÖt ®óng víi nh÷ng tØnh vïng s©u 

vïng xa, n»m xa c¸c trung t©m ®« thÞ, thµnh phè. MËt ®é d©n sè cµng ®«ng cµng 

cÇn ph¶i t×m c¸c gi¶i ph¸p ph¸t triÓn kh¸c ngoµi s¶n xuÊt n«ng nghiÖp. RÊt nhiÒu 

vïng trong n−íc, s¶n xuÊt n«ng nghiÖp ®ang cè ®Èy m¹nh ®Ó thu hót lao ®éng. V× 

thÕ viÖc t¹o c¬ héi viÖc lµm phi n«ng nghiÖp ®ang ®−îc hÇu hÕt c¸c tØnh quan t©m. 



   

 

MËt ®é doanh nghiÖp ®−îc ®¨ng ký ë mét tØnh nµo ®ã phô thuéc vµo ®iÒu 

kiÖn, ®Æc ®iÓm kinh tÕ cña tõng ®Þa ph−¬ng. Sù lùa chän cã hay kh«ng nªn thµnh 

lËp doanh nghiÖp, còng nh− sù thµnh c«ng tiÕp theo cña doanh nghiÖp phô thuéc 

rÊt lín vµo ®Æc thï cña tõng ®Þa ph−¬ng.          

 

§Ó cã thÓ hiÓu ®−îc thùc tr¹ng khu vùc t− nh©n trong c¸c tØnh thuéc ®Þa bµn 

nghiªn cøu ®ßi hái ph¶i t×m hiÓm vÒ nh÷ng ®iÒu kiÖn c¬ b¶n vµ réng h¬n lµ m«i 

tr−êng kinh doanh ®Æc thï cña ®Þa ph−¬ng ®ã. T¹i tõng tØnh, mét hÖ thèng c¸c chØ 

sè tæng hîp ®−îc nghiªn cøu. C¸c chØ sè nµy ph¶n ¸nh c¸c nh©n tè c¬ b¶n gãp 

phÇn thóc ®Èy sù ph¸t triÓn nhanh cña khu vùc t− nh©n ë mét sè tØnh, còng nh− 

c¸c yÕu tè c¶n trë sù ph¸t triÓn. §èi víi tõng tØnh, c¸c chØ sè nµy ®−îc so s¸nh víi 

b×nh qu©n chung c¶ n−íc vµ c¸c tØnh kh¸c cã ®iÒu kiÖn t−¬ng tù. 

 

B¸o c¸o nµy cã cÊu tróc gåm 3 phÇn. Hai phÇn ®Çu tr×nh bµy c¸c chØ tiªu c¬ 

b¶n vÒ kinh tÕ x· héi chung cña tØnh; cung cÊp mét c¸i nh×n toµn c¶nh vµ cã sù so 

s¸nh gi÷a c¸c tØnh. PhÇn cuèi cïng cña b¸o c¸o ®i vµo ph©n tÝch chi tiÕt h¬n vµ cã  

®¸nh gi¸ cho tõng tØnh. 

  



   

 

2  C¸c chØ tiªu kinh tÕ - x· héi 
 
 

2.1   Thu nhËp vµ møc nghÌo ®ãi  

 

Møc thu nhËp cña c¸c tØnh lµ mét chØ tiªu thÓ hiÖn kÕt qu¶ ho¹t ®éng kinh tÕ 

còng nh− tiÒm lùc kinh tÕ cña ®Þa ph−¬ng ®ã. §iÒu ®ã kh«ng cã g× lµ ng¹c nhiªn 

vµ cã rÊt nhiÒu nghiªn cøu ®· t×m ra sù t−¬ng quan chÆt chÏ gi÷a thu nhËp vµ sù 

ph¸t triÓn cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp ë c¸c tØnh cña ViÖt Nam. T¨ng tr−ëng kinh tÕ lµ 

yÕu tè tiªn quyÕt cho gi¶m nghÌo mét c¸ch bÒn v÷ng. Tuy nhiªn, møc ®é t¨ng 

tr−ëng ¶nh h−ëng tèt nh− thÕ nµo ®Õn gi¶m nghÌo l¹i rÊt kh¸c nhau ë c¸c tØnh. Nãi 

kh¸c ®i, møc ®é co gi·n cña gi¶m nghÌo ë c¸c tØnh lµ kh¸c nhau. §iÒu ®ã cã thÓ 

gi¶i thÝch bëi sù vËn ®éng cña khu vùc t− nh©n. Th«ng tin sau sÏ ®Ò cËp ®Õn nhiÒu 

lÜnh vùc kh¸c nh−ng cã liªn quan ®Õn thu nhËp, tØ lÖ ®ãi nghÌo vµ c«ng b»ng, t¹o 

nªn mét bøc tranh tæng qu¸t vÒ kinh tÕ - x· héi cña c¸c tØnh.  

 

Mèi quan hÖ gi÷a gi¶m nghÌo vµ t¨ng tr−ëng ë mét sè tØnh ®−îc tr×nh bµy ë 

B¶ng 1. ë cÊp quèc gia, ®é co gi·n møc ®é gi¶m nghÌo víi t¨ng tr−ëng giai ®o¹n 

1998 - 2002 biÕn ®éng xung quanh 1. §iÒu nµy lµ tèt so víi møc chuÈn quèc tÕ. 

C¸c sè liÖu vÒ nghÌo ®ãi dùa trªn c¸c cuéc ®iÒu tra hé cho thÊy chØ cã Th¸i Lan 

(1990 - 92), Trung Quèc (1996 - 98), Chile (1996 - 1998) vµ Ai -cËp (1996 - 

2000) lµ cã ®é co gi·n cao h¬n so víi ViÖt Nam2   

 

Kh¶ n¨ng øng dông t¨ng tr−ëng kinh tÕ nh− mét ®ßn bÈy ®−a x· héi tho¸t 

khái ®ãi nghÌo lµ rÊt ®a d¹ng ë c¸c tØnh cña ViÖt Nam. VÝ dô , 5 tØnh trong c¸c 

tØnh ®iÒu tra cã ®é co gi·n gi÷a gi¶m nghÌo vµ t¨ng tr−ëng v−ît qu¸ 1 vµ chØ cã 

L©m §ång cã møc ®é ®ãi nghÌo t¨ng cao h¬n trong c¶ giai ®o¹n nghiªn cøu.  

HÇu nh− c¸c tØnh n¨ng ®éng vµ cã tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi cao ë ®Çu giai ®o¹n 

nghiªn cøu th× trong qu¸ tr×nh ph¸t triÓn møc ®é t¸c ®éng cña t¨ng tr−ëng kinh tÕ 

®Õn gi¶m nghÌo lµ rÊt m¹nh vµ râ rÖt. §Ó hiÓu râ h¬n viÖc sö dông nguån lùc gi¶i 

quyÕt vÊn ®Ò nµy, c¸c phÇn tiÕp theo cña nghiªn cøu sÏ ®i vµo ph©n tÝch cô thÓ h¬n 

ë mét sè tØnh. 

 

                                                 
2 Larsen et al (2004). 



   

 

B¶ng 1: §é co gi·n gi÷a gi¶m nghÌo vµ t¨ng tr−ëng kinh tÕ giai ®o¹n 1998-2002 
Hµ Néi 2.0 

H¶i Phßng 3.2 

Hµ TÊy 2.3 

Phó Thä 0.8 

NghÖ An  0.7 

Qu¶ng Nam  0.7 

Kh¸nh Hoµ 4.3 

L©m §ång -0.2 

Tp. Hå ChÝ Minh 0.5 

Long An 3.2 

Toµn quèc 1.1 

Nguån: §iÒu tra møc sèng d©n c− (VHLSS) (1998, 2002) vµ tÝnh to¸n riªng 
cña t¸c gi¶.  
Chó ý: Mét sè th«ng tin tõ ®iÒu tra møc sèng d©n c− vÉn ch−a ®ñ ®¹i diÖn cho 
møc chung cña toµn tØnh. Tû lÖ nghÌo n¨m 1998 lµ sù −íc tÝnh b»ng ph−¬ng 
ph¸p kü thuËt x©y dùng b¶n ®å nghÌo trªn c¬ së tÝch hîp sè liÖu ®iÒu tra vµ sè 
liÖu ®iÒu tra d©n sè. 

 
 

2.2   C¬ cÊu kinh tÕ 

 

Nh×n vµo møc ®é ®ãng gãp cña lÜnh vùc n«ng nghiÖp trong GDP cã thÓ thÊy 

nh÷ng trë ng¹i trong chuyÓn dÞch c¬ cÊu kinh tÕ mµ mét sè tØnh ®ang ph¶i ®èi 

mÆt. Mét trong nh÷ng yÕu tè liªn quan ®Õn t¨ng tr−ëng kinh tÕ lµ møc ®é ®« thÞ 

ho¸ vµ sù thuËn lîi trong viÖc tiÕp cËn nguån lùc ®Êt ®ai ®èi víi ng−êi sö dông ®Êt. 

Møc ®é phøc t¹p vÒ thñ tùc vµ chi phÝ ®Òn bï cao khi tiÕn hµnh quy ho¹ch l¹i c¸c 

vïng s¶n xuÊt n«ng nghiÖp ®Ó lÊy ®Êt cho ph¸t triÓn c«ng nghiÖp ®· lµm ¶nh 

h−ëng ®Õn kh¶ n¨ng tiÕp cËn nguån lùc ®Êt cña c¸c nhµ ®Çu t−. C¸c tØnh cã møc 

®é ®« thÞ ho¸ chËm vµ cã tû träng n«ng nghiÖp cao dÔ bÞ mÊt c¸c c¬ héi ®Ó thu lîi 

bëi v× c¸c c«ng ty th−êng ph¶i tËp trung thµnh tõng vïng. Nh÷ng doanh nghiÖp qui 

m« nhá trªn mét vïng nµo ®ã khã cã thÓ chñ ®éng sö dông cã hiÖu qu¶ c¸c hµng 

ho¸ vµ dÞch vô do doanh nghiÖp ë c¸c vïng kh¸c trong tØnh cung cÊp. Thùc vËy, 

§å thÞ 1 cho thÊy mèi t−¬ng qua rÊt râ rµng gi÷a møc thu nhËp vµ møc ®é ®« thÞ 

ho¸.  

 

 



   

 

 
H×nh 1:  Møc ®é ®« thÞ ho¸ vµ thu nhËp ë mét sè tØnh nghiªn cøu 
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Nguån: Tæng côc Thèng kª  vµ nh÷ng tÝnh to¸n cña t¸c gi¶. 

 

2.3   C¬ së h¹ tÇng 

 

C¬ së h¹ tÇng tèt ch¾c ch¾n gãp phÇn ®¶m b¶o cho sù t¨ng tr−ëng kinh tÕ. 

ThiÕu hôt c¬ së h¹ tÇng sÏ lµm t¨ng chi phÝ giao dÞch. C¬ së h¹ tÇng kh«ng ®¹t tiªu 

chuÈn sÏ lµm t¨ng thêi gian vËn chuyÓn nguyªn vËt liÖu tíi n¬i s¶n xuÊt, lµm cho 

giao dÞch gi÷a nhµ cung cÊp vµ kh¸ch hµng khã ®óng hÑn, t¨ng chi phÝ ®Ó vËn 

chuyÓn hµng ho¸ ®i tiªu thô. 

Trªn c¬ së hai diÔn ®µn th¶o luËn vÒ viÖc gia nhËp Tæ chøc Th−¬ng m¹i ThÕ 

giíi (WTO) tæ chøc t¹i Hµ Néi vµ Tp. Hå ChÝ Minh vµo th¸ng N¨m n¨m 2003, 

ViÖn Khoa häc X· héi vµ Khoa Kinh tÕ - Tr−êng §¹i häc Copenhagen ®· tiÕn 

hµnh mét cuéc ®iÒu tra vÒ nh÷ng vÊn ®Ò mµ c¸c doanh nghiÖp Nhµ n−íc, doanh 

nghiÖp t− nh©n trong vµ ngoµi n−íc ®ang lo l¾ng vÒ viÖc n©ng cao n¨ng lùc c¹nh 

tranh cña doanh nghiÖp m×nh. KÕt qu¶ cho thÊy, nh÷ng vÊn ®Ò mµ hä quan t©m 

®Çu tiªn lµ th«ng tin liªn l¹c, ®iÖn s¶n xuÊt, tiÕp cËn vµ chi phÝ nguyªn vËt liÖu, 

trang thiÕt bÞ, giao th«ng vµ kh¶ n¨ng c¹nh tranh cña thÞ tr−êng néi ®¹i ngµy cµng 

gia t¨ng.  



   

 

N¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh cña c¸c tØnh vµ kh¶ n¨ng t¹o dùng mét khu vùc t− nh©n 

n¨ng ®éng phô thuéc vµo viÖc ho¹ch ®Þnh vµ thùc thi c¸c chÝnh s¸ch vÒ c¬ së h¹ 

tÇng (kÓ c¶ quy chÕ, chÊt l−îng, gi¸ thµnh, vµ ®iÒu kiÖn) mµ khu vùc t− nh©n cã 

thÓ tiÕp cËn ®−îc. Ngoµi viÖc huy ®éng vèn trong lÜnh vùc t− nh©n, cÇn ph¶i cã 

chÝnh s¸ch ®Ó thu hót vèn bªn ngoµi  vèn FDI (phÇn 3.5 vµ 3.6 sÏ lµm râ thªm vÒ 

n¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh vµ vèn FDI).  

 

 
2.4   Nguån nh©n lùc  

 

Mét chØ sè th−êng ®−îc dïng ®Ó ®¸nh gi¸ møc ®é ph¸t triÓn cña lùc lao ®éng 

lµ tû lÖ ng−êi biÕt ®äc, biÕt viÕt trong tæng d©n sè. §å thÞ 2 cho thÊy, tû lÖ ng−êi 

biÕt ®äc, biÕt viÕt ë c¸c tØnh nghiªn cøu lµ t−¬ng ®èi cao, tuy nhiªn c¸c vïng n«ng 

th«n tû lÖ nµy cã thÊp h¬n so víi trung b×nh chung.  

 

Kh¶ n¨ng ®µo t¹o lùc l−îng lao ®éng cã kü n¨ng ë c¸c tØnh cßn h¹n chÕ, nªn 

chÊt l−îng lao ®éng ch−a ®¸p øng ®−îc yªu cÇu cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp, c«ng ty. 

§Æc biÖt ë ViÖt Nam, kh¶ n¨ng di chuyÓn lùc l−îng lao ®éng cßn h¹n chÕ, nhÊt lµ 

®éi ngò trÝ thøc. T¹i mét sè tØnh nghiªn cøu cho thÊy gÇn 90% sinh viªn ®i häc ë 

c¸c tr−êng ®¹i häc, sau khi häc xong ®· kh«ng trë vÒ quª nhµ lµm viÖc, thay vµo 

®ã hä l¹i ®i t×m kiÕm c¬ héi lµm viÖc ë n¬i kh¸c, n¬i mµ hä cho r»ng sÏ phï hîp 

víi chuyªn m«n cña hä h¬n. 

 

 



   

 

H×nh 2: Tû lÖ ng−êi lín biÕt ch÷ ë mét sè tØnh nghiªn cøu  
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 Nguån: Tæng côc Thèng kª. 

 
 
§å thÞ 3 cho thÊy, ë Hµ Néi vµ Thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh, tû lÖ chñ doanh 

nghiÖp cã tr×nh ®é ®¹i häc, cao ®¼ng cao nhÊt so víi c¸c tØnh, thµnh phè kh¸c. 

§iÒu ®Æc biÖt lµ tû lÖ chñ doanh nghiÖp cã tr×nh ®é cao ®¼ng vµ ®¹i häc ë L©m 

§ång còng cao ngang víi ë Hµ Néi vµ Thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh. 

 

T¹i c¸c tØnh nµy cho thÊy, chñ doanh nghiÖp cã tr×nh ®é cao ®¼ng vµ ®¹i häc 

th−êng cã nhiÒu ®æi míi trong lùa chän c«ng nghÖ s¶n xuÊt vµ qu¶n lý bëi kh¶ 

n¨ng thÝch nghi, kh¶ n¨ng ®−a ra nh÷ng quyÕt ®Þnh linh ho¹t cña hä cao h¬n. §©y 

còng lµ mét trong nh÷ng lý do cã thÓ gi¶i thÝch sù kh¸c nhau trong viÖc vËn hµnh 

doanh nghiÖp ë c¸c tØnh. 

  



   

 

H×nh 3: Tû lÖ chñ doanh nghiÖp cã tr×nh ®é cao ®¼ng vµ ®¹i häc  
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Ngoµi vÊn ®Ò gi¸o dôc, c¸c chØ tiªu vÒ søc khoÎ nh− tuæi thä trung b×nh, tû lÖ 

tû vong ë trÎ s¬ sinh còng thÓ hiÖn phÇn nµo møc ®é ph¸t triÓn. §å thÞ 4 cho thÊy, 

ngo¹i trõ Hµ Néi vµ Thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh, tÊt c¶ c¸c tØnh kh¸c trong nghiªn 

cøu ®Òu cã tû lÖ tö vong ë trÎ so sinh cao h¬n so víi trung b×nh chung c¶ n−íc. 

 

H×nh 4: Tû lÖ tö vong trÎ s¬ sinh ë c¸c tØnh 
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 Nguån:: Tæng ®iÒu tra d©n sè 1999, Tæng côc Thèng kª. Chó ý: §−êng n»m ngang lµ møc trung 

b×nh chung c¶ n−íc 

 



   

 

Tuæi thä trung b×nh cña ng−êi d©n ë c¸c tØnh nghiªn cøu còng ®−îc ®Ò cËp 

trong b¸o c¸o nµy, nã ®−îc thÓ hiÖn ë §å thÞ 5. Kh«ng cã g× ®¸ng ng¹c nhiªn, tuæi 

thä trung b×nh cña ng−êi d©n ë c¸c tØnh giµu cao h¬n so víi c¸c tØnh kh¸c. §å thÞ 5 

so s¸nh tuæi thä trung b×nh cña ng−êi d©n §an M¹ch víi mét sè n−íc cã thu nhËp 

thÊp. §iÒu ®¸ng chó ý vÒ vÊn ®Ò vÒ søc khoÎ lµ cã mét sè ®Þa ph−¬ng lµm tèt h¬n 

ë §an M¹ch. ThËt lµ thó vÞ khi thÊy cã 2 tØnh cã tû lÖ ng−êi d©n téc thiÓu sè cao lµ 

Phó Thä (15%) vµ L©m §ång (23%) l¹i kh«ng ph¶i lµ tØnh cã tuæi thä d©n sè 

trung b×nh thÊp nhÊt. 

 

 
H×nh 5: Tuæi thä trung b×nh ë ViÖt Nam so víi §an M¹ch  

vµ c¸c n−íc cã thu nhËp thÊp.  
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    Nguån: Tæng côc Thèng kª n¨m 2005, Ng©n hµng ThÕ giíi n¨m 2005. 



   

 

3   C¸c chØ sè vÒ doanh nghiÖp 
 
 

B¸o c¸o Ph¸t triÓn ViÖt Nam n¨m 2006 cho thÊy, ph¸t triÓn doanh nghiÖp ë ViÖt 

Nam ®· trë thµnh mét lùc l−îng chÝnh thóc ®Èy viÖc gi¶m nghÌo nhanh trong thËp niªn 

võa qua. Trong ®ã, khu vùc t− nh©n cã ®ãng gãp ®¸ng kÓ ®Õn viÖc t¹o c«ng ¨n viÖc lµm.   

 Th−¬ng m¹i ë ViÖt Nam rÊt ®a d¹ng. Sè l−îng doanh nghiÖp ®a së h÷u rÊt 

nhiÒu. Cã hµng ngh×n doanh nghiÖp nhµ n−íc, trong ®ã cã nh÷ng doanh nghiÖp rÊt lín. 

Sè doanh nghiÖp t− doanh Ýt nhÊt cña ph¶i ®Õn 5 triÖu. ViÖc ®æi míi chÝnh s¸ch ®Ó t¹o 

thÕ thuËn lîi h¬n ®· ñng hé cho sù ph¸t triÓn khu vùc kinh tÕ t− nh©n. Trong nh÷ng n¨m 

qua, viÖc thóc ®Èy ph¸t triÓn c¸c doanh nghiÖp võa vµ nhá ®ang lµ mét phÇn c¬ b¶n trong 

c¸c chÝnh s¸ch cña ChÝnh phñ ViÖt Nam. Nh÷ng n¨m cña thËp niªn 90 cho thÊy, ®æi míi 

c¨n b¶n cña ChÝnh phñ lµ th¸o gì rµo c¶n trong c¸c quy ®Þnh chÝnh s¸ch ®Ó thóc ®Èy ph¸t 

triÓn doanh nghiÖp vµ c¶i thiÖn m«i tr−êng kinh doanh. 

 

ChÝnh phñ cßn t¹o ra mét lo¹t c¸c thay ®æi ®Ó ph¸t triÓn doanh nghiÖp nh− gi¶m 

thuÕ, trî gióp tÝn dông, t− vÊn th−¬ng m¹i, thuËn lîi ho¸ c¸c quan hÖ kinh tÕ gi÷a c¸c 

doanh nghiÖp võa vµ nhá víi c¸c doanh nghiÖp lín. LuËt Doanh nghiÖp ban hµnh n¨m 

2000 ®· thÓ hiÖn sù ®æi míi ®¸ng kÓ vÒ thÓ chÕ vµ luËt lÖ; vµ nã ®· cã nh÷ng t¸c dông rÊt 

tÝch cùc trong thùc tiÔn. 

 

3.1   C¸c doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng kÝ theo LuËt (giai ®o¹n 2000 - 2003) 

 

Sè l−îng c¸c doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký theo LuËt Doanh nghiÖp ®· cho thÊy c¸c 

ho¹t ®éng vµ ®éng lùc trong khu vùc kinh tÕ t− nh©n. ChØ tiªu vÒ sè l−îng doanh 

nghiÖp ®¨ng ký trong tØnh so víi tæng d©n sè cña tØnh cho ta thÊy rÊt râ sù kh¸c 

nhau vÒ møc ®é ph¸t triÓn cña doanh nghiÖp ë tõng ®Þa ph−¬ng. HoÆc chØ tiªu tæng 

vèn ®¨ng ký cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp so víi tæng d©n sè cña tØnh còng cho ta thÊy 

møc ®é ph¸t triÓn cña doanh nghiÖp. Nh÷ng th«ng tin nµy ®−îc thÓ hiÖn ë B¶ng 2. 

 
 



   

 

B¶ng 2: Sè l−îng vµ quy m« cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp  

®· ®¨ng ký theo LuËt Doanh nghiÖp  

§Þa ph−¬ng N¨m 

Tæng d©n sè 
trªn sè doanh 

nghiÖp ®· 
®¨ng ký  

Tæng d©n 
sè trªn 1 tû 

®ång vèn 
®¨ng ký 

 

Hµ Néi 2003 296 222 

Hµ Néi 2005 96 46 

Hµ T©y 2003 4,136 2,497 

H¶i Phßng 2003 1,059 302 

H¶i Phßng 2005 307 120 

Kh¸nh Hoµ 2003 1,105 1,200 

L©m §ång 2003 2,204 2,213 

Long An 2003 2,989 2,350 

NghÖ An 2003 3,411 3,699 

Phó Thä 2003 3,261 2,587 

Qu¶ng Nam 2003 29,830 70,644 

TP. HCM 2003 276 203 

TP. HCM 2005 109 - 

 Nguån: Tæng Côc thèng kª 
 
 

3.2   Lo¹i h×nh doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n trong n−íc 

  

LuËt Doanh nghiÖp ®· quy ®Þnh rÊt râ lo¹i h×nh vµ tr¸ch nhiÖm cña 4 lo¹i 

h×nh doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n:3 

 

- Doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n: doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n lµ mét lo¹i h×nh doanh 

nghiÖp cã chñ thÓ lµ mét c¸ nh©n ®éc lËp, ng−êi nµy ph¶i chÞu tr¸ch nhiÖm vÒ toµn 

bé ho¹t ®éng cña doanh nghiÖp b»ng tµi s¶n cña m×nh. Vèn ®Çu t− cña doanh 

nghiÖp ph¶i ®−îc khai b¸o chÝnh x¸c ngay t¹i thêi ®iÓm ®¨ng ký thµnh lËp doanh 

nghiÖp víi Së KÕ ho¹ch vµ §Çu t−. Ng−êi chñ doanh nghiÖp toµn quyÒn quyÕt 

                                                 
3 Malesky 2004. 



   

 

®Þnh tÊt c¶ c¸c ho¹t ®éng kinh doanh cña doanh nghiÖp, tõ viÖc thuª, mua b¸n 

hoÆc ®ãng cöa doanh nghiÖp. Doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n th−êng cã quy m« nhá.  

 

- C«ng ty hîp danh (Partnership): C«ng ty hîp danh lµ mét c«ng ty ®−îc 

thµnh lËp bëi Ýt nhÊt 2 thµnh viªn lµ chñ së h÷u chung cña c«ng ty. Hä ph¶i chÞu 

tr¸ch nhiÖm b»ng toµn bé tµi s¶n cña m×nh vÒ c¸c nghÜa vô cña c«ng ty. Mét thµnh 

viªn cã thÓ lµ mét thµnh viªn gãp vèn vµ hä chØ chÞu tr¸ch nhiÖm vÒ c¸c nghÜa vô 

cña c«ng ty trong ph¹m vi vèn gãp cña m×nh, ®−îc nhËn l·i cæ phÇn tõ viÖc sinh 

lêi cña c«ng ty. Thµnh viªn hîp danh ®−îc phÐp n¨ng ®éng trong viÖc quyÕt ®Þnh 

c¬ cÊu qu¶n lý, th«ng b¸o mét c¸ch chi tiÕt trong ®iÒu lÖ c«ng ty. TÊt c¶ c¸c thµnh 

viªn hîp danh cã quyÒn nh− nhau trong viÖc ra c¸c quyÕt ®inh cña c«ng ty. Lo¹i 

h×nh nµy lín h¬n doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n vÒ lùc l−îng lao ®éng vµ tµi s¶n.  

 

- C«ng ty tr¸ch nhiÖm h÷u h¹n (Limited liability company): §©y lµ lo¹i h×nh 

doanh nghiÖp mµ thµnh viªn kh«ng v−ît qu¸ 50 thµnh viªn, thµnh viªn chÞu tr¸ch 

nhiÖm vÒ c¸c kho¶n nî vµ nghÜa vô tµi s¶n cña doanh nghiÖp trong ph¹m vi vèn 

gãp cña m×nh. Vèn gãp cña c¸c thµnh viªn ph¶i ®−îc x¸c ®Þnh râ ngay t¹i thêi 

®iÓm ®¨ng ký thµnh lËp c«ng ty víi Së KÕ ho¹ch vµ §Çu t−. Theo LuËt, c«ng ty 

®−îc yªu cÇu ph¶i tæ chøc ®¹i héi cæ ®«ng vµ lùa chän gi¸m ®èc ®iÒu hµnh theo 

®Þnh kú. H¬n n÷a, c¸c c«ng ty tr¸ch nhiÖm h÷u h¹n cã nhiÒu h¬n 11 thµnh viªn 

ph¶i thµnh lËp Ban kiÓm so¸t, quyÒn vµ tr¸ch nhiÖm cña Ban kiÓm so¸t ®−îc quy 

t¹i ®iÒu lÖ cña c«ng ty. §iÒu 46 cña LuËt Doanh nghiÖp cã quy ®Þnh khi nµo, lÜnh 

vùc nµo th× chñ doanh nghiÖp cña nh÷ng c«ng ty tr¸ch nhiÖm h÷u h¹n mét thµnh 

viªn ph¶i chÞu tr¸ch vÒ c¸c kho¶n nî b»ng vèn c«ng ty. §iÒu ®ã sÏ b¶o vÖ nh÷ng 

nhµ ®Çu t− lín khái ph¶i chÞu tr¸ch nhiÖm trong nh÷ng tr−êng hîp bÞ vì nî. C¸c 

c«ng ty tr¸ch nhiÖm h÷u h¹n cã quy m«, sö dông lùc l−îng lao ®éng vµ tµi s¶n 

nhiÒu h¬n lo¹i h×nh doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n vµ c«ng ty hîp danh. 

- C«ng ty cæ phÇn (Joint-stock company): Nh÷ng c«ng ty cæ phÇn lµ c¸c 

doanh nghiÖp cã vèn ®iÒu lÖ ®−îc chia thµnh nh÷ng phÇn b»ng nhau gäi lµ cæ 

phÇn. C¸c cæ ®«ng cã tr¸ch nhiÖm vÒ c¸c kho¶n nî vµ nghÜa vô tµi s¶n kh¸c cña 

doanh nghiÖp trong ph¹m vi vèn ®· gãp vµo doanh nghiÖp. C«ng ty cæ phÇn  kh¸c 

c«ng ty tr¸ch nhiÖm h÷u h¹n ë chæ hä cs thÓ chuyÓn nhùng tù do cæ phÇn cña 

m×nh cho ng−êi kh¸c, trõ mét sè tr−êng hîp quy ®Þnh t¹i §iÒu 55 vµ 58. Cã hai 



   

 

lo¹i cæ ®«ng ®−îc phÐp. Ng−êi n¾m gi÷ cæ ®«ng phæ th«ng cã thÓ biÓu quyÕt t¹i 

§¹i héi cæ ®«ng víi nguyªn lý mét cæ phÇn cã mét phiÕu biÓu quyÕt vµ nhËn cæ 

tøc tõ c«ng ty. Cæ ®«ng n¾m gi÷ trªn 10% tæng sè cæ phÇn phæ th«ng trong thêi 

gian 6 th¸ng liªn tôc th× cæ ®«ng ®ã ®−îc phÐp ®Ò cö ng−êi vµo Héi ®ång qu¶n trÞ 

vµ Ban kiÓm so¸t (nÕu cã). Ng−êi n¾m gi÷ cæ phÇn −u ®·i ®−îc phÐp biÓu quyÕt 

nhiÒu h¬n so víi ng−êi n¾m gi÷ cæ phÇn phæ th«ng. Sè l−îng biÓu quyÕt rÊt linh 

ho¹t vµ ph¶i ®−îc quy ®Þnh râ trong §iÒu lÖ cña c«ng ty. Trõ khi ®−îc uû quyÒn 

cña ChÝnh phñ, cæ ®«ng s¸ng lËp ®−îc quyÒn n¾m gi÷ cæ phÇn −u ®·i sau 3 n¨m 

®¨ng ký kinh doanh t¹i Së KÕt ho¹ch vµ §Çu t−.  

