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showing that the top ten recipients of remittances were primarily from developing 

countries, and the top ten sources of remittances were mainly developed countries. 

Remittance flows have continuously increased since then and in 2015, it was 

reported that remittance flows from developed countries to developing countries, 

stood at USD 441 billion (KNOMAD, 2016). This growth in remittance flows has 

led to a resultant increase in the importance of the role of remittances in the 

economies of many developing countries, comprising of more than 20 per cent of 

their GDPs (Banga & Sahu, 2010). It can thus be seen that at a global scale, 

migration and remittances play a significant role in the development of economies 

and livelihoods, especially in developing countries. 

Figure 1.1.  Top Ten Remittance Receiving Countries, 2014 

Source:  KNOMAD, 2016. 

Migration trends in the Pacific context have followed a similar pattern to global 

trends. Migratory trends in the Pacific have reached phenomenal levels with a large 

number of Pacific Islanders undertaking cross-border migration. Contemporary 

scholars theorise that the Pacific tradition and history of long voyages and navigation 

have carried down to this modern age as Pacific islanders continue to migrate within 

their home countries and across borders. Often, Pacific islanders migrate as a means 

to help their households and communities by remitting cash and kind back to their 
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Figure 2.1.  Trends & Patterns of International Migrants by world region 
1990-2015 

Source:  United Nations, 2016.  

People choose to migrate for a variety of reasons ranging from economic to social, 

cultural, political and environmental reasons (European Commission, 2000; Thet, 

2004). While migrants can be found in any country and region of the world, the vast 

majority of migrants can be found in Europe and Asia which host two-thirds of the 

 (Figure 2.2). 

Figure 2.2.  Distribution of International Migrants by Destination Region,  
1990-2015 

Source:  United Nations, 2016. 
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Figure 4.1.  Fiji Islands Merchandise Trade Statistics 2006-2016

Source: Fiji Bureau of Statistics, 2016b. 

4.2.2: Population, Demography and Socio-Cultural Groups 

As of the last nationwide census in 2007, Fiji has a population of 837,271. This is an 

increase of 62,

to reach the one million mark in 2030 (Fiji Bureau of Statistics, 2008). Fiji comprises 

of a multicultural society, with indigenous Fijians (iTaukei) making up the majority 

(almost 58 per cent) of Fijis population. Indo-Fijians (descendants of indentured 

labourers from India) make up around 37 per cent of Fijis population. Other ethnic 

groups make up almost 6 per cent of Fijis population. 

Christianity is the dominant religion practiced in Fiji. In the 2007 census, 64 per cent 

of Fiji citizens identified themselves as Christians, 28 per cent as Hindus, while 6 per 

cent of the population identify themselves as Muslims (Fiji Bureau of Statistics, 

2015a). Christianity is mostly practiced by indigenous Fijians, while Indo-Fijians are 

usually identified with the Muslim and Hindu faith (Musudroka, 2012: 60). 

4.2.3:  Migration and Remittances in Fiji 

Bedford (1989) estimates that more than 100,000 skilled workers migrated out of the 

country in the coups aftermath. According to Reddy, Mohanty and Naidu (2004), 
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The desire of Rotumans to migrate and seek their fortunes outside of Rotuma has 

been facilitated by political integration with Fiji. This has ensured that 

Rotumans have ease of access to mainland Fiji and the various opportunities offered 

by Fiji s more diversified economy. Rotumans have made great use of this 

opportunity with more than 80 per cent of the population dwelling outside of the 

island as of 2007. Given the enduring lack of opportunities available on the island,

this trend is expected to continue. 

This ongoing migration trend has resulted in the population of Rotuma Island 

dwindling even further. By 2015 the Rotuma rural hospital recorded that Rotuma 

Island had a population of 1,734 persons. Additionally, due to the ongoing migration 

of youths, population is now divided into two broad categories; the old, 

and the young. This is shown in the population pyramid in Figure 4.3. 

Figure 4.3.   Population Pyramid, 2015 

Source: Rotuma Rural Hospital, 2015.  

The desire to seek better opportunities for their families is especially significant as 

the Rotuman culture like other Pacific cultures revolves around webs of kinship and 

the fundamentals of communal living and reciprocity (Hannan, 2009). A result of 

this is that Rotuman migrants still maintain their ties and commitment to families and 

communities on the island. As noted by Rensel (1993:227), this commitment is 
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5.2.1.1: Agriculture 

Rotumans historically relied upon subsistence livelihoods. Agriculture and food 

crops provided food supply to Rotumans. The means of sustenance, tools, and 

dwelling structures were wholly derived from the natural environment.  As Hannan 

(2009) noted, the fertile soil on the island ensured that there are plentiful supplies of 

fruits, as well as allowing a wide variety of crops to be cultivated. Thus, there is an 

abundance of coconuts as well as many varieties of tropical fruits such as mangoes, 

pineapples, watermelons. Rotumans cultivate a variety of root crops, fruits, and 

vegetables. Photograph 5.1 shows a sample of the various cultivated root crops and 

fruits that are produced in Rotuma. 

Photograph 5.1.  Root Crops and Fruits in Rotuma 

Source: By J.Titifanue, 2015. 