TÊt c¶ c¸c c«ng ty cæ phÇn ®Òu ph¶i cã §¹i héi ®ång cæ ®«ng, Ban gi¸m ®èc 

vµ tæng gi¸m ®èc. BÊt cø mét c«ng ty cæ phÇn nµo cã trªn 11 thµnh viªn ph¶i 

thµnh lËp Ban kiÓm so¸t, thµnh viªn cña Ban kiÓm so¸t kh«ng ph¶i lµ tæng gi¸m 

®èc hoÆc ng−êi cña Ban gi¸m ®èc. TÊt c¶ c¸c c«ng ty cæ phÇn ph¶i ®−îc kiÓm to¸n 

bëi c¸c chuyªn gia kiÓm to¸n ®éc lËp tr−íc khi giao b¸o c¸o tµi chÝnh cho c¸c cæ 

®«ng. Sau mçi m¨m tµi kho¸, b¶n b¸o c¸o tµi chÝnh ®ã ph¶i ®−îc giao nép cho c¬ 

quan thuÕ vµ Së KÕ ho¹ch vµ §Çu t−.  

Gièng nh− c¸c c«ng ty tr¸ch nhiÖm h÷u h¹n, c«ng ty cæ phÇn cã quy m« lín 

h¬n c¸c lo¹i h×nh kh¸c. Thùc tÕ, chØ cã nh−ng doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký lµ c«ng ty cæ 

phÇn míi cã thÓ ph¸t hµnh vµ giao dÞch cæ phÇn trªn thÞ tr−êng. C¸c doanh nghiÖp 

nhµ n−íc ®· vµ ®ang ®−îc t− nh©n ho¸. Trong n¨m 2005, Quèc héi ®· th«ng qua 

luËt míi cho phÐp c¸c chñ doanh nghiÖp n−íc ngoµi thµnh lËp c«ng ty cæ phÇn, 

c«ng ty n−íc ngoµi, tuy nhiªn ph¶i trong nh÷ng ®iÒu kiÖn ®Æc biÖt. 

 

3.3   Quy m« vµ hiÖu qu¶ cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp 

Quy m« cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp ®−îc ®¸nh gi¸ b»ng tæng sè c«ng nh©n vµ 

tæng tµi s¶n víi mét mèi t−¬ng quan gi÷a hai yÕu tè nµy. Sè l−îng lao ®éng trong 

c¸c lo¹i h×nh doanh nghiÖp thÓ hiÖn kh¶ n¨ng vµ quy m« cña doanh nghiÖp.   

HiÖu qu¶ cña doanh nghiÖp ®−îc ®¸nh gi¸ b¨ng c¸c chØ tiªu "doanh thu trªn 

tµi s¶n ROA". ROA lµ chØ sè ®¸nh gi¸ kh¶ n¨ng sinh lîi cña c«ng ty, nã thÓ hiÖn 

hiÖu qu¶ qu¶n lý trong viÖc sö dông tµi s¶n vµ c¸c nguån lùc. §å thÞ 6 cho thÊy chØ 

sè ROA cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp ë c¸c tØnh nghiªn cøu. 

 

 

 



   

 

H×nh 6: Tû lÖ hoµn vèn, 2003 
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   Nguån: Tæng côc Thèng kª 

 

 

3.4   Doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc vµ phi chÝnh thøc 

 

C¸c doanh nghiÖp ®· ®¨ng ký theo LuËt Doanh nghiÖp th× ®−îc gäi lµ "chÝnh 

thøc", trong khi ®ã c¸c hé kinh doanh ®−îc gäi lµ "phi chÝnh thøc".  HiÖn nay, c¸c 

hé kinh doanh ch−a hoµn toµn ®−îc xem lµ lo¹i h×nh kinh doanh phi chÝnh thøc ë 

ViÖt Nam, hä ®−îc ®¨ng ký víi chÝnh quyÒn cÊp huyÖn. HiÖn nay, cã rÊt nhiÒu 

lo¹i h×nh doanh nghiÖp kh«ng chÝnh thøc ë ViÖt Nam. Ch−a cã mét sè liÖu chÝnh 

thøc nµo thèng kª vµ ph©n tÝch ®Çy ®ñ vÒ lÜnh vùc nµy.  

 



   

 

H×nh 7:  Møc ®é chÝnh thøc ho¸ cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp  

 

T− th−¬ng 

 

§¬n vÞ s¶n xuÊt  

 

Hé kinh doanh 

kh«ng cã m· sè 

thuÕ   

 

Hé kinh 

doanh cã m· 

sè thuÕ  

 

C«ng ty (c.ty t− 

nh©n, hîp danh, 

TNHH, hoÆc cty 

cæ phÇn)  

 

Møc ®é chÝnh thøc ho¸ 

 

 

 

Nh−ng quy ®Þnh vÒ viÖc thµnh lËp vµ ho¹t ®éng cña c¸c hé kinh doanh c¸ thÓ  

trong mét sè v¨n b¶n luËt ch−a râ rµng, kh«ng t¸ch b¹ch nh− nh÷ng quy ®Þnh cho 

c¸c lo¹i h×nh doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc ®¨ng ký theo LuËt Doanh nghiÖp. Hé kinh 

doanh c¸ thÓ lµ lo¹i h×nh doanh nghiÖp cã møc ®é chÝnh thøc ho¸ kÐm h¬n so víi 

lo¹i h×nh lµ c«ng ty bëi v× hé kinh doanh c¸ thÓ ®−îc thµnh lËp vµ chÞu sù ®iÓu 

chØnh bëi c¸c quy ®Þnh ë cÊp thÊp h¬n. Trong khi ®ã, môc tiªu cña c¸c quy ®Þnh ë  

mçi ®Þa ph−¬ng mçi kh¸c, rÊt ®a d¹ng. ThËm chÝ c¸c khung quy ®Þnh ®iÒu chØnh 

c¸c ho¹t ®éng cña hé kinh doanh cßn thiÕu tÝnh minh b¹ch h¬n so víi nh÷ng quy 

®Þnh cho c¸c lo¹i h×nh doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc.  

C¸c ho¹t ®éng nghiªn cøu tiÕp theo sÏ tËp trung vµo viÖc m« t¶, ph©n tÝch 

c¸c doanh nghiÖp s¶n xuÊt chÕ biÕn. Bëi v× c¸c sè liÖu vµ th«ng tin sö dông trong 

b¸o c¸o nµy kh«ng chØ dµnh riªng cho lÜnh vùc s¶n xuÊt vµ chÕ biÕn. Tuy nhiªn, 

viÖc ph©n tÝch lÜnh vùc s¶n xuÊt vµ chÕ biÕn vÉn ®−îc thÓ hiÖn trªn mét sè khÝa 

c¹nh sau: C¸c doanh nghiÖp ho¹t ®éng trong lÜnh vùc s¶n xuÊt vµ chÕ biÕn th−êng 

cã nhiÒu t¸c ®éng rÊt lín ®Õn céng ®ång ®Þa ph−¬ng h¬n c¸c lo¹i h×nh doanh 

nghiÖp kh¸c. Hä sö dông nhiÒu lao ®éng ®Þa ph−¬ng, thËm chÝ ngay c¶ lùc l−îng 

lao ®éng tr×nh ®é thÊp, t¹o viÖc lµm cho ng−êi d©n. Nh−ng bªn c¹nh ®ã, nã còng 

t¹o ra sù « nhiÔm m«i tr−êng cho ®Þa ph−¬ng. 

 



   

 

 

 

 

Quy m« vèn ®Çu t− vµ tµi s¶n h÷u h×nh cña hä gióp hä dÔ dµnh h¬n trong 

viÖc ho¹ch to¸n vµ qu¶n lý.  Sè l−îng doanh nghiÖp s¶n xuÊt vµ chÕ biÕn vÉn cßn 

trong khu vùc hé kinh doanh kh«ng chÝnh thøc cã thÓ lµ nh÷ng chØ b¸o vÒ tiÕn ®é 

chÝnh thøc ho¸ cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp ë c¸c tØnh. 

 

 

3.5   §Çu t− trùc tiÕp n−íc ngoµi 

Quy m« cña vèn ®Çu t− trùc tiÕp n−íc ngoµi (FDI) cña tØnh cã thÓ thÓ hiÖn 

nh− mét th−íc ®o ®¸nh gi¸ n¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh cÊp tØnh trong mét giai ®o¹n nhÊt 

®Þnh nµo ®ã. Nh©n tè t¹o ra t¹o ra thu hót vèn ®Çu t− n−íc ngoµi t−¬ng tù nh− 

nh÷ng nh©n tè t¹o ra sù c¹nh tranh. KÕt qu¶ thu hót FDI nh− mét tÝn hiÖu thÓ hiÖn 

râ nh÷ng ®Æc ®iÓm cña nÒn kinh tÕ, lµ ®éng lùc gãp phÇn t¨ng tr−ëng kinh tÕ.  

Nh×n l¹i kho¶ng thêi gian thËp niªn võa qua, Hµ Néi vµ Tp. Hå ChÝ Minh lµ 

nh÷ng n¬i chÝnh thu hót rÊt nhiÒu c¸c dßng ®Çu t− khi ®Çu t− vµo ViÖt Nam. Do cã 

sù t¸c ®éng cña vèn ®Çu t− n−íc ngoµi t−¬ng ®èi tËp trung nªn c¸c vïng nµy ®· trë 

thµnh vïng träng ®iÓm cña c¶ n−íc. Ngoµi hai vïng nãi trªn, sè liÖu ë B¶ng 3 cho 

thÊy, hiÖn nay cã thªm mét sè vïng còng ®· næi lªn trong viÖc thu hót vèn ®Çu t− 

n−íc ngoµi vµo ViÖt Nam. 

Tuy sè liÖu cuèi cïng vµ hoµn chØnh cho c¸c giai ®o¹n nghiªn cøu ch−a hoµn 

tÊt, nh−ng mét ®iÒu thó vÞ cho thÊt r»ng kh¶ n¨ng thu hót vèn ®Çu t− n−íc ngoµi 

cña Thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh ®· gi¶m dÇn trong giai ®o¹n, trong khi ®ã rÊt nhiÒu 

c¸c tØnh kh¸c trõ Qu¶ng Nam kh¶ n¨ng thu hót vèn ®Çu t− n−íc ngoµi ngµy cµng  

t¨ng lªn. Sù ph¸t triÓn nµy cho thÊy thùc tÕ c¸c tØnh l©n cËn ®ang trë nªn ngµy 

cµng th«ng tho¸ng h¬n vµ s¼n sµng t¹o nªn mét m«i tr−êng ®Çu t− cã lîi h¬n cho 

c¸c doanh nghiÖp.  

  

 



   

 

B¶ng 3: Tû träng FDI  ë mét sè ®Þa ph−¬ng 

 
Trung b×nh giai ®o¹n  

1998-2002 
Trung b×nh giai ®o¹n     

2002-04 

Hµ Néi 10.9%  

H¶i Phßng  1.3% 5.0% 

Hµ T©y 0.3% 0.4% 

Phó Thä 0.2%  

NghÖ An 0.1% 0.5% 

Qu¶ng Nam 0.6% 0.4% 

Kh¸nh Hßa 0.9% 11.8% 

L©m §ång 6.9%  

Tp. HCM 20.6% 13.0% 

Long An 1.8%  

FDI cam kÕt                   
(trung b×nh hµng n¨m) 2.1 tû USD 3.2 tû USD 

 Source: GSO and MPI 

 
 

3.6  ChØ sè n¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh cÊp tØnh  

 

N¨m 2005 vµ 2006, Phßng C«ng nghiÖp vµ Th−¬ng m¹i ViÖt Nam (VCCI) 

®· c«ng bè kÕt qu¶ ®¸nh gi¸ n¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh cÊp tØnh. ViÖc ®¸nh gi¸ n¨ng lùc 

c¹nh tranh cÊp tØnh ®−îc thùc hiÖn b»ng viÖc cho ®iÓm mét lo¹i c¸c chØ sè ®−îc 

thiÕt kÕ tr−íc nã ph¶n ¸nh n¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh cña rÊt nhiÒu ®Þa ph−¬ng kh¸c nhau 

trong c¶ n−íc. ChØ sè nµy cã thÓ gi¶i thÝch cho viÖc t¹i sao mét sè vïng trong n−íc 

l¹i cã sù ®æi míi tèt h¬n so víi c¸c vïng kh¸c trong viÖc t¹o ®éng lùc vµ t¨ng 

tr−ëng cho khu vùc kinh tÕ t− nh©n. ChØ sè n¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh ®· t¸ch biÖt c¸c t¸c 

®éng ¶nh h−ëng ®Õn sù t¨ng tr−¬ng g©y nªn bëi c¸c ®iÒu kiÖn ban ®Çu (nh− vÞ trÝ 

®Þa lý, c¸c vÊn ®Ò liªn quan ®Õn tiÒn tÖ) vµ c¸c t¸c nh©n chËm thay ®æi (c¬ së h¹ 

tÇng vµ nguån nh©n lùc).  

 



   

 

 

Sù thay ®æi trong bé chØ sè n¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh trong tõng chØ tiªu ®· t¹o nªn mét 

mét bé chØ sè tæng hîp, bé sè nµy cã thÓ so s¸nh gi÷a c¸c tØnh víi nhau qua tõng 

giai ®o¹n (xem B¶ng 4). C¸c chØ tiªu ®¸nh gi¸ n¨m 2006 lµ kh«ng hoµn toµn gièng 

nhau víi n¨m 2005, sù thay ®æi vµ sù c¶i thiÖn ®−îc thùc hiÖn trªn c¬ së kinh 

nghiÖm vµ sù ph¶n håi tõ nh÷ng nghiªn cøu liªn quan ®· ®−îc triÓn khai n¨m 

2005.4 §iÒu nµy cã nghÜa lµ ph¶i rÊt thËn träng khi so s¸nh c¸c chØ tiªu gi÷a hai 

n¨m víi nhau. Trong khi c¸c chØ tiªu ch−a thùc sù thèng nhÊt, hä xÕp h¹ng vµ cho 

®iÓm c¸c tØnh trong ph¹m vi tÊt c¶ c¸c lÜnh vùc trong c¶ 2 n¨m. Môc tiªu cña viÖc 

xÕp h¹ng n¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh lµ t¹o nªn mét bøc tranh nãi lªn sù kh¸c nhau gi÷a 

c¸c tØnh trong viÖc qu¶n lý nhµ n−íc vÒ kinh tÕ -  mét viÖc cã ý nghÜa cho t¨ng 

tr−ëng kinh tÕ vµ sù n¨ng ®éng cña khu vùc doanh nghiÖp. 

                                                 
4 Tham kh¶o thªm N¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh ViÖt Nam (VNCI, 2006) ®Ó biÕt thªm sù kh¸c nhau gi÷a hai n¨m. 



   

 

B¶ng 4: PhÇn tr¨m thay ®æi trong chØ sè n¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh cÊp tØnh, 2005-2006 

 Hµ 
Néi 

H¶i 
Phßng

Hµ 
T©y 

NghÖ 
An 

Qu¶ng 
Nam 

Kh¸nh 
Hßa 

TP 
HMC 

Long 
An 

Chi phÝ gia nhËp  -21 5 43 10 25 32 13 9 

TiÕp cËn ®Êt ®ai -31 -21 34 33 -11 -12 -39 11 

TÝnh minh b¹ch vµ tiÕp cËn 
th«ng tin 

36 7 48 4 -5 81 25 3 

Chi phÝ thêi gian -23 -31 -30 -22 -17 -2 -22 -38 

Chi phÝ kh«ng chÝnh thøc 31 -8 -26 1 5 1 78 -18 

C¸c xu h−íng cña doanh 
nghiÖp Nhµ n−íc (M«i 
tr−êng c¹nh tranh) 

-18 -2 57 2 18 9 1 13 

TÝnh n¨ng ®éng cña l·nh ®¹o 
tØnh  

-32 -29 111 -16 -6 -9 1 -5 

ChÝnh s¸ch ph¸t triÓn lÜnh 
vùc t− nh©n 

-21 -6 10 -26 -25 20 53 9 

Trong sè PCI  
-17 

 
-16 

 
5 

 
-9 

 
-6 

 
2 

 
6 

 
-14 

         

Tû lÖ so s¸nh víi tØnh tèt 
nhÊt n¨m 2005  

0.79 0.77 0.51 0.78 0.78 0.70 0.60 0.76 

Tû lÖ so s¸nh víi tØnh tèt 
nhÊt n¨m 2006 

0.66 0.66 0.53 0.71 0.74 0.73 0.83 0.66 

Nguån: VNCI (2005), VNCI (2006) vµ tÝnh to¸n cña t¸c gi¶ 
Chó ý: C¸c chØ sè n¨m 2005 vµ n¨m 2006 lµ kh«ng hoµn toµn ®ång nhÊt, v× thÕ cã nh÷ng thay ®æi gi÷a 2 n¨m.  

 

ViÖc ®¸nh gi¸ chi tiÕt cña c¸c tØnh sÏ ®−îc th¶o luËn trong c¸c phÇn tiÕp 

theo cña b¸o c¸o, mét sè quan s¸t chung chung vÒ mèi t−¬ng quan gi÷a c¸c nhãm 

®−îc rót ra nh− sau: Thµnh phè Hµ Néi ®−îc xem nh− thø h¹ng trong n¨ng lùc 

c¹nh tranh gi¶m m¹nh nhÊt, trong khi Thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh l¹i cã nh÷ng c¶i 

thiÖn ®¸ng kÓ trong viÖc t¹o n¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh. C¸c tØnh vµ thµnh phè kh¸c, trõ 

Hµ Néi ®· t¹o ra sù tiÕn bé lín trong lÜnh vùc "gia nhËp" b»ng c¸ch rót gän vµ  

®¬n gi¶n ho¸ thñ tôc ®ang ký kinh doanh. Ngo¹i trõ Qu¶ng Nam, sù c¶i thiÖn n¨ng 

lùc c¹nh tranh ë c¸c tØnh lµ lµ viÖc c¶i thiÖn "tÝnh Minh b¹ch". Ph−¬ng h−íng 

chung rÊt râ rµng ë c¸c tØnh lµ c¶i thiÖn m«i tr−êng kinh doanh vµ gi¶m dÇn c¸c 

doanh nghiÖp nhµ n−íc.  

 



   

 

3.7   Më réng thÞ tr−êng  

 

VÊn ®Ò më réng thÞ tr−êng vµ gia nhËp thÞ tr−êng th−¬ng m¹i quèc tÕ còng lµ 

mét trong nh÷ng chØ sè thÓ hiÖn n¨ng lùc canh tr¹nh vµ c¸c c¬ héi ®Ó thÓ hiÖn cña 

lÜnh vùc th−¬ng mai t− nh©n vµ kh¶ n¨ng vËn hµnh cña hä trong thÞ tr−êng th−¬ng 

m¹i quèc tÕ. ViÖc tiÕp cËn c¸c ®Çu vµo cña s¶n xuÊt vµ tiÕp cËn víi thÞ tr−êng xuÊt 

khÈu ®· trë nªn kh«ng cã sù t¸ch biÖt trong trong khèi doanh nghiÖp n¨ng ®éng. 

NÕu sù kÕt hîp vµ ®iÒu chØnh gi÷a gi¸ trÞ xuÊt khÈu vµ nhËp khÊu cã liªn 

quan ®Õn quy m« cña nÒn kinh tÕ, th× ViÖt Nam ®−îc ®¸nh gi¸ nh− mét nÒn kinh 

tÕ rÊt n¨ng ®éng vµ më cöa. N¨m 2005, gi¸ trÞ th−¬ng m¹i cña ViÖt Nam ®· v−ît 

qua c¶ gi¸ gi¸ trÞ do dÞch vô vµ hµng ho¸ t¹o nªn.   

C¸c ho¹t ®éng th−¬ng m¹i cña ViÖt Nam phÇn lín tËp trung ë c¸c vïng 

thuéc Thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh, Hµ Néi vµ khu vùc H¶i Phßng (xem B¶ng 5). NÕu 

kÕt hîp c¶ víi gi¸ trÞ cña ho¹t ®éng th−¬ng m¹i quèc thÕ, gi¸ trÞ th−¬ng m¹i cña 

Hµ Néi vµ Thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh gÇn b»ng hai phÇn ba cña toµn bé gi¸ trÞ 

th−¬ng m¹i quèc tÕ cña ViÖt Nam.  



   

 

Table 5: T×nh h×nh th−¬ng m¹i mét sè tØnh nghiªn cøu, 2005 

  Gi¸ trÞnh th−¬ng 

m¹i trong GDP cña 

tØnh  

Tû träng trong tæng 

th−¬ng m¹i quèc tÕ 

Hµ Néi 247% 18.90% 

H¶i Phßng 132% 3.30% 

Hµ T©y 29% 0.50% 

Phó Thä 49% 0.40% 

NghÖ An 17% 0.30% 

Qu¶ng Nam 18% 0.20% 

Kh¸nh Hßa 74% 1.10% 

L©m §ång 11% 0.10% 

Tp. HCM 197% 44.30% 

Long An 65% 0.90% 

Toµn quèc 115% 100.00% 

 Source: GSO. 



   

 

 

4   T×nh h×nh chung c¸c tØnh nghiªn cøu 
 
 

PhÇn lín sè liÖu sö dông trong b¸o nµy lµ ®−îc lÊy tõ c¸c b¸o c¸o chÝnh thøc  

cña c¸c c¬ quan Nµ n−íc, bao gåm c¶ sè liÖu ®iÒu tra hé vµ ®iÒu tra doanh nghiÖp 

cña Tæng côc Thèng kª. Ngoµi ra, nguån sè liÖu cßn ®−îc lÊy tõ 2 c¬ quan trùc 

thuéc Bé KÕ ho¹ch vµ §Çu t−, ®ã lµ ViÖn Nghiªn cøu Qu¶n lý Kinh tÕ Trung −¬ng 

vµ Côc ph¸t triÓn Doanh nghiÖp võa vµ nhá. 

Mét khã kh¨n trong nghiªn cøu lµ viÖc tiÕp cËn nguån sè liÖu vµ chÊt l−îng 

sè liÖu. Sù kh«ng t−¬ng thÝch cña sè liÖu cã ®−îc tõ c¸c c¬ quan chÝnh quyÒn c¸c 

cÊp víi sè liÖu tõ tµi kho¶n quèc gia ®· lµ mét thö th¸ch trong nghiªn cøu. §Ó cã 

®−îc sè liÖu cã tÝnh nhÊt qu¸n vµ møc ®é tin cËy cao h¬n th× cÇn ph¶i cã nh÷ng 

d·y sè thêi gian dµi vµ chi tiÕt. VÊn ®Ò nµy th−êng gÆp nhiÒu khã kh¨n h¬n ë cÊp 

tØnh. 

Khi chóng ta m¾c ph¶i sai lÇm v× qu¸ c©n nh¾c ®Ó ®¹t møc an toµn trong viÖc  

chän c¸c nguån sè liÖu, th× ý kiÕn cña ng−êi ®äc sÏ cho chóng ta thªm c¬ së ®Ó ®i 

®Õn lùa chän chÊt l−îng nguån th«ng tin. Nh÷ng kÕt qu¶ tr×nh bµy phÇn sau sÏ thÓ 

hiÖn nh÷ng nhËn ®Þnh vµ ®¸nh gi¸ sù kh¸c nhau trong c¸c ®Þa ph−¬ng nghiªn cøu.  

B¸o c¸o nµy ch−a ph¶i lµ b¸o c¸o cuèi cïng, ch−a hoµn thiÖn nªn chóng ta 

vÉn cã thÓ bæ sung nh÷ng sè liÖu cËp nhËt vµ tæng hîp s½n cã. B¸o c¸o nµy cung 

cÊp nh÷ng th«ng tin c¬ b¶n theo mét trËt tù nhÊt ®Þnh dïng ®Ó ®¸nh gi¸ nh÷ng ®Æc 

®iÓm cña c¸c tØnh kh¸c nhau thuéc ®Þa ban nghiªn cøu. 



   

 

 

4.1   Hµ Néi 

 
 

Mét sè th«ng tin chung vÒ Hµ Néi 
 

 Hanoi National 

Tæng d©n sè  (2004) 3,000,700 82,032,300 

GDP ®Çu ng−êi, US$ (2004) 1.182 554 

Møc t¨ng GDP, % (2001-2004)  9.0 9.0 

Tû lÖ nghÌo, % (2004)   5.4* 24 

Tuæi thä trung b×nh  78 70 

Møc ®« thÞ ho¸, % (2004) 58 26 

Sè doanh nghiÖp ®· ®¨ng ký 2000-2003 9,605 53,916 

Nguån: Sè liÖu ®· c«ng bè chÝnh thøc vµ nh÷ng tÝnh to¸n cña t¸c gi¶ dùa trªn sè 
liÖu n¨m 2002. 

 



   

 

Tãm t¾t: Hµ Néi kh«ng chØ lµ trung t©m chÝnh trÞ cña ®Êt n−íc, mµ cßn lµ 

®éng lùc thóc ®Èy t¨ng tr−ëng kinh tÕ cña ViÖt Nam. Quy m« khu vùc t− nh©n ë 

Hµ Néi vµ c¸c tØnh l©n cËn lµm tèt.   

LÜnh vùc th−¬ng m¹i t− nh©n ë Hµ Néi vµ c¸c tØnh l©n cËn thùc hiÖn tèt, chØ 

sau c¸c trung t©m th−¬ng m¹i phÝa Nam vµ Thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh. Cã lÏ kh«ng 

cã g× lµ ng¹c nhiªn, Thñ ®« ®· thµnh c«ng trong viÖc thu hót c¸c dßng vèn ®Çu t− 

n−íc ngoµi hµng n¨m vµo ViÖt Nam. Nh−ng trong khi thµnh phè ®ang lµ mét 

trong c¸c tØnh ®−îc c¸c nhµ ®Çu t− n−íc ngoµi mong muèn ®Çu t− (®iÒu nµy ®−îc 

thÓ hiÖn th«ng qua viÖc gia t¨ng tû träng trong tæng dßng ®Çu t− n−íc ngoµi vµo 

ViÖt Nam) th× ho¹t ®éng th−¬ng m¹i néi ®Þa l¹i cã phÇn kÐm h¬n. N¨m ngo¸i, Hµ 

Néi ®· bÞ tôt h¹ng xuèng mÊy bËc trong b¶ng ®¸nh gi¸ n¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh cÊp 

tØnh. 

 

D©n sè: N¨m 2004, Theo th«ng b¸o chÝnh thøc, thµnh phè Hµ Néi cã d©n sè 

kho¶ng 3 triÖu ng−êi. Con sè nµy cã lÏ thÊp h¬n so víi thùc tÕ, bëi v× dßng lao 

®éng di tró kh«ng ®−îc ghi nhËn trong thèng kª chÝnh thèng. Lùc l−îng lao ®éng 

di tró ®· trë nªn mét ®Æc tÝnh ®¸ng chó ý cña c¸c trung t©m ®« thÞ hiÖn nay ë ViÖt 

Nam. Møc t¨ng d©n sè trung b×nh giai ®o¹n 1993 - 2000 lµ 2,47%. Con sè nµy lín 

gÊp ®«i so víi trung b×nh chung cña c¶ n−íc lµ 1,4% trong cïng giai ®o¹n. Ng−êi 

d©n téc thiÓu sè chiÕm kho¶ng 1 phÇn tr¨m trong tæng d©n sè, trong khi trong c¶ 

n−íc tû lÖ nµy lµ 14%. 

Víi tæng diÖn tÝch lµ 920 km2, Hµ Néi lµ rÊt nhá vÒ mÆt ®Þa lý nh−ng mËt ®é 

d©n sè l¹i rÊt ®«ng. Tû lÖ ®« thÞ ho¸ ë Hµ Néi lµ 58% ®øng ®Çu b¶ng chØ sau 

Thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh - trung t©m th−¬ng m¹i cña ®Êt n−íc. LÜnh vùc n«ng 

nghiÖp chØ ®ãng gãp ®−îc kho¶ng 2% trong GDP. 

   

Thu nhËp vµ nghÌo ®ãi: Hµ Néi lµ mét trong c¸c tØnh giµu nhÊt cña ®Êt 

n−íc, víi thu nhËp trung b×nh ®Çu ng−êi lµ 1.182 USD - cao gÊp ®«i so víi trung 

b×nh chung c¶ n−íc. Møc t¨ng thu nhËp b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi ®¹t tû lÖ trung b×nh 

n¨m lµ 5,3% trong giai ®o¹n 1997 -2002. Theo mét sè c«ng bè kh¸c, møc thu 

nhËp giai ®o¹n 2002 - 2005 ®· v−ît xa so víi giai ®o¹n 1997 - 2002. §©y lµ con sè 

rÊt Ên t−îng so víi bÊt kú chuÈn mùc nµo. 



   

 

C¬ së h¹ tÇng: TÊt c¶ c¸c x·, ph−¬ng cña Hµ Néi  ®Òu ®−îc cung cÊp ®iÖn.  

Tû lÖ nµy ®¹t 100% so víi tû lÖ chung cña c¶ n−íc lµ 77%. GÇn nh− tÊt c¶ c¸c 

ph−êng, x· ë Hµ Néi ®Òu ®−îc cøng ho¸ ®−êng giao th«ng (kho¶ng 99,2%). 

 

Nguån nh©n lùc: Tuæi thä trung b×nh cña ng−êi d©n Hµ Néi lµ kho¶ng 78 

tuæi. Møc thä nµy cao h¬n so víi tuæi thä trung b×nh cña c¶ n−íc, tuæi thä trung 

b×nh chung cña c¶ n−íc lµ 70 tuæi. §iÒu ®ã rÊt tèt, ®Æc biÖt so víi c¸c n−íc cã thu 

nhËp thÊp. Theo sè liÖu cña ®ît tæng ®iÒu tra d©n sè n¨m 1999, tû lÖ tö vong ë trÎ 

s¬ sinh t¹i thñ ®« lµ thùc sù thÊp, chØ kho¶ng 1% (10 trÎ bÞ chÕt trªn 1000 ®øa trÎ 

sèng). Tû lÖ nµy thÊp so víi trung b×nh chung c¶ n−íc, tû lÖ trung b×nh chung c¶ 

n−íc lµ 2% (20 ®øa trÎ bÞ tö vong trªn 1000 trÎ sèng). 

Tû lÖ biÕt ch÷ trong tæng d©n sè tõ 15 tuæi trë lªn lµ 97%. Sè liÖu nµy cao 

h¬n so víi trung b×nh chung c¶ n−íc, trung b×nh chung c¶ n−íc lµ 88%.  

TÊt c¶ c¸c x·, ph−êng ®Òu cã Ýt nhÊt 1 tr−êng trung häc cë së. Tû lÖ chñ 

doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n cã tr×nh ®é cao ®¼ng trë lªn chiÕm kho¶ng 3,5% so víi tæng 

sè c¸c chñ doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n trong thµnh phè, tû lÖ nµy cao h¬n so víi trung 

b×nh chung c¶ n−íc. 

 

LÜnh vùc doanh nghiÖp: Trong n¨m 2004, kho¶ng 1 phÇn t− tæng sè vèn 

cña tÊt c¶ c¸c doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc ë ViÖt Nam ®· ®¨ng ký t¹i Hµ Néi.5 Trong 

kho¶ng sau 3 n¨m thùc hiÖn LuËt Doanh nghiÖp n¨m 2000, cã kho¶ng trªn 9000 

doanh nghiÖp ®−îc ®¨ng ký, tøc kho¶ng 150 doanh nghiÖp ®−îc ®¨ng ký trong 

mét th¸ng. C¸c doanh nghiÖp nµy cã tæng sè vèn ®¨ng ký kho¶ng 830 triÖu USD. 

§iÒu ®ã còng thÓ hiÖn mét tû lÖ kh¸ thó vÞ ®ã lµ cø kho¶ng 296 ng−êi Hµ Néi th× 

cã mét doanh nghiÖp ®−îc thµnh lËp vµ kho¶ng 222 ng−êi Hµ Néi cã 1 tû ®ång 

vèn ph¸p ®Þnh ®−îc ®¨ng ký vµo cuèi n¨m 2003. Sè l−îng doanh nghiÖp ®· ®¨ng 

ký trong vßng 2 n¨m gÇn ®©y, ®· t¨ng kho¶ng 600 doanh nghiÖp/th¸ng (cuèi n¨m 

2005). §iÒu ®ã cã nghÜa cø 96 ng−êi Hµ Néi sÏ cã doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký vµ chØ 

kho¶ng 46 ng−êi Hµ Néi sÏ cã 1 tû ®ång vèn  ph¸p ®Þnh ®−îc ®¨ng ký. 

 

                                                 
5 Sè liÖu chÝnh thøc võa c«ng bè gÇn ®©y nhÊt th× cã kho¶ng 31.000 doanh nghiÖp ®· ®¨ng ký tÝnh ®Õn th¸ng 
M−êi mét n¨m 2005. ThËt tiÕc, kh«ng thÓ so s¸nh chØ tiªu nµy víi c¸c tØnh kh¸c vµ c¶ n−íc. V× thÕ, mét sè phÇn 
sau trong b¸o c¸o sÏ bÞ giíi h¹n trong viÖc m« t¶ tØ mØ c¸c doanh nghiÖp ®−îc ®−îc thµnh sau 3 n¨m ®Çu thùc 
hiÖn LuËt doanh nghiÖp n¨m 2000. 



   

 

TÝnh ®Õn n¨m 2003, c¸c doanh nhiÖp ®· ®¨ng ký ®−îc kho¶ng trªn d−íi 2 

n¨m ®· t¨ng gÊp 4 - 5 lÇn so víi n¨m 1998. PhÇn lín c¸c doanh nghiÖp ®· ®¨ng ký 

lµ doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n vµ c«ng ty tr¸ch nhiÖm h÷u h¹n.  

ViÖc t− nh©n ho¸ c¸c doanh nghiÖp Nhµ n−íc b»ng viÖc chuyÓn sang ho¹t 

®éng theo c«ng ty cæ phÇn theo mét sè quyÕt ®Þnh cña ChÝnh phñ ®· t¨ng rÊt 

nhanh sau 3 n¨m ®Çu thùc hiÖn LuËt Doanh nghiÖp.  

T¹i Hµ Néi, tû lÖ doanh nghiÖp s¶n xuÊt vµ chÕ biÕn chÝnh thøc so víi tæng 

c¸c doanh nghiÖp thuéc lÜnh vùc s¶n xuÊt vµ chÕ biÕn, bao gåm c¶ hé kinh doanh 

chiÕm kho¶ng 10% trong n¨m 2003. Tû lÖ nµy ë Thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh vµ B×nh 

D−¬ng lµ 9% trong cïng thêi kú. So víi tû lÖ chung cña c¶ n−íc, tû lÖ nµy lµ rÊt 

cao, tû lÖ trung b×nh chung cña c¶ n−íc chØ 3%. 

N¨m 2003, khèi doanh nghiÖp s¶n xuÊt vµ chÕ biÕn t− nh©n ®· t¹o ra kho¶ng 

190.000 ng−êi cã viÖc lµm, khèi doanh nghiÖp s¶n xuÊt, chÕ biÕn vµ c«ng nghiÖp 

Nhµ n−íc ®· t¹o ra 380.000 ng−êi cã viÖc lµm. T¹i thµnh Phè Hå ChÝ Minh, t×nh 

h×nh l¹i ng−îc l¹i, lÜnh vùc s¶n xuÊt vµ chÕ biÕn cña Nhµ n−íc l¹i t¹o ra c«ng ¨n 

viÖc lµm Ýt h¬n so víi khu vùc s¶n xuÊt vµ chÕ biÕn t− nh©n. 

 

N¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh: Trong giai ®o¹n 1998-2002, Hµ Néi ®· qu¶n lý 

kho¶ng 11% trong tæng sè vèn FDI vµo ViÖt Nam. N¨m 2005, Hµ Néi lµ mét ®Þa 

ph−¬ng trong nhãm ®Çu thu hót c¸c nhµ ®Çu t− n−íc ngoµi. §iÒu ®ã ph¶n ¸nh m«i 

tr−êng kinh doanh ë Hµ Néi lµ tèt vµ lµ n¬i th−¬ng m¹i  ph¸t triÓn. Tuy nhiªn, 

trong ®¸nh gi¸ cña Phßng C«ng nghiÖp vµ Th−¬ng m¹i ViÖt nam, n¨ng lùc c¹nh 

tranh cña Hµ Néi bÞ tôt mÊt 8 bËc, tõ 79 ®iÓm xuèng cßn 66 ®iÓm. §iÒu ®ã cho 

thÊy, Hµ Néi ®· cã thÓ lµm tèt h¬n n÷a nÕu cã sù c¶i thiÖn cung c¸ch qu¶n lý.  

N¨m 2002, Hµ Néi ®· ®ãng gãp 1 phÇn 5 trong tæng gi¸ trÞ th−¬ng m¹i quèc 

tÕ cña ViÖt Nam sau khi c©n ®èi gi¸ trÞ xuÊt nhËp khÈu. 

 



   

 

 

4.2   H¶i Phßng 

 
 
 

Mét sè th«ng tin chung vÒ H¶i Phßng 
 

 H¶i Phßng Toµn quèc 

Tæng d©n sè  (2004) 1,754,100 82,032,300 

GDP b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi, USD (2004) 815 554 

Tû lÖ t¨ng GDP, % (2001-2004)    5.4* 9.0 

Tû lÖ nghÌo, %  (2004) 12 24 

Tuæi thä trung b×nh 74 70 

Møc ®é ®« thÞ ho¸, %  (2004) 37 26 

Doanh nghiÖp ®· ®¨ng ký 2000-2003 1,616 53,916 

Nguån: C¸c sè liÖu ®· c«ng bè chÝnh thøc vµ tÝnh to¸n c¸ nh©n. * dùa trªn sè liÖu 

n¨m 1997-2002. 



   

 

S¬ l−îc: H¶i Phßng cã nh÷ng ®iÒu kiÖn nÒn t¶ng t−¬ng ®èi tèt cho t¨ng 

tr−ëng bÒn v÷ng. LÜnh vùc doanh nghiÖp ngoµi quèc doanh rÊt m¹nh. RÊt ng¹c 

nhiªn lµ tû lÖ c¸c doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc ë H¶i Phßng lµ thÊp. Kh¶ n¨ng thu hót 

FDI t−¬ng ®èi thÊp, ®iÒu ®ã cho thÊy m«i tr−êng kinh doanh ch−a thuËn lîi, ch−a 

th«ng tho¸ng. NhiÖm vô chÝnh ®ang ®Æt ra víi c¸c nhµ lµm luËt vµ chÝnh s¸ch lµ 

c¹i thiÖn m«i tr−êng kinh doanh ë H¶i Phßng. 

 

D©n sè: N¨m 2003, tæng d©n sè H¶i Phßng lµ gÇn 1,8 triÖu ng−êi. Tû lÖ t¨ng 

d©n sè trung b×nh giai ®o¹n 1993 - 2000 lµ 1%. Con sè nµy thÊp so víi trung b×nh 

chung c¶ n−íc, trung b×nh chung c¶ n−íc lµ 1,4% trong cïng kú. HÇu nh− kh«ng 

cã d©n téc thiÓu sè ë H¶i Phßng - trong 1000 ng−êi kinh míi cã 1 ng−êi d©n téc 

thiÓu sè, so víi c¶ n−íc lµ 14%. 

Víi tæng diÖn tÝch lµ 1.518 km2, H¶i Phßng gÇn nh− lµ mét thµnh phè nhá so 

víi c¸c ®Þa ph−¬ng kh¸c ë ViÖt Nam. Cã kho¶ng mét phÇn ba d©n sè sèng ë vïng 

®« thÞ, trung b×nh chung c¶ n−íc lµ kho¶ng 1 phÇn t− d©n sè sinh sèng ë c¸c vïng 

®« thÞ. N¨m 2000, lÜnh vùc ®ãng gãp kho¶ng 16% trong GDP cña thµnh phè. 

 

Thu nhËp vµ nghÌo ®ãi: Víi sè liÖu c«ng bè chÝnh thøc, GDP trªn ®Çu 

ng−êi lµ 815 USD, H¶i Phßng ®−îc ®¸nh gi¸ lµ mét trong nh÷ng ®Þa ph−¬ng giµu 

nhÊt ë ViÖt Nam. Tû lÖ GDP trªn ®Çu ng−êi t¨ng trung b×nh n¨m lµ 5,4% trong 

giai ®o¹n 1997 - 2002, t¨ng nhanh trong mét sè n¨m gÇn ®©y. Giai ®o¹n 1997 - 

2002, tû lÖ nghÌo ®· gi¶m, møc gi¶m tõ 29% xuèng cßn 12%. 

T¨ng tr−ëng kinh tÕ ë H¶i Phßng rÊt toµn diÖn, ®iÒu ®ã rÊt cã Ých trong viÖc 

gi¶m nghÌo. §é co gi·n gi÷a gi¶m nghÌo vµ t¨ng tr−ëng kinh tÕ ®· ®−îc tr×nh bµy 

ë phÇn 3.2. 

 

C¬ së h¹ tÇng: Tû lÖ hé sö dông ®iÖn ë H¶i Phßng lµ cao, kho¶ng 97.5% sè 

hé trong c¸c ph−êng, x· ®· cã ®iÖn. Tû lÖ nµy cña c¶ n−íc lµ 77%. Tû lÖ sè x·, 

ph−êng cña H¶i Phßng cã ®−êng xe «t« ch¹y lµ 99.4%. 

Kho¶ng 108 km ®−êng nèi tõ Hµ Néi tíi H¶i Phßng t−¬ng ®èi tèt, xe cã thÓ 

ch¹y víi vËn tèc cao. Con ®−êng nµy ®−îc x©y dùng nhê mét phÇn vèn ®Çu t− cña 

c¸c nhµ tµi trî. Ngoµi ®−êng bé, hÖ thèng ®−êng s¾t t−¬ng ®èi tèt còng ®· nèi gi÷a 

hai thµnh phè nµy. 



   

 

 

Nguån nh©n lùc: Tuæi thä trung b×nh cña ng−êi H¶i Phßng ®¹t 74. Tuæi thä 

nµy cao h¬n so víi trung b×nh chung cña c¶ n−íc, trung b×nh chung cña c¶ n−íc lµ 

70 n¨m, ®iÒu nµy rÊt tèt so víi c¸c n−íc thu nhËp thÊp. Theo sè liÖu cña ®ît tæng 

®iÒu tra d©n sè n¨m 1999, tû lÖ tö vong ë trÎ s¬ sinh lµ 2,8% (tøc lµ cã 20,8 trÎ bÞ 

chÕt trong tæng sè 1000 trÎ sèng). Tû lÖ nµy t−¬ng ®−¬ng víi tû lÖ trung b×nh 

chung cña c¶ n−íc (c¶ n−íc lµ 2%). 

Tû lÖ biÕt ch÷ trong tæng d©n sè tõ 15 tuæi trë lªn lµ 95%. Tû lÖ nµy cao h¬n 

so víi trung b×nh chung c¶ n−íc, c¶ n−íc lµ 88%. Cã tíi 98,7% sè x·, ph−êng cña 

H¶i Phßng cã Ýt nhÊt mét tr−êng trung häc c¬ së. Tû lÖ chñ doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n 

cã tr×nh ®é cao ®¼ng trë lªn lµ 1,4% so víi tæng doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n, tû lÖ nµy 

t−¬ng ®−¬ng víi tû lÖ trung b×nh chung cña c¶ n−íc. 

 

LÜnh vùc doanh nghiÖp: Trong kho¶ng 3 n¨m sau khi thùc hiÖn LuËt 

Doanh nghiÖp n¨m 2000, cã h¬n 1.600 doanh nghiÖp ®· ®¨ng ký. Nh÷ng doanh 

nghiÖp nµy cã tæng sè vèn ph¸p ®Þnh kho¶ng 390 triÖu USD. Trong n¨m 2003, cã 

11% doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc ë ViÖt Nam ®¨ng ký t¹i H¶i Phßng. §iÒu ®ã cã thÓ 

suy ra r»ng, cø 1.059 ng−êi H¶i Phßng th× cã 1 doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký; vµ cø 

kho¶ng 302 ng−êi th× cã 1 tû ®ång vèn ph¸p ®Þnh míi ®−îc ®¨ng ký. §Õn n¨m 

2005, tû lÖ d©n sè trªn tæng tæng doanh nghiÖp ®· thay ®æi gi¶m, kho¶ng 307 

ng−êi/1 doanh nghiÖp; vµ còng t−¬ng tù, chØ cßn cã kho¶ng 120 ng−êi/ 1 tû vèn 

ph¸p ®Þnh ®¨ng ký. 

Trong gi÷a giai ®o¹n 1998 vµ 2002, sè doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n ë H¶i Phßng 

ho¹t ®éng trong lÜnh vùc s¶n xuÊt vµ chÕ biÕn t¨ng lªn 49%.  ViÖc t− nh©n ho¸ c¸c 

doanh nghiÖp Nhµ n−íc sang c«ng ty cæ phÇn theo mét sè quyÕt ®Þnh cña ChÝnh 

Phñ ®· t¨ng nhanh nhÊt trong c¶ giai ®o¹n. 

 

Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp phi chÝnh thøc sè l−îng nhá h¬n so víi khu vùc 

doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc. T¹i H¶i Phßng, tû lÖ doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc ho¹t ®éng 

trong lÜnh vùc s¶n xuÊt, chÕ biÕn gåm c¶ hé kinh doanh lµ 2% trong n¨m 2003. 

Con sè nµy thÊp h¬n 1% so víi trung b×nh chung cña c¶ n−íc, vµ c¸ch qu¸ xa so 

víi Hµ Néi (10%), Thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh vµ B×nh D−¬ng (c¶ hai ®Òu 9%). Tû lÖ 

chÝnh thøc ho¸ c¸c doanh nghiÖp diÔn ra chËm.  



   

 

N¨m 2003, Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n ®· t¹o ra kho¶ng 75.000 ng−êi cã 

viÖc lµm, trong khi ®ã khu vùc doanh nghiÖp Nhµ n−íc ®· t¹o ra kho¶ng 90.000 

ng−êi cã viÖc lµm.  

 

N¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh: Giai ®o¹n 1998-2002, H¶i Phßng chØ thu hót ®−îc 

kho¶ng 1% trong tæng FDI ®Çu t− vµo ViÖt Nam. ViÖt thu hót ®−îc c¸c nhµ ®Çu t− 

nµy lµ do cã phÇn kh«ng nhá do lîi thÕ tù nhiªn mang l¹i, trong ®ã cã lîi thÕ víi 

c¶ng biÓn s©u lµ n¬i ®Çu mèi xuÊt nhËp khÈu cña c¸c tØnh phÝa B¾c cña ViÖt Nam. 

Tuy nhiªn, cã nhiÒu sè liÖu hiÖn nay cho thÊy FDI ®Çu t− vµo ViÖt Nam 

®ang t¨ng dÇn, trong ®ã cã H¶i Phßng.  

N¨m 2005, theo ®¸nh gi¸ cña Phßng C«ng nghiÖp vµ Th−¬ng m¹i ViÖt Nam, 

chØ sè ph¶n ¸nh n¨ng lùc c¹nh tranh cña H¶i Phßng còng bÞ tôt h¹ng, tôt 9 bËc, tõ 

77 (n¨m 2005) xuèng 66 (n¨m 2006). Thµnh tÝch kÐm câi nµy thÓ hiÖn sù thua 

kÐm trong viÖc thu hót FDI so víi c¸c tØnh trong vµnh ®ai th−¬ng m¹i cña Thµnh 

phè Hå ChÝ Minh, ngay c¶ khi H¶i Phßng ®· chó trong vµo viÖc c¶i thiÖn ®iÒu 

kiÖn ®Ó thu hót vèn ®Çu t− - lµ ®iÓm ®Õn cña FDI. 

N¨m 2002, H¶i Phßng ®ãng gãp kho¶ng 3% trong ngo¹i th−¬ng cña ViÖt 

Nam b»ng c¸ch c©n ®èi c¸n c©n xuÊt nhËp khÈu. 



   

 

4.3   Hà T©y 

 
 

 
 

S¬ l−îc vÒ Hµ T©y 
 

 Hµ T©y C¶ n−íc 

D©n sè (2004) 2.500.400 82.032.300 

GDP b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi, ®« la Mü 

(2004) 
319 554 

T¨ng tr−ëng GDP, % (2001-2004)  9,0 9,0 

Tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi, %  (2004)   27* 24 

Tuæi thä 67  70 

Tû lÖ ®« thÞ ho¸, %  (2004) 10 26 

Sè doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký (2000-2003) 588 53.16 

Nguån: Sè liÖu thèng kª vµ tÝnh to¸n cña t¸c gi¶. * dùa vµo sè liÖu n¨m 2002. 



   

 

 

Tãm t¾t: B¾t ®Çu tõ xuÊt ph¸t ®iÓm thÊp nh−ng víi ®iÒu kiÖn vÒ c¬ së h¹ 

tÇng vµ vÞ trÝ thuËn lîi, t¨ng tr−ëng b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi sÏ tiÕp tôc t¨ng m¹nh. 

Cho ®Õn nay, c¸c chØ sè thÓ hiÖn qu¸ tr×nh t¨ng tr−ëng ®ã t−¬ng ®èi toµn diÖn vµ v× 

ng−êi nghÌo. Sè hé kinh doanh ë Hµ T©y chiÕm 10% so víi tæng sè. Th¸ch thøc 

nµy lµ ®Ó chÝnh thøc hãa khu vùc doanh nghiÖp. C¸c chØ sè ®−a ra ë ®©y lµ quy m« 

®Çu t− vÒ nguån nh©n lùc, ®iÒu nµy sÏ trë lªn v« cïng quan träng khi s¶n xuÊt 

chuyÓn sang chuçi gi¸ trÞ t¨ng thªm vµ kÐm tin cËy vµo gi¸ nh©n c«ng rÎ khi  cã 

tÝnh ®Õn yÕu tè c¹nh tranh. 

 

D©n sè: N¨m 2004, Hµ T©y cã kho¶ng 2,5 triÖu ng−êi. Tèc ®é t¨ng d©n sè 

trung b×nh ®¹t 1% (thÊp h¬n so víi c¶ n−íc – 1,4%) trong giai ®o¹n 1993-2003. 

ChØ cã 1,2% d©n sè lµ ng−êi d©n téc thiÓu sè, trong khi con sè nµy cña c¶ n−íc 

chiÕm 14%.     

 

Hµ T©y cã tæng diÖn tÝch lµ 2.192 km2. MÆc dï n»m ngay c¹nh thµnh phè Hµ 

Néi nh−ng chØ cã kho¶ng 10% d©n sè sèng ë khu vùc ®« thÞ - chñ yÕu n»m gi¸p 

khu vùc ngo¹i thµnh phÝa nam däc quèc lé 1 Hµ Néi. Tû lÖ nµy chØ b»ng mét nöa 

so víi con sè trung b×nh toµn quèc. N¨m 2004, ngµnh n«ng nghiÖp chiÕm 34% 

GDP cña tØnh, gi¶m tõ 43% (n¨m 2000).  

 

Thu nhËp vµ ®ãi nghÌo: Víi thu nhËp trung b×nh ®Çu ng−êi ®¹t 319 ®« la, 

Hµ T©y lµ mét trong nh÷ng tØnh nghÌo nhÊt. Thùc tÕ lµ GDP b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi  

t¨ng 5,3%/n¨m trong giai ®o¹n 1997-2002. Tèc ®é t¨ng tr−ëng chiÕm tíi 9% thêi 

kú 2001-2004 period. Trong 5 n¨m ®Çu, tû lÖ nghÌo chung ®· gi¶m 12 ®iÓm phÇn 

tr¨m, tõ 39 xuèng 27%. §é co gi·n gi÷a gi¶m nghÌo víi t¨ng tr−ëng kinh tÕ lµ 

2,3, t¨ng gÊp hai lÇn so víi ®é co gi·n toµn quèc. Do sè liÖu h¹n chÕ nªn kh«ng 

thÓ kh¼ng ®Þnh r»ng tû lÖ gi¶m nghÌo ngo¹n môc nµy vµ ®é co gi·n cao vÒ gi¶m 

nghÌo víi t¨ng tr−ëng ®−îc duy tr× trong suèt giai ®o¹n 2001-2004.   

C¬ së h¹ tÇng: TÊt c¶ c¸c x· cña Hµ T©y ®Òu tiÕp cËn ®−îc víi ®iÖn l−íi. Tû 

lÖ ®iÖn khÝ hãa ®¹t 100%, trong khi ®ã tû lÖ ®iÖn khÝ hãa ë khu vùc n«ng th«n toµn 

quèc chØ chiÕm 75%. Thªm vµo ®ã, tÊt c¶ c¸c x· cña Hµ T©y ®Òu cã ®−êng cøng 

hãa. 



   

 

 

Nguån nh©n lùc: Tuæi thä ë Hµ T©y ®¹t 67 n¨m, thÊp h¬n so víi tuæi thä 

trung b×nh cña c¶ n−íc (70 n¨m). Theo sè liÖu thèng kª n¨m 1999, tû lÖ tö vong ë 

trÎ em cña Hµ T©y lµ 41,68 trÎ trªn 1.000 trÎ ra ®êi, cao gÊp hai lÇn so víi sè trung 

b×nh cña c¶ n−íc.  

 

Tû lÖ d©n sè trªn 15 tuæi biÕt ®äc, biÕt viÕt ®¹t 93%, cao h¬n so víi sè trung 

b×nh cña c¶ n−íc (88%). TÊt c¶ c¸c x· cña Hµ T©y ®Òu cã Ýt nhÊt mét tr−êng tiÓu 

häc. Sè l−îng t− nh©n ®Çu t− vµo lÜnh vùc gi¸o dôc chØ chiÕm 0,4% so víi c¸c ho¹t 

®éng kh¸c – lµ mét trong nh÷ng tØnh cã tû lÖ thÊp nhÊt c¶ n−íc.   

 

Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp: Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc ë Hµ T©y t−¬ng 

®èi nhá bÐ. Sè vèn ®¨ng ký cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp nµy chØ chiÕm kho¶ng 1% so víi 

tæng sè vèn cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp trong n−íc. Trong 3 n¨m ®Çu tiªn sau khi LuËt 

Doanh nghiÖp 2000 cã hiÖu lùc, 588 doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n ®· ®¨ng ký kinh doanh 

víi sè vèn lµ 974 tû ®ång, kho¶ng 68 triÖu ®« la Mü.  §iÒu ®ã dÉn ®Õn tû lÖ 4.136 

d©n/ 1 doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n thµnh lËp míi vµ 2.497 ng−êi/1 tû ®ång vèn ®¨ng ký 

míi. Nh÷ng sè liÖu nµy cho thÊy quy m« c¸c doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc trong tØnh 

t−¬ng ®èi nhá.  

 

Tõ n¨m 1998 ®Õn n¨m 2002, sè doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n ho¹t ®éng trong lÜnh 

vùc s¶n xuÊt cña Hµ T©y t¨ng 178%, vµ sè c¸c c«ng ty tr¸ch nhiÖm h÷u h¹n t¨ng 

h¬n h¬n 3 lÇn ®¹t 80. Trong giai ®o¹n nµy, 10 doanh nghiÖp nhµ n−íc ®· ®−îc cæ 

phÇn hãa vµ ho¹t ®éng nh− c¸c c«ng ty cæ phÇn víi c¸c møc ®é tham gia kh¸c 

nhau cña nhµ n−íc. V× vËy, trong khi tèc ®é t¨ng tr−ëng ch¾c ch¾n t¨ng rÊt cao 

nh−ng con sè tuyÖt ®èi th× vÉn nhá bÐ.  

C¸c doanh nghiÖp ë khu vùc phi chÝnh thøc ë Hµ T©y nhiÒu h¬n c¸c tØnh 

kh¸c nªn c¸c doanh nghiÖp ë khu vùc chÝnh thøc cã vÎ thu hÑp l¹i. Sè hé kinh 

doanh ë Hµ T©y chiÕm 10% so víi tæng sè hé kinh doanh cña c¶ n−íc. N¨m 2002, 

Hµ T©y cã kho¶ng 69.000 hé s¶n xuÊt kinh doanh. §iÒu ®ã dÉn ®Õn tû lÖ d©n sè 

trªn doanh nghiÖp chØ ®¹t 35. Tû lÖ c¸c doanh nghiÖp s¶n xuÊt kinh doanh chÝnh 

thøc so víi tæng sè doanh nghiÖp (bao gåm c¶ c¸c hé s¶n xuÊt kinh doanh) chiÕm 



   

 

0,3%. §iÒu ®ã cã thÓ cho thÊy m«i tr−êng kinh doanh kh«ng lµnh m¹nh h¬n lµ c¸c 

doanh nghiÖp muèn ho¹t ®éng ë khu vùc phi chÝnh thøc.  

 

Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp phi chÝnh thøc tuy b¸o c¸o ch−a ®óng thùc tÕ vÒ quy 

m« c¸c ho¹t ®éng kinh doanh nh−ng ®· t¹o ra nhiÒu viÖc lµm h¬n khu vùc doanh 

nghiÖp nhµ n−íc.  

 

Kh¶ n¨ng c¹nh tranh: Trong suèt giai ®o¹n 1998-2002, Hµ T©y thu hót 

®−îc vèn FDI kh«ng ®¸ng kÓ so víi tæng sè vèn FDI cam kÕt cho ViÖt Nam. Tuy 

nhiªn, Hµ T©y ®· thu hót ®−îc mét sè ®Çu t− n−íc ngoµi vµo lÜnh vùc s¶n xuÊt 

l−¬ng thùc vµ ®å uèng phôc vô thÞ tr−êng trong n−íc. C¸c doanh nghiÖp nµy 

kh«ng cã nhiÒu lao ®éng vµ chñ yÕu lµ lao ®éng trong tØnh. Hµ T©y ch−a hÊp dÉn 

®èi víi FDI trong s¶n xuÊt ®Ó xuÊt khÈu do tØnh ch−a chó ý ®Õn nh÷ng thuËn lîi vÒ 

mÆt ®Þa lý. Tån t¹i nµy cã thÓ liªn quan ®Õn m«i tr−êng kinh doanh kh«ng lµnh 

m¹nh – Ýt nhÊt lµ ®èi víi céng ®ång ng−êi n−íc ngoµi.  

 

Trong suèt 2 n¨m qua, Hµ T©y ®· dµnh vÞ trÝ nöa cuèi trong b¶ng xÕp h¹ng 

PCI. Tuy nhiªn, cÇn ph¶i l−u ý r»ng ®iÓm sè cña Hµ T©y míi ®−îc c¶i thiÖn chót Ýt 

tõ n¨m 2005-2006.  

 

N¨m 2002, Hµ T©y chØ ®¹t 0,5% tæng sè th−¬ng m¹i cña ViÖt Nam, tÝnh c¶ 

gi¸ trÞ xuÊt khÈu vµ nhËp khÈu. Tuy vËy, gi¸ trÞ th−¬ng m¹i cña Hµ T©y chiÕm tíi 

29% GDP toµn tØnh. §Õn n¨m 2004, ®ãng gãp cña Hµ T©y vµo xuÊt khÈu cña c¶ 

n−íc gi¶m xuèng, vµ quan träng lµ gi¸ trÞ xuÊt khÈu trong GDP cña tØnh gi¶m cßn 

24%.  