5.2.1.2: Animal Husbandry/Hunting 

Animal husbandry is widely practiced in Rotuma, with families rearing a variety of 

domestic animals such as goats, pigs, and cattle for traditional events and 

ceremonies. Such livestock also serve as a fall back food supply that helps to 

supplement diets. There are also wild pigs present in the bush areas that are often 

trapped, or hunted to supplement diets, or used in feasts. 
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Figure 5.1. Trends in Rotuman Population on Rotuma & Mainland Fiji 1921-
2015 

Source:  Fiji Bureau of Statistics, 2015, Howard and Rensel, 1997, and Rotuma Rural 
Hospital, 2015. 

Rotuma is no stranger to the push pull migration factors that typify the migration 

process in other parts of the world. The desire for further education, better medical 

facilities is dominant factors that have influenced Rotuman migration. On the other 

hand, declining natural resources and farming and fishing activities in Rotuma act as 

major push factors to drive people to move from Rotuma. Apart from these standard 

factors, Rotumans have also been noted to migrate due to more unique reasons. 

Howard (1961) noted Rotuman women would periodically travel to Fiji as a means 

of contraception. Essentially, Rotumans have a high fertility rate, but lacked 

knowledge of contraceptive techniques. 

Consequently, Howard (1961: 281) notes that: 

woman or her husband may depart for Fiji. These separations 
sometimes last for several years, and they may become permanent 
should one or the other of the parties get tired of "resting" while they 
are still parted. 
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5.3.1.1: Gender of Household Representative Interviewed 

Figure 5.2 outlines the gender of the heads of each household. 97 per cent of 

household heads were male while 3 per cent were female. 

Figure 5.2.  Gender of Household Head in Rotuma 

Source: Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.1.2: Age of Household Heads 

Figure 5.3 shows the age distribution of household heads. Just over 1 per cent was in 

the age group 18 to 25 years. 8 per cent were between the ages 26 to 35 years, and 

just over 21 per cent were in the age group 36 to 45 years. It is worth noting that over 

66 per cent of household heads are over the age of 46 years. The researcher noted 

that in such cases, the household head was typically an individual who previously 

migrated to Fiji, worked, retired, and then, returned to Rotuma. Conversely, more 

youthful household heads were generally individuals who had dwelt in Rotuma for 

most of their lives. This implication supports Bryants (1990) observation that:  

All the groups moving between provinces in Fiji, Rotumans are the 
least likely to undertake return migration to their island. Those that 
do are usually the older migrants who return in their retirement
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Figure 5.3.  Age of Household Heads in Rotuma 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.2: Livelihoods of Households 

In this section, sources of households d and the factors such as 

employment status, traditional livelihood activities and income are discussed. 

5.3.2.1:  Employment in Households 

Figure 5.4 shows the employment status of household heads in Rotuma. The study 

notes that only around 11 per cent of households head were involved in formal wage 

earning. These individuals mostly worked for the civil service, while one individual 

worked as a catechist. This finding affirms the aspects of a MIRAB economy that 

had been posited by Bertram and Watters (1986). Rotuma relies on employment in 

the bureaucracy for wage income. 87 per cent were self-employed, with most 

households reporting that their household heads earned an income through farming,

fishing, and the sale of copra and 3 per cent of households reported that the head of 

household was a pensioner. 
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Figure 5.4.  Employment Status of Household Head 

Source: Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.2.2:  Livelihood Activities in Rotuma 

Figure 5.5 shows the varying activities undertaken by households for the purpose of 

meeting their basic needs. 56 per cent of households relied on farming and 6 per cent 

of households depended upon fishing in meeting their basic needs. Another 21 per 

cent of households relied upon the sale of copra to make a living (Figure 5.5). The 

study notes a decrease in copra selling which was once a quintessential income 

generating activity for Rotumans. Past studies by Howard, Rensel, Hereniko, and 

other scholars of Rotuma have alluded to the role that copra played in the Rotuman 

economy. These scholars also noted the slow decline of the industry. Now, the

industry has reached new lows. 
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Figure 5.5.  Livelihood Activities Undertaken by Households 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

The study notes that Rotuma would appear to have a dominantly agrarian system, 

with most of the respondents (56 per cent) undertaking farming, as opposed to 

fishing (Figure 5.5). This is quite in contrast with traditional Rotuman livelihood 

systems. In essence, while agriculture has historically been a livelihood source for 

Rotuman families, there was balance in terms of farming and fishing. The fact that 

only 6 per cent of households were involved in fishing, is indicative of a sharp 

decline in this sector which was a once significant livelihood activity in Rotuma. Box 

5.1 highlights this issue. 





94

Box 5.2. The Perception of a 55 Year Old Housewife on Weaving in 
Rotuma 

A 55 year old housewife explained weaving activity in Rotuma as follows: 

Now, when we have funerals and weddings, the amount of 
mats that you see presented are declining. Before, it was all 
mats given. Now you will see some mats, and people 

not our culture. Women are not weaving as much as in the 

get lots of orders for mats. But before I used to weave to send 
to Fiji, now I also weave to supply Rotuma. The older 
generations who know how to weave, have stopped, and they 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.2.3 Average Incomes from Livelihood Activities 

Figure 5.6 highlights the average weekly income earned by the households. As 

shown in Figure 5.6, a combined total of about 87 per cent of households earned FJD 

300 or less per week from traditional livelihood activities. 53 per cent of respondents 

have a weekly income of FJD 100 or less. Nearly 5 per cent of households said that 

their average income fell between FJD 300-600. None of the households surveyed 

earned a weekly income of more than FJD 600 from the livelihood activities that 

they undertook. 