   

 

4.4   Phó Thä 

 
 
 

 
 

S¬ l−îc vÒ Phó Thä 
 Phó Thä C¶ n−íc 

D©n sè (2004) 1.314.500 82.032.300 

GDP b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi, ®« la Mü 

(2004) 
282 554 

T¨ng tr−ëng GDP, % (2001-2004)  6.0 9.0 

Tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi, %  (2004)   41* 24 

Tuæi thä 69 70 

Tû lÖ ®« thÞ ho¸, %  (2004) 15 26 

Sè doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký (2000-2003) 395 53.916 

Nguån: Sè liÖu thèng kª vµ tÝnh to¸n cña t¸c gi¶. * dùa vµo sè liÖu n¨m 2002. 



   

 

Tãm t¾t: Phó Thä lµ tØnh nghÌo nh−ng cã tiÒm n¨ng t¨ng tr−ëng nhanh 

trong nh÷ng n¨m tíi. TØnh còng sÏ cã tiÒm n¨ng ®Çu t− vµo h¹ tÇng c¬ së thiÕt 

yÕu. Nh÷ng tiÒm n¨ng ®Çu t− ®ã cã thÓ gióp cho Phó Thä khai th¸c ®−îc vÞ trÝ ®Þa 

lý thuËn lîi cña tØnh. ViÖc lµm trong c¸c doanh nghiÖp nhµ n−íc cña Phó Thä vÉn 

¶nh h−ëng ®Õn viÖc lµm chÝnh thøc trong khu vùc doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n do c¸c 

doanh nghiÖp ®ã ®em l¹i lîi nhuËn lín. T×nh tr¹ng nµy cã xu h−íng dÞch chuyÓn 

khi c¸c chÝnh s¸ch vµ −u thÕ cña tØnh gióp c¶i thiÖn m«i tr−êng kinh doanh vµ ®iÒu 

nµy t¹o ra t¨ng tr−ëng nhiÒu h¬n cho ng−êi nghÌo.  

 

D©n sè: N¨m 2003, Phó Thä cã 1,3 triÖu ng−êi. Tèc ®é t¨ng d©n sè trung 

b×nh ®¹t h¬n 1% thêi kú 1993-2000, thÊp h¬n tèc ®é t¨ng d©n sè cña c¶ n−íc lµ 

1,4%. Tû lÖ ng−êi d©n téc thiÓu sè chiÕm kh¸ cao, kho¶ng 15% d©n sè toµn tØnh.  

Phó Thä cã tæng diÖn tÝch ®Êt lµ 3.518 km2. Theo Tæng côc Thèng kª, d©n sè 

thµnh thÞ cã gÇn 200.000 ng−êi, chiÕm kho¶ng 15% tæng d©n sè. D©n sè chñ yÕu 

sèng dùa vµo trång trät vµ ngµnh nµy chiÕm tíi 30% tæng GDP cña tØnh.  

 

Thu nhËp vµ ®ãi nghÌo: Víi thu nhËp b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi chÝnh thøc chØ 

®¹t 282 ®« la n¨m 2004, Phó Thä lµ tØnh nghÌo thø hai trong sè c¸c tØnh ®iÒu tra 

trong nghiªn cøu nµy. MÆc dï Phó Thä chØ chiÕm gÇn 2% d©n sè toµn quèc nh−ng 

kinh tÕ cña tØnh chiÕm tíi gÇn 0,1% GDP cña toµn nÒn kinh tÕ. Trªn thùc tÕ, GDP 

b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi hµng n¨m t¨ng 5% tõ n¨m 1997 ®Õn n¨m 2002, vµ t¨ng ®Òu 

tíi 6% giai ®o¹n 2001-2004. Tõ n¨m 1997-2002, tû lÖ ®ãi nghÌo gi¶m xuèng 4 

®iÓm phÇn tr¨m, tõ 45% xuèng 41%. §iÒu nµy dÉn ®Õn ®é co gi·n gi÷a gi¶m 

nghÌo víi t¨ng tr−ëng kinh tÕ lµ 0,8%, thÊp h¬n sè trung b×nh cña c¶ n−íc (1,1%) 

nh−ng c¬ b¶n lµ phï hîp víi c¸c quan s¸t ë c¸c tØnh nghÌo kh¸c.  

 

C¬ së h¹ tÇng: 87,6 % sè x· cña Phó Thä ®· tiÕp cËn ®−îc l−íi ®iÖn quèc 

gia. Tû lÖ ®iÖn khÝ hãa cao h¬n sè trung b×nh cña c¶ n−íc (77%). 87% sè ®−êng 

cña c¸c x· ®· ®−îc cøng hãa.  

 

Nguån nh©n lùc: Tuæi thä ë Phó Thä còng gièng nh− tuæi thä trung b×nh 

cña c¶ n−íc, 69 tuæi. Theo sè liÖu thèng kª n¨m 1999, tû lÖ tö vong ë trÎ  s¬ sinh 



   

 

lµ 34 trÎ trªn 1.000 trÎ ra ®êi, cao gÇn gÊp hai lÇn so víi sè trung b×nh cña c¶ 

n−íc.  

Tû lÖ d©n sè trªn 15 tuæi biÕt ®äc, biÕt viÕt ®¹t 93%, cao h¬n so víi sè trung 

b×nh cña c¶ n−íc (88%). Kho¶ng 9/10 x· ë Phó Thä cã Ýt nhÊt mét tr−êng tiÓu 

häc. Sè l−îng t− nh©n ®Çu t− vµo lÜnh vùc gi¸o dôc chiÕm 2,4% so víi c¸c ho¹t 

®éng kh¸c – cao h¬n so víi c¸c tØnh kh¸c. 

Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp: Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc ë Hµ T©y t−¬ng 

®èi nhá bÐ. Sè vèn ®¨ng ký cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp nµy chØ chiÕm kho¶ng 1% so víi 

tæng sè vèn ph¸p ®Þnh cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp trªn toµn quèc. Trong 3 n¨m ®Çu tiªn 

sau khi LuËt Doanh nghiÖp 2000 cã hiÖu lùc, 395 doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n ®· ®¨ng 

ký kinh doanh víi sè vèn lµ 500 tû ®ång, kho¶ng 35 triÖu ®« la Mü. §iÒu ®ã dÉn 

®Õn cø 3.261 d©n th× cã 1 doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n thµnh lËp míi vµ cø 2.587 ng−êi 

th× cã 1 tû ®ång vèn ph¸p ®Þnh ®¨ng ký míi. Nh÷ng sè liÖu nµy cho thÊy quy m« 

c¸c doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc trong tØnh t−¬ng ®èi nhá. 

Tõ n¨m 1998 ®Õn n¨m 2002, sè doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n ho¹t ®éng trong lÜnh 

vùc s¶n xuÊt cña Phó Thä t¨ng thªm 45% tõ 33%, vµ sè c¸c c«ng ty tr¸ch nhiÖm 

h÷u h¹n t¨ng gÊp h¬n 5 lÇn lªn tíi 52. Trong giai ®o¹n nµy, 14 c«ng ty cæ phÇn 

®−îc thµnh lËp, bao gåm chñ yÕu c¸c doanh nghiÖp nhµ n−íc t− h÷u hãa víi nhiÒu 

møc ®é tham gia kh¸c nhau cña nhµ n−íc. V× vËy, trong khi tèc ®é t¨ng tr−ëng 

ch¾c ch¾n t¨ng rÊt cao nh−ng con sè tuyÖt ®èi th× vÉn nhá bÐ.  

 

N¨m 2002, Phó Thä cã 17.224 hé gia ®×nh s¶n xuÊt kinh doanh. Tû lÖ c¸c 

doanh nghiÖp s¶n xuÊt chÝnh thøc so víi tæng sè c¸c doanh nghiÖp, bao gåm c¶ hé 

s¶n xuÊt kinh doanh chiÕm 1%. §iÒu ®ã cho thÊy c¸c doanh nghiÖp ho¹t ®éng ë 

khu vùc phi chÝnh thøc víi rÊt nhiÒu lý do kh¸c nhau song ch−a ®−îc nghiªn cøu.  

 

C¸c doanh nghiÖp ë khu vùc chÝnh thøc míi næi lªn t¹o c«ng ¨n viÖc lµm cho 

16.000 ng−êi, trong khi khu vùc nhµ n−íc t¹o viÖc lµm cho 36.000 ng−êi.  Ngµnh 

c«ng nghiÖp chÝnh cña Phó Thä lµ s¶n xuÊt bét giÊy. Ngµnh nµy tån t¹i dùa vµo 

c¸c rµo c¶n nhËp khÈu kh¸c nhau mµ ®iÒu ®ã ng¨n chÆn nh÷ng ng−êi cã n¨ng lùc 

h¬n tõ thÞ tr−êng ®Çu t− vµo ®©y.  

 



   

 

Kh¶ n¨ng c¹nh tranh: MÆc dï chØ c¸ch Hµ Néi vµ s©n bay Néi Bµi 80km, 

nh−ng Phó Thä rÊt khã kh¨n trong viÖc thu hót FDI. Trong suèt thêi kú 1998-

2002, Phó Thä chØ thu hót ®−îc 3 triÖu US$ FDI/n¨m. C¸c tØnh kh¸c, ch¼ng h¹n 

nh− H¶i D−¬ng, tuy n»m gi÷a Hµ Néi vµ c¶ng H¶i Phßng nh−ng cã thÓ v−ît Phó 

Thä trong viÖc thu hót c¸c nhµ ®Çu t− n−íc ngoµi. Dßng vèn FDI thÊp còng cã thÓ 

cho thÊy nhËn thøc vÒ m«i tr−êng kinh doanh kh«ng c¹nh tranh vµ kh«ng thuËn 

lîi.  

 

N¨m nay, ®iÓm CPI cña Phó Thä t−¬ng ®−¬ng víi 71%. MÆc dï Phó Thä cã 

c¬ héi ph¸t triÓn, nh−ng ®iÓm sè vÉn thÓ hiÖn sù æn ®Þnh h¬n ban ®Çu so víi tØnh 

Hµ T©y bªn c¹nh.   

 

N¨m 2004, Phó Thä ®ãng gãp khiªm tèn vµo th−¬ng m¹i cña c¶ n−íc. Gi¸ 

trÞ xuÊt nhËp khÈu trong n¨m ®¹t 238 triÖu US$ so víi tæng sè lµ 58 tû US$.  

 



   

 

4.5   Nghệ An 

 
 

 
 

S¬ l−îc vÒ NghÖ An 
 NghÖ An C¶ n−íc 

D©n sè (2004) 3.003.170 82.032.300 

GDP b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi, ®« la Mü 

(2004) 
310 554 

T¨ng tr−ëng GDP, % (2001-2004)  12.0 9.0 

Tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi, %  (2004) 26 24 

Tuæi thä 70 70 

Tû lÖ ®« thÞ ho¸, %  (2004) 11 26 

Sè doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký (2000-

2003) 
854 53.916 

Nguån: Sè liÖu thèng kª vµ tÝnh to¸n cña t¸c gi¶. * dùa vµo sè liÖu n¨m 2002. 



   

 

Tãm t¾t: MÆc dï NghÖ An lµ mét tØnh nghÌo, song gÇn ®©y tèc ®é t¨ng 

tr−ëng cña tØnh kh¸ cao. ChÝnh v× vËy, tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi gi¶m ®¸ng kÓ - gi¶m gÇn 

50% kÓ tõ n¨m 1997. Tuy vËy, viÖc n©ng cÊp c¬ së h¹ tÇng c¬ b¶n vÉn rÊt cÇn 

thiÕt. Doanh nghiÖp nhµ n−íc cña NghÖ An t¹o viÖc lµm cho ng−êi ng−êi lao ®éng 

gÊp hai lÇn so víi c¸c doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n chÝnh thøc. NghÖ An ®· thu hót vèn 

FDI ngµy cµng t¨ng nh−ng sè vèn nµy chØ chiÕm ch−a ®−îc 1% tæng vèn FDI vµo 

ViÖt Nam.  

 

 T×nh tr¹ng nµy cã xu h−íng dÞch chuyÓn khi c¸c chÝnh s¸ch vµ −u thÕ cña 

tØnh gióp c¶i thiÖn m«i tr−êng kinh doanh vµ ®iÒu nµy t¹o ra t¨ng tr−ëng nhiÒu h¬n 

cho ng−êi nghÌo.  

D©n sè: N¨m 2004, NghÖ An cã d©n sè chÝnh thøc kho¶ng 3 triÖu ng−êi. 

Tèc ®é t¨ng d©n sè chÝnh thøc trung b×nh lµ 1,3% thêi kú 1993-2000, còng gièng 

nh− tèc ®é t¨ng d©n sè trung b×nh cña c¶ n−íc. Tèc ®é t¨ng d©n sè giai ®o¹n 2000-

2004 ch−a ®Õn 1%, chËm h¬n so víi giai ®o¹n tr−íc. Tû lÖ ng−êi d©n téc thiÓu sè 

trong tØnh kh¸ cao, chiÕm kho¶ng 13% tæng d©n sè.  

Víi tæng diÖn tÝch ®Êt 16.488 km2 NghÖ An lµ mét tØnh réng nhÊt ®Êt n−íc. 

Theo Tæng côc Thèng kª, cã kho¶ng 11% d©n sè sèng ë khu vùc thµnh thÞ. Khu 

vùc n«ng nghiÖp lµ ngµnh chñ yÕu chiÕm mét nöa GDP toµn tØnh.  

 

Thu nhËp vµ ®ãi nghÌo: Víi thu nhËp b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi chÝnh thøc ®¹t 

220 US$ (n¨m 2001) vµ 310 US$ (n¨m 2004), NghÖ An lµ mét trong 20 tØnh 

nghÌo nhÊt ViÖt Nam. NghÖ An chØ ®¹t d−íi 2% tæng GDP, trong khi d©n sè cña 

tØnh chiÕm tíi gÇn 4% d©n sè c¶ n−íc thêi kú 1997-2000 vµ Ýt h¬n 1 ®iÓm phÇn 

tr¨m so víi toµn nÒn kinh tÕ. Trong giai ®o¹n ®ã, tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi chung gi¶m 3 

®iÓm phÇn tr¨m, tõ 46% xuèng cßn 43%. Tuy nhiªn, theo sè liÖu chÝnh thøc cña 

Tæng côc Thèng kª, tèc ®é t¨ng tr−ëng b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi thùc tÕ t¨ng trung 

b×nh 12% tõ n¨m 2001. Tèc ®é t¨ng tr−ëng cao nµy ®· lµm gi¶m m¹nh tû lÖ ®ãi 

nghÌo – tõ n¨m 2002 ®Õn 2004 gi¶m cßn 26%  

 

C¬ së h¹ tÇng: Trong tæng sè x· cña NghÖ An, cã 87% x· tiÕp cËn ®−îc víi 

l−íi ®iÖn quèc gia. Tû lÖ ®iÖn khÝ hãa cao h¬n so víi sè trung b×nh c¶ n−íc (77%). 

87% sè ®−êng cña c¸c x· ®· ®−îc cøng hãa.  



   

 

 

Nguån nh©n lùc: Gièng nh− tuæi thä trung b×nh cña c¶ n−íc, tuæi thä cña 

NghÖ An ®¹t 70 tuæi. Theo sè liÖu thèng kª n¨m 1999, tû lÖ tö vong ë trÎ s¬ sinh 

lµ 30 trÎ trªn 1.000 trÎ ra ®êi, cao h¬n nhiÒu so víi tû lÖ trung b×nh cña c¶ n−íc 

(20 trÎ trªn 1.000 trÎ ra ®êi).  

Tû lÖ ng−êi trªn 15 tuæi biÕt ®äc, biÕt viÕt ®¹t 93%, cao h¬n sè trung b×nh 

cña c¶ n−íc (88%). Ngo¹i trõ 1-2 x·, c¸c x· cßn l¹i cña NghÖ An cã Ýt nhÊt mét 

tr−êng tiÓu häc. C¸c nhµ kinh doanh t− nh©n ®Çu t− vµo lÜnh vùc gi¸o dôc chØ 

chiÕm 1,6% tæng sè c¸c nhµ kinh doanh t− nh©n, trªn d−íi con sè trung b×nh cña 

c¶ n−íc.  

 

Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp: Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc cña NghÖ An 

t−¬ng ®èi nhá bÐ. Vèn ®¨ng ký cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp nµy chØ chiÕm kho¶ng 1% 

tæng sè vèn ph¸p ®Þnh cña c¶ n−íc. Trong 3 n¨m ®Çu thùc hiÖn LuËt Doanh nghiÖp 

2000, NghÖ An cã 854 doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n thµnh lËp, víi sè vèn ®¨ng ký lµ 787 

tû ®ång, kho¶ng 54 triÖu ®« la Mü. V× thÕ cø 3.411 ng−êi d©n NghÖ An l¹i cã 1 

doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n thµnh lËp míi vµ cø 3.699 ng−êi/1 tû ®ång vèn ph¸p ®Þnh 

®¨ng ký míi. Nh÷ng con sè nµy cho thÊy quy m« c¸c doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc 

trong tØnh cßn rÊt khiªm tèn.  

Tõ n¨m 1998 ®Õn n¨m 2002, sè doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n ho¹t ®éng trong lÜnh 

vùc s¶n xuÊt cña NghÖ An t¨ng ®Õn 175% tõ 66%, vµ sè c¸c c«ng ty tr¸ch nhiÖm 

h÷u h¹n t¨ng gÊp h¬n 3 lÇn lªn tíi 88%. Trong giai ®o¹n nµy, 12 c«ng ty cæ phÇn 

®−îc thµnh lËp, bao gåm chñ yÕu c¸c doanh nghiÖp nhµ n−íc t− h÷u hãa víi nhiÒu 

møc ®é tham gia kh¸c nhau cña nhµ n−íc. V× vËy, trong khi tèc ®é t¨ng tr−ëng 

ch¾c ch¾n t¨ng rÊt cao nh−ng con sè tuyÖt ®èi th× vÉn nhá bÐ.  

N¨m 2002, NghÖ An cã 17.941 hé gia ®×nh s¶n xuÊt kinh doanh. Tû lÖ c¸c 

doanh nghiÖp s¶n xuÊt chÝnh thøc so víi tæng sè c¸c doanh nghiÖp, bao gåm c¶ hé 

s¶n xuÊt kinh doanh chiÕm 1%. §iÒu ®ã cã thÓ cho thÊy m«i tr−êng kinh doanh 

kh«ng lµnh m¹nh h¬n lµ c¸c doanh nghiÖp muèn ho¹t ®éng ë khu vùc phi chÝnh 

thøc. 

Khu vùc phi chÝnh thøc míi næi lªn t¹o viÖc lµm cho kho¶ng 19.000 ng−êi, 

trong khi c¸c doanh nghiÖp nhµ n−íc t¹o viÖc lµm cho kho¶ng 39.000 ng−êi.  

 



   

 

Kh¶ n¨ng c¹nh tranh: NghÖ An gÆp nhiÒu khã kh¨n trong viÖc thu hót vèn 

FDI. Trong suèt thêi kú 1998-2002, trung b×nh mçi n¨m NghÖ An chØ thu hót 

®−îc 2,5 triÖu US$, song ®Õn giai ®o¹n 2002-2004, vèn FDI cña tØnh t¨ng kh¸ 

nhanh tíi 14-15 triÖu US$/n¨m. §©y lµ mét sù ph¸t triÓn rÊt Ên t−îng, tuy vËy con 

sè nµy míi chØ ®¹t gÇn 1% so víi tæng sè vèn FDI cña ViÖt Nam.  

 

N¨m ngo¸i, NghÖ An ®¹t tíi 78% trong sè c¸c tØnh dÉn ®Çu vÒ PCI, cao h¬n 

so víi con sè hiÖn t¹i. CPI cña n¨m 2006 gi¶m xuèng cßn 71%.  

 

N¨m 2004, NghÖ An chØ chiÕm mét phÇn khiªm tèn trong ngo¹i th−¬ng cña 

ViÖt Nam. Tæng gi¸ trÞ xuÊt nhËp khÈu cña NghÖ An hµng n¨m ®¹t 134 triÖu US$ 

so víi 58 tû US$ cña c¶ n−íc.  

 



   

 

4.6   Quảng Nam 

 
 

 
 

S¬ l−îc vÒ Quang Nam  
 Quang Nam National 

D©n sè (2004) 1.454.342 82.032.300 

GDP b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi, ®« la Mü 

(2004) 
310 554 

T¨ng tr−ëng GDP, % (2001-2004)  9,4 9,0 

Tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi, %  (2004) 23 24 

Tuæi thä 69 70 

Tû lÖ ®« thÞ ho¸, %  (2004) 16 26 

Sè doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký (2000-

2003) 
47 53.916 

Nguån: Sè liÖu thèng kª vµ tÝnh to¸n cña t¸c gi¶. * dùa vµo sè liÖu n¨m 2002. 



   

 

Tãm t¾t: Tû lÖ c¸c doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký chÝnh thøc b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi ë 

Qu¶ng Nam thÊp nhÊt c¶ n−íc. TØnh chØ cã mét sè doanh nghiÖp s¶n xuÊt chÝnh 

thøc. §Æc tr−ng nµy cã thÓ t¨ng lªn do tû lÖ ®« thÞ hãa rÊt thÊp. Qu¶ng Nam còng 

lµ tØnh l¹c hËu trong viÖc tiÕp cËn tr−êng tiÓu häc vµ c¬ së h¹ tÇng. Tuy vËy, ë khÝa 

c¹nh tÝch cùc h¬n, Qu¶ng Nam lµ ®iÓm ®Õn cña c¸c du kh¸ch n−íc ngoµi khi ®Õn 

ViÖt Nam.. 

D©n sè: N¨m 2004, Qu¶ng Nam cã d©n sè chÝnh thøc kho¶ng 1,4 triÖu 

ng−êi. Tèc ®é t¨ng d©n sè chÝnh thøc trung b×nh trªn 1% giai ®o¹n 1993-2000, vµ 

d−íi 1% thêi kú 2000-2004, thÊp h¬n sè trung b×nh cña c¶ n−íc. Kho¶ng 7% d©n 

sè cña Qu¶ng Nam lµ ng−êi d©n téc thiÓu sè.  

Víi tæng diÖn tÝch 10.409 km2 Qu¶ng Nam lµ mét trong nh÷ng tØnh lín nhÊt 

c¶ n−íc, n»m gi÷a Hµ Néi vµ thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh. Theo sè liÖu cña Tæng côc 

Thèng kª, 16% d©n sè sèng ë khu vùc thµnh thÞ. Khu vùc thuÇn n«ng lµ ngµnh 

chÝnh cña tØnh ®ãng gãp tíi 42% GDp toµn tØnh. 

 

Thu nhËp vµ ®ãi nghÌo: Víi thu nhËp b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi chÝnh thøc chØ 

®¹t 237 US$ n¨m 2001 vµ 310 US$ n¨m 2004, Qu¶ng Nam lµ mét trong nh÷ng 

tØnh nghÌo nhÊt ViÖt Nam. Qu¶ng Nam ®ãng gãp kho¶ng 1% tæng GDP cña c¶ 

n−íc. Thùc tÕ, GDP b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi t¨ng trung b×nh mçi n¨m 6% giai ®o¹n 

1997-2002, cao h¬n 1 ®iÓm phÇn tr¨m so víi toµn nÒn kinh tÕ. Trong 5 n¨m ®ã, tû 

lÖ nghÌo ®ãi chung chØ gi¶m 4 ®iÓm phÇn tr¨m, tõ 41,5% xuèng 37,5%.  

 

Trong giai ®o¹n sau (tõ 2001 ®Õn 2004), t¨ng tr−ëng b×nh qu©n ®Çu ng−êi 

®¹t 9,4%, tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi gi¶m tõ 37% xuèng 23%. §iÒu nµy lµm cho ®é co gi·n 

gi÷a gi¶m nghÌo vµ t¨ng tr−ëng vµo kho¶ng 1,5.  

  

C¬ së h¹ tÇng: Kho¶ng 1/5 c¸c x· cña Qu¶ng Nam ch−a tiÕp cËn ®−îc l−íi 

®iÖn quèc gia. Tû lÖ ®iÖn khÝ hãa cña Qu¶ng Nam t−¬ng ®−¬ng víi tû lÖ ®iÖn khÝ 

hãa cña c¶ n−íc. 4/5 x· cña tØnh ®· ®−îc tiÕp cËn víi ®−êng cøng hãa.  

 

Nguån nh©n lùc: Gièng nh− tuæi thä b×nh qu©n c¶ n−íc, tuæi thä ë Qu¶ng 

Nam ®¹t 69 tuæi. Theo sè liÖu thèng kª n¨m 1999, tû lÖ tö vong ë trÎ s¬ sinh lµ 34 



   

 

trÎ trªn 1.000 trÎ ra ®êi, cao h¬n nhiÒu so víi tû lÖ trung b×nh c¶ n−íc (20 trÎ trªn 

1.000 trÎ ra ®êi).  

Kho¶ng 9/10 ng−êi tõ 15 tuæi trë lªn biÕt ®äc, biÕt viÕt, cao h¬n sè trung 

b×nh cña c¶ n−íc (88%). Mét phÇn t− sè x· cña Qu¶ng Nam ch−a cã tr−êng tiÓu 

häc. C¸c nhµ kinh doanh t− nh©n ®Çu t− vµo lÜnh vùc gi¸o dôc chØ chiÕm 0,9% 

tæng sè c¸c nhµ kinh doanh t− nh©n, thÊp h¬n con sè trung b×nh cña c¶ n−íc 

 

Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp: Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc cña Qu¶ng Nam 

kh¸ nhá bÐ vµ sè liÖu vÒ doanh nghiÖp cña tØnh nµy rÊt khan hiÕm. HiÖn t¹i, th«ng 

tin vÒ vèn cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp chÝnh thøc ch−a thu thËp ®−îc. Tuy nhiªn, sau 3 

n¨m ®Çu thùc hiÖn LuËt Doanh nghiÖp 2000, cã 47 doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n ®¨ng ký 

kinh doanh víi sè vèn ®¨ng ký 19 tû ®ång, kho¶ng 1,3 triÖu US$. §iÒu nµy dÉn 

®Õn cø 30.000 ng−êi d©n Qu¶ng Nam th× cã 1 doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n thµnh lËp míi 

vµ h¬n 70.000 ng−êi/1 tû ®ång vèn ph¸p ®Þnh ®¨ng ký míi. ChÝnh v× vËy, Qu¶ng 

Nam lµ tØnh cã sè doanh nghiÖp Ýt nhÊt c¶ n−íc.  

Tõ n¨m 1998 ®Õn n¨m 2002, sè doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n ho¹t ®éng trong lÜnh 

vùc s¶n xuÊt cña Qu¶ng Nam t¨ng gÊp 7 lÇn, lªn tíi 57, vµ sè c¸c c«ng ty tr¸ch 

nhiÖm h÷u h¹n t¨ng gÊp h¬n 3 lÇn lªn tíi 33. V× vËy, trong khi tèc ®é t¨ng tr−ëng 

ch¾c ch¾n t¨ng rÊt cao nh−ng con sè tuyÖt ®èi th× vÉn nhá bÐ. Trong giai ®o¹n nµy, 

2 c«ng ty cæ phÇn ®−îc thµnh lËp 

N¨m 2002, Qu¶ng Nam cã 11.482 hé gia ®×nh s¶n xuÊt kinh doanh. Tû lÖ 

c¸c doanh nghiÖp s¶n xuÊt chÝnh thøc so víi tæng sè c¸c doanh nghiÖp, bao gåm 

c¶ hé s¶n xuÊt kinh doanh chiÕm 1%. §iÒu ®ã cã thÓ cho thÊy m«i tr−êng kinh 

doanh kh«ng lµnh m¹nh h¬n lµ c¸c doanh nghiÖp muèn ho¹t ®éng ë khu vùc phi 

chÝnh thøc. 

 

Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp trong n−íc míi næi lªn t¹o viÖc lµm cho 17.000 

ng−êi, trong khi khu vùc doanh nghiÖp nhµ n−íc t¹o viÖc lµm cho kho¶ng 15.000 

ng−êi.  

 

Kh¶ n¨ng c¹nh tranh: Trong suèt giai ®o¹n 1998-2004, Qu¶ng Nam ®· thu 

hót 12-13 triÖu US$/n¨m vèn FDI, gÇn b»ng 1% tæng vèn FDI cña c¶ n−íc. HÇu 

hÕt c¸c dù ¸n FDI lín tËp trung vµo ngµnh du lÞch. 



   

 

 

Tõ n¨m 2005 ®Õn 2006, ®iÓm CPI cña Qu¶ng Nam gi¶m tõ 78% cña c¸c tØnh 

cã vÞ trÝ cao nhÊt xuèng 74%. HiÖn t¹i c¸c tØnh vÉn gi÷ t×nh tr¹ng nh− vËy, chØ cã 

nÒn kinh tÕ v÷ng m¹nh cña thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh míi t¹o ra c«ng ¨n viÖc lµm 

tèt h¬n trong n¨m 2006  

 

N¨m 2004, Qu¶ng Nam ®ãng gãp mét phÇn khiªm tèn vµo ngo¹i th−¬ng 

ViÖt Nam. Gi¸ trÞ xuÊt nhËp khÈu ®¹t 145 triÖu US$ so víi tæng sè 58 tû US$.  

 

 



   

 

4.7     Kh¸nh Hßa 

 
 

 
 
 

S¬ l−îc vÒ Kh¸nh Hoµ 
 Kh¸nh Hoµ C¶ n−íc 

D©n sè  (2004) 1.111.349 82.032.300 

GDP trªn ®Çu ng−êi, US$ (2004) 655 554 

T¨ng tr−ëng GDP, %  (2001-2004)  10,4 9,0 

Tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi, %  (2004)   9,7* 24 

Tuæi thä 68 70 

§« thÞ hãa, %  (2004) 39 26 

Doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký ho¹t ®éng 

2000-2003 
965 53.916 

Nguån: Sè liÖu thèng kª vµ tÝnh to¸n cña t¸c gi¶. * dùa vµo sè liÖu n¨m 2002. 

 



   

 

Tãm t¾t: Kh¸nh Hoµ lµ tØnh cã ®iÒu kiÖn thuËn lîi sù ph¸t triÓn bÒn v÷ng. Cho ®Õn 

nay, c¸c chØ sè thÓ hiÖn qu¸ tr×nh t¨ng tr−ëng ®ã t−¬ng ®èi toµn diÖn vµ v× ng−êi nghÌo. Trªn 

thùc tÕ, ®é co gi·n cña gi¶m nghÌo víi t¨ng tr−ëng kinh tÕ cña Kh¸nh Hßa ®−îc ®¸nh gi¸ lµ 

cao nhÊt c¶ n−íc. MÆc dï tØnh nµy kh«ng thu hót ®−îc FDI nhiÒu, nh−ng cã hai yÕu tè dù b¸o 

Kh¸nh Hßa sÏ tiÕp tôc t¨ng tr−ëng cao vµ nhanh chãng gi¶m ®−îc t×nh tr¹ng nghÌo ®ãi. Thø 

nhÊt, tû lÖ chÝnh thøc ho¸ cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp t−¬ng ®èi cao cho thÊy m«i tr−êng kinh doanh 

thuËn lîi h¬n. Thø hai, tr¸i víi c¸c doanh nghiÖp nhµ n−íc, vÊn ®Ò t¹o c«ng ¨n viÖc lµm ®· 

®−îc c¸c doanh nhiÖp t− nh©n c¶i thiÖn kh¸ nhiÒu mµ ®iÒu nµy cã thÓ sÏ lµ søc Ðp cho cho viÖc 

c¶i thiÖn m«i tr−êng kinh doanh trong thêi gian tíi.  

D©n sè: N¨m 2003, d©n sè chÝnh thøc cña Kh¸nh Hoµ lµ h¬n mét triÖu ng−êi. Trong 

giai ®o¹n 1993-1994, møc t¨ng d©n sè trung b×nh cña Kh¸nh Hoµ lµ 1,6%. Cïng kú th× con sè 

nµy cao h¬n so víi c¶ n−íc lµ 1,4%. Cã kho¶ng 4-5% d©n sè ë tØnh nµy lµ ng−êi d©n téc thiÓu 

sè, trong khi ®ã c¶ n−íc cã kho¶ng 14%. 

Kh¸nh Hoµ cã diÖn tÝch ®Êt liÒn lµ 5.199 km2. H¬n 1/3 d©n sè sèng ë thµnh thÞ, trong 

khi ®ã sè ng−êi sèng ë thµnh thÞ trong c¶ n−íc lµ 1/4. N¨m 2000, ngµnh n«ng nghiÖp chiÕm 

28% GDP cña tØnh.  

Thu nhËp vµ nghÌo ®ãi: Víi thu nhËp b×nh qu©n theo ®Çu ng−êi lµ 655 ®« la, Kh¸nh 

Hoµ lµ mét trong m−êi tØnh giµu nhÊt ViÖt Nam. Trªn thùc tÕ, GDP trªn ®Çu ng−êi ë Kh¸nh 

Hoµ hµng n¨m lªn ®Õn 10,4% trong giai ®o¹n 2001-2004. T¨ng tr−ëng kinh tÕ kh¸ lµ toµn diÖn 

ë Kh¸nh Hßa, vµ xãa ®ãi nghÌo lµ mét phÇn trong qu¸ tr×nh nµy. Tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi cña tØnh 

gi¶m m¹nh. N¨m 1997, 1/3 d©n sè ph¶i sèng trong c¶nh nghÌo ®ãi, song ®Õn n¨m 2002, cø 

m−êi ng−êi th× ch−a ®Õn mét ng−êi nghÌo ®ãi. §é co gi·n cña gi¶m nghÌo víi t¨ng tr−ëng 

kinh tÕ dao ®éng ë møc 4,3. 

C¬ së h¹ tÇng: C¸c chØ sè vÒ c¬ së h¹ tÇng cña Kh¸nh Hoµ lµ t−¬ng ®èi tèt. TÊt c¶ c¸c 

x·, ph−êng ®Òu ®−îc tiÕp cËn l−íi ®iÖn quèc gia vµ 99% x· ph−êng ®Òu cã ®−êng cøng hãa. 

Nguån nh©n lùc: So víi c¬ së h¹ tÇng th× nh©n lùc ë Kh¸nh Hoµ kÐm Ên t−îng h¬n. 

Tuæi thä ë Kh¸nh Hoµ trung b×nh lµ 68 tuæi. Con sè nµy thÊp h¬n so víi tuæi thä trung b×nh 

trong c¶ n−íc. Theo cuéc ®iÒu tra n¨m 1999, tû lÖ tö vong ë trÎ s¬ sinh trong tØnh lµ 38,3 

trÎ/1.000trÎ, cao gÇn gÊp hai lÇn so víi c¶ n−íc. 



   

 

Tû lÖ biÕt ®äc biÕt viÕt ë nh÷ng ng−êi trªn 15 tuæi ®¹t 92% trong khi c¶ n−íc lµ 88%. 

Tuy nhiªn, chØ cã mét nöa sè x·, ph−êng ë Kh¸nh Hoµ lµ cã tr−êng tiÓu häc. Sè l−îng t− nh©n 

tham gia ®Çu t− vµo lÜnh vùc gi¸o dôc chØ chiÕm 0,3% so víi c¸c lÜnh vùc kh¸c vµ ®©y lµ mét 

trong nh÷ng con sè thÊp nhÊt c¶ n−íc. 

Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp: Kho¶ng 1% trong tæng sè vèn cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp chÝnh 

thøc ë ViÖt Nam ®−îc ®¨ng ký ë Kh¸nh Hoµ. Trong ba n¨m ®Çu thùc thi LuËt Doanh nghiÖp 

2000, 965 doanh nghiÖp ®· ®¨ng ký ho¹t ®éng ë cÊp trung −¬ng. Nh÷ng doanh nghiÖp nµy 

®¨ng ký sè vèn kho¶ng mét ngh×n tû ®ång, t−¬ng ®−¬ng 68 triÖu US$. Con sè nµy ®· ®−a 

Kh¸nh Hoµ lµ tØnh cø 1105 ng−êi d©n l¹i cã mét doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký ho¹t ®éng vµ cø 1200 

ng−êi th× cã mét tû ®ång vèn ph¸p ®Þnh míi ®−îc ®¨ng ký. 

Trong giai ®o¹n 1998-2002, sè l−îng doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n trong lÜnh vùc s¶n xuÊt ë 

Kh¸nh Hoµ t¨ng 4-5 lÇn, lªn ®Õn 132 vµ sè LLCs t¨ng 4 lÇn lªn ®Õn con sè 75. Cïng víi c¸c 

doanh nghiÖp nhµ n−íc ®−îc t− h÷u ho¸ mµ hiÖn nay ®ang ho¹t ®éng d−íi h×nh thøc lµ c«ng ty 

cæ phÇn víi nhiÒu cÊp ®é tham gia kh¸c nhau cña nhµ n−íc, th× c¸c lo¹i h×nh doanh nghiÖp 

ho¹t ®éng trong lÜnh vùc s¶n xuÊt ®· ph¸t triÓn nhanh h¬n rÊt nhiÒu trong giai ®o¹n nµy. 

Trong khi khu vùc ho¹t ®éng kinh doanh kh«ng chÝnh thøc ®· lµm cho tû lÖ c¸c doanh 

nghiÖp s¶n xuÊt chÝnh thøc so víi tæng sè (bao gåm c¶ nh÷ng c¬ së kinh doanh theo m« h×nh 

hé gia ®×nh) Ýt ®i, song Kh¸nh Hoµ vÉn chiÕm 4% c¸c doanh nghiÖp ho¹t ®éng chÝnh thøc 

trong n¨m 2003, cao h¬n 1% so víi c¶ n−íc nh−ng vÉn thÊp h¬n Hµ Néi (10%), thµnh phè Hå 

ChÝ Minh vµ B×nh D−¬ng (c¶ hai ®Òu lµ 9%).  

Khu vùc ho¹t ®éng s¶n xuÊt t− nh©n ®· t¹o c«ng ¨n viÖc lµm cho kho¶ng 28.000 ng−êi 

trong khi ®ã khu vùc s¶n xuÊt vµ c«ng nghiÖp cña nhµ n−íc chØ lµ 24.000 ng−êi. 

Kh¶ n¨ng c¹nh tranh: Trong giai ®o¹n 1998 – 2002, Kh¸nh Hoµ ®· thu hót gÇn 1% 

sè vèn mµ FDI viÖn trî cho ViÖt Nam. Tõ n¨m 2002 ®Õn 2004, Kh¸nh Hoµ ®· thu hót ®−îc 

vèn b×nh qu©n hµng n¨m cña FDI lµ 373 triÖu ®« la, t−¬ng ®−¬ng víi 12% tæng vèn  FDI ë 

ViÖt Nam. Nh÷ng dù ¸n ®Çu t− n−íc ngoµi cã quy m« lín th−êng tËp trung vµo ngµnh ®ãng 

tµu. 

Trong hai n¨m 2005 vµ 2006, Khµnh Hoµ ®· c¶i thiÖn ®−îc møc PCI cña m×nh. §iÓm 

CPI trong n¨m 2006 cña Kh¸nh Hßa ®¹t ®−îc lµ 73% cña c¸c tØnh cã ho¹t ®éng tèt nhÊt, trong 

khi ®ã n¨m 2005 lµ 71%.  



   

 

N¨m 2002, Khµnh Hoµ chiÕm 1% ngo¹i th−¬ng cña ViÖt Nam tÝnh theo gi¸ trÞ xuÊt 

nhËp khÈu. N¨m n¨m tr−íc ®©y xuÊt khÈu t¨ng gÇn 20%/n¨m, trong ®ã thñy h¶i s¶n chiÕm ®a 

sè. Møc ®ãng gãp ngo¹i th−¬ng vµo GDP cña tØnh lµ 78%. Con sè nµy dù ®o¸n r»ng Kh¸nh 

Hoµ sÏ cã xu h−íng ho¹t ®éng th−¬ng m¹i mÆc dï ®©y lµ tØnh n«ng nghiÖp. Tuy Kh¸nh Hoµ 

vÉn ch−a ®−îc ®¸nh gi¸ cao vÒ ho¹t ®éng ngo¹i th−¬ng nh−ng cã nh÷ng nhËn ®Þnh cho r»ng sÏ 

cã rÊt nhiÒu giao dÞch ®−îc thùc hiÖn ë Kh¸nh Hoµ vµ v−ît xa thµnh phè HCM. 



   

 

4.8   L©m §ång 

 
 

 
 

S¬ l−îc vÒ L©m §ång 
 

 L©m §ång C¶ n−íc 

D©n sè (2004) 1.144.445 82.032.300 

GDP trªn ®Çu ng−êi US$ (2004) 280 554 

T¨ng tr−ëng GDP, % (2001-2004)  10,5 9,0 

Tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi, %  (2004) 8,6 24 

Tuæi thä 73 70 

Tû lÖ ®« thÞ hãa, %  (2004) 37 26 

Sè doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký ho¹t ®éng 

2000-2003 
476 53.916 

Nguån: Sè liÖu thèng kª vµ tÝnh to¸n cña t¸c gi¶. * dùa vµo sè liÖu n¨m 2002. 



   

 

Tãm t¾t: L©m §ång hiÖn nay ®èi víi chóng ta vÉn cßn lµ mét Èn sè. Trong 

suèt thËp niªn võa qua, sù t¨ng tr−ëng cña L©m §ång tÝnh theo ®Çu ng−êi lµ t−¬ng 

®èi v÷ng m¹nh. Tuy nhiªn, sù t¨ng tr−ëng nµy ch−a ®em l¹i lîi Ých cho ng−êi 

nghÌo – vÉn cßn nhiÒu ng−êi ph¶i sèng trong c¶nh nghÌo ®ãi mÆc dï tØnh ®· cã 

møc t¨ng tr−ëng cao h¬n tr−íc rÊt nhiÒu. L©m §ång ®· thu hót ®−îc l−îng lín 

vèn FDI vµ cã tû lÖ c¸c doanh nghiÖp trong n−íc chÝnh thøc ®i vµo ho¹t ®éng rÊt 

cao. Song L©m §ång vÉn cÇn ph¶i n©ng cÊp c¬ së h¹ tÇng cña m×nh. C¶ khu vùc 

kinh doanh cña nhµ n−íc vµ t− nh©n ®Òu cã kh¶ n¨ng t−¬ng ®−¬ng nhau trong lÜnh 

vùc t¹o ra c«ng ¨n viÖc lµm cho ng−êi lao ®éng. Chóng ta cÇn ph¶i cã c¸i nh×n 

thÊu ®¸o h¬n ®èi víi m¶nh ®Êt nµy. 

 

D©n sè: Trong n¨m 2003, L©m §ång cã sè d©n chÝnh thøc kho¶ng 1,1 triÖu 

ng−êi. Trong giai ®o¹n 1993-2000, L©m §ång lµ tØnh cã tû lÖ t¨ng d©n sè cao nhÊt 

trong c¶ n−íc, lªn ®Õn 4% mçi n¨m. GÇn ®©y møc t¨ng nµy ®· gi¶m xuèng cßn 

kho¶ng 2,8% song vÉn cao h¬n so víi c¶ n−íc. L©m §ång cã tû lÖ ng−êi d©n téc 

thiÓu sè kh¸ cao, cø 4 ng−êi d©n téc Kinh th× cã 1 ng−êi d©n téc thiÓu sè. Con sè 

nµy cao h¬n trung b×nh cña c¶ n−íc lµ 14%. 

L©m §ång cã tæng diÖn tÝch ®Êt lµ 9.765km2. Theo Tæng côc thèng kª, 

ng−êi d©n sèng ë khu vùc thµnh thÞ chiÕm 37% d©n sè trong tØnh. N«ng nghiÖp 

vÉn lµ ngµnh mòi nhän cña tØnh, chiÕm 68% GDP. 

 

Thu nhËp vµ ®ãi nghÌo: Víi thu nhËp b×nh qu©n chÝnh thøc theo ®Çu ng−êi 

lµ US$ 280 n¨m 2004, L©m §ång lµ tØnh nghÌo nhÊt trong sè c¸c ®Þa ph−¬ng ®−îc 

®Ò cËp ®Õn trong b¶n b¸o c¸o nµy. L©m §ång chiÕm ch−a ®Õn 1% tæng sè GDP 

cña ViÖt Nam mÆc dï d©n sè cña tØnh nµy chiÕm gÇn 2% d©n sè cña c¶ n−íc. Trªn 

thùc tÕ, GDP tÝnh theo ®Çu ng−êi ë L©m §ång trong giai ®o¹n 1997-2001 t¨ng 

hµng n¨m lµ 8,5%, vµ giai ®o¹n 2001-2004 lªn tíi 10% mçi n¨m. Sè liÖu vÒ tû lÖ 

nghÌo ®ãi cña tØnh ®· thay ®æi rÊt nhiÒu, ban ®Çu t¨ng tõ 34-36% trong giai ®o¹n 

1997-2001, sau ®ã gi¶m xuèng nhanh chãng cßn 8,6% giai ®o¹n 2001-2004. 

C¬ së h¹ tÇng: Trong n¨m 2000, chØ cã 89% c¸c x· ph−êng ë L©m §ång cã 

®iÖn. Ngµy nay, tÊt c¶ c¸c x· ®Òu ®−îc tiÕp cËn víi m¹ng l−íi ®iÖn quèc gia. ThËm 

chÝ n¨m 2000, tû lÖ ®iÖn khÝ ho¸ cña L©m §ång cßn cao h¬n tû lÖ 77% cña c¶ 



   

 

n−íc. §Õn n¨m 2004, 97% c¸c x· ph−êng ®Òu ®· cã ®−êng cøng hãa, trong khi ®ã 

n¨m 2000 chØ cã 89%. 

Nguån nh©n lùc: Tuæi thä trung b×nh cña L©m §ång lµ 73 tuæi. Con sè nµy 

cao h¬n mét chót so víi c¶ n−íc. Theo sè liÖu ®iÒu tra d©n sè n¨m 1999, tû lÖ tö 

vong ë trÎ s¬ sinh cña tØnh lµ 23,8 trÎ trªn1.000 trÎ ®−îc sinh ra, cao h¬n so víi 

trung b×nh c¶ n−íc. 

Tû lÖ biÕt ®äc biÕt viÕt ë nh÷ng ng−êi trªn 15 tuæi ®¹t 90%. Cã ba trong sè 

m−êi x·, ph−êng ë L©m §ång cã tr−êng tiÓu häc. §Æc biÖt lµ c¸c nhµ doanh 

nghiÖp t− nh©n ®Çu t− vµo lÜnh vùc gi¸o dôc chiÕm tíi 3,1%, cao h¬n so víi c¸c 

tØnh kh¸c. 

 

Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp: C¸c doanh nghiÖp ho¹t ®éng chÝnh thøc ë L©m 

§ång kh«ng nhiÒu l¾m. Sè vèn ®¨ng ký cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp nµy ch−a ®Õn 0,5% 

so víi sè vèn ph¸p ®Þnh trong c¶ n−íc. Trong ba n¨m ®Çu thùc hiÖn LuËt Doanh 

nghiÖp 2000, cã 476 doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n ®¨ng ký ho¹t ®éng víi sè vèn lµ 476 tû 

®ång, t−¬ng ®−¬ng víi 33 triÖu USD. Con sè nµy ®· ®−a L©m §ång lµ tØnh cø 

2.204 ng−êi d©n l¹i cã mét doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký ho¹t ®éng vµ cø 2.213 ng−êi th× 

cã mét tû ®ång vèn ph¸p ®Þnh míi ®−îc ®¨ng ký.  

Trong giai ®o¹n 1998-2002, sè l−îng c¸c doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n trong lÜnh 

vùc s¶n xuÊt ë L©m §ång t¨ng lªn 4 lÇn, ®¹t con sè lµ 109 vµ sè l−îng C«ng ty 

TNHH t¨ng 50% lªn ®Õn 29. Trong suèt giai ®o¹n nµy, cã 5 c«ng ty cæ phÇn ®−îc 

thµnh lËp, chñ yÕu lµ c¸c doanh nghiÖp nhµ n−íc chuyÓn sang cæ phÇn víi sù tham 

gia cña nhµ n−íc ë nhiÒu cÊp ®é kh¸c nhau. Do ®ã, mÆc dï sù ph¸t triÓn nµy lµ rÊt 

Ên t−îng song sè l−îng c¸c doanh nghiÖp nhµ n−íc chuyÓn sang cæ phÇn vÉn cßn 

rÊt Ýt. 

N¨m 2002, L©m §ång chØ cã 5.741 hé s¶n xuÊt kinh doanh. Tû lÖ c¸c doanh 

nghiÖp s¶n xuÊt chÝnh thøc bao gåm c¶ nh÷ng hé gia ®×nh chiÕm 3%.  Víi ®Æc 

®iÓm vÒ t×nh h×nh vÒ kinh tÕ x· héi vµ con ng−êi cña tØnh th× ®©y lµ mét con sè 

t−¬ng ®èi cao cña khu vùc nµy. Tuy nhiªn, cïng thêi gian nµy, con sè c¸c doanh 

nghiÖp s¶n xuÊt ho¹t ®éng chÝnh thøc ë L©m §ång vÉn Ýt h¬n so víi c¸c tØnh vïng 

s©u, vïng xa kh¸c. Do ®ã vÉn cßn ph¶i xem xÐt xem liÖu m«i tr−êng kinh doanh 

trong tØnh cã nªn ®−îc c«ng nhËn víi tû lÖ c¸c doanh nghiÖp ho¹t ®éng chÝnh thøc 

cao hay kh«ng, hay tû lÖ cao nµy lµ do ho¹t ®éng ®Êu thÇu ch−a minh b¹ch.  



   

 

Khu vùc ho¹t ®éng s¶n xuÊt nµy ®· t¹o c«ng ¨n viÖc lµm cho kho¶ng 11.000 

ng−êi, trong khi ®ã khu vùc s¶n xuÊt cña nhµ n−íc chØ lµ 10.000 ng−êi. 

Kh¶ n¨ng c¹nh tranh: MÆc dï thu nhËp b×nh qu©n tÝnh theo ®Çu ng−êi 

t−¬ng ®èi thÊp vµ vÞ trÝ ®Þa lý kh«ng ®−îc thuËn lîi l¾m, L©m §ång vÉn thu hót 

®−îc l−îng vèn FDI lªn tíi 145 triÖu USD mçi n¨m trong giai ®o¹n 1998-2002 vµ 

chiÕm kho¶ng 7% tæng sè vèn FDI cña c¶ n−íc. §Çu t− n−íc ngoµi th−êng tËp 

trung vµo lÜnh vùc liªn kÕt n«ng c«ng nghiÖp vµ lÜnh vùc du lÞch. 

PCI trong n¨m 2006 L©m §ång ®¹t sè ®iÓm t−¬ng øng víi 69% 

§ãng gãp cña L©m §ång vµo ngo¹i th−¬ng cña ViÖt Nam lµ kh«ng ®¸ng kÓ. 

Gi¸ trÞ xuÊt nhËp khÈu hµng n¨m cña L©m §ång chØ chiÕm 31 triÖu USD. 



   

 

4.9   Thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh 

 
 

 
 
 

S¬ l−îc vÒ thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh 
 

 HCMC C¶ n−íc 

D©n sè (2004) 5.554.800 82.032.300 

GDP tÝnh theo ®Çu ng−êi, US$ (2004) 1.800 554 

T¨ng tr−ëng GDP, % (2001-2004)    6,1* 9,0 

Tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi (2004), %   2,2* 24 

Tuæi thä 78 70 

Tû lÖ ®« thÞ ho¸ (2004), % 87 26 

Sè doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký ho¹t ®éng 

2000-2003 
19.452 53.916 

Nguån: Sè liÖu thèng kª vµ tÝnh to¸n cña t¸c gi¶. * dùa vµo sè liÖu n¨m 2002. 



   

 

Tãm t¾t: Thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh lµ trung t©m th−¬ng m¹i lín cña c¶ n−íc. 

Th¸ch thøc ®èi víi c¸c nhµ ho¹ch ®Þnh chÝnh s¸ch cña thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh 

kh«ng gièng so víi c¸c tØnh kh¸c. Thµnh phè nµy lu«n ®i tr−íc thêi ®¹i vµ c¸c ®Þa 

ph−¬ng kh¸c nªn häc tËp vµ lµm theo kinh nghiÖm cña TP HCM. MÆc dï m«i 

tr−êng kinh doanh ë ®©y lµ t−¬ng ®èi tèt vµ ®· ®−îc c¶i thiÖn rÊt nhiÒu, song thµnh 

phè vÉn cÇn ph¶i x©y dùng c¸c thÓ chÕ vµ thùc hiÖn tèt c¸c quy ®Þnh mµ sÏ lµ trô 

cét cho mét nÒn kinh tÕ thÞ tr−êng tr−ëng thµnh. 

 

D©n sè: Trong n¨m 2004, thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh cã sè d©n chÝnh thøc 

kho¶ng 5,5 triÖu ng−êi. §©y lµ con sè vÉn ch−a ®Çy ®ñ v× l−îng ng−êi lao ®éng di 

c− vÒ ®©y rÊt nhiÒu nh−ng kh«ng ®−îc thèng kª chÝnh thøc vµ ®©y còng lµ ®Æc 

tr−ng næi bËt cña c¸c ®« thÞ lín ë ViÖt Nam. MÆc dï vËy, tèc ®é t¨ng d©n sè trung 

b×nh hµng n¨m chÝnh thøc giai ®o¹n 1993-2003 cña thµnh phè lµ 2,35%. Tû lÖ nµy 

cao gÊp ®«i so víi 1,4% - møc t¨ng d©n sè cña c¶ n−íc trong cïng thêi ®iÓm. ChØ 

cã kho¶ng 3% d©n sè lµ ng−êi d©n téc thiÓu sè, trong khi ®ã c¶ n−íc lµ 14%. 

Trong sè ®ã bao gåm c¶ ng−êi Hoa – nh÷ng ng−êi ®· cã lÞch sö kinh doanh ë ViÖt 

Nam. 

Víi tæng diÖn tÝch lµ 2.096km2, thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh lµ ®Þa ph−¬ng cã 

diÖn tÝch nhá hÑp nh−ng l¹i ®«ng ®óc d©n c−. Tû lÖ ®« thÞ ho¸ lµ 87%, v−ît xa Hµ 

Néi - ®èi thñ c¹nh tranh lín nhÊt cña thµnh phè nµy. N«ng nghiÖp chiÕm gÇn 2% 

GDP cña thµnh phè. 

 

Thu nhËp vµ ®ãi nghÌo: Víi thu nhËp b×nh qu©n theo ®Çu ng−êi lµ 1.800 

USD, cao gÊp ba lÇn so víi c¶ n−íc, thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh lµ ®Þa ph−¬ng giµu 

thø hai cña ViÖt Nam, sau tØnh Bµ RÞa Vòng Tµu – mét tØnh cã thÕ m¹nh vÒ dÇu 

khÝ. Trªn thùc tÕ, GDP trªn ®Çu ng−êi t¨ng hµng n¨m trong giai ®o¹n 1997-2002 

lµ 6,1%. Còng trong 5 n¨m nµy, tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi ®· gi¶m xuèng h¬n mét nöa, tõ 

5,3% xuèng 2,2%. Ngoµi mét sè khu ngo¹i thµnh ra th× hÇu nh− t×nh tr¹ng nghÌo 

®ãi ë thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh kh«ng cßn tån t¹i. 

 

C¬ së h¹ tÇng: C¸c chØ sè vÒ c¬ së h¹ tÇng ë thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh lµ rÊt 

tèt. TÊt c¶ c¸c x· ph−êng ®Òu tiÕp cËn ®−îc m¹ng l−íi ®iÖn quèc gia vµ ®Òu cã 

®−êng ®−îc cøng hãa. 



   

 

 Nguån nh©n lùc: Tuæi thä trung b×nh ë thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh lµ 78 tuæi. 

Con sè nµy cao h¬n c¶ n−íc lµ 70 tuæi. Theo cuéc ®iÒu tra d©n sè n¨m 1999, tû lÖ 

tö vong ë trÎ s¬ sinh lµ t−¬ng ®èi thÊp, cø 10,59 trÎ bÞ chÕt/1.000 trÎ sinh ra, trong 

khi ®ã trung b×nh c¶ n−íc lµ 20trÎ/ 1.000 trÎ. 

Tû lÖ biÕt ®äc biÕt viÕt ë ng−êi trªn 15 tuæi ®¹t 95%. Con sè nµy cao h¬n con 

sè trung b×nh cña c¶ n−íc lµ 88%. §Æc biÖt lµ 1/5 sè c¸c x· ph−êng kh«ng cã 

tr−êng tiÓu häc. ë thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh, c¸c nhµ doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n ®Çu t− 

vµo lÜnh vùc gi¸o dôc chiÕm tíi 3,1% so víi tæng sè chñ ®Çu t− t− nh©n, chØ sau  

Hµ Néi vµ B×nh D−¬ng. 

 

Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp: GÇn 1/3 sè vèn cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp ho¹t ®éng 

chÝnh thøc ë ViÖt Nam ®−îc ®¨ng ký ë thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh. Trong ba n¨m 

®Çu thùc hiÖn Lô©t Doanh nghiÖp 2000, cã kho¶ng 20.000 doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký 

ho¹t ®éng ®−a tæng sè vèn lªn ®Õn 26 ngh×n tû ®ång, t−¬ng ®−¬ng víi 1,8 tû USD. 

Trong n¨m 2003, thµnh phè ®¹t tû lÖ cø 276 ng−êi d©n l¹i cã mét doanh nghiÖp 

®¨ng ký ho¹t ®éng vµ cø 203 ng−êi th× cã mét tû ®ång vèn ph¸p ®Þnh míi ®−îc 

®¨ng ký. §Õn 2005, sè d©n/doanh nghiÖp ®· gi¶m xuèng trªn 100. 

§Õn 2002, sè doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký ho¹t ®éng trong lÜnh vùc s¶n xuÊt ë 

thµnh phè t¨ng gÊp 4-5 lÇn so víi n¨m 1998. C¸c lo¹i h×nh doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n 

quan träng nhÊt lµ doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n vµ LLCs. Bªn c¹nh c¸c doanh nghiÖp nhµ 

n−íc chuyÓn sang c«ng ty cæ phÇn víi sù tham gia cña nhµ n−íc ë nhiÒu cÊp ®é 

kh¸c nhau, th× c¸c lo¹i h×nh doanh nghiÖp trªn ®· cã b−íc ph¸t triÓn nhanh nhÊt 

trong thêi kú nµy 

H¬n n÷a, khu vùc ho¹t ®éng kinh doanh phi chÝnh thøc ®· lµm cho con sè 

ho¹t ®éng chÝnh thøc Ýt ®i. ë thµnh phè nµy, tû lÖ c¸c doanh nghiÖp ho¹t ®éng 

chÝnh thøc so víi tÊt c¶ c¸c doanh nghiÖp kh¸c, kÓ c¶ c¸c hé gia ®×nh, ®¹t 9% 

trong n¨m 2003. Theo tiªu chuÈn cña ViÖt Nam th× ®©y lµ mét tû lÖ rÊt cao, chØ 

sau Hµ Néi. Tuy nhiªn, møc ®é chÝnh thøc ho¸ ho¹t ®éng cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp ë 

cÊp tØnh vµ quèc gia n¨m 2003 vÉn thÊp h¬n so víi tiªu chuÈn quèc tÕ. Trong mét 

chõng mùc nµo ®ã, hy väng sÏ c¶i thiÖn ®−îc ®iÒu nµy khi mµ LuËt Doanh nghiÖp 

míi chØ ®−îc thùc hiÖn vµo n¨m 2001. Râ rµng lµ qu¸ tr×nh chÝnh thøc ho¸ ho¹t 

®éng cña c¸c doanh nghiÖp vÉn cßn ®ang diÔn ra t¹i thêi ®iÓm nµy. 



   

 

Trong n¨m 2003, khu vùc s¶n xuÊt t− nh©n ®· thu hót ®−îc mét nöa triÖu 

ng−êi tham gia. Trong khi ®ã khu vùc s¶n xuÊt vµ c«ng nghiÖp cña nhµ n−íc chØ ë 

kho¶ng 310.000 ng−êi. 