Figure 5.6.  Average Weekly Income from Livelihood Activities 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 
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5.3.2.4:  Household Size 

Figure 5.7 shows the number of individuals living in the households studied. 65 per 

cent of households comprised of 1to 5 individuals, 32 per cent of households 

comprised of 6 to 10 individuals, and just over 1 per cent of households comprised of 

more than 15 individuals. None of the households surveyed had more than 15 

members. It is worth noting that 65 per cent of households comprise of between 1 to 

5 individuals. As mentioned earlier in this chapter, the number of individuals that 

comprise household sizes have been decreasing. Families prefer to live in smaller 

nuclear family units rather than dwelling with extended family members (Rensel, 

1991). This represents a further development to the phenomena that Rensel noted, 

with only 1.33 per cent of households comprising of between 11 to 15 individuals, 

and no households comprising of more than 15 members. This indicates a significant 

change in the Rotuman communal living system. 

Figure 5.7.  Average Household Size in Rotuma 

Source: Household Survey, 2015. 

The changes in Rotuman household sizes are indicative of a chasm that is gradually 

developing in communal and familial relations. During the course of the fieldwork, 

the researcher noted a trend whereby newly married couples on the island would 

construct new homes and form nuclear families rather than dwelling in the extended 

families house. This has resulted in cases where on a single plot of clan land, there 

are multiple houses present that each represent a nuclear family, which is in turn part 
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humorous anecdote a household representative used during the Household Survey 

(2015) was that: 

really i
much fruit trees around and not enough people to eat all the fruits. 

Figure 5.8.  Number of Households with Migrant Members 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.3.2:  Migrants per Household 

Figure 5.9 illustrates the average number of migrant members in each household. It 

reveals that about 48 per cent of households had between 1-5 migrants, 19 per cent of 

households had between 6 to10 migrants, and about 3 per cent had between 11 to 15

migrants. About 27 per cent of households revealed that they had more than 15 

migrants in their households, another 4 per cent of households did not have any 

migrants of newly wedded 

couples. Thus, while they did not have any migrants from their households, they did 

have migrant relatives. 
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Figure 5.9.  Number of Migrants per Household in Rotuma 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

The study notes that the households with higher numbers of migrant members, are 

typically long established extended family households. Such households can 

that belong to the same clan. This accounted 

for the large number of migrants such households possessed. The households with 

smaller migrant number were typically nuclear family households. 

5.3.3.3:  Duration of Migration 

Figure 5.10 illustrates the average amount of time that migrants in the household 

surveyed have spent away from the island. Figure 5.10 shows that nearly 55 per cent 

of households have migrants who spent more than 20 years away from Rotuma. An 

additional 25 per cent of households reported that they had migrants who spent 

between 6 to 12 years outside of Rotuma. 1 per cent of households had migrants who 

had spent between 13 to 20 years outside of Rotuma. 
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Figure 5.10.  Number of Years Spent Away From Rotuma, by Migrants 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

The study notes that households with migrants who have spent between 1-8 years 

abroad, are typically households made up of nuclear families with fewer migrants. In 

such cases, the migrants are typically the offspring of the members of the household 

who have migrated for the purpose of education and seeking employment. 

Conversely, households with larger numbers of migrants who have spent a longer 

period of time abroad are extended family households. In such households, the 

dominant trend is th

of the extended family while most of the family is abroad. The extended family 

member with his own family, will typically dwell in, and look after the household. 

o serve to ensure that should members of the extended 

family visit Rotuma, they will ag forau (host their guests in a comfortable manner) 

towards their visiting relatives. 

5.3.3.4:  Destination of Rotuman Migrants 

Figure 5.11 provides an overview of the typical destinations of Rotuman migrants. 

Figure 5.11 reveals that 70 per cent of households had migrants that had moved to 

mainland Fiji. Another 13 per cent of households said that they had migrants abroad, 

and 14 per cent of households reported that they had migrants both in Fiji as well as 

abroad. 
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Figure 5.11.  Destination of Migrants in Households 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

Unsurprisingly, as shown in Figure 5.11, Fiji remains the most popular migrant 

destination. It is worth noting that none of the households surveyed had migrant 

members who had settled in other Pacific Island Countries (PICs) outside of Fiji. 

However, through ethnographic, and insider observation, the researcher is aware of 

many Rotumans who dwell in other PICs. Through informal conversations with 

village and district communities, as well as surveyed households, this study notes 

and posits that, many Rotuman migrants dwelling in other PICs are typically first or 

second generation migrants whose parents or grandparents, were the migrants,

originally born in Rotuma. 

5.3.3.4.1  Country Specific Migrant Destinations 

Figure 5.12 provides a more specific breakdown of details on the destination 

countries of migrants. The study notes that the majority of households said that their 

migrants (around 73 per cent), are located in mainland Fiji. 10 per cent of households 

reported that they had migrants dwelling in Australia, while almost 6 per cent of 

households had migrants residing in the United States of America. Around 6 per cent 

of households each reported that they had members living in Canada, Korea, Japan, 

and Somalia. 
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Figure 5.12.  Country of Residence of Rotuman Migrants 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.3.5:  Connection to Migrants 

Figure 5.13 portrays the familial connection that households have with migrant 

members. 57 per cent of migrants are siblings of the heads of the surveyed 

households. 20 per cent, are the offspring of the heads of the households. With 

regards to the respond

the migrants, the research notes that for most of them were cousins and/or nieces and 

nephews. It is worth noting that none of the migrants from the households was a, 

husband, or wife to those in Rotuma. This indicates that previous practices noted by 

purposes, have ceased to be practiced.  
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Figure 5.13.  Familial Connection with Migrants 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.3.6:  Reasons for Migration 

Figure 5.14 shows various reasons as to why Rotumans migrated from their 

respective households. The desire for education accounted for about 71 per cent. 

Another 21 per cent migrated to seek employment. The study notes that in the case of 

those whose household members had migrated for the purpose of education, all 

further elaborated, that their relatives had migrated for education, and to seek better 

opportunities elsewhere upon completion of education. In essence, the migrants who 

left Rotuma for further education, intended to further seek their destinies outside of 

Rotuma. None of the households surveyed had members who migrated for further 

return and help back home (Rotuma)

Education is a both a push and a pull factor for Rotuman migrants. In Rotuma, full 

primary and secondary school education (year 1 - 13) is offered. There are four 

primary schools (1 to 8 years) located in Sumi (Juju District), Paptea (Oinafa 

District), Motusa (It

13 education for 

all high school students on the island. However, while the educational facilities do 

exist, families who are able to send their children to be educated in Fiji, regularly 
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choose to do so. The households surveyed revealed that when possible, they would 

prefer to have their children educated in Fiji, as the schools in Rotuma were not as 

well-resourced as those in mainland Fiji. 

Additionally, it is worth noting that none of the households had migrants who had 

discussed historical observations of Allardyce (1885), and Gardiner (1898), which 

Howard (1961) had summarised. The study notes that while migration remains a part 

and parcel of Rotuman life, Rotumans migrate for more pragmatic reasons as 

opposed to a simple motivation to travel and see the world. 

Figure 5.14.  Reasons for Family Members Migrating From Rotuma 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.3.7:  Interaction between Households and Migrants 

Figure 5.15 shows the average frequency of communication between migrant 

households and their migrants. It reveals that nearly 55 per cent of households said 

that they do

communicated with the migrants. Of these households, 96 per cent of households 
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revealed that they communicated with their migrant members by phone23. The survey 

notes, that none of the households surveyed said that they used social media for the 

purpose of communication, despite the use of social media being very much in 

evidence amongst the youth of the island of Rotuma. 

Figure 5.15.  Average Frequency of Communication between Migrant 
Households and Migrants 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

The findings in Figure 5.15 serves to reinforce the past research observations, that 

there remains a significant level of connection between Rotuman migrants and their 

households (Hannan, 2009; Howard, 2012; Rensel, 1993). In the case of the one 

household who had no answer, the household clarified that their daughter had only 

just left for further education in Fiji, and so they had yet to receive word from her24.

5.3.4:  Remittances to Rotuma 

In this section, the remittance patterns in Rotuma are assessed.  Frequency of 

remittance receipts, conduits of sending remittances, types of remittances received, 

and the use of these remittances are discussed in this section. 
                                                 
23 4 per cent had no answer to this question, for two key reasons. One household had never 
communicated with their migrant relatives (Figure 5.16). While in the case of the other households, 
the individuals interviewed, were not the persons who were primarily contacted by migrants
24 The household in question was interviewed 2 days after their daughter had left the island by ship.
Thus the daughter was still at sea
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5.3.4.1: Receipt of Remittances 

Figure 5.16 illustrates the proportion of Rotuman households, which do receive 

remittances. 76 per cent of the households surveyed receive remittances in the form 

of cash and/or kind, while 20 per cent of households did not receive any form of

remittance. 4 per cent of households did not have an answer to this question as they 

felt uncomfortable with answering the question. 

Previous research works on migration and remittances in Rotuma have alluded to the 

fact that given its small population, Rotuma receives a significant amount of 

remittances. Hannan (2009: 233) noted that in 2007, Rotuma had received FJD one 

million in a single month. She noted that given population at the time, this 

amounted to $FJD 500 for every Rotuman on the island (p.234).  However, as Figure 

5.16 has shown, not all Rotumans are remittance recipients. 

Figure 5.16.  Number of Households Receiving Remittances 

Source: Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.4.2: Types of Remittances 

Figure 5.17 is a breakdown of the types of remittances that Rotuman households 

receive. Of the households who received remittances, about 63 per cent received 

remittance in the form of both cash and kind. Another 21 per cent of remittance 
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recipient households were receiving only cash, and 16 per cent by kind. The study 

notes that in the case of the households that solely received cash remittance, the 

majority of these households were small households that mainly comprised of 

individuals over the age of 50 years. The more elderly individuals stated that with 

their advanced age, their relatives abroad sent them money so that they could 

purchase for themselves what they needed for their day-to-day living. At their age, 

they personally found that sending cash was more convenient than sending 

remittances in kind whereby the individuals would have to personally collect their 

goods from the wharf which they found to be very inconvenient to them. 

Other individuals in the category were retirees who returned to the island with their 

own resources to facilitate the building/rebuilding of their family homes. These 

individuals stated that they had brought most of the goods in kind that they needed, 

and would only request for monetary remittances when the need arose. 