 

Kh¶ n¨ng c¹nh tranh: Trong suèt giai ®o¹n 1998-2002, thµnh phè Hå ChÝ 

Minh ®· thu hót ®−îc 21% vèn FDI viÖn trî cho ViÖt Nam. Con sè nµy ph¶n ¸nh 

mét m«i tr−êng kinh doanh t−¬ng ®èi tèt víi nh÷ng nÒn t¶ng cho sù ph¸t triÓn 

kinh doanh cña ®Þa ph−¬ng nµy. 

Trong n¨m 2005-2006, thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh ®· c¶i thiÖn ®−îc chç ®øng 

vµ ghi ®iÓm trong PCI. Sè ®iÓm mµ thµnh phè ®¹t ®−îc lµ tõ 60 ®Õn 80%. Sù ph¸t 

triÓn nµy lµ b−íc quan träng nhÊt trong mèi quan hÖ víi sù ph¸t triÓn cña khu vùc 

kinh tÕ t− nh©n vµ gi¶m chi phÝ phi chÝnh thøc trong quan hÖ víi c¸c c«ng chøc. 

 Trong n¨m 2004, thµnh phè Hå ChÝ Minh chiÕm tíi h¬n 1/4 l−îng hµng 

xuÊt nhËp khÈu cña ViÖt Nam. 

 



   

 

4.10   Long An 

 

 
 
 

S¬ l−îc vÒ Long An 
 

 Long An C¶ n−íc 

D©n sè (2004) 1.400.503 82.032.300 

GDP trªn  ®Çu ng−êi, US$ (2004) 432 554 

T¨ng tr−ëng GDP, % (2001-2004)  6,0 9,0 

Tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi (2004), % 4,3 24 

Tuæi thä 72 70 

Tû lÖ ®« thÞ ho¸ (2004), % 17 26 

Sè doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký ho¹t ®éng 

2000-2003 
441 53.916 

Nguån: Sè liÖu thèng kª vµ tÝnh to¸n cña t¸c gi¶. * dùa vµo sè liÖu n¨m 2002. 



   

 

 
Tãm t¾t: VÒ c¬ së h¹ tÇng vµ nguån nh©n lùc th× Long An ®−îc ®¸nh gi¸ lµ 

tØnh ®¹t ®−îc mét sù t¨ng tr−ëng cao bëi khu vùc doanh nghiÖp n¨ng ®éng. Song 

thùc tÕ th× khu vùc kinh tÕ t− nh©n chÝnh thøc l¹i kh«ng thÓ hiÖn ®−îc tÝnh n¨ng 

®éng cña m×nh nh− mong ®îi khu vùc nµy sÏ gãp phÇn to lín vµo th−¬ng m¹i cña 

n−íc nhµ. 

 

D©n sè: N¨m 2003, Long An cã sè d©n chÝnh thøc kho¶ng 1,4 triÖu ng−êi. 

Tèc ®é t¨ng d©n sè chÝnh thøc trung b×nh trong giai ®o¹n 1993-2004 lµ 1,2%, gÇn 

b»ng víi trung b×nh c¶ n−íc cïng kú lµ 1,4%. ë Long An gÇn nh− kh«ng cã ng−êi 

d©n téc thiÓu sè – chØ chiÕm 3 phÇn ngh×n, trong khi ®ã c¶ n−íc lµ 14%. 

Long An cã tæng diÖn tÝch ®Êt 4.492km2. Theo Tæng côc Thèng kª th× ng−êi 

d©n sèng ë khu vùc thµnh thÞ chiÕm 17% d©n sè. LÜnh vùc n«ng nghiÖp chiÕm gÇn 

mét nöa gi¸ trÞ s¶n xuÊt gia t¨ng cña tØnh. 

 

Thu nhËp vµ ®ãi nghÌo: Víi thu nhËp b×nh qu©n theo ®Çu ng−êi n¨m 2004 

lµ 432 USD, Long An lµ tØnh cã møc thu nhËp trung b×nh. GDP toµn tØnh chiÕm 1-

2% tæng sè GDP cña ViÖt Nam. Trªn thùc tÕ, GDP trªn ®Çu ng−êi ë Long An 

trong giai ®o¹n 1997-2002 t¨ng hµng n¨m lµ 4,5%, vµ giai ®o¹n 2002-2004 lªn tíi 

6%. Tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi gi¶m tõ 29% xuèng cßn 4%. Nãi c¸ch kh¸c, sù t¨ng tr−ëng 

kinh tÕ cña Long An lµ rÊt toµn diÖn vµ v× ng−êi nghÌo. Tû lÖ nghÌo ®ãi trong giai 

®o¹n 2001-2004 gi¶m xuèng cßn 3,2%. 

 

C¬ së h¹ tÇng: C¸c chØ sè vÒ c¬ së h¹ tÇng ë Long An nh×n chung lµ tèt. Cã 

93,2% c¸c x· ph−êng ®−îc sö dông m¹ng l−íi ®iÖn quèc gia vµ tiÕp cËn ®−îc 

®−êng cøng hãa. Tû lÖ ®iÖn khÝ ho¸ cao h¬n so víi con sè 77% cña c¶ n−íc. 

 

Nguån nh©n lùc: Tuæi thä trung b×nh ë Long An lµ trªn 72 tuæi. Con sè nµy 

cao h¬n mét chót so víi trung b×nh c¶ n−íc lµ 70 tuæi. §©y lµ con sè t−¬ng ®èi lý 

t−ëng so víi c¸c n−íc cã møc thu nhËp thÊp kh¸c vµ mét sè n−íc OCED. Theo 

cuéc ®iÒu tra n¨m 1999, tû lÖ tö vong ë trÎ s¬ sinh cña tØnh lµ 24,6 trÎ/ 1000 trÎ 

®−îc sinh ra, cao h¬n so víi c¶ n−íc lµ 20 trÎ/1000 trÎ ®−îc sinh ra. 

Sè ng−êi biÕt ®äc biÕt viÕt trªn 15 tuæi ®¹t 91%, cao h¬n so víi 88% cña c¶ 

n−íc. Tuy nhiªn, chØ cã 60% c¸c x· ph−êng ë Long An cã tr−êng tiÓu häc. C¸c 



   

 

chñ doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n ®Çu t− vµo lÜnh vùc gi¸o dôc chiÕm 0,4% so víi tæng sè 

chñ ®Çu t− t− nh©n vµ ®©y lµ tû lÖ thÊp nhÊt trong c¶ n−íc. 

 

Khu vùc doanh nghiÖp: Long An chiÕm h¬n 1% tæng sè vèn ph¸p ®Þnh cña 

c¶ n−íc. Trong ba n¨m ®Çu thùc hiÖn LuËt Doanh nghiÖp 2000 chØ cã kho¶ng 441 

doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký ho¹t ®éng víi tæng sè vèn lµ 560 tû ®ång, t−¬ng ®−¬ng víi 

38 triÖu USD. Con sè nµy ®· ®−a Long An lµ tØnh cø 2989 ng−êi d©n l¹i cã mét 

doanh nghiÖp ®¨ng ký ho¹t ®éng vµ cø 2350 ng−êi th× cã mét tû ®ång vèn ph¸p 

®Þnh míi ®−îc ®¨ng ký. 

Tr¸i víi c¸c ®Þa ph−êng kh¸c ®−îc ®Ò cËp trong b¶n b¸o c¸o nµy, cã rÊt Ýt 

nhµ s¶n xuÊt ®¨ng ký ho¹t ®éng kinh doanh ë Long An trong giai ®o¹n 1998-

2002. Trong suèt bèn n¨m nµy, sè l−îng c¸c doanh nghiÖp t− nh©n trong lÜnh vùc 

s¶n xuÊt kh«ng t¨ng vµ sè l−îng LLCs chØ ®¹t 24%. Trong khi sè l−îng c¸c doanh 

nghiÖp t− nh©n ë Long An kh«ng nhiÒu l¾m th× quy m« s¶n xuÊt t− nh©n chÝnh 

thøc l¹i t−¬ng ®èi lín trong n¨m 1998. Cã thÓ gi¶i thÝch ®iÒu nµy lµ do cßn tØnh 

cßn thiÕu sù quan t©m hoÆc lµ cÇn ph¶i ®¨ng ký hay chÝnh thøc hãa c¸c ho¹t ®éng 

kinh doanh gièng nh− c¸c ®Þa ph−¬ng kh¸c. Nãi c¸ch kh¸c, chØ ®¬n gi¶n lµ Long 

An vÉn ch−a thùc sù c¶i thiÖn ®−îc t×nh h×nh vµ cÇn ph¶i kÕt hîp víi kinh tÕ n«ng 

nghiÖp ®Ó thay ®æi sù tr× trÖ nµy. 

 

Còng gièng nh− c¸c tØnh kh¸c, khu vùc ho¹t ®éng kinh doanh phi chÝnh thøc 

®· lµm cho con sè ho¹t ®éng chÝnh thøc Ýt ®i. ë Long An, tû lÖ c¸c doanh nghiÖp 

ho¹t ®éng s¶n xuÊt chÝnh thøc trong tæng sè c¸c doanh nghiÖp kh¸c chiÕm 2% vµo 

n¨m 2003, bao gåm c¶ kinh tÕ hé gia ®×nh.  

Khu vùc kinh tÕ t− nh©n míi næi lªn nµy ®· t¹o c«ng ¨n viÖc lµm cho gÇn 

30.000 ng−êi, nhiÒu h¬n rÊt nhiÒu so víi con sè 7.000 cña khu vùc s¶n xuÊt cña 

nhµ n−íc. Ho¹t ®éng c«ng nghiÖp ë Long An chñ yÕu lµ chÕ biÕn n«ng-c«ng 

nghiÖp, ®Æc biÖt lµ s¶n xuÊt ®−êng. Ngµnh c«ng nghiÖp ë ®©y vÉn ch−a ®−îc 

chuÈn bÞ cho cuéc c¹nh tranh khèc liÖt xuÊt ph¸t tõ viÖc gia nhËp tæ chøc WTO 

s¾p tíi. 

 

Kh¶ n¨ng c¹nh tranh: Trong suèt giai ®o¹n 1998-2002, Long An chØ thu 

hót ®−îc 2% sè vèn FDI cam kÕt viÖn trî cho ViÖt Nam. Long An ®· kh«ng ph¸t 



   

 

huy ®−îc lîi thÕ vÞ trÝ ®Þa lý cña m×nh – gi¸p víi khu vùc th−¬ng m¹i cña ®Êt n−íc. 

Thùc tÕ nµy ph¶n ¸nh mét m«i tr−êng kinh doanh kh«ng thuËn lîi – Ýt nhÊt lµ ®èi 

víi nh÷ng nhµ kinh doanh ngo¹i quèc. 

 

N¨m 2005, Long An ®¹t 76% ®iÓm PCI. §Õn 2006, sè ®iÓm nµy gi¶m xuèng 

cßn 66%. 

N¨m 2002, Long An chiÕm 1% gi¸ trÞ xuÊt nhËp khÈu cña ViÖt Nam 
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6   Introduction 
 
 
This report contains a set of provincial profiles that have been prepared 

jointly by the Central Institute of Economic Management (CIEM) and the 

Department of Economics (DoE), University of Copenhagen, under Component 5 

of the Business Sector Support Program (BSPS) of Danida.  

 

While the other four components of the BSPS are focused on the four 

provinces of Ha Tay, Nghe An, Khanh Hoa, and Lam Dong, Component 5 has a 

broader focus. A survey of small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) and a 

household survey are the core parts of Component 5. The SME survey covers ten 

provinces and the household survey covers seven provinces. Both surveys cover 

the four focus provinces of the BSPS. Overall, this report is intended to 

familiarize the reader with the socio-economic characteristics of the provinces. 

The following provinces are profiled: Hanoi, Hai Phong, Ha Tay, Phu Tho, Nghe 

An, Quang Nam, Khanh Hoa, Lam Dong, Ho Chi Minh City (HCMC), and Long 

An.   

 

Building on data and information relating to both the SME and the 

household dimensions, the profiles of the provinces reflect the two-stringed 

approach of Component 5. 

 

The nature of development and the linkages between growth and poverty 

reduction varies with local conditions and characteristics of provinces. Local 

geographical, socio-economic and ecological conditions matter. For example 

limited access to good roads and transport networks, low population densities and 

limited access to agricultural land may constrain local development. This is 

especially true of the provinces that are more removed from urban centers. With 

higher population densities comes the need for finding alternatives to agricultural 

production. In many areas of the country, agricultural production is already 

pushing its capacity to absorb labor. Non-farm employment opportunities are 

therefore high on the agenda for the leaders of most provinces. 



   

 

The density of registered enterprises in a given province may plausibly be 

attributed to the socio-economic conditions that prevail in that particular locality. 

The choice of whether or not to set-up an enterprise, as well as its subsequent 

success, will to some extent be linked to such characteristics. 

 

A first step in understanding the state of the private sector in the selected 

provinces requires a look at some of the initial conditions and broader business 

environments that characterize these provinces. For each of the provinces, a 

comprehensive set of indicators is explored. These indicators are intended to 

capture the fundamental factors that have enabled the rapid development of the 

private sector in some provinces, as well as the obstacles that have held back its 

development in others. For each province the indicators are compared to the 

national average and other selected provinces where pertinent.  

 

The report is structured as follows. In the nest two sections of the report, the 

main indicators that are used to profile the provinces are presented. These sections 

also provide an aggregate overview and comparison of the provinces. The last 

section of the report is dedicated to more detailed and thorough assessments of the 

provinces.  



   

 

7   Socio-Economic Indicators 
 
 

7.1   Income and poverty levels 

 

The income level of the provinces is an indicator of economic activity and 

potential. Not surprisingly, a significant correlation between income and 

enterprise development across Vietnam’s provinces has been found in many 

studies Economic growth is a prerequisite for sustainable poverty reduction. 

However, provinces differ in how well growth is translated into poverty 

reduction; in other words, the elasticity of poverty reduction varies across 

provinces. This can plausibly be explained by the dynamism of the private sector. 

In the following profiles various indicators pertaining to income, consumption, 

poverty rates, and inequality are included to form a nuanced socio-economic 

picture of the provinces. 

 

A sense of how inclusive the growth process has been across the provinces 

in the sample can be obtained by a glance at Table 1. At the national level, the 

elasticity of poverty reduction to growth was around one for 1998-2002. This is 

good by international standards. Available data in the form of poverty measures 

based on household surveys indicate that only Thailand (1990-92), China (1996-

98), Chile (1996-98), and Egypt (1996-2000) have seen elasticities higher than 

Vietnam’s.7   

 

As expected, the ability to use economic growth as a lever to lift people out 

of poverty varies greatly across Vietnam. In the present sample five of the 

provinces have elasiticities of poverty reduction to growth in excess of one and 

only Lam Dong has witnessed a rise in poverty over the period of observation. 

While some of these elasticities would appear to be very high, they are not 

necessarily implausible. The most dynamic provinces and the ones that started 

with relatively high levels of poverty at the beginning of the period under 

observation are also the ones that have seen the strongest impact of growth on 

                                                 
7 Larsen et al (2004). 



   

 

poverty reduction. In order to get a better understanding of the forces at play, the 

next sections take a closer look at some of the other provincial characteristics and 

socio-economic dimensions that may help corroborate or perhaps contradict these 

findings.  

 
 

Table 1: Elasticity of Poverty Reduction 
to Economic Growth, 1998-2002 

Hanoi 2.0 

Haiphong 3.2 

Ha Tay 2.3 

Phu Tho 0.8 

Nghe An 0.7 

Quang Nam 0.7 

Khanh Hoa 4.3 

Lam Dong -0.2 

HCMC 0.5 

Long An 3.2 

National 1.1 

Sources: Vietnam Household Living Standards Survey (VHLSS) (1998, 2002) 
and author’s own calculations.  
Notes: VHLSS data are somewhat less reliable at provincial levels. The 
poverty rates used for 1998 are estimates based on poverty mapping 
techniques that combine survey and census data.  

 
 

7.2   Economic structure 

 

Looking at the contribution of the agricultural sector to GDP can shed light 

on some of the structural difficulties associated with the economic transition that 

some of the provinces are facing. Related factors in initial conditions for 

economic growth include the level of urbanization and the availability of land for 

other uses. Complicated and expensive compensation procedures for rezoning of 

farm land to industrial use would tend to limit the availability of land available to 

investors. Provinces with low urbanization in provincial towns and a large 

agricultural sector miss opportunities to achieve the benefits that occur when 

companies cluster in a single area. These considerations would imply that 



   

 

provinces with a large agricultural sector and low urbanization would experience 

more scattered economic development. Small scale businesses in one part of the 

province would find it unmanageable to make use of the goods and services 

offered by business in another part of the province. Indeed, as Figure 1 reveals, 

there is a very important correlation between income levels and urbanization. 

 
 

Figure 1: Urbanization and Income of Sample Provinces 

0%
10%
20%
30%
40%
50%
60%
70%
80%
90%

100%

Han
oi

Haip
ho

ng

Ha T
ay

Phu
 Tho

Ngh
e A

n

Qua
ng

 N
am

Kha
nh

 H
oa

La
m D

on
g

HCM C
ity

Lo
ng

 An

Nati
on

al
0
200
400
600
800
1000
1200
1400
1600
1800
2000

U
SD

Urbanization GDP capita

 Source: Government Statistic Office (GSO) and author’s own calculations. 

 

7.3   Infrastructure   

 

Good and reliable infrastructure can be the sine qua non of economic 

growth. Likewise, deficient infrastructure raises transaction costs. This is because 

substandard infrastructure increases the time it takes to manufacture products, it 

makes timely communication with suppliers and customers more difficult, and it 

increases the costs of getting products to market.  

 

In preparation for the World Trade Organization (WTO) Accession Forum 

held in Hanoi and HCMC in May 2003, the National Center for Social Sciences 

and Humanities (now the Vietnam Academy of Social Sciences) and the 



   

 

Department of Economics at the University of Copenhagen, carried out a 

comprehensive survey of what state owned, domestic private and foreign 

enterprises perceive to be the main constraints on their competitiveness. Top 

among their concerns were issues related to telecommunications, electricity, 

access to and costs of production inputs and equipment, transport, and increasing 

competition in the domestic market. 

 

The relative competitiveness of provinces and their ability to foster the 

framework for a vibrant private sector depends on their ability to design and 

implement appropriate policies for infrastructure services, including regulation, 

quality, pricing, access, private sector participation, and on their ability to attract 

outside funding, including FDI (competitiveness and FDI as indicators are 

discussed in more detail in sections 3.5 and 3.6) 

 

 
7.4   Human capital 

 

A key development indicator often used when assessing the level of 

development or stock of human capital is the literacy rate in the general 

population. As evidenced by Figure 2, literacy rates are quite high in the 

provinces covered here. Rural areas tend to have somewhat lower literacy rates. 

 

The supply of higher education institutions in provinces matters for the 

average quality of the labor pool that enterprises can draw from. This is especially 

so in Vietnam where the possibilities for migration between provinces is limited. 

There is even qualitative evidence of an intra-provincial brain-drain. Some 

provinces have found that almost 90 percent of students that are admitted to 

universities in other provinces or cities do not return to their province of origin, 

choosing instead to pursue employment opportunities where they undertook their 

graduate studies. 

 

 



   

 

Figure 2: Literacy Rates in Adult Population  
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Figure 3 below shows that the growth poles of Hanoi and HCMC have the 

highest occurrence of enterprise owners with a college education. Interestingly, 

the likelihood of finding an enterprise owner with a college education is about the 

same level in Lam Dong as in Hanoi and HCMC. The relative number of 

enterprise owners with a college education could in itself be an indication that 

innovations in the shape of modern production and management technologies are 

more widely found in these locations. This would be because the levels of 

adaptability and pro-active decisions have been found to be rising as a function of 

education levels. This could potentially explain some of the variation in provincial 

enterprise performance that can be observed in Vietnam.  

 



   

 

Figure 3: Enterprise Owners with College Education 
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In addition to the provincial educational facilities, various health indicators 

such as life expectancy at birth and infant mortality are illuminating as regards 

levels of development.  Figure 4 shows that, except for Hanoi and HCMC, all the 

provinces covered here have infant mortality rates above the national average.  

 

Figure 4: Provincial Infant Mortality Rates 
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Figure 5 shows the average life expectancy in the provinces that are profiled 

in this report. Not surprisingly life expectancy is higher in the richer provinces. 

The figure also compares life expectancy to that of Denmark and the average of 

all low income countries. It is noteworthy that on this key health indicator a few 

of the provinces actually outperform Denmark. It is also interesting to note that 

the two provinces with the highest shares of ethnic minorities in their populations, 

namely Phu Tho (15 percent) and Lam Dong (23 percent), are no the ones that 

have the lowest life expectancy at birth.  

 
 

Figure 5: Life Expectancy at Birth in Vietnam  
compared to Denmark and Low Income Countries 
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8   Enterprise Indicators 
 
 

The 2006 Vietnam Development Report notes that in Vietnam business 

development has been one of the main forces behind the rapid reduction in poverty 

experienced over the past decade, and it is beyond doubt that the private sector has been 

quite effective in generating employment at a relatively low cost. Vietnam does possess 

a diverse business sector, and the Vietnamese population is very business oriented. 

While estimates vary, the number of enterprises under different ownership forms is very 

high. The government continues to own thousands of enterprises, some of which are 

very large, and the number of household enterprises is at least around five million. The 

ongoing policy reforms have supported the gradual emergence of the private sector, and 

over the years, promotion of SMEs has been a central tenet in policy statements by the 

Vietnamese government. The 1990s saw major reform to streamline regulatory barriers 

to enterprise development and to improve the general business climate. Government 

support has also included a series of specific business development initiatives such as 

tax reductions, direct credit assistance, business advice and helping facilitate economic 

relations between SMEs and larger businesses. The Enterprise law enacted in 2000 was 

particularly important among the ongoing legal and institutional reforms and it is widely 

agreed that its impact has been very positive.  

 

8.1   Enterprises registered under Enterprise Law (2000 to 2003) 

 

The number of enterprises registered under the Enterprise Law also gives an 

indication of the level of activity and dynamism in the private sector. An indicator 

of provincial population per registered (or formal) enterprise is constructed to 

allow for cross provincial comparison. Along these lines an indicator of provincial 

population per Vietnamese Dong (VND) 1 billion registered in formal enterprises 

is included in Table 2. 

 
 



   

 

Table 2: Number and Size of Enterprises Registered under Enterprise Law 

Province Year 

Population 
per registered 

enterprise 

Population per 
VND 1 billion 

registered 
capital 

Hanoi 2003 296 222 

Hanoi 2005 96 46 

Ha Tay 2003 4,136 2,497 

Hai Phong 2003 1,059 302 

Hai Phong 2005 307 120 

Khanh Hoa 2003 1,105 1,200 

Lam Dong 2003 2,204 2,213 

Long An 2003 2,989 2,350 

Nghe An 2003 3,411 3,699 

Phu Tho 2003 3,261 2,587 

Quang 
Nam 2003 29,830 70,644 

HCMC 2003 276 203 

HCMC 2005 109 - 
 Source: GSO. 

 
 

8.2   Types of private domestic enterprises 

  

The Enterprise Law clearly delineates different legal responsibilities for four 

different types of private enterprises:8 

 

Private enterprise or sole proprietorship (tu nhan – TN): A private 

enterprise is a firm which is owned by one individual who is liable for all the 

activities of the enterprise with all his/her assets. The investment capital of the 

private enterprise must be declared accurately at the time of the firm’s registration 

with the District Planning and Investment (DPI). The owner of the enterprise has 

the full power to decide all business activities of the firm, and may lease, sell, or 

                                                 
8 Malesky 2004. 



   

 

close the business, as long as the provincial DPI is notified. Private enterprises 

tend to be fairly small scale. 

 

Partnership (hop danh – HD): Partnerships are firms that must be formed 

by at least two members (owners) in partnership, who are liable for all the 

obligations of the company with all of their personal assets. A partnership may 

also have capital-contributing members, who are liable for only their 

contributions, and may receive dividends from company profits. Partnerships are 

allowed flexibility in the determination of their management structure, provided it 

is detailed in the company charter. All partnership members must have equal 

rights in company decisions. These firms tend to be larger than private enterprises 

in terms of employment and assets.  

 

Limited liability company (trach nhiem huu han – TNHH): This type of 

enterprise may have up to fifty owners or members, who are either individuals or 

organizations. They are liable for the debts and property obligations of the 

enterprise within the amounts they contributed. The capital contribution of each 

member must be stated, and their signatures supplied at the time of the 

registration of the firm at the DPI. By law, these firms are required to hold regular 

meetings of their Members’ Council, and appoint a General Director. In addition, 

all limited liability companies (LLCs) with more than eleven members must form 

Control Boards, whose power and obligations are stipulated in the charter of the 

company. Article 46 of the Enterprise Law provides for one-member LLCs, 

wherein the owner is liable for all debts within the chartered capital of the 

company. This protects large investors from full responsibility in the case of 

bankruptcy. LLCs tend to be relatively large, employing more workers and 

possessing more assets than private enterprises or partnerships at the time of 

registration. 

 

Joint-stock company (co phan – CP): Joint-stock companies are enterprises 

where the charter capital is divided into equal portions called shares. Shareholders 

are liable for debt within the amount of capital contributed to the enterprise. Joint-



   

 

stock companies differ from LLCs, in that they are allowed to freely assign their 

shares to other persons with some exceptions, which are detailed in Articles 55 

and 58. Two types of shareholders are allowed. Ordinary shareholders can vote at 

the General Assembly of Shareholders under the principle of one share, one vote 

and receive dividends from the company. Should a shareholder hold more than 

10% of the firm for six consecutive months, the shareholder is allowed to 

nominate candidates to the Board of Directors and Control Board (if there is one). 

Preferential shareholders, on the other hand, are allowed more votes than an 

ordinary shareholder. The precise amount of votes is flexible, and must be stated 

in the company charter. Unless authorized by the Vietnamese national 

government, preferential shareholders should include only founding members up 

to three years after registration at DPI. All joint-stock companies must have a 

General Assembly of Shareholders, a Board of Directors and a General Director. 

Any joint-stock company with more than eleven members must form a Control 

Board that cannot include members of the Board of Directors or the General 

Director. All joint-stock companies must be audited by independent experts, prior 

to submitting financial reports to shareholders. After each fiscal year, these same 

financial reports must be submitted to the tax authority and DPI. 

 

Like LLCs, joint-stock companies tend to be relatively large and 

sophisticated firms. In fact, only firms registered as joint-stock companies can 

trade shares publicly on the stock exchange. Former state owned firms which 

have been privatized generally take this form. In 2002, the National Assembly 

passed a new law allowing foreign-owned firms to register as joint-stock 

companies, albeit under very specific conditions. 

 

8.3   Size and performance of enterprises 

 

The average size of enterprises is measured by total employment and total 

assets, with a strong correlation between the two. The number of employees in 

different types of enterprises is included as an indicator to get a sense of the 

relative support or magnitude of the different classes of owners. 



   

 

 

Firm performance is captured by “profit per invested VND”, or Return on 

Assets (ROA). ROA measures a company’s earnings in relation to all of the 

resources it had at its disposal (the owners or shareholders’ capital plus short and 

long-term debt). This measure, reported on Figure 6, gives an indication of how 

much profit was returned on the assets of the formal private corporate sector 

across the provinces.  

 

 

Figure 6: Return on Assets, 2003 
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8.4   Formal and informal enterprises 

 

Enterprises registered under the Enterprise Law are labeled “formal”, while 

household businesses are labeled informal. Household businesses are not 

completely informal in Vietnam, as they are registered with authorities at the 

district level. There are also many more informal enterprises in Vietnam than the 

ones in the household sector. Detailed statistics about these firms, however, are 

not available.    

 



   

 

Figure 7: Enterprises Level of Formality 
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Some laws governing the set-up and operations of household enterprises are 

indistinguishable from the rules that apply to formal enterprises registered under 

the Enterprise Law. Even so, household enterprises do represent a less formal type 

of enterprise than companies. Because household enterprises are registered and 

regulated by the local level of administration, which typically is overwhelmed by 

the task of regulation, the de facto regulatory framework that covers the activities 

of household enterprises is less transparent and more lenient than the one that 

covers formal enterprises.  

 

In what follows, quite a substantial part of the description will focus on 

manufacturing enterprises. Due to data constraints the information and statistics 

that are used in this report are not confined to the manufacturing sector 

exclusively. However, focus is on the manufacturing sector where possible. This 

choice of focus is based on the following considerations: First, firms in 

manufacturing are likely to have greater impact on the local public good than 

enterprises in the primary and tertiary sector. This is because they would tend to 

use more labor even at low scales, have more dangerous production processes, 

and pose a larger threat to the local environment. Their capital investments and 



   

 

tangible assets make this class of businesses easier to account for and regulate. 

The extent to which these manufacturing enterprises remain in the informal 

household business sector instead of joining the formal enterprise sector can be an 

indicator of enterprise formality in a give province. 

 

 

8.5   Foreign direct investment 

 

The size of foreign direct investments (FDI) in a province can be seen as a 

rough measure of provincial competitiveness over the longer term. This is because 

the factors that make a locality attractive to FDI are similar to those that 

determine its competitiveness. Inclusion of FDI as an indicator that can help 

characterize the provincial economy should be seen in this light, not as primary 

driver of economic growth.  

Over the past decade, Hanoi and HCMC have been the main destinations of 

investment flows into Vietnam; thereby concentrating the beneficial effects of 

FDI in relatively isolated but highly dynamic areas of the country. However, as is 

evident from Table 3, new locations have started to attract larger shares of the 

expanding pool of foreign investments in Vietnam. While final and complete data 

for the periods covered are not yet available, it is interesting to note that the 

relative attractiveness of HCMC as a favored destination for FDI has lessened 

over the period, while every other province, except for Quang Nam, has witnessed 

increasing shares. This development may be explained by the fact that some of the 

peripheral provinces are becoming more open and ready to create an investment 

climate that is conducive to business. At the same time, land and real estate prices 

have been driven up in the traditional growth poles, thereby making more remote 

areas and provinces relatively more attractive for investment purposes.  