Figure 5.17.  Types of Remittances Received by Households 

Source: Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.4.3:  Cash Remittance Flow and Utilisation 

In this sub-section, the flow, receipt, and utilisation of cash remittances, is

scrutinised. The frequency of cash transfer and means of channelizing remittances is
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assessed. This section also assesses the purposes for which remittance monies are 

sent, and how they are actually utilised. 

5.3.4.3.1  Frequency of Cash Transfers 

Figure 5.18 reveals the frequency with which households receive remittances. 59 per 

cent of the remittance receiving households receive remittances when need arises. 28 

per cent of households received remittances on a quarterly basis, while around 5 per 

cent of households each receive weekly or fortnightly remittances. Nearly 4 per cent 

of households reported that they received remittances on a monthly basis, and just 

over 1 per cent received yearly remittances. 

Figure 5.18.  Frequency of Cash Remittance Receipts by Households 

Source: Household Survey, 2015. 

The study notes that remittances are typically sent in the assistance of household as 

well as cultural events. In terms of household events, families in Rotuma will often 

request remittances in both cash and kind for events such as weddings, and the 

ceremonial mounting of tombstones (Box 5.4). Of particular interest, is a seemingly 

counterintuitive revelation by many households, that the receipt of remittances is not 

particularly high for funerals. When queried upon this, households cited that as there 

was no mortuary in Rotuma, funerals were relatively accelerated affairs whereby the 
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Figure 5.19.  Average Remittances Received Per Transfer by Household 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.4.3.3 Conduits of Cash Remittances 

The various means by which Rotumans receive monetary remittances, in both formal 

and informal channels are shown in Figure 5.20. Almost 60 per cent of remittance 

receiving households relied upon Telegraphic Money Orders26 (TMOs) for the 

receipt of cash remittances. About 21 per cent of households reported that they 

received monies through Western Union27. The study notes that the majority of cash 

remittances are still sent from migrants located in mainland Fiji. The researcher 

notes, that even remittance receiving households, whose migrant members are 

primarily located outside of Fiji, still receive their monies through domestic cash 

transfers (TMOs). In such households, remittance senders abroad would send the 

money to relatives in mainland Fiji, who would in turn send the monies to Rotuma. 

This trend typically occurred for two purposes. Firstly, migrants abroad preferred to 

channelize remittance monies via mainland Fiji in order to ensure that they could 

provide for both their relatives on Rotuma, and those outside of Rotuma. Secondly, 

migrants abroad would send monies to those in mainland Fiji, so that they could use 

                                                 
26 Telegraphic Money Orders (TMOs) in this context, refers to the electronic transmition of money 
within Fiji. TMO services are offered by Post Fiji
27 Western Union is an international corporation that facilitates cross border money transfers
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portions of the monies, to purchase remittances in kind, to send to Rotuma, while the 

remainder of the cash was transferred to Rotuma via TMOs. The response of one 

housewife on remittances from the Household Survey (2015) was: 

My oldest son is working in Canada, and I have a daughter who is studying in 
Suva. So he will send the money to his sister. Some of it is for her spending, the 
rest she either sends here, or uses it to buy things we need and send it on the 
next boat

Figure 5.20.  Mechanisms of Receiving Remittances in Rotuma 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

Based on Figure 5.20, the research notes that no households referred to remittances 

that were brought by visitors to the island. This contrasts findings by scholars such as 

Hannan (2009: 234), who noted how Rotuman migrants visiting the island would 

bring funds and gifts for their families. This type of informal flow of remittances to 

Rotuma is very common. However, households revealed that in such cases, such gifts 

brought were also used to help facilitate the stay of the visitors. Thus, participants in 

the survey did not view such gifts as being remittances. The study also notes that 

despite EFTPOS28 services being offered at the Post office,

received funds via bank transfers. Households revealed that this was because the 

island did not have any bank branches. Thus, opening a bank account would have 

necessitated a visit to mainland Fiji. Furthermore, Automated Teller Machines 
                                                 
28 Electronic Funds Transfer at Point Of Sale
electronically pay for their purchases and also withdraw money from their Bank Accounts. 
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(ATMs) are not present on the island, and using EFTPOS services to make money 

withdrawals would first necessitate making purchases worth ten dollars or more, 

before they could withdraw funds. Thus, in the context of cash remittances, 

electronic/bank transfers are not favoured. 

5.3.4.3.4  Purposes of Sending Cash Remittances 

Figure 5.21 graphs out the general reasons as to why migrants would send cash 

remittances to Rotuma. The majority of households (43 per cent), indicated that their 

migrant family members sent remittances back for the purpose of helping with living 

expenses. Assisting with church contributions (22 per cent) and community 

fundraisings (22 per cent) were also cited as key reasons for the sending of 

remittances. The study notes that when combined, the sending of remittances for the 

purpose of church and community contributions actually outweighs the sending of 

remittances for the purpose of meeting living expenses. 5 per cent of households 

stated that migrants sent them remittances to help build/extend their homes, and 

another 5 per cent reported that cash remittances were sent to assist with education 

costs. 1 per cent of households each reported that migrants sent remittances for the 

purpose of assisting with medical expenses, the purchasing of farming implements, 

and the purchasing of livestock. 

Figure 5.21.  Purpose of Migrants Sending Cash Remittances to Rotuma 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 
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5.3.4.3.5  Utilisation of Cash Remittances 

Figure 5.22 illustrates how the households surveyed commonly utilise cash 

remittances that they receive. Most remittance receiving households interviewed, 

revealed that in terms of the specific activities they spent the monies on, they spent 

the bulk on living expenses (41 per cent). However, further queries revealed that they 

also set aside money for church (23 per cent) and community contributions (22 per 

cent). Consequently, the accrual of these various other expenses led to significant 

portions of monies being used for church contributions and community fundraisings. 

Almost 6 per cent reported that they used cash remittances to assist with education 

costs, and another 4 per cent of households stated that they used remittances to help 

build/extend their homes. Just fewer than 3 per cent of households used remittances 

to purchase farming implements, and 1 per cent of households each reported that 

they used remittances for the purpose of assisting with medical expenses, and 

purchasing livestock. 

Figure 5.22.  Utilisation of Cash Remittances by Households 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 
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Figure 5.23 shows the purpose of migrants sending remittances, and their actual 

utilisation. Remittances are utilised for the main purposes for which they are sent. 

Figure 5.23.  Purpose of Migrants Sending Remittances, vs. their Actual 
Utilisation 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

The study notes that in comparison to the purpose for which remittance monies are 

sent, there is an increase in the usage of remittance monies for church contributions 

(23 per cent), and community fundraisings (22 per cent). Consequently, contributions 

to church and community fundraisings make up a significant proportion of 

remittance usage (45 per cent) that outweighs the usage of remittances for living 

expenses (41 per cent).  The study notes that none of the households surveyed 

reported using remittance monies for the purpose of starting small businesses. 

the field work site, with regard to contributions made by households to religious 

events. 
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5.3.4.4.1  Goods and Merchandise Remitted to Rotuma 

Figure 5.24 depicts the various types and quantities of remittances in kind that are 

received by households in Rotuma. About 54 per cent of households stated that 

remittances received typically comprised of food items. 20 per cent of households 

stated that they received educational materials, and about 13 per cent of households 

reported that they received clothing. Building materials make up nearly 9 per cent of 

good received, while farming implements comprise of 5 per cent.

Figure 5.24.  Household Response on Remittances in Kind 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

The study notes that at first glance the data shown in Figure 5.24 may imply a 

primary focus on food items, and consumption, as opposed to the sending of 

remittances to facilitate education and farming. However, it must be noted that the 

sending of farming implements is something that is typically only necessitated when 

families in Rotuma need new tools to replace items lost through wear and tear. 

Similarly, building materials are only necessitated when there is construction work 

underway. With regard to educational materials, this typically only required on an 

annual basis when the new school year commences. In essence, the demand for 

educational materials, building materials, and farming implements is elastic. 
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However, the demand for food products is inelastic and thus accounts for the high 

per-centage of food products being sent. 

The researcher noted upon visits to the wharf when a ship was berthed, that each 

shipment would bring vast quantities of cargo ranging from basic food items, to 

furniture, construction materials, and motorcycles. 

Photograph 5.8 illustrates the variety of goods that are typically delivered to Rotuma 

with each shipment that arrives. It must be noted that while this does imply a vast 

inflow of remittances in kind, shipping services are irregular29 and thus partially 

account for the large amounts of cargo that are delivered by each ship. 

Photograph 5.8.  Collage of Cargoes Typically Delivered to Rotuma 

Source:  By J.Titifanue, 2015. 
                                                 
29 Shipping services to Rotuma are notoriously irregular. There are instances where multiple months 
can elapse before a ship arrives. When the researcher arrived in Rotuma (By plane), there had been no 
ships arriving in almost 2 months. Consequently, there was a shortage (or complete absence) of food 
products and basic items at the various shops in Rotuma. For instance, at the Post Office supermarket, 
which was typically the best resourced and stocked business in Rotuma, the shelves were completely 
bare of all food items. 
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5.3.4.4.2  Purpose of Sending Remittances in Kind 

Figure 5.25 shows the reasons as to why migrants send remittances in kind to 

Rotuma. The majority of households (around 52 per cent), indicated that their 

migrant family members sent such remittances for the purpose of helping them with 

their basic needs. A common phrase that participants used to describe the sending of

Improving literacy (Almost 17 per cent) and assisting with the education of children 

(Almost 17 per cent) were also common reasons for the sending of remittances in 

kind. Households spoke of how their migrant relatives would send school materials 

such as text books, fictional novels, uniforms and general stationery in order to 

ensure that the school children in the family were provided with necessary materials. 

8 per cent of households reported that the remittances were intended to assist in the 

renovation of dwellings, while 4 per cent revealed that the remittances were sent to 

help improve cultivation. 2 per cent of households reported that the remittances had 

been sent to assist in the construction of new houses. 

Figure 5.25.  Purpose of Migrants Sending Remittances in Kind

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 
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Figure 5.26.  Actual Usage of Remittances in Kind 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015 

Figure 5.27 shows a comparison between the purpose of migrants sending 

remittances in kind, and such remittances are actually utilised. The study notes that 

the actual usage of such remittances generally correlates with the purposes for which 

the remittances are sent. Figure 5.27 shows, most remittance receiving households 

interviewed, revealed that in terms of the specific usage of the material goods sent, 

much of the goods went into consumption. In essence, much of the merchandise they 

received was food items that helped supplement their diets. Households cited that 

this was cheaper as it meant they would minimise the frequency with which they 

needed to purchase food items at exorbitant costs in Rotuma. 
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Figure 5.27.  Comparison of the Purpose of Migrants Sending Remittances in 
Kind, and their Actual Utilisation 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015 

As aforementioned, the costs of goods and services in Rotuma are exorbitantly high. 