 



   

 

Table 3: Shares of FDI  

 Average share     
1998-2002 

Average share          
2002-04 

Hanoi 10.9%  

Haiphong 1.3% 5.0% 

Ha Tay 0.3% 0.4% 

Phu Tho 0.2%  

Nghe An 0.1% 0.5% 

Quang Nam 0.6% 0.4% 

Khanh Hoa 0.9% 11.8% 

Lam Dong 6.9%  

HCMC 20.6% 13.0% 

Long An 1.8%  

FDI commitments             
(annual average) USD 2.1 billion USD 3.2 billion 

 Source: GSO and MPI 

 
 

8.6   The provincial competitiveness index 

 

In 2005 and 2006, the Vietnam Chamber for Commerce and Industry 

(VCCI) published a comprehensive Provincial Competitiveness Index (PCI), 

which scores Vietnamese provinces along a set of indicators designed to reflect 

and capture the competitiveness of the different localities in the country.  The 

Index is an effort to explain why some areas of the country perform better than 

others in terms of private sector dynamism and growth. The PCI separates the 

impact generated by initial conditions (such as location and endowments) and 

slow moving factors (such as infrastructure and human capital) from the impact 

on growth that can be attributed to different aspects of economic governance.   

 



   

 

The relative changes in the sub-indices that make up the aggregate index 

and that are broadly comparable between the two years are reported in Table 4. 

Indeed, the two indices are not entirely identical as changes and ameliorations 

were implemented based on the experience and feedback related to the 2005 

exercise.9 This means that some caution is warranted when making this 

comparison between the two years. While the indices are not strictly identical, 

they do rank and score provinces within the same overall ranges in the two years. 

For the present purposes the PCI rankings are included to get an overall 

“impressionistic” picture of how the different provinces fare in terms of economic 

governance that matters for the growth and dynamism of the enterprise sector.   

 

                                                 
9 See Vietnam Competitiveness Initiative (VNCI, 2006) for more details concerning the differences between the 
two years. 



   

 

Table 4: Percentage Changes in the Provincial Competitiveness Index, 2005-2006 

 Hanoi Hai 
Phong 

Ha 
Tay 

Nghe 
An 

Quang 
Nam 

Khanh 
Hoa 

HCMC Long 
An 

Entry Costs  -21 5 43 10 25 32 13 9 

Access to Land & Security 
of Tenure 

-31 -21 34 33 -11 -12 -39 11 

Transparency and Access to 
Information 

36 7 48 4 -5 81 25 3 

Time Costs and Regulatory 
Compliance 

-23 -31 -30 -22 -17 -2 -22 -38 

Informal Charges 31 -8 -26 1 5 1 78 -18 

SOE Bias (Competition 
Environment) 

-18 -2 57 2 18 9 1 13 

Pro-activity of Provincial 
Leadership 

-32 -29 111 -16 -6 -9 1 -5 

Private Sector Development 
Services 

-21 -6 10 -26 -25 20 53 9 

 
Weighted PCI 

 
-17 

 
-16 

 
5 

 
-9 

 
-6 

 
2 

 
6 

 
-14 

         

Ratio compared to best 
performer 2005 

0.79 0.77 0.51 0.78 0.78 0.70 0.60 0.76 

Ratio compared to best 
performer 2006 

0.66 0.66 0.53 0.71 0.74 0.73 0.83 0.66 

Sources: VNCI (2005), VNCI (2006) and author’s own calculations. 
Note: The 2005 and 2006 indices are not identical, so some of the variation between the two years may be 
ascribed to design and methodological issues.    

 

While the actual scores of the provinces are discussed in the context of the 

provincial profiles in the subsequent sections, a few general observations can be 

made in relation to the group of provinces that are profiled here. The city of Hanoi 

has seen the most drastic reduction in its relative ranking, while HCMC has 

witnessed the most important improvement. All provinces and cities, except 

Hanoi, have made progress in the area of ‘Entry Costs’ by shortening and/or 

simplifying registration procedures. Except in Quang Nam, progress has also been 

uniform in the area of ‘Transparency’. There is also a clear trend towards an 

improved competition environment and less “State Owned Enterprises (SOE) 

Bias”, with just two cities failing to make progress in this area.  



   

 

 

8.7   Openness to trade 

 

Openness to and participation in international trade is another indicator of 

the competitiveness and opportunities available to emerging private businesses 

and of the climate they operate in. Access to production inputs and access to 

export markets are known to be associated with dynamic enterprise sectors. 

If gauged by the combined value of exports and imports relative to the size 

of the economy, Vietnam appears to be a very open economy. The value of 

Vietnam’s trade with the rest of the world exceeds the value of all goods and 

services created in Vietnam in 2005.   

Vietnam’s trade with the rest of the world is concentrated in and around 

HCMC, Hanoi and in the port city of Hai Phong (see Table 5). The combined 

value of foreign trade in Hanoi and HCMC equals almost two thirds of all 

Vietnam’s foreign trade. If the provinces around the Southern powerhouse are 

included, the share of foreign trade approaches unity. This does not necessarily 

mean that production of export goods and the industries that use the imported 

productions goods are located in these provinces. The numbers suggest that the 

bulk of value added takes place in these relatively few provinces.  



   

 

Table 5: Trading with the World, 2005 

  Trade to provincial 

GDP 

Share of total foreign 

trade 

Hanoi 247% 18.90% 

Haiphong 132% 3.30% 

Ha Tay 29% 0.50% 

Phu Tho 49% 0.40% 

Nghe An 17% 0.30% 

Quang Nam 18% 0.20% 

Khanh Hoa 74% 1.10% 

Lam Dong 11% 0.10% 

HCMC 197% 44.30% 

Long An 65% 0.90% 

National 115% 100.00% 

 Source: GSO. 



   

 

 
9   Province Profiles 

 
 

To a large extent the data used in this report originates from official 

Government sources, including the household surveys and enterprise censuses of 

the GSO. Data has also been provided by CIEM and the Agency for Small and 

Medium Enterprise Development, both from the Ministry of Planning and 

Investment.  

For a number of relevant variables the quality of the data has been difficult 

to access. Reconciling data from different government sources and levels of 

government and with national accounts has proven quite challenging for some of 

the series. Concerns over consistency and reliability for some of the series have 

outweighed the urge to present more timely and detailed figures. These issues are 

often exacerbated when moving to the provincial level.  

While we have erred on the side of safety in choosing which statistics to 

include in the compilation, the reader should bear in mind the quality of available 

data. With this caveat, however, the following province profiles will be presented 

in order to sharpen our understanding of and highlight differences among the 

provinces. This report should be thought of as living document that can and 

should be improved as more timely and comprehensive data becomes available. 

Still, this report provides some rough orders of magnitude that can be used to 

gauge the characteristics of the different provinces covered. 



   

 

 
9.1   Hanoi 

 
 

Hanoi at-a-glance 
 

 Hanoi National 

Population (2004) 3,000,700 82,032,300 

GDP per capita, US$ (2004) 1.182 554 

GDP growth, % (2001-2004)  9.0 9.0 

Poverty rate, % (2004)   5.4* 24 

Life expectancy at birth 78 70 

Urbanization, % (2004) 58 26 

Enterprises registered 2000-2003 9,605 53,916 
Source: Official statistics and author’s own calculations. *based on 2002 data. 

 



   

 

Summary: Not only is Hanoi the administrative and political capital of the 

country, the city has also emerged as on of the major engines of the Vietnamese 

growth machine. The size of the private sector in Hanoi and its surrounding 

provinces is outperformed only by the Southern commercial sector in and around 

HCMC. Perhaps not surprisingly, the capital has succeeded in attracting a 

growing share of the annual inflow of foreign investments to Vietnam. But while 

the city is in the top league of desirable investment destinations, as evidenced by a 

growing share of the flow of foreign investments in Vietnam, the domestic 

business community appears less confidence in the investment climate. Hanoi has 

dropped several places in this year’s PCI compared to last year.  

  

Population: In 2004, the city of Hanoi had an official population of around 

3 million. This number is likely an underestimate, given the large influx of 

emigrant labor that goes unrecorded in official statistics, but which has become a 

notable characteristic of the larger urban centers of today’s Vietnam. Even so, 

official population growth has averaged 2.47 percent in 1993-2000. This is more 

than double the national average of 1.4 percent in the same period. Only around 

one percent of the population is of another ethnicity than Kihn, compared to 

around 14 percent nationwide.    

With a total land area of 920 km2, Hanoi is a geographically small and very 

densely populated province. The urbanization rate of 58 percent is topped only by 

HCMC, the country’s commercial powerhouse. Agriculture makes up just two 

percent of GDP.   

   

Income and poverty: Hanoi is one of the richest provinces in the country, 

with an official per capita income of US$ 1,182 – more than double the national 

average. In real terms, GDP per capita grew at an annual rate of 5.3 percent in 

1997-2002, and would according to some sources appear to have accelerated well 

beyond this rate between 2002 and 2005. Over 1997-2002, the overall poverty 

level was reduced from 16 to just 5 percent, implying an elasticity of poverty 

reduction to growth of 2.0. This is impressive by any standard.  

 



   

 

Infrastructure: All communes in Hanoi have access to the power grid. This 

electrification rate of 100 percent compares to a national electrification rate of 77 

percent. Of all communes in Hanoi, 99.2 percent have access to paved roads.  

 

Human capital: Life expectancy at birth is almost 78 years in Hanoi. This 

is higher than the national average of 70 years, which is in itself relatively good 

and compares favorably to other low income countries, if not to middle income 

and some OECD countries. According to the 1999 census, infant mortality in the 

capital was relatively low at 11 deaths per 1,000 live births, compared to the 

national average of 20 deaths per 1,000 live births. 

Literacy in the population above 15 years of age stands at 97 percent. This is 

higher than the national average of 88 percent. All communes in Hanoi have at 

least one secondary school. In Hanoi, private business owners with a college 

education total 3.5 percent of all private business owners, the highest share in the 

country. 

 

Enterprise sector: As of 2004, almost one fourth of all capital in formal 

enterprise sector enterprises in Vietnam was registered in Hanoi.10 In the first 

three years after the implementation of the Enterprise Law in 2000, more than 

9,000 enterprises were registered – around 250 per month. These enterprises 

controlled registered capital in the amount of VND 12 trillion, or US$ 830 

million. This implied a ratio of 296 Hanoians per newly registered enterprise and 

222 persons per billion VND of newly registered legal capital at the end of 2003. 

Over the last couple of years enterprise registration and creation has accelerated to 

over 600 per month, and by 2005, there were only 96 Hanoians for each registered 

private enterprise, and only 46 citizens per VND billion of registered capital. 

By 2002, there were 4-5 times as many registered enterprises in Hanoi’s 

manufacturing sector as there were in 1998. The most important categories of 

private enterprises were sole proprietorships and LLCs. Aside from the group of 

                                                 
10 The latest available official records for Hanoi show that there were around 31,000 registered enterprises as of 
October 2005. Unfortunately it has not been possible to obtain comparable numbers for other provinces and the 
national level. In several places in the following, the description is therefore limited to the first three years after 
the implementation of the Enterprise Law in 2000. 



   

 

privatized state-owned enterprises now operating as joint stock companies with 

various degrees of state involvement, these enterprise categories were the fastest 

growing in the first years after the Enterprise Law was implemented. In addition 

to many new registrations, the past few years have also witnessed a process 

whereby existing enterprises have evolved into more mature and sophisticated 

forms–with the most important categories of private enterprise now being LLCs 

and joint stock companies. 

In Hanoi, the ratio of formal enterprises in manufacturing to all 

manufacturing enterprises, including household businesses, stood at around 10 

percent in 2003. This is comparable to HCMC and Binh Duong, which had 

formalization rates of 9 percent each at that time. By Vietnamese standards this is 

a very high formalization rate, as the national average stands at 3 percent. 

In 2003, this emerging private corporate manufacturing sector employed 

around 190,000 people compared to the 380,000 plus payroll of the state-owned 

industrial and manufacturing sector. The relatively large state-owned production 

sector in Hanoi can in part be attributed to the semi-official personal and political 

connections that prevail between Government and businesses. In HCMC, the 

relative size of the two sectors is reversed—more people are employed by the 

manufacturing sector than the public sector  

 

Competitiveness: Over 1998-2002, Hanoi managed to attract 11 percent of 

all FDI commitments to Vietnam. In 2005, Hanoi was the top destination for FDI 

in Vietnam. This reflects the perception of a relatively good business climate with 

the fundamentals for business development in place.  

In some contrast to its ability to attract FDI, in 2005, Hanoi only managed to 

obtain a PCI score equivalent to 79 percent of the top performer in the index. In 

the latest version of the PCI, Hanoi has dropped to the equivalent of 66 percent of 

the top performer’s rating. This means that Hanoi could do even better with 

improvements to the quality of its governance. 

 In 2002, Hanoi accounted for around one fifth of Vietnam’s external trade 

as measured by the combined value of exports and imports.     



   

 

 
9.2   Hai Phong 

 
 
 

Hai Phong at-a-glance 
 

 Hai Phong National 

Population (2004) 1,754,100 82,032,300 

GDP per capita, US$ (2004) 815 554 

GDP growth, % (2001-2004)    5.4* 9.0 

Poverty rate, %  (2004) 12 24 

Life expectancy at birth 74 70 

Urbanization, %  (2004) 37 26 

Enterprises registered 2000-2003 1,616 53,916 
Source: Official statistics and author’s own calculations. *based on 1997-2002 data. 



   

 

Summary: Hai Phong has good initial conditions for continued sustained 

growth. So far indications are that the growth process has been very inclusive and 

pro-poor. The domestic non-state sector is very capital intensive. Hai Phong has a 

surprisingly low formalization rate compared to other “top performers”. 

Combined with a relatively poor record in attracting FDI, this would suggest a 

relatively unfavorable business climate. The main task facing policy makers 

would be to improve the business climate.  

 

Population: In 2003, Hai Phong had an official population of around 1.8 

million. Official population growth has averaged one percent in 1993-2000. This 

is somewhat lower than the national average of 1.4 percent in the same period. 

There are virtually no ethnic minorities in Hai Phong -- less than one in thousand 

is of another ethnicity than Kihn, compared to around 14 percent nationwide.     

 

With a total land area of 1,518 km2, Hai Phong is among the smaller 

provinces in Vietnam. Around one third of the population lives in urban areas. 

This compares to the national average of about a fourth of the population residing 

in urban areas. In 2000, agriculture accounted for 16 percent of provincial GDP.  

 

Income and poverty: With an official per capita income of around US$ 

815, Hai Phong ranks among the richest provinces in Vietnam. In real terms, GDP 

per capita grew at an annual rate of 5.4 percent in 1997-2002, and appears to have 

accelerated over the past couple of years. Over 1997-2002, the overall poverty 

level was reduced from 29 to 12 percent. Economic growth has been very 

inclusive in Hai Phong, with the poor clearly benefiting from the process. The 

implied elasticity of poverty reduction to economic growth was a staggering 3.2.  

 

Infrastructure: Of all communes in Hai Phong, 97.5 percent have access to 

the power grid. This electrification rate compares to a national electrification rate 

of 77 percent. Of all communes in Hai Phong, 99.4 percent have access to paved 

roads accessible by car all year round.  

 



   

 

The 108 km between Hanoi and Hai Phong can be covered in approximately 

one hour, thanks to a massive, partly donor funded, investments in a modern 

express way. There are also good rail connections between the two cities.   

 

Human capital: Life expectancy at birth is almost 74 years in Hai Phong. 

This is somewhat more than the national average of 70 years, which is in itself 

relatively good and compares favorably to other low income countries, if not to 

middle income and some OECD countries.  According to the 1999 census, infant 

mortality in the province was 20.8 deaths per 1,000 live births. This is close to the 

national average of 20 deaths per 1,000 live births. 

 

Literacy in the population above 15 years of age stands at 95 percent. This is 

somewhat higher than the national average of 88 percent. Of the communes in Hai 

Phong, 98.7 have at least one secondary school. Private business owners with a 

college education total 1.4 percent of all private business owners, about the same 

share as the rest of the country. 

 

Enterprise sector: In the first three years after the implementation of the 

Enterprise Law in 2000, more than 1,600 enterprises were registered with the 

central Government. These enterprises have registered capital in the amount of 

VND 5.6 trillion, or US$ 390 million. In 2003, 11 percent of all capital in formal 

sector enterprises in Vietnam was registered in Hai Phong. This implied a ratio of 

1,059 Hai Phong citizens per newly registered enterprise and 302 persons per 

billion VND of newly registered legal capital. By 2005, the population per 

enterprise ratio had fallen to 307 and there are now only 120 citizens per VND 

billion of registered capital. 

 

Between 1998 and 2002, the number of sole proprietorships in Hai Phong’s 

manufacturing sector increased by 49 percent, and the number of LLCs increased 

three fold to reach 159. Aside from the group of privatized state-owned 

enterprises now operating as joint stock companies with various degrees of state 



   

 

involvement, these enterprise categories have been the fastest growing over the 

period.  

 

Still, the informal sector dwarfs the formal sector in numbers. In Hai Phong, 

the ratio of formal manufacturing enterprises to all manufacturing enterprises, 

including household businesses, was two percent in 2003. This is one percentage 

point lower than the national average, and far behind Hanoi (10 percent), HCMC, 

and Binh Duong (both 9 percent). This relatively low formalization rate could 

indicate that firms stay informal, as formalization entails, for example, more 

taxation.  

 

In 2003, the emerging private corporate manufacturing sector employed 

around 75,000 people compared to around 90,000 in the state-owned industrial 

and manufacturing sector.  

 

Competitiveness: Over 1998-2002, Hai Phong only attracted the equivalent 

of one percent of all FDI commitments to Vietnam. This is in spite of its 

advantageous geographical location as the all-dominant deep sea port and 

transition corridor for most of northern Vietnam’s exports and imports. However, 

more recent data indicates that an increasing share of new FDI into Vietnam is 

destined for Hai Phong. This could reflect perceptions of an increasingly 

hospitable enterprise climate – at least in the foreign business community.  

 

In 2005, Hai Phong had a PCI score equal to 77 percent of that of the best 

performer. By 2006, the city’s score had fallen off to just 66 percent of the best 

performer. This relatively mediocre performance is clearly reflected in the City’s 

inability to attract FDI on a scale comparable to the provinces in the commercial 

belt around HCMC, even if Hai Phong has managed to improve its attractiveness 

as a destination for FDI. 

 

In 2002, Hai Phong accounted for around three percent of Vietnam’s 

external trade, as measured by the combined value of exports and imports.     



   

 

9.3   Ha Tay 
 
 

 
 
 

Ha Tay at-a-glance 
 

 Ha Tay National 

Population (2004) 2,500,400 82,032,300 

GDP per capita, US$ (2004) 319 554 

GDP growth, % (2001-2004)  9.0 9.0 

Poverty rate, %  (2004   27* 24 

Life expectancy at birth 67  70 

Urbanization, %  (2004) 10 26 

Enterprises registered 2000-2003 588 53,916 
Source: Official statistics and author’s own calculations. *based on 2002 data. 



   

 

Summary: Starting from a low base, continued strong per capita growth 

should be expected, given the good initial conditions in terms of infrastructure 

and location. So far indications are that the growth process has been very 

inclusive and pro-poor. Ha Tay is home to about 10 percent of all manufacturing 

household businesses in Vietnam. The challenge is to formalize the enterprise 

sector. Indicators suggest there is scope for improvements in human capital, 

which will become increasingly important as production moves up the value-

added chain, and becomes less reliant on cheap labor as a determinant of 

competitiveness. 

 

Population: In 2004, Ha Tay had an official population of around 2.5 

million people. Official population growth has averaged one percent in 1993-

2003. This is somewhat lower than the national average of 1.4 percent in the same 

period. Only 1.2 percent of the population is of another ethnicity than Kihn, 

compared to around 14 percent nationwide.     

 

Ha Tay has a total land area of 2,192 km2. Despite its proximity to Hanoi, 

only around 10 percent of the population lives in urban areas – mainly in the outer 

southern suburbs of Hanoi along Highway 1. This is less than half the national 

average. In 2004, agriculture accounted for 34 percent of provincial GDP, down 

from 43 percent in 2000.  

 

Income and poverty: With an official per capita income of just US$ 319, 

Ha Tay ranks among the poorest provinces. In real terms, GDP per capita grew at 

an annual rate of 5.3 percent in 1997-2002. The growth rate accelerated to 9 

percent in the 2001-2004 period. In the first five year period, the overall poverty 

rate was reduced by 12 percentage points, from 39 to 27 percent. The implied 

elasticity of poverty reduction to economic growth was 2.3. This was more than 

twice the national elasticity of poverty reduction to growth. Due to data 

constraints it has not been possible to confirm whether this impressive poverty 

reduction rate and high elasticity of poverty reduction to growth were maintained 

in the 2001-2004 period.   



   

 

Infrastructure: All communes in Ha Tay have access to the power grid. 

The provincial electrification rate of 100 percent compares to a national 

electrification rate in rural areas of around 75 percent. Furthermore, all communes 

in Ha Tay, have access to paved roads.  

 

Human capital: Life expectancy at birth is 67 years in Ha Tay. This is 

somewhat lower than the national average of 70 years.  According to the 1999 

census, infant mortality in the province was 41.68 deaths per 1,000 live births, 

twice the national average. 

 

Literacy in the population above 15 years of age stands at 93 percent. This is 

somewhat higher than the national average of 88 percent. All communes in Ha 

Tay have at least one secondary school. Private business owners with a college 

education total 0.4 percent of all private business owners, among the lowest rates 

in the country. 

 

Enterprise sector: The formal enterprise sector in Ha Tay is relatively 

small. Registered capital of formal enterprises only amounts to about one percent 

of all legal capital in the country. In the first three years after the implementation 

of the Enterprise Law in 2000, 588 private enterprises were registered. These 

enterprises registered capital in the amount of VND 974 billion, or about US$ 68 

million. This gives a ratio of 4,136 Ha Tay citizens per newly registered private 

enterprise and 2,497 persons per billion VND of newly registered legal capital. 

These numbers are indicative of the relatively small size of the formal corporate 

sector in the province.  

 

Between 1998 and 2002, the number of sole proprietorships in Ha Tay’s 

manufacturing sector increased by 178 percent, and the number of LLCs 

increased more than three fold to reach 80. Over this period, 10 state-owned 

enterprises were privatized, and now operate as joint stock companies with 

various degrees of state involvement. So while these are certainly impressive 

growth rates, the absolute numbers remain small. 



   

 

More than in any other province, the informal sector dwarfs the formal 

sector in numbers. Ha Tay is home to about 10 percent of all household 

businesses in the nation. In 2002, Ha Tay had almost 69,000 household 

manufacturing enterprises. This gives a ratio of population per enterprise of just 

35. The ratio of formal manufacturing enterprises to all manufacturing enterprises, 

including household businesses, was 0.3 percent. This could indicate a rather 

unfriendly business climate that firms try to avoid by staying informal.  

 

This emerging formal enterprise sector, which grossly understates the true 

size of private activity in the province, already accounts for more jobs than the 

state-owned sector.  

 

Competitiveness: Over 1998-2002, Ha Tay only attracted a negligible share 

of total FDI commitments to Vietnam. Nevertheless, the province does boast 

several foreign investments within food and beverage production for the local 

market. These enterprises are, however, not very labor intensive, employing only 

a very small fraction of the provincial workforce. Ha Tay has not managed to 

attract much FDI for export production. This is in spite of its relatively 

advantageous geographical location. This disappointing achievement could reflect 

perceptions of a relatively unfavorable enterprise climate – at least in the foreign 

business community.  

 

Over the past two years, Ha Tay has scored the equivalent of around half the 

best performing province in the PCI. However, it is encouraging to note that Ha 

Tay’s score improved marginally between 2005 and 2006.  

 

In 2002, Ha Tay only accounted for half a percent of Vietnam’s external 

trade as measured by the combined value of exports and imports. However, as a 

share of provincial GDP, the value of foreign trade was equal to 29 percent in 

2002. By 2004, Ha Tay’s share in Vietnam’s exports had fallen, and the 

importance of exports in provincial GDP had dropped to 24 percent.  



   

 

9.4   Phu Tho 

 
 
 

 
 

Phu Tho at-a-glance 
 

 Phu Tho National 

Population (2004) 1,314,500 82,032,300 

GDP per capita, US$ (2004) 282 554 

GDP growth, %  (2001-2004)  6.0 9.0 

Poverty rate, %  (2004)   41* 24 

Life expectancy at birth 69 70 

Urbanization, % (2004) 15 26 

Enterprises registered 2000-2003 395 53,916 
Source: Official statistics and author’s own calculations. *based on 2002 data. 



   

 

Summary: Phu Tho is a relatively poor province with potential for even 

faster growth in the future. Also, there would appear to be potential for 

improvements in basic infrastructure. Such improvements could help the province 

capitalize on its relatively favorable geographical location. SOE employment in 

Phu Tho still outweighs formal jobs in the private enterprise sector by a wide 

margin. As this balance is likely to shift, so are the provincial priorities and 

policies, which could mean improvements in the business climate, which in turn 

could make growth more pro-poor. 

 

Population: In 2003, Phu Tho had an official population of around 1.3 

million people. Official population growth has averaged just over one percent in 

1993-2000. This is somewhat lower than the national average of 1.4 percent in the 

same period. There is a significant share of ethnic minority in the province, with 

approximately 15 percent of the population being of another ethnicity than Kinh. 

 

Phu Tho has a total land area of 3,518 km2. According to the General 

Statistical Office, urban dwellers number less than 200,000 or approximately 15 

percent of the population. It is a primarily agrarian society with the primary sector 

making up 30 percent of GDP. 

 

Income and poverty: With an official per capita income of just US$ 282 in 

2004, Phu Tho is the second poorest province among the provinces profiled in this 

report. Although Phu Tho has nearly 2 percent of Vietnam’s population, its 

economy accounts for less than one tenth of a percent of Vietnam’s aggregate 

GDP. In real terms, GDP per capita grew at an annual rate of 5.0 percent in 1997-

2002, and accelerated modestly to 6.0 percent from 2001 to 2004. In the five year 

period 1997-2002, the overall poverty rate was reduced by 4 percentage points, 

from 45 to 41 percent. This gives an elasticity of poverty reduction to economic 

growth of 0.8. This is somewhat lower than the national average of 1.1, but 

corresponds roughly to observations in other poor rural provinces.  

 



   

 

Infrastructure: Of all the communes in Phu Tho, 87.6 have access to the 

power grid. This electrification rate is somewhat higher than the national rate of 

77 percent. Paved roads are accessible in 87 percent of the communes.  

 

Human capital: Life expectancy at birth is 69 years in Phu Tho. This is just 

about the same as the national average. According to the 1999 census, infant 

mortality in the province was 34 deaths per 1,000 live births, almost twice the 

national average. 

 

Literacy in the population above 15 years of age stands at 93 percent. This is 

somewhat higher than the national average of 88 percent. Almost nine in ten 

communes in Phu Tho have at least one secondary school. Private business 

owners with a college education total 2.4 percent of all private business owners, a 

higher rate than in other comparable provinces. 

 

Enterprise sector: The formal enterprise sector in Phu Tho is relatively 

small. Registered capital of formal enterprises only amounts to about one percent 

of all legal capital in the country. In the first three years after the implementation 

of the Enterprise Law in 2000, 395 private enterprises were registered. These 

enterprises registered capital in the amount of VND 500 billion, or about US$ 35 

million. This gives a ratio of 3,261 Phu Tho citizens per newly registered private 

enterprise and 2,587 persons per billion VND of newly registered legal capital. 

These numbers are indicative of the relatively small size of the formal corporate 

sector in the province.  

 

Between 1998 and 2002, the number of sole proprietorships in Phu Tho’s 

manufacturing sector increased by 45 percent to 33, and the number of LLCs 

increased more than five fold to reach 52. Over this period, 14 joint stock 

companies were setup, consisting mainly of privatized state-owned enterprises 

with various degrees of state involvement. So while these are certainly impressive 

growth rates, the absolute numbers remain small. 

 



   

 

In 2002, Phu Tho had 17,224 household manufacturing enterprises. The 

ratio of formal manufacturing enterprises to all manufacturing enterprises, 

including household businesses, was one percent. This could indicate that firms 

try to stay in informal, for a variety of reasons that were not further investigated.  

 

The emerging formal enterprise sector employs about 16,000 persons, 

compared to around 36,000 in state-owned production. The backbone of Phu 

Tho’s industrial sector consist of loss making paper mills that survive behind 

various import barriers that prevent more efficient competitors from entering the 

market.  

 

Competitiveness: Despite its geographical proximity to Hanoi (80 km) and 

Noi Bai Airport, Phu Tho is hardly on the map in terms of FDI. Over 1998-2002, 

Phu Tho only attracted commitments of FDI in the order of US$ 3 million 

annually. Other regional provinces, such as, Hai Duong, which is located between 

Hanoi and the sea port of Hai Phong, probably outrival Phu Tho’s attractiveness 

to foreign investors on location alone. However, low FDI could also reflect 

perceptions of a relatively unfavorable and uncompetitive business environment.  

 

In this year’s PCI Phu To scores the equivalent of 71 percent of the best 

performer’s rating. Although there is scope for progress, the score still represents 

a substantially better starting point than the neighboring province of Ha Tay.   

 

In 2004, Phu Tho barely took part in Vietnam’s trade with the rest of the 

world. The combined value of annual exports and imports amounted to US$ 238 

million out of a total of US$ 58 billion.  

 



   

 

9.5   Nghe An 
 
 

 
 

Nghe An at-a-glance 
 

 Nghe An National 

Population (2004) 3,003,170 82,032,300 

GDP per capita, US$ (2004) 310 554 

GDP growth, % (2001-2004)  12.0 9.0 

Poverty rate, %  (2004) 26 24 

Life expectancy at birth 70 70 

Urbanization, %  (2004) 11 26 

Enterprises registered 2000-2003 854 53,916 
Source: Official statistics and author’s own calculations. 