This can be attributed to the irregularity of shipping to Rotuma and the geographic 

isolation of the island. These factors have meant high shipping costs which in turn 

have led to the cost of goods and services in Rotuma being quite high. Box 5.7 

upon the arrival of a ship. 
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5.3.5.1 Household Perception on the Impacts of Remittances on Health  

Figure 5.28 shows that a total of 85 per cent of respondents believed that remittances 

played a very significant or significant role in helping develop health facilities. The 

role of migrants in developing health facilities is generally held in a high regarded. 

Households cited that while there was a rural hospital in Rotuma that offered free

medical services, remittances dical 

needs. The response of an individual in the Household Survey (2015) is as follows: 

things, our families send. They give wheelchairs, walking sticks, 
diapers for the really old people and other things to help make the 
sick live well. We see a lot of it now because most of the youth are 

A combined total of 8 per cent of respondents believed that remittances from 

migrants played an insignificant to very insignificant role in terms of its impact on 

health. Households cited the reason that people in Rotuma needed to look after 

themselves better. One household stated that health was the go

tu

[migrants in Fiji]). 

Figure 5.28.  Household Response on Impact of Remittances on Health 

Source: Household Survey, 2015. 
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5.3.5.2: Household Perception on the Impact of Remittances on Education 

Figure 5.29 shows that a total of 84 per cent of households believed that remittances 

played a very significant or significant role in helping Rotumans achieve better 

education. 60 per cent of the respondents stated that they believed that remittances 

ndents believed that 

remittances 

respondents believed that remittances played an insignificant to very insignificant 

role in terms of its impact on education. Such households mainly cited that it was the 

duty of the parents to provide for their children and to see that their offspring attained 

an education. These perceptions could be summed up by the response of an 

individual in the Household Survey (2015), which was as follows: 

When I was growing up, my father would cut copra and mum would weave 
mats to sell in Fiji to get money. They did all this so that we [reference to 
s
can provide for us. They also went through all that because they know that 
they [referring to migrants in Fiji] have their own families that they needed 
to look after, and they did not want to add to the burden

Figure 5.29.  Household Perception on the Impact of Remittances on Education 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 
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Figure 5.30.  Household Perception on Impact of Remittances on Education 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

A customary chief who was part of the survey offered the perspective that while he 

could not say with certainty as to whether more children were attending school or 

not, he did believe that remittances were helping increase completion rates of 

students (Box 5.9). 

Box 5.9. A District Chiefs View on Remittances and Education

Education is something that parents in Rotuma really want. We all tell them 
[children] that they need to go to school. Life here is hard, cutting copra and 
farming and fishing all your life is hard. [Remark to Researcher] Remember what 
they said in Herenik

[reference to doing white collar work as opposed to subsistence living on the 

school because they needed to start looking for work to help their families. Now, 
bout school fees. Also, many 

families in my district have gifts being sent from Fiji to help the children. The 
uniforms, shoes and books are sent from Fiji. All that is expensive, so the help that 
comes from Fiji makes the burden less for those here. Vama would have told you 

Source:  The Household Survey, 2015. 
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Before, in the places where the electricity went up to,30 families 
would all go to one house when the power was on, so that they can 
watch movies. Now if you go around the places where the power 
goes up to, many houses have their own T.Vs and radios.

During the fieldwork, migrant members of the family hosting the researcher sent 5 

solar panels for installation, to enable their relatives on the island to have electricity 

access.

Figure 5.31.  Household Response on the Impact of Remittances on Living 
Standards 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.5.3.1 Household Perception on the Extent of Changes in Living 

Standards 

Participants were asked as to whether they believed that remittance receipts had 

facilitated changes in living standards over the past 5 years. As shown in Figure 5.32, 

95 per cent of respondents believed that remittances had contributed to changes in 

Rotuman living standards. Another 5 per cent did not believe that there had been 

changes in Rotuman living standards.  

                                                 
30 In Rotuma, not all areas have irregular or no access to electricity. Some communities have 
communal generators that are switched on for certain periods of time, while some households have 
their own generators that they utilise for their own needs. However, all the generators are reliant on 
fuel supplies that tend to run short when shipping services to the island are delayed.
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Figure 5.32.  Household Perception on Changes in Living Standards  

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

Figure 5.33 shows household perceptions on the extent to which living standards in 

Rotuma have changed. A combined total of 83 percent of households stated that they 

believed that living standards had change either substantially (80 per cent), or to a 

great extent (3 per cent)31. 5 per cent chose not to answer this question as they stated 

they felt more comfortable talking about their own households, and did not wish to 

comment on others. The study notes that for most of the households, the participants 

felt that living standards in Rotuma had undergone extensive changes. 11 per cent of 

households surveyed, believed that there had been little change to living standards in 

Rotuma. Key reasons cited by the households were that they could still observe 

people practicing traditional activities. The response of a farmer from Juju district 

during the Household Survey (2015) was that: 

While people live in cement houses now and eat better than before, 
people still do traditional work. You can still see people fishing and 
farming

                                                 
31

were selected due to the fact that questionnaires and interviews were carried out using the Rotuman 
language.  
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Figure 5.33.  Household Perception on Extent of Change in Living Standards 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.5.3.2 Household Perception on the Impact of Change in Living Standards 

Figure 5.34 outlines perceptions households have with regard to the impact of the 

living standard changes that they observed. The majority of participants (53 per cent) 

felt that the changes had been positive. The response of one household during the 

household survey (2015) was that: 

We see beautiful houses around the island. Peoples eating has changed, 
we have radios and T.V. You can see a lot more families owning 
generators in the places th
hard and sent their children to Fiji so that we can get these blessings

Around 7 per cent chose not to answer this question as they stated they did not wish 

to make general comments that might cast other households in a negative light. 