   

 

Summary: Although Nghe An is a relatively poor province, it has 

experienced an impressive growth record recently. This increased growth has led 

to substantial poverty reduction—the poverty rate has fallen by almost 50 percent 

since 1997. Improvements in basic infrastructure are, however, still needed. SOEs 

in Nghe An employ twice as many people as the formal private enterprises. Nghe 

has attracted increasing amounts of FDI, although the absolute amount of FDI 

flows still amount to less than one percent of total FDI flows to Vietnam.  

 

 As this balance is likely to shift, so are the provincial priorities and policies, 

which could mean improvements in the enterprise climate, which in turn could 

make growth more pro-poor. 

 

Population: In 2004, Nghe An had an official population of around 3 

million people. Official population growth has averaged 1.3 percent in 1993-

2000, just about the same as the national average. Population growth appears to 

have slowed to less than 1 percent in 2000-2004. There is a significant share of 

ethnic minority in the province, with approximately 13 percent of the population 

being of another ethnicity than Kinh. 

 

With a total surface area of 16,488 km2 Nghe An is one of the largest 

provinces in the country. According to the General Statistical Office, around 11 

percent of the population lives in urban areas. It is an agrarian society with the 

primary sector making up close to half of provincial GDP. 

 

Income and poverty: With an official per capita income of just US$ 220 in 

2001 and US$310 in 2004, Nghe An ranks among the poorest 20 provinces in 

Vietnam. Nghe An accounts for just under two percent of Vietnam’s aggregate 

GDP, despite its population share of nearly 4 percent. In real terms, GDP per 

capita grew at an annual rate of 4.0 percent in 1997-2002, one percentage point 

slower than the economy as a whole. In this same five year period, the overall 

poverty rate was reduced by only 3 percentage points, from 46 to 43 percent. 

Official data from GSO, however, indicates that the real per capita growth rate of 



   

 

Nghe An has accelerated to an average of 12 percent since 2001. This impressive 

growth has made important inroads into poverty. Indeed poverty has been cut to 

26 percent from 2002 to 2004. 

 

Infrastructure: Of all the communes in Nghe An, 87 percent have access to 

the power grid. This electrification rate is somewhat higher than the national rate 

of 77 percent. Paved roads are accessible in 87 percent of the communes.  

 

Human capital: Life expectancy at birth is 70 years in Nghe, which is the 

same as the national average. According to the 1999 census, infant mortality in 

the province was 30 deaths per 1,000 live births, significantly higher than the 

national average of 20 deaths per 1,000 live births.  

Literacy in the population above 15 years of age stands at 93 percent. This is 

somewhat higher than the national average of 88 percent. With the exception of 

one or two communes, all communes in Nghe An have at least one secondary 

school. Private business owners with a college education total 1.6 percent of all 

private business owners, more or less the national average. 

 

Enterprise sector: The formal enterprise sector in Nghe An is relatively 

small. Registered capital of formal enterprises only amounts to about one percent 

of all legal capital in the country. In the first three years after the implementation 

of the Enterprise Law in 2000, 854 private enterprises were registered. These 

enterprises registered capital in the amount of VND 787 billion, or about US$ 54 

million. This gives a ratio of 3,411 Nghe An citizens per newly registered private 

enterprise and 3,699 persons per billion VND of newly registered legal capital. 

These numbers are indicative of the relatively small size of the formal corporate 

sector in the province.  

 

Between 1998 and 2002, the number of sole proprietorships in Nghe An’s 

manufacturing sector increased by 175 percent to 66, and the number of LLCs 

increased more than three fold to reach 88. Over this period, 12 joint stock 

companies were setup, consisting mainly of privatized state-owned enterprises 



   

 

with various degrees of state involvement. So while these are certainly impressive 

growth rates, the absolute numbers remain small. 

 

In 2002, Nghe An had 17,941 household manufacturing enterprises. The 

ratio of formal manufacturing enterprises to all manufacturing enterprises, 

including household businesses, was one percent. This could indicate a rather 

unfriendly business environment that firms try to avoid by staying informal.  

 

The emerging formal corporate sector employs about 19,000 persons, 

compared to around 39,000 in state-owned production.  

 

Competitiveness: Nghe An is hardly on the map in terms of FDI. While 

over 1998-2002, Nghe An attracted commitments of FDI in the order of only US$ 

2.5 million annually, by 2002-2004 FDI increased to a whooping 14-15 million 

annually on average. This is an impressive development, even if the absolute 

magnitudes remains still less than one percent of total FDI flows to Vietnam.  

 

Last year, Nghe An scored the equivalent of 78 percent of the top performer 

in the PCI. This was among the better scores in the present sample. In the 2006 

PCI, Nghe An had slid off to 71 percent of the best performer.  

 

In 2004, Nghe An barely took part in Vietnam’s trade with the rest of the 

world. The combined value of annual exports and imports amounted to US$ 134 

million out of a total of US$ 58 billion. 



   

 

9.6   Quang Nam 
 
 

 
 

 
Quang Nam at-a-glance 

 
 Quang Nam National 

Population (2004) 1,454,342 82,032,300 

GDP per capita, US$ (2004) 310 554 

GDP growth, % (2001-2004)  9.4 9.0 

Poverty rate, %  (2004) 23 24 

Life expectancy at birth 69 70 

Urbanization, %  (2004) 16 26 

Enterprises registered 2000-2003 47 53,916 
Source: Latest available official statistics and author’s own calculations. 



   

 

Summary: Quang Nam has seen one of the slowest rates of formal 

enterprise registrations per capita in the country. There are very few formal 

manufacturing enterprises. This characteristic may be reinforced by its very low 

urbanization rate. The province is also a laggard with respect to infrastructure and 

secondary school access. However, on a more positive note, the province is on 

track to tap into the country’s emergence as a prime destination for international 

tourists. 

 

Population: In 2004, Quang Nam had an official population of around 1.4 

million people. Official population growth has averaged just over one percent in 

1993-2000, and just less than one percent in 2000-2004, somewhat lower than the 

national average. Approximately 7 percent of the population is of another 

ethnicity than Kinh. 

 

With a total surface area of 10,409 km2 Quang Nam is one of the largest 

provinces in the country, located halfway between Hanoi and HCMC. According 

to the General Statistical Office, 16  percent of the population lives in urban areas. 

It is an agrarian society with the primary sector making up 42 percent of 

provincial GDP. 

 

Income and poverty: With official per capita income of just US$ 237 in 

2001, and US$310 in 2004, Quang Nam is among the poorer provinces in 

Vietnam. Quang Nam accounts for around one percent of Vietnam’s aggregate 

GDP. In real terms, GDP per capita grew at an annual rate of 6.0 percent in 1997-

2002, one percentage point faster than the economy as a whole. In this same five 

year period, the overall poverty rate was only reduced by 4 percentage points, 

from 41.5 to 37.5 percent.  

 

In the subsequent period (2001-2004), real per capita growth accelerated to 

9.4 percent, and poverty fell from 37 to 23 percent between 2002 and 2004. This 

gives an elasticity of poverty reduction to growth of around 1.5. 

  



   

 

Infrastructure: Of all the communes in Quang Nam, about one in five does 

not have access to the power grid. This electrification rate is comparable the 

national rate. Paved roads are accessible in four out of five communes.  

 

Human capital: Life expectancy at birth is 69 years in Quang Nam. This is 

just about the same as the national average. According to the 1999 census, infant 

mortality in the province was 34 deaths per 1,000 live births, significantly higher 

than the national average of 20 deaths per 1,000 live births. 

 

Nine out of ten adults (above 15 years of age) can read and write. This is 

just over the national average of 88 percent. One quarter of the communes in 

Nghe An do not have a secondary school. Private business owners with a college 

education total 0.9 percent of all private business owners, less than the national 

average. 

 

Enterprise sector: The formal enterprise sector in Quang Nam is small, and 

data on enterprises in Quang Nam is scarce. Currently, information regarding the 

capital of formal enterprises is not available. However, in the first three years 

after the implementation of the Enterprise Law in 2000, only 47 private 

enterprises were registered. These enterprises registered capital in the amount of 

VND 19 billion, or about US$ 1.3 million. This gives a ratio of almost 30,000 

Quang Nam citizens per newly registered private enterprise and more than 70,000 

persons per billion VDN of newly registered legal capital. This makes Quang 

Nam one of the least enterprise intensive provinces in the country.  

 

Between 1998 and 2002, the number of sole proprietorships in Quang 

Nam’s manufacturing sector increased 7 fold to reach 57, and the number of 

LLCs increased more than three fold to reach 33. So while these are certainly 

impressive growth rates, the absolute numbers remain small. Over this period, two 

joint stock companies were setup.  

 



   

 

In 2002, Quang Nam had 11,482 household manufacturing enterprises. The 

ratio of formal manufacturing enterprises to all manufacturing enterprises, 

including household businesses, was one percent. This could indicate a rather 

unfriendly business environment that firms try to avoid by staying informal.  

 

The emerging domestic corporate sector employs about 17,000 persons, 

compared to around 15,000 in state-owned production.  

 

Competitiveness: Over 1998-2004, Quang Nam attracted commitments of 

FDI in the order of US$ 12-13 million annually, less than one percent of total FID 

in the country. Most sizable FDI projects are found in the travel and tourism 

sector.  

 

Between 2005 and 2006, Quang Nam’s score in the PCI fell from the 

equivalent of 78 percent of the rating of the best performer to 74 percent. Still, in 

the current sample of provinces, only the economic power house of HCMC does a 

better job for 2006.  

 

In 2004, Quang Nam barely took part in Vietnam’s trade with the rest of the 

world. The combined value of annual exports and imports amounted to US$ 145 

million out of a national aggregate of US$ 58 billion. 

 

 



   

 

9.7   Khan Hoa 
 
 

 
 
 

Khanh Hoa at-a-glance 
 

 Khanh Hoa National 

Population (2004) 1,111,349 82,032,300 

GDP per capita, US$ (2004) 655 554 

GDP growth, %  (2001-2004)  10.4 9.0 

Poverty rate, %  (2004)   9.7* 24 

Life expectancy at birth 68 70 

Urbanization, %  (2004) 39 26 

Enterprises registered 2000-2003 965 53,916 
Source: Official statistics and author’s own calculations. * based on 2002 data. 



   

 

Summary: Khanh Hoa has good initial conditions for continued sustained 

growth. So far indications are that the growth process has been very inclusive and 

pro-poor. In fact, the elasticity of poverty reduction to growth is the highest in the 

country. Although the province has had a relatively poor track record in FDI 

attraction, two characteristics bode well for continuing along the path of high 

growth and dynamic poverty reduction. First, the formalization ratio is relatively 

high, indicating a rather good business climate. Second, employment has tipped in 

favor of the private corporate sector as opposed to the state-owned sector, which 

may prove to be a force for further improvements in the business climate.  

 

Population: In 2003, Khanh Hoa had an official population of just over one 

million. Official population growth has averaged 1.6 percent in 1993-2004. This 

is somewhat higher than the national average of 1.4 percent in the same period. 

Only around 4-5 percent of the population is of another ethnicity than Kihn, 

compared to around 14 percent nationwide.    

 

Khanh Hoa has a surface land area of 5,199 km2. Over one third of the 

population lives in urban areas. This compares to the national average of about a 

fourth of the population residing in urban areas. In 2000, agriculture accounted for 

28 percent of provincial GDP. 

 

Income and poverty: With an official per capita income of US$ 655, 

Khanh Hoa is among the richest 10 provinces in Vietnam. In real terms, GDP per 

capita grew at an annual rate of 10.4 percent in 2001-2004. Economic growth has 

been very inclusive in Khanh Hoa, with the poor clearly taking part in the process. 

The overall poverty level was reduced at a blistering pace. In 1997, one third of 

the population was living in poverty, whereas in 2002 less than one in ten people 

were poor.  The implied elasticity of poverty reduction to economic growth was a 

staggering 4.3. 

 



   

 

Infrastructure: Indicators of physical infrastructure are quite good in 

Khanh Hoa. All communes have access to the power grid, and 99 percent have 

access to paved roads. 

 

Human capital: Compared to the relatively good impression of provincial 

infrastructure, indicators of human capital are less impressive. Life expectancy at 

birth is around 68 years in Khanh Hoa. This is just short of the national average. 

According to the 1999 census, infant mortality in the province was 38.3 deaths 

per 1,000 live births, almost twice the national average. 

 

Literacy in the population above 15 years of age stands at 92 percent. This is 

somewhat higher than the national average of 88 percent. However, only about 

half of the communes in Khanh Hoa have a secondary school. Private business 

owners with a college education total 0.3 percent of all private business owners, 

among the lowest rates in the country. 

 

Enterprise sector: Around one percent of all capital in formal sector 

enterprises in Vietnam is registered in Khanh Hoa. In the first three years after the 

implementation of the Enterprise Law in 2000, 965 enterprises were registered 

with the central Government. These enterprises registered capital of close to VND 

1 trillion, or around US$ 68 million. This gives a ratio of 1105 Khanh Hoa 

citizens per newly registered enterprise and 1200 persons per billion VDN of 

newly registered legal capital.  

 

Between 1998 and 2002, the number of sole proprietorships in Khanh Hoa’s 

manufacturing sector increased by 4-5 times to reach 132, and the number of 

LLCs increased almost four fold to reach 75. With the group of privatized state-

owned enterprises now operating as joint stock companies with various degrees of 

state involvement, these enterprise categories have been growing faster over the 

period.  

 



   

 

While the informal sector dwarfs the formal sector in numbers, Khanh Hoa 

had a ratio of formal manufacturing enterprises to all manufacturing enterprises, 

including household businesses, of four percent in 2003. This is one percentage 

point higher than the national average, but still lower than Hanoi (10 percent), 

HCMC, and Binh Duong (both 9 percent). Still, this relatively high formalization 

rate, relative to other provinces at the same income level, could indicate a 

comparatively benign business environment that firms do not try to avoid by 

staying informal – at least not to the same extent as in other provinces.  

 

This emerging private corporate manufacturing sector employs around 

28,000 people compared to around 24,000 in the state-owned industrial and 

manufacturing sector.  

 
Competitiveness: Over 1998-2002, Khanh Hoa attracted the less than one 

percent of all FDI commitments to Vietnam. Between 2002 and 2004, Khanh Hoa 

attracted an annual average of around US$ 373 million in FDI, the equivalent of 

12 percent of all FDI commitments in Vietnam. Sizeable foreign investment 

projects are found in shipbuilding. 

 

Khanh Hoa improved its rating in the PCI between 2005 and 2006. The 

province scored the equivalent of 73 percent of the best performing province in 

2006, up from 71 percent in 2005.   

 

In 2002, Khanh Hoa accounted for one percent of Vietnam’s external trade, 

as measured by the combined value of exports and imports. In the previous five 

year period, exports had been increasing at close to 20 percent annually, with 

aquatic products as a major driver. The share of foreign trade in provincial GDP 

stands at 78 percent, which suggests that Khanh Hoa is relatively open to trade 

despite being a rural province. This is probably still an underestimate of the 

province’s participation in foreign trade, since qualitative assessments suggest 

much trade from Khanh Hoa goes through and is accounted for in HCMC. 



   

 

9.8   Lam Dong 
 
 

 
 

Lam Dong at-a-glance 
 

 Lam Dong National 

Population (2004) 1,144,445 82,032,300 

GDP per capita, US$ 2004) 280 554 

GDP growth, % (2001-2004)  10.5 9.0 

Poverty rate, %  (2004) 8.6 24 

Life expectancy at birth 73 70 

Urbanization, %  (2004) 37 26 

Enterprises registered 2000-2003 476 53,916 
Source: Official statistics and author’s own calculations. 



   

 

Summary: Lam Dong is proving to be a puzzle. Over the last decade 

growth appears to have been quite robust in per capita terms. However, this 

growth did not benefit the poor – more people lived in poverty after this growth 

spurt than before. Lam Dong has attracted high levels of FDI, and it has a 

relatively high formalization rate in the domestic enterprise sector. There is room 

for improvements in basic infrastructure. There is a 50/50 split between 

employment in the state-owned and private sectors. We need a better 

understanding of this province. 

 

Population: In 2003, Lam Dong had an official population of around 1.1 

million people. At four percent annually, Lam Dong had one of the highest 

population growth rates in the country in 1993-2000. Recently, the population 

growth rate appears to have slowed to approximately 2.8 percent – although still 

higher than the national average. There is a significant share of ethnic minority in 

the province, with approximately one in four of the population being of another 

ethnicity than Kinh. This is higher than the national average of 14 percent. 

 

Lam Dong has a total land area of 9,765 km2. According to the General 

Statistical Office, urban dwellers make up around 37 percent of the population. It 

is primarily an agrarian society with the primary sector making up 68 percent of 

GDP. 

 

Income and poverty: With an official per capita income of just US$ 280 in 

2004, Lam Dong is the poorest province among those profiled in this report. Lam 

Dong accounts for less than one percent of Vietnam’s aggregate GDP, despite its 

population share of nearly 2 percent. In real terms, GDP per capita grew at an 

annual rate of 8.5 percent in 1997-2001, and between 2001-2004, growth 

accelerated to 10 percent annually. Data on poverty rates show inconsistent 

patterns—first increasing from 34 to 36 percent between 1997 and 2001, but then 

falling rapidly to 8.6 percent between 2001 and 2004.  

 



   

 

Infrastructure: In 2000, only 89 percent of the communes in Lam Dong 

had access to the power grid. Today all communes are connected. Even in 2000, 

this electrification rate was somewhat higher than the national rate of 77 percent. 

By 2004, paved roads were accessible in 97 percent of the communes, compared 

to 89 percent in 2000.  

 

Human capital: Life expectancy at birth is 73 years in Lam Dong. This is 

slightly more than the national average. According to the 1999 census, infant 

mortality in the province was 23.8 deaths per 1,000 live births, just over the 

national average. 

 

Literacy in the population above 15 years of age stands at 90 percent. Three 

in ten communes in Lam Dong do not have a secondary school. Surprisingly, 

private business owners with a college education total 3.1 percent of all private 

business owners – a higher rate than in other similar provinces. 

 

Enterprise sector: The formal enterprise sector in Lam Dong is very small. 

Registered capital of formal enterprises amounts to less than half a percent of all 

legal capital in the country. In the first three years after the implementation of the 

Enterprise Law in 2000, 476 private enterprises were registered. These enterprises 

registered capital in the amount of VND 476 billion, or about US$ 33 million. 

This gives a ratio of 2,204 Lam Dong citizens per newly registered private 

enterprise and 2,213 persons per billion VND of newly registered legal capital. 

These numbers are indicative of the relatively small size of the formal corporate 

sector in the province.  

 

Between 1998 and 2002, the number of sole proprietorships in Lam Dong’s 

manufacturing sector increased four fold to reach 109, and the number of LLCs 

increased 50 percent to number 29. Over this period, 5 joint stock companies were 

setup, consisting mainly of privatized state-owned enterprises with various 

degrees of state involvement. So while these are certainly impressive growth 

rates, the absolute numbers remain small. 



   

 

 

In 2002, Lam Dong only had 5,741 household manufacturing enterprises. 

The ratio of formal manufacturing enterprises to all manufacturing enterprises, 

including household businesses, was 3 percent. This is a relatively high 

formalization ratio of the manufacturing sector, given the demographic and socio-

economic characteristics of the province. But at the same time it should be 

observed that the number of informal manufacturing enterprises in Lam Dong is 

very small, when compared to other equally remote and poor provinces. Hence, it 

remains unclear whether the provincial business climate should be credited for the 

relatively high formality ratio, or whether the ratio is high because of lackluster 

entrepreneurial performance.  

 

The emerging formal corporate sector employs about 11,000 persons, 

compared to around 10,000 in state-owned production.  

 

Competitiveness: Despite relatively low per capita income and apparent 

lack of comparative geographical advantages, Lam Dong has managed to attract 

FDI commitments to the tune of US$ 145 million annually on average in 1998-

2002, or about seven percent of total FDI to the country. Foreign investments are 

concentrated within the agro-industrial complex and the tourism sector.  

 

In the PCI for 2006 Lam Dong obtains a score equal to 69 percent of the 

best performing province. 

 

Lam Dong’s weight in Vietnam’s foreign trade is insignificant. The 

combined value of annual exports and imports amounted to a mere US$ 31 

million.  

 

 



   

 

9.9   Ho Chi Minh City 
 
 

 
 
 

HCMC at-a-glance 
 

 HCMC National 

Population (2004) 5,554,800 82,032,300 

GDP per capita, US$ (2004) 1,800 554 

GDP growth, % (2001-2004)    6.1* 9.0 

Poverty rate (2004), %   2.2* 24 

Life expectancy at birth 78 70 

Urbanization (2004), % 87 26 

Enterprises registered 2000-2003 19,452 53,916 
Source: Official statistics and authors own calculations. * based on 2002 data. 



   

 

Summary:  HCMC is the commercial powerhouse of Vietnam. The 

challenge for policy makers is different from other provinces. HCMC is likely to 

stay ahead of the curve for the foreseeable future. Other provinces should learn 

from the experience of HCMC and replicate the desirable features. While the 

business climate is good and improving, there is a need to build the institutions 

and implement the rules that are the pillars of a more mature market economy.   

 

Population: In 2004, HCMC had an official population of about 5.5 

million. This number is likely an underestimate, given the large influx of emigrant 

labor that goes unrecorded in official statistics but which has become a notable 

characteristic of the larger urban centers of today’s Vietnam. Even so, official 

population growth has averaged 2.35 percent annually in 1993-2003. This is more 

than double the national average of 1.4 percent in the same period. Only around 

three percent of the population is of another ethnicity than Kihn, compared to 

around 14 percent nationwide. The main ethnic minority group consists of 

Chinese – a historically entrepreneurial and commercially inclined group.   

 

With a total land area of 2,096 km2, HCMC is a geographically small and 

very densely populated province. The urbanization rate of around 87 percent 

surpasses that of Hanoi, its largest contender by a significant margin. Agriculture 

makes up less than two percent of GDP.   

 

Income and poverty: With official per capita income of US$ 1,800 – more 

than three times the national average – HCMC is the second richest area in the 

country after the oil and gas exploiting province of Ba Gia Vung Tau . In real 

terms, GDP per capita expanded at an annual rate of 6.1 percent in 1997-2002.  In 

this same five year period, the overall poverty level was cut by more than half – 

from 5.3 to just 2.2 percent. Apart from a few isolated urban pockets, poverty has 

largely been eradicated in HCMC.  

 

Infrastructure: The indicators of infrastructure are good in HCMC. All 

communes in HCMC have access to the power grid and have paved roads.  



   

 

 

Human capital: Life expectancy at birth is over 78 years in HCMC. This is 

higher than the national average of 70 years, which is in itself relatively good and 

compares favorably to other low income countries, if not to middle income and 

some OECD countries. According to the 1999 census, infant mortality in the 

commercial capital was relatively low at 10.59 deaths per 1,000 live births, 

compared to the national average of 20 deaths per 1,000 live births. 

 

Literacy in the population above 15 years of age stands at 95 percent. This is 

somewhat higher than the national average of 88 percent. Surprisingly, one fifth 

of communes do not have a secondary school. In HCMC, private business owners 

with a college education total 3.1 percent of all private business owners, only 

outperformed by Hanoi and Binh Duong. 

 

Enterprise sector: Almost one third of all capital in formal sector 

enterprises in Vietnam is registered in HCMC. In the first three years after the 

implementation of the Enterprise Law in 2000, almost 20,000 enterprises were 

registered. These enterprises had registered capital in the amount of VND 26 

trillion, or US$ 1.8 billion. In 2003, HCMC had a ratio of 276 inhabitants per 

registered enterprise and 203 persons per billion VND of registered legal capital. 

By 2005, the number of citizens per enterprise had been reduced to just over 100.   

 

By 2002, there were 4-5 times as many registered enterprises in HCMC’s 

manufacturing sector as there were in 1998. The most important categories of 

private enterprises are sole proprietorships and LLCs. Aside from the group of 

privatized state-owned enterprises now operating as joint stock companies with 

various degrees of state involvement, these enterprise categories have been the 

fastest growing over the period.  

 

Still, the informal sector dwarfs the formal sector in numbers. In HCMC, the 

ratio of formal enterprises to all enterprises, including household businesses, 

stood at around 9 percent in 2003. By Vietnamese standards this is a very high 



   

 

formalization rate – only exceeded by Hanoi. The overall degree of enterprise 

formalization at the provincial and national level in 2003, however, is low by 

international standards.  This is to be expected, to some extent, as the new 

Enterprise Law was only enacted in 2001. It is clear that an active process of 

formalization is going on at the moment.  

 

In 2003, HCMC’s private manufacturing sector has close to half a million 

employees on the payroll. This compares to around 310,000 in the state-owned 

industrial and manufacturing sector.  

 

Competitiveness: Over the 1998-2002 period, HCMC attracted 21 percent 

of all FDI commitments to Vietnam. This reflects the perception of a relatively 

good business climate with the fundamentals for business development in place. 

 

Between 2005 and 2006, HCMC markedly improved its ranking and score 

in the PCI. The city’s score improved from the equivalent of 60 to 83 percent of 

the best performing province in the index. Progress was most significant in 

relation to the provision of private sector development services and on reducing 

the extent of informal charges in dealings with officials.   

 

In 2004, HCMC accounted for just over a quarter of Vietnam’s total external 

trade as measured by the combined value of exports and imports.     

 

 



   

 

9.10   Long An 
 

 
 
 

Long An at-a-glance 
 

 Long An National 

Population (2004) 1,400,503 82,032,300 

GDP per capita, US$ (2004) 432 554 

GDP growth, % (2001-2004)  6.0 9.0 

Poverty rate (2004), % 4.3 24 

Life expectancy at birth 72 70 

Urbanization (2004), % 17 26 

Enterprises registered 2000-2003 441 53,916 
Source: Official statistics and author’s own calculations. 



   

 

 
Summary: In terms of infrastructure and human capital, Long An would 

appear to have what it takes to pursue a high growth path sustained by a more 

dynamic enterprise sector. As a matter of fact, the formal private sector has not 

shown the kind of dynamism one would expect considering its proximity to the 

country’s commercial hotbed.  

 

Population: In 2003, Long An had an official population of around 1.4 

million people. Official population growth has averaged 1.2 percent in 1993-

2004, close to the national average of 1.4 percent in the same period. There are 

virtually no ethnic minorities in Long An – only three in thousand are of another 

ethnicity than Kihn, compared to around 14 percent nationwide.    

Long An has a total land area of 4,492 km2. According to the General 

Statistical Office, urban dwellers make up around 17 percent of the population. 

The agricultural sector accounts for just less than half of value added in the 

provincial production.  

 

Income and poverty: With an official per capita income of US$ 432 in 

2004, Long An is close to being an average province in terms of income. Long An 

accounts for one to two percent of Vietnam’s aggregate GDP. In real terms, GDP 

per capita grew at an annual rate of 4.5 percent in 1997-2002, and accelerated to 6 

percent from 2002 to 2004. The overall poverty rate reduced from 29 to just 4 

percent. Economic growth has, in other words, been very inclusive in Long An, 

with the poor clearly taking part in the process. The implied elasticity of poverty 

reduction to economic growth in the 2001-2004 period was a stunning 3.2.  

 

Infrastructure: Indicators of infrastructure are overall good in Long An. Of 

all communes in Long An, 93.2 percent have access to the power grid and access 

to paved roads. This electrification rate compares to a national electrification rate 

of 77 percent.  

 

Human capital: Life expectancy at birth is just over 72 years in Long An. 

This is slightly higher than the national average of 70 years, which is in itself 



   

 

relatively good and compares favorably to other low income countries, if not to 

middle income and some OECD countries. According to the 1999 census, infant 

mortality in the province was 24.6 deaths per 1,000 live births. This is close to the 

national average of 20 deaths per 1,000 live births. 

 

Literacy in the population above 15 years of age stands at 91 percent, just 

over the national average of 88 percent. However, only some 60 percent of the 

communes in Long An have a secondary school. Private business owners with a 

college education total 0.4 percent of all private business owners, among the 

lowest rates in the country. 

 

Enterprise sector: In terms of legal capital, Long An accounts for just over 

one percent of the national aggregate. In the first three years after the 

implementation of the Enterprise Law in 2000, only some 441 enterprises were 

registered with the central Government. These enterprises have registered capital 

in the amount of VND 560 billion, or US$ 38 million. This gives a ratio of 2989 

Long An citizens per newly registered enterprise and 2350 persons per billion 

VND of newly registered legal capital.  

 

In contrast to the other provinces profiled here, only very few manufacturers 

have registered their businesses in Long An between 1998 and 2002. The number 

of sole proprietorships in Long An’s manufacturing sector did not increase over 

this four year period, and the number of LLCs only expanded by 24 percent . 

While the number of private enterprises remains small, the initial size of the 

private formal manufacturing sector was relatively large in Long An in 1998. This 

can possibly explain the lack of interest, or perhaps need to register or formalize 

business operations to the same extent as other provinces. In other words, there 

may simply be less slack to pick-up. Combined with the characteristics of a rural 

economy, this could go some way towards explaining this apparently sluggish 

performance.  

 



   

 

As in other provinces, the informal sector dwarfs the formal sector in 

numbers. In Long An, the ratio of formal manufacturing enterprises to all 

manufacturing enterprises, including household businesses, was two percent in 

2003. This would appear to be on the upper side, when provincial characteristics 

are taken into account. 

 

This emerging private manufacturing sector employs around 30,000 people 

compared to around 7,000 in the state-owned industrial and manufacturing sector. 

The industrial sector in Long An is dominated by agro-industrial processing, 

particularly the refining of cane into sugar. The industry is not prepared for the 

fierce competition that will result form WTO accession.  

 

Competitiveness: Over the 1998-2002 period, Long An only attracted the 

equivalent of two percent of all FDI commitments to Vietnam. This is despite of 

its advantageous geographical location adjacent to the nation’s commercial 

powerhouse. This disappointing achievement could reflect perceptions of a 

relatively unfavorable business climate – at least in the foreign business 

community.  

 

In 2005, Long An was given a PCI score equal to 76 percent of the best 

performing province. By 2006, the score had fallen to the equivalent of 66 percent 

of the best performer.  

 

In 2002, Long An accounted for around one percent of Vietnam’s external 

trade as measured by the combined value of exports and imports.     
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