Around 23 per cent of respondents had mixed feelings on the living standard changes 

that they had observed. They felt that there was a mix of positive and negative 

elements in the changes in living standards. 

This participant basically alluded to how Rotumans now had access to greater 

varieties of imported foods. However, she felt that this came at the price of 

drastic changes to Rotuman traditions.  
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Around 19 per cent of households felt that the changes had been negative citing 

various reasons. Increases in health problems and pollution were cited as reasons for 

this. During the Household Survey (2015), a village nurse reported: 

diabetes and high blood pressure. Rotuma did not have this problem 

because people are relying on Fiji, and they prefer all the imported food 

that come in. where does the rubbish go? .... [Question to researcher] did 
you see rubbish trucks around the island? See, all the rubbish is either 

Figure 5.34.  Household Perception on the Impact of Change in Living 
Standards 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

The response of one household member during the Household Survey (2015) was 

that:  

But now, people are ignoring their tradition. Look at our festivals now. See 
[Photograph 5.9]. 
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5.3.5.4 Household Perception on the Impact of Remittances on 

Livelihoods 

Household perceptions on the role remittances play in facilitating good livelihoods 

are shown in Figure 5.35. A combined total of 89 per cent of households felt that 

remittances 

in facilitating positive livelihood development in households. The study notes that a 

very common theme cited by households was 

households felt that changes in diet were the greatest indicator of the impact of 

remittances. Many households felt that remittances played a significant role in 

improving livelihoods as evidenced by access to a greater range of imported foods. 

Other households felt that changes in diets had resulted in an increased reliance on 

imported foods that lacked nutritional value. 

Figure 5.35.  Household Response on the Impact of Remittances on Livelihoods 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.5.5  Impact of Remittances on Traditional Livelihood Activities 

Household perception on whether they have been undertaking less traditional 

livelihood activities due to the remittances they receive is shown in Figure 5.36. Of 

these households, 60 per cent felt that they were undertaking less traditional 



135

livelihood activities due to the remittances that they were receiving. Many 

households stated that they had worked hard to ensure that their children had better 

opportunities than they did. Thus, they felt that with their children working outside of 

Rotuma, they can now enjoy the fruits of their toil. An elderly couple highlight of 

their perception during the Household Survey (2015) is: 

cutting copra and doing things to get money so we can send the children to 
school. While he was doing all that work, I was making mats and selling 
them [to buyers in Fiji]. So our oldest daughter managed to go to F.I.T32.
She finished and worked as a secretary, and was able to help pay for her 
brothers school fees. Now, she is working and our son has graduated and 
working they send us money and gifts so that w

40 per cent of households believed that they were not undertaking less traditional 

livelihood activities due to remittances received. The study notes that such 

households were typically those who only received remittances 

basis. Additionally, such households did not typically receive large quantities of 

remittance monies. 

Figure 5.36.  Household Response on Impact of Remittances on Traditional 
Livelihood Activities  

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

                                                 
32 Fiji Institute of Technology a vocational school that is now part of the Fiji National University 
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Figure 5.37.  Household Perception on Impact of Remittances on the 
Development of Small Scale Livelihood Activities 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 

5.3.5.5.2 Household Perception on Effectiveness of Remittances in 
Development 

Figure 5.38 outlines household perceptions on how effective they felt remittances 

had been, in facilitating development. Respondents were asked to rank how effective 

they believed remittances had been in facilitating development. This ranking was 

done on a scale of one to five, with one being the lowest, and five being the highest. 

20 per cent of households ranked the effectiveness of remittances 

ipants believed that 

remittances had played a pivotal role in development for Rotuma. Respondents cited, 

goods and luxuries. The response of one household in the Household Survey (2015)

is as follows: 

library, a lot of the books are sent by those in Fiji, who want to help. 
When the hospital is out of things like wheelchairs, those in Fiji send it 

40 per cent of participants, were ambivalent, and ranked the success at 3 out of 5. 

They felt that while remittances did have some positive effects, there were also 
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negative aspects that needed to be weighed. These respondents cited a variety of 

reasons for this. The loss of the significance of traditional practices, and drastic 

decreases in the amount of planting and fishing taking place were some of the key 

negative aspects that were cited. Responses of households in the Household Survey 

(2015) are as follows: 

for weddings and funeral, you can take mats and animals to help. Now, 
you need to take money or boxes of corned beef or it will be seen as if 

Another household provided the following response in the Households Survey 

(2015) with regards to farming practices in Rotuma: 

weeds, but trees that are growing. You can see some families making 

Figure 5.38  Ranking of Household Perception on Impact of Remittances 

Source:  Household Survey, 2015. 






























































































